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HOME DEPARTMENT (EDUCATION)
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- G.0. No. 105¢, 14th August
Text quli Commiitee
Approving a draft addition to the rules for the working of a—.

Reap—the following papers:—
I
G.0. Nos. 445—46,‘Educaﬁongl, dated 10th September 1900.

AsnstrRacT.—Directing the publication in the Fort 8t. George Gazette of the rules for the
Madras Text Book Committee with the modification suggested by the Government of India.

P II
Letter—from the Hon’ble Mr. J. H. STONE, M.A., CLE, F.R.HS., Director of
Public Instruction.
To—the Secretary to Government, Home (Education) Department.
Dated—Ootacamund, the 2nd July 1918. . ;
No.—Ref. on Cur. 3070 of 1917.

I have the honour to invite your attention to my letter to Government R.C.

No. 3070, dated 16th May 1917, and in particular to my statement that the defect
in the Text Book Committee system is the inevitable delay between the submission
-of a book by a publisher and its appearance in the printed list.

. 2. Beveral instances have occurred lately that have impressed upon me the
serious disadvantage of this delay in the case of books specially prepared for use in
this Fresidency, most of which are in a vernacular. } s

3. T should be glad to take measures for dealing with such expeditiously but the
rules made by Government for the Committee prevent my doing so.

# 4. As I understand these rules the Director is not empowered to place any book
on the list of approved text books till it has been passed at a meeting of the whole
Committee. The practice is for the Committee to meet twice & year and for a list
of approved books to be published as soon as may be after each meeting. For most,
books the procedure serves very well, I dare say that nine-tenths of them never find

- their wiy into the school at all, but books of the kind I have in mind may be kept
#~ out of schools for as much as a year because they are not approved in time to be
introduced in the first term.

5. I suggest therefore that a more elastic procedure may be sanctioned for such
books which [ embody in the following draft additional rule of the Text Book
Committee Rules :—

“TIn the case of a book specially prepared for use in schools in the Presidency, the

* Director of Public Instruction may call for the opinion of a sub-committee and may, if such

opinion be favourable, notify the hook asiapproved for use in schools without its being referred

to the Text Book Committee. Should the opinion of the sub-committee be uufavourable, the
book shall be referred in ordinary course to the Text Book Committee.” :

6. I may remark that the opinions of the sub-committees are almost invariably

accepted by the Text Book Commiftee.

7. An alternative that suggests itself is holding more frequent meetings of the

Text Book Committee. I do not recommend it as not likely to be so expeditious
and a source of inconvenience and additional expense in travelling allowance.
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Order—No. 1050, Home (Education), dated 14th August 1918.

The Government sanction the following addition to the rules for the working
of the Text Book Committee printed in G.O. No. 764, Educational, dated the 12th
July 1915 :—

“ 18 (a) In the case of a book spacially prepared for use
the Director of Public Tnstruction may call for the opinion of a sub-com k r
opinion be favourable, notify the book a3 approved for use in sshools withoub s being referred
t0 the full Text Book Committee. Should the opinion of the sub-mpmtt!i]ee be unfavoarable,
the book shall be referred in ordinary course to the Text Book Committee.

n schools in the Presidency,

(True extract)

R. RaMAcHANDRA Rao,
Secretary to Government.

T the Director of Pablic Instraction. ks
., Superintendent, Goysrnment Prass (for publication in the Gazette).

Endorsement No. 1051, Home (Education), dated 14th August 1918.
Copy to the Government of India, Department of Education (Education).

R. RamacHANDRA Rao,
Secretary to Government.

committee and may, if such -

I
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NOTES CONNECTED WITH G.0. Nos. 1050-51, HOME (EDUCATION),
DATED 14re AUGUST 1918

[Surskcr.—Addition to the rules for the working of the Text Book Commitice.]

Previous papers :

J G0 9-_!7 Bducational, 1st Mar. 1900 | G.O. 6, Hiucational, 6th Jan. 1908
o Bl 2Ttk July . ., T L
b BT 10k Sepis 7 83 b 6th June 1910
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. . 829 & 16th Nov. 1905 | . 547-48 . 7th Aug. 1911
ot 133 % 2;11; Jan. 1907 |, 764 12th July 1915
7 3 md Apr. , 1133-34 (Zdn.
o : el 3 , Home (Bdn.), 1st Sep. 1917
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Demi-official—from the Hon’ble Mr. J. H. StoxE, M,A., F.R.H.S., CIE., Director
e M oi]‘)Public Instruction. ; :
o—the Hon'ble Diwan Bahadur R. RamacHanpra Rao Avargal, S
Government, Home (Edueation) Department. Gl
Dated—OQotacamund, -the 6th July 1918.
‘Will you please make a correction in my R.C. No. 3070, dated 2nd Jul i
1 ) .C. No. y ly 1918 ? The list of
approved books is only published once a year affer the meeting held in the spri i
all the books approved in the year. ! Rl e

Houe (EpucATIoN) DEPARTMENT.

In 9Eering remarks on the specific suggestions made by the Government of
India with a view to mitigate the difficulties alleged to exist in the working of the
Provincial Text Book Committee, the Director of Public Instruction in paragraph 3
of his letter R.0.C. No. 3070, dated 16th May 1917 printed on pages 17-19 of
G.0. Nos. 1133-34, Home (Education), dated 1st September 1917, stated as follows
in regard to the working of the Madras Text Book Committee :— The defect in the
system is the inevitable delay between the submission of a book by a publisher and
its appearance in the printed list and I am now considering with the committee’s help
means for diminishing the inconvenience.” This information was furnished to the
Government of India in letter No. 1134, liome (Fducation), dated the 1st September
1917, when replying to their reference.

A 2. With a view to avoid the delay above referred to, the Director of Public
Tnstruction now submits for approval a draft addition to the rules for the working of
the Text Book Committee (printed on pages 6-8 of G.0. No. 764, Educational, dated
the 12th July 1915).

3. It may be noted that the rules relating to the Text Book Committee were
framed in accordance with the instructions of the Government of India on the
subject (G.O. Nos. 315 A, 315 B, dated the 27th July 1900) and were finally
published with India’s approval after making some modification suggested by that
Government—rvide G.O. Nos. 445—46, dated the 10th September 1900.

Tt is however doubtful whether the proposed draft additional rule may be
approved since it is likely to do away with the necessity of a Text Book Committee in
all cases in which books are approved by sub-committees, as such books need not be
brought before the Text Book Committee at all. Further this proeedure appears
to be against the principle suggested by the Government of India that ¢each book

_should according to its subject be circulated to a sub-committee, while a list
of books thus circulated should be sent to all the members of the committee. This

procedure would enable any member to call for a book even though it did not fall
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within the subject treated by the sub-committee of which he was a member '— vide
paragraph 4 (1) on page 2 of G.O. No. 1133, Home (Hducation), dated the 1st
September 1917.

In regard to this suggestion this Government replied as follows in their letter

No. 1134, Home (Education), dated the 1st September 1917 :—

¢ This procedure is already in force in the Madras Text Book Committee except that the
list of hooks is not circulated to all the members of the committee until the opinions of the
various sub-committees have been recorded. Hach book is examined by two members of the
sub-committee and if they disagree a third opinion is taken. At the meeting all the members of
the committee have a list of all the hooks before them with the sub-committee’s opinion stated
generally. If any member wants the actual opinion of members of a sub-committee these are
read out then and there and it is open to any member to raise a discussion thereon. The lish
could not, under the existing proceduve, be got ready long before the committee meeting ; and
the Government do not consider that any real object would be served by circulating the list in
advance. They are of opinion that the existing procedure in this rogard may continue so far as
this Presidency is concerned.”

1t would therefore seem that no change can be made in the existing procedure
until the Government of India pass orders on the proposals in the lefter quoted
above.

4. If, however, it is considered that there is no objection to the acceptance of the
draft rule proposed by the Director of Public Instruction, the draft below is submitted
for approval. A copy of the proceedings in this case may be forwarded to the
Government of India for information with reference to the concluding portion of
paragraph 2 of letter No, 1134, Home (Education), dated the 1st September 1917.

T.K.—24-7-18,

b

4

The proposal aims at speedy disposal of applications for recognition of books by
Text Book Committee. The committee meets twice a year and the list is published
once apnually. In schools new books are introduced generally at the beginning of a
year and not in the middle of it, Ifa year’s listis missed, a book will have to wait
for another year for its publication, and if a half-yearly meeting is missed another
six months will bave to elapse before the book is considered by the committee. In
view of the above fact, that new books are introduced only at the beginning of a school
year, the delay in cousidering the suitability of books by the committee may not
matter much. But publishers may press for early orders on their applications so as
to enable them to persuade school authorities to adopt the books published by them.
Apparently this is referred to by the Director of Public Instruction. )

The remedy proposed by the Director of Public Instruetion of dispensing with
the Commitiee’s consideration altogether in case of books intended for schools and
approved by the sub-committee seems somewhat of a going back on the track. The
committee is mainly concerned with books intended for schools and they form an
important section of its work. The proposal will deprive it of a large and“importa'ut
portion of its functions. Though the committee’s approval is generally formal and
the sub-committee’s opinion is rarely questioned, the right to challenge such opinion,
which members of the committee now possess, will be denied to them if the presen'; LY
proposal is approved and may not be accepted by the public easily. Attempts are
being made to assign more powers to the committee and it may be resented if the
existing powers are sought to be curtailed. The sub-committee’s opinion will
under the proposal, issue as the opinion of the committee without the latter being
consulted at all. o enable the scrutiny of
8 to examine the general

»

to the Director of Public Instruction to consult it.
consultation should obviously be exercised in speci
part of a general rule. So long as the commiftee
" exercise its proper functions. d
The remedy for the delay may have,
directions. One way is to
approval, which will be subje

But such discretion to desist from
al cases and should not be made
is maintained it should be left to

{ it is submitted, to be sought in other
recognize the sub-committee’s opinion as a fentative
ct to final approval by -the committee at its subsequent:

#1been
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meeting. This may retain the authorit
challenge such opinion. Tt is not known

publishers. Tf it is, there may not be
holding of the meetings of the committes mo
circulation of the sub-commiittee’s opinion
committee, giving them an opportunity of

y of the members of the committes to
whether this procedure will be helpful to
much objection to it. Another is the
re frequently ; and a third is the immediate
with the book to the other members of the
questioning it.

C. RamaNusa AcmARIYAR—30-7-18,
The rule has, I think, to go up to the Government of India.

2. T am exceedingly doubtful whether the practical abrogation of the com-
mittee in the case of the books referred to will be sauctioned unless a stronger case
1s made out.
3. Are books of the class referred fo m
felt on account of the delay ? and will a
books meet the situation partially at least ?

To the Director of Public Instruction for favour of further remarks,

any in number ? Has inconvenience
biannual publication of approved text-

R. RamacHANDRA Rao—31-7-18.

OFFICE oF THE DIRECTOR 0F PUBLIc INsTRUCTION,

The only real necessity for the Text Book Committee system lies in the danger
of sedz_txoqs text-books getting into schools. Its present form if not in its very
Inception is due to a case or perhaps more than one case of this actually occurring.
What I propose will not in the least detract from the usefulness of the system for
this purpose. As I said before the hooks in question are mainly in the vernaculars
and under my proposals they will be examined by all the members of the Text Book
Committee competent to do it because the various language committees contain all
the members of the committee whose knowledge of the vernaculars fits them to do
the work in each language. Inconvenience has certainly ‘been felt on account of the
delay, and I am sure that the eumbrous procedure of the Text Book Committee is a
hindrance to the writing and publication of text-books.

A six-monthly list would of course make matters a little better, but what I aim
at is not thie but to get these books on which publishers have expended capital and
authors labour dealt with us rapidly as is humanly possible. If the rule is approved
the President should get the opinion of each member of the sub-committee and deal
with these opinions himself. In doubtful cases it would he fair enough that the
producers of a book not obviously suitable should wait for the opinion of the whole
committee.

I venture to think that the matter is one in which India need not be consulted.

{ There is no violation of the principle on which Tndia desires text-hooks to be
A | deait with and if is certainly the case that in other provinces much wider depar-
tures from India’s ideas have been made.
J. H. StoNe—1-8-18,

Demi-official—from the Hon’ble Mr. J. H. STONE, M.s., F.RH.S.,, CLE., Director
of Public Instruction.
To—the Hon’ble Diwan Bahadur R. Ramacmanpra Rao Avargal, Secretary to
Governmenf, Home (Education) Department.
Dated—Ootacamund, the 7th August 1918.
No—D.0. 129.

‘With reference to the discussion about my proposals to modify the Text Book Committee
rules 80 as to deal more expeditiously with books prepared for use in India, here is a case that
has just come to my notice. Mr. Cameron Morrison sent to me a book A New Geography of j
the British Tsles.” This book has been written for Indian pupils and I feel sure that it is one
that schools ought to be allowed to use it if they wish. It was sent to the Text Book Committee
in October last and has not yet been disposed of and would not in ordinary course find a place
in the list now in the press, that is to say, it would take at least 15 months even if lists were
published half-yearly and a second list published this year, Under my proposed rule it would
have probably got on the list last Christmas.
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Perhaps I have not made my point about this proposed new rule sufficiently clear. It is

. that owing to the mass of books sent by publishexs the boolks that really matter have to waib

their turn along with a lot of books which, although they get on the list, never find. their way
into schools at all. :

Hout (Epucarion) DEpARTMENT.

Please see the Director of Public Instruction’s remarks at A on page 3 supra,
1t is for orders whether the draft addition to the rules for the working of the Text Book
Committee proposed by the Director may be approved without referring to India as
suggested by him. If so, the draft order originally put up is for approval.

T.K.K.—6-%-18.
T.K.—7-8-18.
0. Rawanvsa Acnamivan—9-3-18. B

The proposed amendment will be controversial. 1 am doubtful if the amend-

ment can be sanctioned without India’s approval.

9. T he members of the Text Book Committee do not appear to have been consulted
as to how to overcome the delays pointed out by the Director of Public Instruction.

3. For orders as to whether the Director of Public Instruction’s proposal may be
approved. If so, the draft is for consideration.

R. RamacHsnDRa Rao—12-8-18.

Draft approved.
P[eNrnan | —12-8-18.
Issue.

R.R.—13-8-18.
[ G.0. Nos. 1050-51, Home (Education), dated 14th August 1918. |

DEPARTMENT
(Baucation).
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ZLetter—from the Hon’ble Mr. J. Hi 8 M A ] rE.s., Director of
Public Instruction. \ 3
To—the Secretary to Government, Home {Hduention) Department.

Dated—Ootacamund, the 2nd July 1918.
No—Ref. on Cur. 8070 of 1917. .
T have the honour to invite your attention to my letter to Government’ R.C.
No. 5070, dated 16th May 1917, and in particular to my statement that the defect
in the Text Book Committee system is tho inevitable delay between the submission
% of a book by a publisher and its appearance in the printed list.
9.  Several instances have occurred lately that have impressed upon me the™
serious disadvantage of this delay in the case of hooks specially prepared for use in
this Presidency, most of which are in a vernacular. : g
3. T should be glad to take measures for dealing with such expeditiously but the ’
rules made by Government for the Committee prevent my doing so. :
4. As 1 understand these rules the Director is not empowered to placeany book
“on the list of approved text books till it has been passed at a meeting of the whole ]
Committee: The practice is for the Committee to meet twice a year and for a list
.of approved books to e published as soon as may b after each meeting. For most
books the procedure serves very well, T dare say that nine-tenths of them never find {
their way into the school at all; but books of the kind T have in mind may be kept
out of schools for as much as a year because they are not approved in time to be )
jntroduced in the first term. : 4 {
5. I suggest therefore that a more elastie procedure may be sanctioned for such ]
books which I embody in the following draft additional rule of the Text Book ' :
Committee Rules :— 1

«Tn the case of a book specially In‘ep:\rei fqr use in se}.\lools in the Presidency, the d/
Direptor of Public Tnstruction may call for the opinion of a sub-committee and mfy, if such a,/
L opinion be favourable, notity the book as;a] proYed for use in s/ohools.wxhhoumts being rdferred
to the Text Book Committee. Should the opinion of the sub-committee be uufavourable, the

o referref in ordinary courso t0 the Text Book Committes.” : ’
‘1 i ?.ali m:)ef e:faxtmk that fhe opinions of the sub-commiftees are almost invariably

the Text Book Committee. ’ ‘

uceeP’;edAgyﬂternative that suggests itself is holding more frequent meetings o'f the 3

Text ].300k Committee. I do not recommend it'as not likely to be so expeditions !

and a source of inconvenience and additional expense in travelling allowance. |
S :

__No. 1050, Home Education), dated 14th August 1918. 1
(’rdw’l‘}.\gI (q;‘roigm?x’lent sanc(tion the tolléwmg addition to the r\_xles for the working [
of the Text Book (Committee printed in G.O. No. 764, Educational, dated the 12th i
Sy 1‘? %lg (:5‘ In the case of a book specially prepared for use in schools in the Presidency,
the Director of Public Tnstruction may call for the opinion 'of a sub-oon'mmlt(’.ee_nnd may, if such 3
inion be favourable, notify the book as approved for use in schools without its being referred
go the full Text Book'Oommitbee. Should the o%inl;ron ofo.hek eglb-eox.nuximt’tfe‘ be unfavourable,
ferred in ordinary course +to the Text Book Committee.= -
the book shall be referre A7 tTruo bt

5 R. RamacHANDRA Rao,
Secretary to: Gov;niygmt.
- Endorsement No. 1051, Home (Education), dated 14th August 1918.
% of India, Department of ‘Education (Education).
Copy to the Government 0: , Depa ot B
Secretary to Government.

t Press (for P

To the Director of Public TInstruotion.
¢ = Jent

n
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. NOTES CONNECTED WiTH @0, Nos. 1050-51, HOME (EDUCATION),
: DATED 14ra AUGUST 1918

e
 Previous papeys :
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a5 s 106 Sep, " w823 % 6th June 1910
650 v 26th Dec. 1903 | 7 369 ,, 2URe
» 829 i 16tk Nov. 1905 5 547-8 4 7th dug. 1911
= 1;3 = 2% jan. 1907 | 7 764 5 ‘12 July 1915
3 » pr. » 1133-4, H Edn.), 1st Sep. 1917
O e et : / it o

Demi-official—from the Hon’ble Mr. J. H. B10NE, w4, F.R.HS, CLE, Director
of Public Instruction,

approved books is only published onge a year after the moeting held in the spring and contajns
all the books approved in the year.

Houe (Epvoarron) Drparmuexr,

In offering remarks on the specific suggestions made by the Government of
India with a view to mitigate the difficulties alleged to exist in the working of the
Provineial Tex}?Book Committee, the Director of Public Instruction in paragraph 3
of his letter R.0.C. No. 307 0, dated 16th May 1917 printed on pages 17-19 of
G.0. Nos. 1133-34, Home (Education), dated 1st September 1917, stated as follows
in regard to the working of the Madras Text{Book Committee :— The defect in the
System is the inevitable delay between the submission of 5 book by a publisher and
its appearance in the printed list and I aff now considering with the committee’s help
means for diminishing the inconvenience,” This information was furnished to the
Government of India in lotter N 0. 1134, Home (Education), dated the 1st September
1917, when Teplying to their reference.

2. With a view to avoid the delay above referred- to, the Director of Public
Instruetion now submits for approval a draft addition to the rules for the working of
the TextyBook Committee (printed on pages 6-8 of G.0. No. 764, Bducational, dated

)

subject (G.0. Nos. 315 A, 315 B, dated the 27th July 1900) and were finally
published with India’s approval after making some modification suggested by that
Government—yide G.0. Nos, 445-446, dated the 10th September 1900.

It is however doubtful whether the proposed draft additional rule may be

approved since it is likely to do away with the necessity of a Texf_:fBook Committee in -

all cases in which hooks are approved by sub-committees, as such' books need not be
brought before the Text BookjCommittee at all. Further this pifeebilure appears

%o be against the principle suggested by the Government of India that ¢each book -
should according  to its subjeet be circulated:to a sub-committee, while a list-




2 Nomes 10 G.0. Nos. 1050-51, Hoxuz (Epvoatron), 14rm Aveusr 1918

of books thus eirculated should be sent to all the members of the committee. This
procedure would enable any member to call for a book even though it did not fall
within the subject treated by the sub-committee of which he was a member '—vide
paragraph 4 (1) on page 2 of G.0. No, 1133, Home (Education), dated the 1st
September 1917,

In regard to this suggestion this Government replied as follows in their letter
No. 1134, Home (Education), dated the 1st Septembel:' 1917 :—

*“ This procedure is already in force in th Madras T Commif
list of hooks is not circulated to all the . 02 t]i: enﬂ'mk om(:iuln :}::B G:OB'Pt b

read ouf then and there and it is open %o any member to raise a disoussion thereon. Theo list
could not, under the existing procedure, be got ready long before the committes meeting ; and
the Government do not gonsider that any real object would be served by circulating the list in
advance, They are of opinion that the existing procedure in this regard may continue so far as
this Presidency is concerned,”

It would therefore seem that no change can be made in the existing procedure
ul::hl the Government of India Pass orders on the proposals in the letter quoted
above.

4. If, however, it is considered that there is no objection to the acceptance of the
draft rule proposed by the Director of Public Instruction, the draft below is submitted
for approval, A copy of the proceedings in this case may be forwarded to the
Govgmment of India for information with reference to the concluding portion of
paragraph 2 of letter No, 1134, Home (Education), dated the st September 1917,

T.K.—24-7-18,

The proposal aims at speedy disposal of applications for Tecognition of hooks by
Textfllook Committee. The Committee meets twice a year and the list is published
once annually. In sehools new books are introduced generally at the beginning of a
Year and not in the middle of it, Ifa year’s listis missed, a book will have to wait
for another year for its publication, and if a half-yearly meeting is missed another
8ix months will have to elapse before the hook is considered by the Committee. In
view of the above fact, that new books are introduced only at the beginning of a school
year, the delay in considering the suitability of books by the Committee may not
matter much. But publishers may press for early orders on their applications so as
to enable them to persuade school authorities to adopt the books published by them.
Apparently this is referred to by the Director of Public Instruction.

The remedy proposed by the Director of Public Instruction of dispensing with
the Cummittse’s consideration altogether in case of books intended for schools and
approved by the Sub-Committee seems somewhat of a going back on the track, The
Committee is mainly concerned with books intended for svhools and they form an
important section of its work. The proposal will deprive it of a large and important
portion of its functions. Though the Committee’s approval is generally formal and
the Sub-Committee’s opinion is rarely questioned, the right to challenge such opinion,
which members of the Committee now possess, will be denied to them if the present
proposal is approved and may not be aceepted by the public easily. Attempts are
being made to assign more powers to the Committee and it may be resented if the
existing powers are sought to be curtailed. The Sub-Commiftee’s opinion will,
under the proposal, issue as the opinion of the Committee without the latter being
consulted at all. The institution of sub-commitiees is only to enable the scrutiny of
the books in defail and the function of the Committee is to examine the general
character of the book. The Committee is no doubt an adyiso; body and it is open

to the Director of Public Instruction to consultit. But such dididbtion to desist from -

consultation should obviously be exercised in special cases and should not be made

part of a general rule. So long as the Committee is maintained it should be left to -

exercise its proper functions.

T

"
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; flfhe remedy for the delay may have, it is submitted, to be sought in other
directions. One way is to Tecognize the sub-committee’s opinion as a Zentative
approval, which will he subject to final approval by the ittee at its subsequent
meeting. Thig may retain the aurhoriry of the members of the committee to
challenge such opinion. It is not known whether this procedure will be helpful to
publishers. If it is, there may not he much objection to it. Another ig the
holding of the meetings of the committee more Irequently ; and a third is the immediate
eirculation of the sub-committee’s opinion with the hook to the other members of the
committee, giving them an opportunity of questioning it,

C. Ramanusa ACHARIYAR—30-7-18,

The rule has, I think, to go up to the Government of India,

. 2.Tam exceedingly doubtful whether the practical abrogation of the Com-
mittee in the case of the books referred to will be sanctioned unless a stronger case
is made out.

3. Are books of the clags referred to many in numher ? Has inconvenience
been felf on account of the delay ? and will 5 bfannual publication of approved text-
books meet the situation partially at least P

To the Director of Public Instruction for favour of further remarks.

R. RaMACHANDRA Rao—31-7-18.

OFFICE oF tHE Dirroro oF PuBLic INsTRUGTION,

The only real necessity for the Text{ffook Committes system lies in the danger -

of seditious text-hooks getting into schools. Tts present form if not in its very
irception is due to a case or perhaps more than one case of this actually oceurring.
‘What I propose will not in the least detract from the usefullness of the system for
this purpose. As I said before the books in question are mainly in the vernaculars
and under my proposals they will be examined by all the members of the Text-book
Committeo competent to do it because the various language committees contain all
the members of the committee whose knowledge of the vernaculars fits them to do
the work in each langnage. Inconvenience has certainly heen felt on account of the
delay, and I am sure that the eumbrous Procedure of the fextﬂmok committee isa
hindrance to the writing and publication of text-books.

A six monthly list would of course make matters a little better, but what I aim
at is not this but fo get these hooks on Which publishers have expended capital and
authorfs labour dealt with as rapidly as is humanly possible, If the rule is approved
the President should get the opinion of each member of the sub-committes and deal
with these opinions himself. In doubtful cases it would be fair enough that the
producers of a book not; obviously suitable shonld wait for the opinion of the whole
committee.

’ I venture to think that the matter is one in which India need not be consulted.

There is no violation of the principle on which India desires text-books to be
A I dealt with and it is certainly the case that in other provinces much wider depar-
tures from Tndia’s ideas have been made.

J. H. Sroxg—1-8-18,

Demi-official—from the Hon’ble J. H. Srong, OLE,, Director of Public Instruc-

ion,
Zo—the Hon’ble Diwan Bahadur F. Rasscmanora Rio Avargal, Secretary to
g Governmenf;, Home (Hducation) Department.
Doted— Ootacamund Fhg 7th August 1918.
0. 129,

No—D.0. 129. :
‘With reference to the discussion about my proposals o :modﬁfy thevTexﬁéolg Committes
rules s0 as to deal more expeditionsly with books prepared for use in India, hbre is a case that;
has just come to my notice. Mr. Qameron Morrison sent fo me a hook “A New Greography of
the British Tsles.” " This book has been written for Indian pupils and T feel sure that it is_one
$hat schools ought to be allowed touse it it thoy wish. Tt was sent to the Taxtﬂnok Committea
in October last and has not et been disposed of and would not in ordinary course find a place
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10K), 14tH Aveusr 1918.
in the list now in the press, that is to say, it would take at least 15 months even if lists were
published half-yearly and a second lish published this yea

« Under my proposed rule it would'
haye probably got on the list lass Christmas,

Porhaps I have not mado my point about this Proposed new rule sufficiently clear, It is
that owing to the mass of hooks sent by publishers the hooks that really matter have to wait.
their turn along with a lo of books which, although they got on the list, never find their way
into sehools:at all.

Houe (Epucarion) Deparmuent,
Please see the Director of Public Tnstruction’s remarks at A on page 3 supra.
It [ for orders whether the dquadditiou to the; !f

rule§ for the working of the Text/Book
Committee proposed by the Director may be 2

y pproved without Telerring o India as
suggested by him. If 5o, the draft order oviginally put up i3 Tor approval, —_—
T.KK.—6-8-18.
T.K.—7-8-18.

C. Rauanuia Acnarivar—9-3-18,
The proposed amendment will be controversial. Iam doubtful if the amend.
ment can be sanctioned without India’s approval.

2. The members of the TextfHook Committee do not appear to have heon. consulted
as to how to overcome the delays pointed out by the Direstor of Publie Instraction.
3. For orders as to whether the Director of Public

Instruction’s proposal may he
approved. If so, the draft is for consideration,
B. Ramacmanvra Rao—12-8 13,
Draft approved. >
PlENmmanp]—12-8-18,
Issue.

4 R.R.—13-8-18,

[@.0. Nos, 1050-51, Home (Education), dated 14th August 1918, il
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