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G.0. No. 572, 9th May 1919
Text-book Committee.
. Communicating o the Director of Public Instruction letter from the Government of India

on the subject of the working of the — and requesting him to submit a draft of the alterations
in the rules relating to the —. i

' Reap—the following papers :—

-

1
G.0. No. 94, Educational, dated 1st March 1900.

Asstract.—Communicating to the Director of Public Instruction Resolution of the:
Governmont of India on the subject of the selection of text-books for schools, and requesting
the Director to report what steps should be taken to bring the constitution and working
of the Madras Text-book Committee into accord with the principles laid down by the Govern-
ment of India. . 5

G.0. No. 1133, Home (Education), dated 1st September i917.

ABsTRACT.—Furnishing the Government “of India with an expression of the views of this-
Government on the suggestions of that Government regarding the working of the Text-book
Committee.

G.0. No. 941, Home (Education), dated 16th July 1918.
AssTracT.—Approving the proposal of the Director of Public Instruction to discontinue

the publication of the consolidated list of approved text-books once in five years.

II
Letter—from the Hon’ble Mr. H. Smawp, c.s1, c.LE, Officiating Secretary to
- the Government of India, Department of Education (Education).
To—the Secretary to the Goyernment of Madras, Home (Education) Department.
Dated—Delhi, the 12th Febraary 1919. ;
No—175.

Tn their circular letter No. 235, dated the 13th March 1917, the Government
of Tndia addressed the local Governments and Admlmatratlﬁng on the subject of
the desirability of effecting some improvement in the rules regarding the prescription
of text-books for use in schools in British India. They have carefully considered
the replies received ; and I am now directed to convey the views of the Government
of India on the various suggestions which were made in the circular letter
referred to. ; : :

2. () Division of the text-book commitice into sub-committees and the_circulation
of books among them.—The Government of India observe that the suggestion that the
chairman of a text-book committee might divide the committee info sub-committees
according to subjects and that each book should according'to its subject be circulated
to a sub-committee, a list of books thus circulated being sent fo all members of the
committee, is already in force, so far as possible, in the provinces. No new declara-
tion of policy is called for in this respect. The system in force in the Madras.
Presidency would, however, be improved if a list of the books under consideration is-
circalated before the committee meets. :

. (i) Meetings of the text-book commitiee.—1t appears that in most provinces.
meetiigg :))f .]:ext-béz)k committees are regularly held. In the Central Provinces,

f

_ meetings are not regularly held and it is thought by the Director of Public Instruction

that members would have difficulty in attending. I am to say as regards the

/
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i g pprehended in that province regarding suggestions (¢), (¢) and (i),
ﬁlﬁci‘é;eze:ig)ble that individual xp;members and sub-committees should possess some
means whereby they may be informed of the work which is being done by other sub-
committees, that meetings on important subjects are at times advantageous, and that
it is hoped that the general intention of these three suggestions can be carried out,
as elsewhere, without excessive office-work or inconvenience to members. ‘

4. (7ii) Circulation of Usts of books rejected 6y‘ the Director of Public Instrue-
ion.—It is observed that books are seldom summarily rejected by the Director of
Public Instruction. The local Governments hold divergent views on the suggestion
that a list of books so rejected, with brief reasons for the rejection, should be circu-
lated to all members of the committee and that it should be open to a member to
raise the question at a meeting. The Government of India consider that the matter
is one which might be left to the decision of the local Governments and Administra*
tions.

6. (iv) Direct communication between the lezt-book committees of different provinces.
—The suggestion that the text-book committees of different provinces ?hould be
-encouraged to communicate with one another so as to benefit by each other’s experi-
-ence is accepted by all and should be followed where this is not already done.

6. (v) Submission of books by privately managed schools for approval fo their
«ad)ption. —In the opinion of the Government of India managers and headmasters of
privately managed schools ought to be allowed to submit books to the text-book
.committee with a view to their adoption by the schools. Itis indeed suggested by
the Government of Bombay, as a precaution against unnecessary work being thrown
on the committee, that no English book should be submitted for examination unless
there is prima facie evidence that some aldgd school actually desires 'to use it or that
.an inspector of schools thinks it suitable in a Government school. The Government
«of India, notwithstanding some opirions to the coutrary, incline te thg view tha.'t the
initiative regarding the examination of books may reasonably rest with educational
authorities, including school committees.

As regards the second part of this suggestion conflicting opinions have been
given. The Government of India consider the most satisfactory arrangement on the
whole will be as follows. When a book is submitted by the management of a school
for examination, it should be definitely placed on the prescribed list or definiteal
rejected within six months of its receipt. In the event of the text-book committee
being unable to do so in any case, the local Government concerned might issue provi-
sional orders on the subject.

7. (vi) The entertainment of a Read:r.—The conditions vary in different
provinces and the Government of India would leave to the decision of the local
Governments and Administrations the question whether a reader should be enter-

- tained whenever the work of examining books for review was found to be too
heavy for the Director of Public Instruction and other members of the text-book
commitee.

8. (vii) Prescription of books by the Universities Jor the matriculation—It is
observed from the replies received that the Universities are not restricted in their
preseription of books for the matriculation. There is however, the possibility of
some misunderstanding arising in the Bombay Presidency if a school is unable to use
-a book preseribed by the University because it is not on the sanctioned list. To
meet such a contingency the local Government have decided that books prescribed. b;
the University are to be included in the list or may be taken as being so included,
-and in the opinion of the Government- of India this is sufficient.

9. (viit) Power of a local Government to prepare a book for special purposes
-and to prescribe it for use in publicly managed schools and reconsideration of the practice
-of taking & royalty.—In the opinion of the Government of India there is no harm in
‘the prescription by Government of specially prepared books in vernacular schools
where definite prescription is permissible. ‘Indeed, they congider that such an
arrangement is of advantage to pupils, as a book having wide cireulation can be pro-
duced more cheaply and satisfactorily than can a number of books each with only a
restricted sale. In the United Provinces, the act of prescription goes beyond the
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limits laid down in the éovemment of India (Home Department) Resolution No/84
—T4, dated the 2th F ebruary 1900. The Government of India consider that, if the

~cost of an alternative book is raised beyond that of a book definitely preseribed by

Government for publicly managed schools, action may snitably be taken against the
sehool which uses it and the book, whether for this reason or because of defects in
any edition of it, may be excluded from the prescribed list of books which may be
used. They would, however, impress upon local Governments  that whenever such
books are produced, the work should, so far as possible, be given to an Indian
firm. In English schools, while books may be produced for very special Teasons,.
this should seldom be the case and some choice should be permitted in schools
whether publicly or privately managed.

As regards the receipt by the Government of royalties on specially prepared
books, the Government of India deprecate the practice wherever it exists. They
suggest that instead of taking a royalty arrangements should be made with the
producing firm to bring out a book at a commensurately lower price. In the Punjab
Toyalties are received by the text-book committee and the Government of India do
not intend to interfere with this system which enables the committes to do valuable
work and encourage literature.

10. (iz) Publication of suitable books by Indian firms—Tt is satisfactory to note
that the suggestion that every encouragement should be given to Indian firms to
publish ‘suitable books is already in force, or will be adopted in the several
Pprovinces. :

1l. (z) The retention by Government officers of an anterest in the sale of
books.—The suggestion that Government officers should not retain any interest in
the sale of books written by them but should receive a definite lump sum as remuner-
ation from the publishing firm is generally accepted by the local Governments, The
Government of India desire that it should be followed in the ‘future, though the
objections which apply to the retention of such an interest in the provinee where the
officer is serving carry less weight as regards the use of the book in countries other
than India, and in India after the retirement of the officer. Relaxations of the rule
may be'allowed in such cases.

12, (%) Inhibition on an Inspector of Schools from reco ding in his 9 3y
reports the adoption of a book, or at least of a book written by himself—The loeal
Governments generally agree to the desirability of enforcing some such rule, which
indeed is already in force in certain provinces. The Government of India consider

that generally it will be sufficient if inspectors of schools are forbidden to recommend

5

- their own works, the local Government being at liberty to forbid an inspector to

recommend any work at all in a privately managed school.

13. Two other matters of some importance have been brought to the notice of
the Government of India in the course of the present correspondence. One relates
to the systematic weeding out from the list of books which are 1o longer required
or have been superseded. It has been suggested that a Provincial Committee should
be empowered to recommend after careful consideration the removal.of such
books and that vernacular text-book committees (where they exist) should have the
same privilege. I am to commend this suggestion to the local Governments and
Administrations. - g

The other is the question of the final authority which should' EBDQﬁOP text-
books. Under paragraphs 4 and 9 of the Home Department Resolution No. 64—74,

-dated the 8th February 1900, the ultimate sanction rests with the local Geovernment.

The Government of India recognize that a reference to a local Government on all
cases may be a cause of delay, They are accordingly prepared to see this power
delegated by local Governments to their Directors of Public Instruction, save in
special cases—e.g., when there is a disagreement between the Director and the
Committee the matter should be referred to the local Government for decision.

14. The instructions conveyed in this letter are intended to interpretindonbt_fu.l
points the orders issued in the Government of India (Home Department) Resolution
No. 64—74, dated the 8th February 1900, and to make clear the views of the

‘Government of India on certain points not fully dealt with in that Resolution. They
are not intended to supersede that Resolution.
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Order—No. 572, Home (Education), dated 9th May 1919,

The letter from the Government of India read above is communicated to the -

Director of Public Instruction who is requested to submit a draft of additions to and
alterations in the rules relating to the Text-book Committee with reference to the
suggestions contained in paragraphs 2, 5, 8, 11 and 13 of the letter.

4. Tn modification of G.O. No. 941, Home (Education), dated 16th July 1918,
the Government direct that a consolidated list of approved text-books shall be
published in the Fori St. George Gazetle once in five years.

(True extract)

R. RamacnaNprA Rao,
Secretary to Government. .

To the Director of Public Instraction.

Houz (EpncarioN) DEPARTMENT.

NOTES CONNECTED WITH G.O. No. 572, HOME (EDUCATION),
DATED 9rx MAY 1919

[Susiser.—Suggestions regarding the working of the Text-Beok Committee.]

Previous papers :

G.0. 94, Educational. 1l i
" 315.115315.3 i et )H:lry 1200 G’.’O. gzg Edue:jtwnal, St June 1910:
4 ﬁ 2 10th Sep. . 96 z 5th Fub. 1912
- i . 24th Jan. 1907 | ) 816 i 7th Sep.
4 190 4 Tind Aprsnis [t ga 2 186 Ay, 1814
2 i 5 256th June ,, \ i 764 5 12tk July 1915
s o i 3%0]» Apr. 1908 leeis 1247, Home (Edn.), 24th Nov, 1916
o s & ~iL Moy, | o 1133 o 1st Sep. 1917
% 228 & 3rd sze 1909 | - 941 5 16th July 1918
7 S 2rd Nov. ,, |, 1050 3 14th du ;
% 646 5 14th Dec. : e

From the Government of India, Department of Education, No. 175, dated the
12¢h February 1919,

The existing rules regarding the prescription of text-books for i

were framed in 1900—Resolution of t}.)he Gogrernment of India, No.u(sii—l'Yuf} sc;n;;;ls
8th February 1900 (G.O. No. 94, Educational, dated lst March 1900). Iu’March
1917, the Government of India referred to the various local Governments the subject
of the desirability of effecting some improvement in these rules-—Government] of
India letter, No. 235, dated 13th March 1917, printed in G.O. Nos. 113334, Home
(Bducation), dated 1st September [917. The opinion of this Guvernme,nt was
expressed in their letter No. 1134, Home (Education), dated lst September 1417
The Government of India now forward their final views on the several Suggestious'
made in that connexion. They are briefly dealt with below :—

(i) Division of the text-book ittee into sub jitees and the cireulatlion of
Books among them.—The Government of India, while stating that no new declaration
of policy is called for in this respect, consider thaf the system in force in this
Presidency would be improved if a list of the books under consideration of the sub-
comittee is circulated before the text-hook committee meets.

In this connexion, attention is solicited to the notes of Director of Public
Tnstruction in regard to suggestion (1) on pages 2 and 3 of the notes to G.O.
Nos. 1133-34, Home (Education), dated 1st September 1917, where the question is
fully discussed and this Government’s reply to India paragraph (i). Under the
existing procedure, the list is not circulated to all the members of the committee
until the opinions of the various sub-committees have been recorded. The object to
be served in circulating the list in advance is apparently to afford the members
an opportunity to come prepared for discussion at the meeting if they choose to do so.
The Director of Public Insfruction (Mr. Stone) was however of the opinion that the-
list could not be got ready long before the committee meeting and that it was
doubtful whether any real object would be served by circulating the list in advance
—page 3 of the notes to G.0. Nos. 1133-34, Home (Education), dated 1st September
1917. Under rule 18 of the rules for the text-book committee, the lists of ‘books
¢ passed’ by the varieus sub-committees shall be printed and circulated among the:
members of the committee at least a fortnight before the date of the meeting at
which they are to be approved (vide the notes printed on pages 6-7 of G.O.
No. 764, Bducational, dated 12th July 1915). Itis for consideration whether India’s-
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suggestion that the list of al/ books should be circulated to all members of the
committee hefore it meets will be agreed to. There could obviously be no insur-
mountable ohjection to add to the ¢ passed ? list, the ¢ unpassed > ones also.

/i) Meetings of the tewt-book commitiee.~—No remarks are called for.

(iii) Circulution of lsts of books rejected by the Director of Public Instruetion.—
Please see the opinion expressed by this Government in regard to suggestion (iii) in
the letter to India [No. 1134, Home (Education), dated Ist September 1917 The
Government of India leave the matter to the decision of local Governments. No
change in the existing procedure is necessary expecially in the face of the strong
views expressed in the above letter.

(iv) Direct communication between the text-book commutices of different pro-
inees.—The Government of India consider that the suggestion thaf the text-book
committees of different provinces should be encouraged to communicate with one
another so as to benefit by each other’s experience should be followed in those
provinces where this is not already done. It may be noted that this Government,
while agreeing with this suggestion, were of opinion that the end could probably be
secured by interchange of reports of text-book committee’s proceedings—{ paragraph
1 (iv) of the letter to India—No. 1134, Home (Education), dated Ist September
1917]. Submitted that India’s suggestion may be adopted.

(v) Submission of books by privately managed schools for approval to their adop-
tion.—The existing procedure 1s that when a publisher desires a work to be adopted
as a text-book, he sends copies of it to the Director for consideration by the text-
book committee and thatany school desiring to adopt a book can suguest to the
publisher to submit it to the committee. The Government of India now direct that
managers and headmasters of privately managed schools ought to be allowed to
submit hooks to the text-book committee with a view to their adoption by the schools
and that when a book is submitted by the management of a school for examination,
it should be definitely placed on the prescribed list or definitely rejected within six
months of its receipt. In the event of the text-hook committee being unable to do
5o in any case, the local Government concerned might issue provisional orders. It
may be noted that this Government did not consider it desirable to adopt the
suggestion under this head—vide suggestion (vi) of letter No 1134, Home
(Education), dated Tst September 1917. It is for consideration whether the ruling of
the Government of India may be adopted. ThatGovernment leave us no option in
this matter. The Director of Public Instruction may be asked to propose alterations
of rules accordingly.

(vi) The entertainment of o Reader.—This Government were of opinion that
no reader was necessary. The Government of Tndia would leave the decision to the
Jocal Governments. No action seems necessary.

(vii) Prescription of books by the Universities for the Matricalation.—~No re-
marks.

(viil) Power of a local Government fo prepare a book for special purposes and
to prescribe 1t for use in publicly managed schools and reconsideration of the practics of
taking a royalty.—1he Government of India consider that there is no harm in the
prescription by Government of specially prepared books in vernacular schools where
definite prescription is permissible and they would impress on local Governments
that whenever such books are produced, the work should as far as possible be given
to an Indian firm. It may be noted that this Government had no objection re?rard-
ing the preparation of books by the local Government to meet particular purpaoses
but they were in favour of entrusting the work of preparation and distribution t«;
publishing firms [suggestion (viii) of the lefter to India No. 1,34, Home (Kducation)
dated 1st September 1917]. The Director of Publie Instruction did not anticipate’
any necessity arising for this in this Presidency and it- is therefore doubttul if this
Government would ever undertake directly the preparation of text-books ; but there
is mo objeetion to accepting India’s suggestion. As regards receipt of royalty on

specially prepared books, the Government of India deprecate the practice Wwherever
it exists. But so far as this Presidency is concerned, there ave no books on which
royalty is received by the Education Department. :
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(ix) Publication of suitable books by Indian firms.—No remarks. ;
(x) The retention by Government officers of an interest in the sale of books.—~The

“Government of Tndia desire that the suggestion that Government officers should not

retain any interest in the sale of books written by them, but should receive definite
lump sum as remuneration from publishing firm, should be followed in future : but
tha relaxation of the rule may be allowed in such cases as the use of the book in”
countries other than India and in India after the retirement of the officer.

As to the opinion of this Government—vide suggestion (x) on 2

. ] page 2 of letter
£9.11f4, dated Ist September 1917. There seems no objectiou to the adoption of

is rule.

(xi) Inhibition on an Inspector of Schools from recommending in his inspection

. reports the adoption of abook or atieast of abook writlen by himself.—The suggestion of

the Government of India is already being followed in this Presidency. No further
action is therefore necessary (paragraph 1, suggestion (xi) of the letter fo India
No. 1134, Home (Education), dated 1st September 1917).

2. Two other suggestions are made in paragraph 13 of India’s letter. They
are—

oA provincial committee should be empowered to recommend after careful
consideration the removal from the list of books which are no longer required or
have been superseded ; and vernacular text-book committees (where they exist) should
have the same privilege. The Government of India commend this suggestion to
local Governments. In this connexion attention is solicited to G.0. No. 941, Home
(Bducation), dated |6th July 1918, in which the Government approved the proposal
of the Director of Public Instruetion to discontinue the publication of the consolida-
ted list of approved text-books once in fiveyears. One of the effects of this order
would be that unsuitable and not up-to-date books would continue to be in use in
some of the schools and the wholesome system of periodically pruning the list
introduced by G.0. No 190, Educational, dated 2nd April 1907, could not be given
offect to. Attention is also invited to the Director of Public Instruction’s notes in this
connexion on pages 2 and 3 of the notes with G.0. No. 941, dated 16th July 1918.
Tt is for consideration whether India’s suggestion will be adopted. The Director of
Public Instruction may be consulted as to how the Government of India’s orders can
be given effect to here.

(i) Final aulhority which should sanction tezl-books.—The Government of India
consider that the ultimate sanction which rests with the Local Government should be
delegated to the Director of Public Instruction save in special cases, e.g., when there
is a disagreement between the Director and the Committee, the matter should be
referred to the Local Government for decision, Although the rule is that the ulti-
mate decision as to text-books which are to be prescribed or approved must rest with
the Local Government and all lists of authorized text-books should be pnblished in the
Gazette under the authority of that Government, that practice was followed only till
1907, but after that date the Director of Public Instruction has virtually been
exercising the power and the authority for this delegation is not traceable. As the
Director of Public Instruction is already exercising the power in this Presidency,
there isno objection to the adoption of the suggestion of the Government of India
(paragraph 9 of the Grovernment of India Resolution No. 64-74, dated 8th February
1900—-G-0. No. 94, Education, dated st March 1900).

3. In the concluding paragraph of their letfer, India state that the instructions
now conveyed are intended to interpret doubtful points in their Resolution dated 8th
February 1900 and to make clear their views on certain points not fully dealt with
in that Resolution, and that they are not intended to supersede that Resolufion
(Resolution No. 64-74, dated Sth February 1900, printed in G.0. No. 94, Educational
dated 1st March 1900). Tt would seem therefore that the Government of India are
not in favour of the suggestion in paragraph 3 of this Government’s letter of the
1st September 1917, that choice of text-books may be allowed to all schools, public

_as well as aided, within the limits of the Text-book Committee’s list, instead of limit-

ing the choice for all schools under the public management to the special list as af

_present (G.0. Nos. 1133-34, Home (Bducation), dated 1st September 1917).
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. 4. Before issuing final orders on the suggestions of the Government of India, .
the remarks of the Director of Public Instruction may be invited.
AR.—20-3-19.
T.K.—21-3-19.
. C. Ramanusa AcHARIYAR—23-3-19.

R. RaMACHANDRA RA0—24-8-19.

OFFICE oF THE DIRECTOR oF PuBLICc INSTRUCTION.

(i) There is some mlsapprehensmn here as to the procedure which is even now
adopted. The list of all the booksis circulated to members of the Text-Book Com-
mittee e fortnight or so before the meeting. T enclose two such lists.

(ii)—(iii) No remarks.
(iv) I agree.
(v) The necessary alterations in the rules can be made.
(vi)—(xi) No remarks. Madras is in agreement with India.
2. (i) The best way of meeting India’s wishes will be to return to the system of
issuing a consolidated list of approved books at stated periods—every five years say, .

as was formerly the custom in Madras. Such a consolidated list has many advantages
and I agree to its issue.

(ii) I agree.
R. Lirtrenammes—23-4-19.

Home (Epuvoarion) DEpaRTMENT,

A draft order is submitted for approval.

G.N.—2-5-19.
T.K.—2-5-19.

C.R.—5-5-19.

R.R.—6-5-19.

L. D[avinson]—7-5-19.

Submitted that this may be circulated fo His Excellency under Council rule 7 ()

C.R.—7-5-19.

R.R.—8-5-19.

W[1irrinepoN |—8-5-19.

[G.0. No. 572, Home (Education), dated 9th May 1919.]
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- G-0. No. 672, 9th May 1919
; 2 Text-book Committee. AT
Communicating to the Director of Public Instruction letter flom the ov'til"nm@it of India
on the subject of the working of the — and requesting him to submit a d t,0k the alterations
in the rules relating to the —., N R A
2 % X M AL

REap—the ;folrlowing papers :—

I ‘
G.0. No. 94, Educational, dated Ist March 1900, o
Axmwl‘.—()qmmumcatmg to the Director of Publio Instfuction fesolution of the
Governmont of India on the subjeot of the selection of texs-books or schools, and requesting
. the Director to Teport what steps should be taken to bring the constitution and working
of the Madras Text-book {Committee into accord with the Pprinciples laid down by the Goyern-
ment of India. 4 7 i "
G.0, No, 1133, Home (Education), dated 1st September 1917,
AxnonT.—Furn!shmg the Government; “of Tndia, with an expression ‘of the views of this
goven};mnt on the suggestions of that Government regarding the working of the Text-book
.Committee. : ; :
G.0, No. 941, Home (Education), dated 16th July 1918,
Asstracr. —Approving the Proposal of the Director of Public Instruction to discontinye
the publication of the consolidated lis of approved text-hooks once in five years

Lelter—from the Hon’ble Mr, H. Smare, cs1., CLE, Officiating Secretary to
the Government of India, Department of Education (Education).
To—tho Secretary to the Governmont of Madras, Home ( Education/Department,
g&tédﬁlgalhi, the 12th February 1919, N :
o175 %

In their cireular letter No. 235, dated the 18th March 1917, the Government °

of India addressed .the local Governments and Administrations on the subject of

the desirability of effecting some improvement in the rules regarding the preseription

schools in British India. They have carefully considered

‘the replies received ; and I am now dirvected to convey the views of the Government

of India on the various suggestions which were made in the eircular letter
refdrred to.

Dl 9 (?) Division of the text-book commitice inty sub- iitees and the cireulats n
of books among them.~—The Government of India observe that the suggestion that the
chairman of a text-book committee might divide the committee into sub-committees
according to subjects and that each book should aceording to its subject be circulated
to a sub-committee, a list of books thus civeulated being sent to all members of the
comnmittee, is already in force, so far as possible, in the provinces. No new dsclara-

4

tion of policy is called for in this respect. The system in force in the Madias =

Presidency would, however, be improved if & list of the books under consideration is
circulated defore the committee meets.

3. (@) Meetings of the text-book commilie. —Tt appears that in most provinees
meetings of text-book committees are regularly held. In the Central Provinces,
meetings are not regularly held and it is thought by the Director of Public Tnstruction
that members would have difficulty in altending. T am to say as regards the
difficulties apprehended in that province regarding suggestions (7), (i) and (@),

G that it is desirable that individual members and sub-committees should Possess some
+  means whereby they may be informed of the work which is being done by other sub-
committees, that meetings on important subjects are at times advantageous, and thab
it is hoped that the general intertion of these three suggestions can be carried out,

as elsewhere, without excessive office-work or inconvenience to members. . S
. (#7) Circulation of lists of books rejected by the Director: of Public Instruc-

tzon.—It is observed that books are seldom summarily rejected by the Director of

Public Instruction. The local Governments hold divergent views on the suggestion
that a list of books so rejected, with brief reasons for the rejection, should be circu-
. lated to all members of the committee and that it should be open to a member to
‘raise the question at a meeting. The Government of India consider that the matter

.13 one which might be left to the decision of the local Governments and Administra-

tlons: ’
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6. (iv) Direct seation bet the text-book commitieels of different provinces.
—The suggestion that the text-book committees of different provinces should be.:

encouraged to communicate with one another so as to benefit by each other’s experi-:
ence is accepted by all and should be followed where this is not already done.

-

6. (v) Submission of books by privately managed schools for approval to their.

adoption. —In the opinion of the Government of India managers and headmasters of
privately managed schools ought to be allowed to submit books to the text-book.
committee with a view to their adoption by the schools. It is indeed suggested by
the Government of Bombay, as a precaution against unnecessary work being thrown
on the committee, that no English book should be submitted for examination unless
there is prima facie evidence that some aided school actually desires to use it or that
an inspector of schools thinks it suitable in a Government school. The Government
of India, notwithstanding some fopjons to the contrary, incline to the view that the
initiative regarding the examination of books may reasonably vest with educational
authorities, including school committees.

As regards the second part of this suggestion conflicting opinions have heen
given. The Government of India consider the most satisfactory arrangement on the
whole will be as follows. When a book is submitted by the management of a school
for examination, it should be definitely placed on the prescribed list or definitely
rejected within six months of its receipt. 1In the event of the text-book committee
being unable to do so in any case, the local Government concerned might issue provi-
sional orders on the subject. ‘

7. (vi) The e%fririirzment of @ Read:r.—The conditions vary in different-
provinces and the Government of India jwould leave to the decision of the local
Governments and Administrations the question whether a reader should be enter-
tained whenever the work of examining books for review was found to be too
heavy for the Director of Public Instruction and other members of the text-book
commitee.

8. (vii) Prescription of books by the Universities _jor the matriculation.—It 18
observed from the replies received that the Universities are not restricted in their
preseription of books for the matriculation. There is however, the possibility of
some misunderstanding arising in the Bombay Presideney if a school is unable to use
a book preseribed by the University because it is not on the sanctioned list. To
meet such a contingency the local Government have decided that books preseribed by

the University are to be included in the list or may be taken as being so included,

and in the opinion of the Government of India this is sufficient. -

9. (viti) Power of a local Government o prepgre a book for gspecial purposes
and o preseribe it for use in_ publicly managed sehiols and. reconsu?em h gf the practice
of taking a roydlty.—In the opinion of the Government of India there is no harm in
the preseription by Government of specially preparsd books in vernacular schools
where definite pr'eseriptinn is permissible. Indeed', thgy copslder. that such an
arrangement is of advantage to pupils, as a book having wide circulation can be pro-
duced more cheaply and sntisfactorily. than can a number of _bogks each with only a
restricted sale. In the United Provmces,_ the act of prescription goes b_e_vund the
limits laid down in the Government of India (Home Departme_nt) Re§olutmn N_o. 64
74, dated the 8th February 1900. The Government of India cpnmder that_, if the
cost (;f an alternative book is raised beyond thi_).t of a boa.k definitely prescr}bed by
Government for publicly managed schools, action may suitably be taken against t}:.ne
school which uses it and the book, whether for this reason or because o_f defects 1n
any edition of if, may be excluded from the prescribed list of books which may be

sed. They would, however, impress upon local Governments tgnat whenever such
Euok.s are produced, the work should, so far as possible, be given to an Indian
firm. ' In English schools, while books may bg produced for very.speclgl reasons,
this should seldom be the case and some choice should be permitted in schools

whether publicly.or privately managed.

b
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As regards the receipt by the Government of royalties on specially prepared
books, the Government of India deprecate the practice wherever it oxists. They
suggest that instead of taking a royalty arrangements should be made with the
producing firm to bring out a book at a commensurately lower price. In the Punjab
royalties are received by the text-hook committee and the Government of India do
not mtend to interfere with this system which enables the committes to do valuable
work and encourage literature,

10. (vz) Publication of suitable books by Indian firms—Tt is satisfactory to mote
that J‘,he suggestion that every encouragement should be given to Indian firms to
publ*sh suitable books is already in force, or will be adopted in the several
Provinees. £

1i. (2) The retention by Government oficers of an wnterest in the sale of-
books.—The suggestion that Government officers should not refain any interest in

ation from the publishing firm ig generally accepfed by the local Governments. The
Government of India desire that it should be followed in the future, though the
0bJe0t1pns which apply to the retention of such an interest in the province where the
officer is Serving carry less weight as regards the use of the book in countries other
than India, and in India after the retirement of the officer. Relaxations of the rule
may be allowed in such cases.

12, (28) Inkilition on an Inspecior of Sehools from recommendiﬂg:z,'»n Tis inspection
reports the adoption of o book, or at least of @ book written by himself.—The local
f}overm_neuts generally agree to the desirability of enforcing some such rule, which
indeed is already in force in certain provinces. The Government of India consider
that generally it will be sufficient if inspectors of sehools are forbidden to recommend
their own works, the local Government being at liberty to forbid an inspector to
recommend any worlk at all in a privately managed school. )

13. Two other matters of some importance have been brought to the notice of
the Government of India in the course of the present correspondence. One relates
to the systematic weeding out from the list of books which are no longer required:
or have been superseded. It has been suggosted that a Provincial Committee should
be . empowered to recommend after careful consideration the removal of such
books and that vernacular text-book committees (where they exist) should have the
same privilege. [ am to Lommend this suggestion to the local Governments and
Administrations. =

The other is the question of the final authority which should sanction text-
books. Under paragraphs 4 and 9 of the Home Department Resolution No. 84—74,
dated the 8th February 1900, the ultimate sanction rests with the local Government.
The Government of India recognize that a reference to a local Government on all
cases may be a cause of delay. They are accordingly prepared to see this power
delegated by local Governments to their Directors of Public Instruction, save in
special cases—e.g., when there is a disagreement between the Director and the
Committee the matter should be referred to the local Government for decision,

14. The instructions conveyed in this letter are intended to interpret in doubtful
points the orders issued in the Government of India (Home Department) Resolution
No. 64--74, dated the 8th February 1900, and to make clear the views of the
Government of India on certain points not fully dealt with in that Resolution. They
are not intended to supersede that Resolution.

Order—No. 572, Home (Education), dated 9th May 1919, _

The letter from the Government of India read above is communicafed to the
Director of Public Instruction who is requested to submit a draft of additions to and
alterations in the rules relating to the Text-hook Cumm;tt%s Iwith reference to the

uggestions contained in paragraphs 2, 5, 6, 11 and 13 of the lefter.
P ggZ. In modification o%)G.(%A 1\1;0. 92&1, Home (Education), dated 16th July 1918,
the Government direct that a consolidated list of approved text-hooks shall be
published iz the #ori St George Gazetle once in five years.
(True extract)
R. Ramaonanpra Rao,
Secretary to Government.
To the Direoior of Public Tnstraction. d
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the lotter to India (No, 1134, Home (Education), dated Ist September 1917). The
Government of India leave the matter to the decision of local Governments. No
change in the existing procedure is necessary expecially in the face of the strong

[ view expressed in the above letter.

(iv) Direct communication between the fewt-book commitices of different pro-
vinces.—The Government of India consider that the suggestion that the text-book
committees of different provinces should be encouraged to communicate with one
another 0 as fo benefit by each other’s experience should be followed in those
provinces where this is not already done. It may be noted that this Government,
while agreeing with this suggestion, were of opinion that the end could probably be
secured by interchange of reports|of text-hook committee’s proceedings— (paragraph
1 (iv) of the letter to India—No. 1134, Home (Education), dated 1st September
1917. Submitted that India’s suggestion may be adopted.

(v) Submission of books by privately managed schools for approval to their adop-
tion.—The existing procedures that when a publisher desires a work to be adopted
as a text-book, he sends copies of it to the Director for consideration by the text-
book committee and thatany school desiring to adopt a book can suggest to the
publisher to submit it to the committee. The Government of India now direct that
mazagers and headmasters of privately managed schools ought to be allowed to sub-
mit books to the text-book committes with a view to their adoption by the schools
and that when a book is submitted by the management of a school for examination,
it should be definitely placed on the prescribed list or definitely rejected within six
months of ity receipt. In the event of the text-book committee being unable to do
80 in any case, the local Government, concerned might issue provisional orders. It
may be noted that this Government did not consider it desirable to adopt the
suggestion under this head—vide suggestion (vi) of letter No. 1134, Home

* (Bduncation), dated 1st September 1917. Tt is for consideration whether the ruling of
the Government of India may be adopted. That Government leave us no option in

PSR

this matter. The Director of Public Instruction may be asked to propose altemtio%" ZS

of rules accordingly.

1 . (vi) The entertainment of a /(:uder.——’l‘hia Grovernment were of opinion that

no reader was necessary. The Government of India would leave the decision to the
local Governments. No action seems necessary. :
(vit) Prescroption of books by the: Universities jfor the Matriculation.——No re-
marks.
5 (viii) Power of a local Government lo prepare a book for special purposee and_
to prescribe vt for use in publicly managed schools and reconsideration of the practicg of
taking a royally—The Government of India consider that there is no harm in"the
preseription by Government of specially prepared boolfs in vernacular schools where
definite ,prescriptiop.js permissible and they would impress on local Governments
that whenever such books.are produced, the work should as far as possible be given
to an Indian firm.: It may be noted that this Government had no objection regard-
ing the preparation of books by the local Government to meef partxeglar.pur?oses,
but they werein favour of entrusting the work of preparation and d tf‘xbuthn to
) hfng firms (suggestion viii of the leterfio India No. 1134, Home (Education),
sted-lst September 1917). The Director Public Instruction did not anticipate
any necessity arising for this in this Presidency and it s therefore doubtful if this
Government would ever undertake directly the preparation of text-!]ooks ; but there
is no objection to accepting India’s suggestion. As regards receipt 9f royalty on
specially prepared books, the Government of India deprecate the practice wherever
it exists. But so far as this Presidency is econcerned, there are no books on which

~ Toyalty is recoived by/Education Department.

it ublication of suitable books by Indicn firms.—No remarks.

gg) TI}z'el;l:ctf:tion ;y Government o%cer_s of an interest in the sale of balers.-The
Government of India desire that the suggestion that Government officers _saould not
retain any interest in the sale of books written by them/but should receive def.Imte
lump sum as remuneration from publishing firm, should be followed in future : but
that relaxation of the rule may be allowed in such cases as the use of the book in
countries other than India and in India after the retirement of the officer.

As to the opinion of this Government—vide suggestion (x) on page 2 of lefter

No. 1124, dated 1stSeptember 1917. There seems mo objection tothe adoption of
this rule,

Te
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(xi) Inhibition on an Inspecior of Schools from 1 ding in lis inspecti

reports the adoption of abook or atleast of a book writlen by himself.—The suggestion of
the Government of India is already being followed in this Presidency. No further
action is therefore necessary (paragraph 1, suggestion xi of the letter to India
s No 1134, Home (Education), dated 1st September 1917).
2. Two other suggestions are made in paragraph 13 of India’s letter. They
are :—

(1) A provincial committee should be empowered to recommend after careful
consideration the removal from the list of books which are no longer required or
have been superseded ; and vernacular text-hook committees (wherethey exist) should
have the same privilege. The Government of India commend this suggestion to
local Governments. In this connexion attention is solicited to G.0. No. 941, Home
(Education), dated 16th July 1918, in which the Government approved the proposal
of the Director of Public Instruction to discontinue the publication of the -consolida-
ted list of approved text-books once in fiveyears. One of the effects of this order
would be that unsuitable and not up-to-date books would continue to be in use in
some of the schools and the wholesome system of periodically pruning the list
introduced by G.0. No. 190, Educational, dated 2nd April 1907, could not be given

L effectjto. Attention is also invited to the Director of Public Instruction’s notes in this
connexion on pages 2 and 3 of the notes with G.0. No. 941, dated 16th July 1918,
It is for consideration whether India’s suggestion will be adopted. The Director of
Public Instruction may be consulted . as to how the Government of India’s orders
can be given effect to here. :

(1) Final aulhority which should sanction lez!-books.—The Government of India
consider that the ultimate sanction which rests with the Local Government should be
delegated to the Director of Public Instruction save in special cases, e.g., when there
is a disagreement between the Director and the Committee, the matter should be
referred to the Local Gevernment for decision., Although the rule is that the ulti-
mate deeision as to text-books which are to be prescribed or approved must rest with

the Local Governm d all lists of authorized text-books should be pnblished in the
&, azette under the authority of thady Government, the practice was followed only till -

1907, but after that date the Director of Public Instruction has virtually been
exercising the power and the authority for this delegation is not traceable. As the
Director of Public Instruction is already exercising the power in this Presidency,
there isno objection to the adoption of the suggestion of the Government of India
(paragraph 9 of the Government of India Resclution No. 64-74, dated 8th February
1900—G.0. No. 94, Education, dated 1st March 1900).

3. In the concluding paragraph of their letter, India state that the instructions
now conveyed are intended to interpret doubtful points in their Resolution dated 8th
February 1900 and to make clear their views on certain points not fully dealt with
in that Resolution, and that thay are not intended to supersede that Resolution
(Resolution Nos. 64-T74, dated 8th February 1900, printed in G.O. No. 94, Education,
dated 1st March 1900). It would seem therefore that the Government of India are
not in favour of the suggestion in paragraph 3 of this Government’s letter of the
1st September 1917, that choice of text-books may be allowed to all schools, public
as well as aided, within the limits of the Text-book Committee’s list, instead of limit-
ing the choice for all schools under the public management to the special list as at
present (G.0. Nos. 1133-34, Home (Education), dated 1st September 1917). 1 :

5. Before issuing final orders on the suggestions of the Government of India,
the remarks of the Director of Public Instruction may be invited u.e

AR.—20-3-19.
—21-3-19.
o S C. RamaNusa AcHARIYAR—23-3-19.
R. RamacHANDRA Ra0o—24-3-19.
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OrricE oF THE DIREOTOR oF PyuErio INSTRUCTION.

§ (i) There is some misapprehension here as to the procedure which is even now
adopted, The list of all the booksis circulated to members of the Text-Book Com-
mittee a fortnight or so before the meeting. T enclose two such lists.

(ii) (iii) No remarks.

(iv) I agree.

(v) The necessary alterations in the rules can be made.

(v1)-(xi) No remarks. Madras is in agreement with India.

2. (i) The best way of meeting India’s wishes will be to return to the system
of issuing a consolidated list of approved books at stated periods every five years say,
as was formerly the custom in Madras. Such a consolidated list has many advantages
and I agree to its issue.

(i) I agree.
SR L!TILEXHAILEB—23—4—19.

Home (EpucATioN) DEPARTMENT.

A draft order is submitted for approval. 4
G.N.—2-5-19.
T.K. —2-5-19.

C. RAMANUJA ACHARIYAR—5-5-19.

R. Ramacnanpra Rao—6-5-19.

L. D[avipsoN]—7-5-19.

Submitted that this may be cireulated to His Excelleﬁ{f un é‘FCEﬁ'ﬁ%iI rule 7 (b). C‘/Z

C.R.—7-5-19.

R.R.—8-5-19.

: : ‘W[ mrnivenon |—8-5-19.

[G-0- No. 572, Home (Education), dated /{th May 1919.]
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