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99 To ‘reduce the allot.men’o of RB. 12 48 )
¥ Tra,mmg Schoo‘ls - Masters = by

(‘1‘0 dlscuss the question of redumng‘.pex;ib&,,,g‘
reining), ot

Law _(Fducation) Det}_,

EREN o e ath B ik | : : - - X The perlod of training for elementary
e e el Bt e ; (lover and mgher) and secondary gradeé (excluding

.. st z- Intermediate) teachers is =t present two years,

e o : 5 ‘ : Bhiar SRR o The two years' course for the former wds ‘introduced
I o | BEL e " 50907 and tw the LEbber in 1920, T both cuses.
o e | io 2 Cpdd the object of extendmgD the period e to enable the
- el g Ll il A-teachers to improve their general educ etiopal quall-'
' | o BERel G . flcations while undergoing training for the teaching
: ' e profession. In 1917, Sir Henry Stone noted as fol- ‘
lows on the point, "As regsrds the question of the

“'length‘of the training course and the possibility of

v ghortening it, I am not inclined to economise by re-
“-ducing the period of training, The -of fact would be
va eumul ative depressmn of our educsational standards.
: Ill-tralned teacners pro*ucev ill~taught boys some" e S
, \ _ : AT M S whbm become teachers and 1ll-crgemsed schools whu;h

« tend to set a standerd, It must up11y be tne n‘
w cage that the trained teachers must be in the mlnorlty

« and I cannot venture to look forward to the tlmetwhen
b
\tma will k® not be so in t.ne Presxdency. but %x is

5

T not»open to questlon that they are doing valueble wqu,‘ 9

*in reising the generel standard of educstion and any




.Ltcourae that would 1mpa1r their qualﬁ.y wmzld be sui- . - "“‘y,:’_q;;;ﬁ&
ey cldal. Teachers in general#suffer?from s‘neer 1hgnorante. '

“ Qur system of tralmng for elanentary teachers seeks
“in the fqujo place to; mlvtlgate this and we want a two
years course for people of the matriculation standard

« glso for the same reason, The fact is that in fllhng

“ our tt'a.lnmg schools as full as we can we have already

‘ gone as far ws we can in sacrlﬁcmg qual;lt.y to quantity, " ‘ s A')
2 The suggestion to reduce the period of training ‘ : ﬂyf‘ = |
is not new. The Madras Retenciment Committee made a J?\ oo ik B
similar recommendation: Mr. Littlehailes whose opinion TTT:::@
was invited or the suggestion stated that the period of ¢ AM“‘“‘W"-W 2 ~%b
training should te two years unless the standard of e e c,—q;q;gi_@
g hELo

general'education of persons admitted for training were
raised, g . | - | k-
% The committee appointed by the Government to

consider the queation of re=orgsnisation of Secondary

education has also made a recommendation to the effect - 4 3""*‘”\(’6“’\4\' 23- *" & | o

that the course of training for Secondary grade teachers "t S3.22y 0. WG g :
(Secondary School-Leabing Bertificate holders) be reduced W.V’%V ' |

to one year in view of a revised course and curriculam Hrswysidh -%7

for secondary education recommendefitem by it. In. that oy 4 ?”/al" | : / ;
connection also Mr, Littlehail es expressed the view that W : —— o :
‘revision of the secondayy Educe.tiog course suggested by @ - % _ ,.

the Committee was not compatible with & reduction in the- ; > . ‘ 3 :

period of tréining. . L ‘ 4 F

" 3, The direct enswer to the motion is that under e .‘

present conditions the sugé_,estlon is impracticable,
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