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SusmiTtep that two copies of this Question may be forwarded to the

- 0(99.‘( W Department.

The Question has been admitted.
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Clauses (a) and (b). ! (:ff>/

The attenders and peoms in the offices

of the Deputy Inspectors of Schools are on the same

{ °
.8cale of pay, namely, Rs.12-18 a month. The answer

to both the clauses together may be ' Yes'.

< 2 e ‘ A : Clause (c).
p [i‘ g : It cannot be said that the attenders are
" o2
N recruited from the educated classes. Their general

knowledge is however slightly higher than that of
the peons. Please see in this connection paragtapﬁ;
— z of the Director's letterypage 2 of G.0.No.365 Law
(Bducation), dated 22/3/1922. For orders whether the

answer to this clause may be ' No!'.

. Clause (d).
pone 9=l 3, P In his letter dated 28-2-1922, the Directo
7Y 8 , : <1 in the offices of the Deputy Insprs.
"l & o fﬁ;;}ffi;ffitl stated ‘that the attenders/were actually doing the

T R

work of clerks and recommended that their pay should
be fixed at Rs.20 - 35 in the mufassal and Rs;és - 35-3
in the City of Madras. The Government declined to o
sanction the scale of pay recommended by the Direc- f:
tor as they considered:that the attenders need not hi“
called upon to do the work of clerks and that if %
there was need for clerks it should be met by the
i appointments of eclerks and not by sanctioning highe-
L er scaleyfor the attenders, It is nét known whether
the attenders are now actually doing the work of

clerks. TFor orders whether the D.P:I. may be cone-

(4 ; A sulted u.o. on the point or whether the answer. th

this clause may be 'No'.

} A Clause (e). There are no proposals under conside
J——‘k%\ M‘J 32?96-/ ation to raise the scale of pay for attenders.
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b). The answex suggestqﬁ
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statement of fackt.

My information is

such ba CKW”I@ d’StIlCtS'u “xlw

Clause (o)
large number of attenders have
or TN -fogrm, while -inithe districts more advanced

‘ : B
educationally attenders Have many of them read
to the VI form, & few in fact being quallfled~£r

a8 University course of studies but tié majorit

xﬁ?ﬁ them not being qualified for a Univérsiﬂy
edurse of studiess  In the sense therefore that
an attender is educs tro if he has had eitheiiﬁ%
whole or & portion of a secondary school e&uqs
tion tle answer teo clause (c) ds in the affiim'
tive

is

reﬁorted to “ovv ‘nuent that many attenders are

v doing clerical work. At the. bep 1nn1n %0 the»Yél

1924 -T made a-reference to gll DeEsCe g8 tG'Whét

at-cngerS'W,rc e J necessary and asked wheth

Work, Phere was some divergence of

our experienceg offi

Yizis: the 1 nece s

work that ender is ca11ed upon to do. Af &
result I was convineed that attenders should
Yemain din the offzcei’ {("c are ordlnavily gatmu
ed with the maintenance of period ﬁl; oesfatch

» r-coPying work;t'

- preparation of ‘monthly ana ceriodical

rcuurns ana with the: Maintcnance of rccdids t:ﬂb
tbat it was not generally » 5
clerical work to be done by the clerks and that'

it the pbstsrof—attendsrs were @boliched the.

would be




”be &el”'ed 07 the deputy insvector would be“bblfgéd

e - s X ‘-‘ - . .
,Vﬁbe’an unduly large poxtion Of his time to corres-

.

?ence and-office work to.the detriment o)zumre imyortant

ebltlmatc WOI& OL lnbkoCtWOﬂ. Tbc CO(VGCt‘uﬂ wey

clause T apacarn to'&e t0 \be that most attenders |
NG

d01ng~some clev1ca1 work of a reubine nature.

“ Thé‘aﬁéﬁer 6™ 1o use (é)~ﬁsfappareht1y"ﬁo' as

%gested bv the Seerctanisgti |
"snoule like, o\mvcr, to invite the attention of
ent Wlth rﬁfevence to the oechtaV1@L ﬂote ags;
W.rnment ofder 1bsaed on- the 24n6 Marel. 228, Viz.,
'7*365 haw (B Qucatlon)/{statestuat fhe Covérnment

tbat ow;ng to uke rrF ent ilﬂ&ﬂ@lal Utr1n geney

Slb}e to them under u.L.Eo. A5 Pinancial
£ ‘ - 3
areh 1921. There was no reasorn given in

The

ders are persons scarcely qualified for the ordinar]
: E :

ienal attalﬂment° and-in the work which-they do

the DByl idig of opihlon tnat some scale of g?y

ohed
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ttenders in the office of the Deputy Inspectors of Schools. -

%1988 Q—Mr. T. ApiNaravana CEHEITIVAR: Will th
V injsier) for Eduecation be pleased to state— &
@) whether it is a fact that attenders in the offices of the D
pectors of Schools get a salary of Ks. 12 to Rs. 18 per mensem ;e i
(6) whether it is & fact that peons in the office also receive a similar

0

) whether Government are aware that in many cases these attenders
doing the work of clerks ; and

f(e) whether Government have in view any proposals to make the pay
he attenders adequate to their duties and qualifications ?

& (0) Yes.
(¢) Most attenders know to read and write.

_ (d) Attenders are reported to be doing,in many cases, goriptory work
of a purely routine nature.
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