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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

EDUCATIONAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following paper: —

From the Hon’ble Mr. G. H. STUART, wm.a., Barrister-at-law, Director of Public
Instruction, to the Secretary to Government, Educational Department,
dated 26th August 1962, Ref. on C. No. 4891.

I have the honour to submit a copy of the report of the President, Board of
Examiners, College of Engineering, on the examinations held in December last,
together with a copy of the Principal’s letter containing his remarks on the report.
The matter referred to in paragraph 8 of the report will be dealt with separately.

ENCLOSURES.

From A. B. STRANGE, President, Board of Examiners, College of Engineering, to the Director
of Public Instruction, Madras, dated 23rd June 1902, No. ;

1 have the honour to forward my report on the College of Engineering examinations held
last December.

9. The examiners were the same, and the papers were apportioned among them in the same
way as for the examinations of February 1901, with [the exception that (Mr. R. F. Stoney, who,
on the previous occasion, had merely assisted me by valuing some of my papers, this time prepared
papers and valued answers in—

Topographical drawing, E.L, ES.I., 8.0. and S.I.

Chain, compass and plane table surveying, E IIL., E.8. IIT., 8.0. and 8. IL.
Levelling, E. IL., E.S. II.

Levelling, 8.0., and 8.I.

Estimating E. I, ES.IL, 8.0, and S.I., D.I.

3. T have nothing to say concerning the results; if not out of orders, however, I would
like to make a few remarks on one point; it is this: if one may judge by the syllabus, students
are expected to reach the same high standard in mechanical as they certainly doin civil engineer-
ing ; bat as a matter of fact they are far from doing so. I presume that, though men are trained
for both branches of the profession, the openings in civil engineering are the more numerous
and important, and that the time devoted to subjects dealing more especially with that side
is therefore much greater than can be given to study in mechanical engineering proper. If that
is the case I am of opinion that every syllabus dealing with the latter branch required revision :
at present it is competent to an examiner to set a paper in, say, mechanism and the steam
engine, which, while strictly within the bounds of the syllabus, will be quite beyond the powers
of the candidates to whom it is addressed. The alternative is to separate the two branches in the
college training and give equal time to each.

4. T advance the above opinion with great diffidence, as they may be considered out of place
both as coming from myself and also as to their inclusion in this letter which purports to be a

report on the last examinations; but the facts themselves are, I believe, of some importance and

may justify this irregularity.
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No. 531, EpucaTIONAL, 2ND SEPTEMBER 1902:

From Lieutenant-Colonel . D. Love, R.E., Principal, College of Engineering, to the Director
’ of Public Instruction, Madras, dated 22nd July 1902, No. 383 C.

1 returning your endorsement N. Ref. on C. No. 4891, dated 19th July 1902, on the report of
the President of the Board of Examiners, I have the honour to observe that I am quite in agree-
ment with Mr. Strange as to the desirableness of —(1) separating the civil and megbamoal
branches of the engineer class, and (2) revising the syllabuses in the mechanical branch. I
ccnsider, however, that the separation cannot be effected until the second professor of engineering,
sanctioned by the Secretary of State as far back as 1900, has been appointed. When the appoint-
ment has been made, such revision of the syllabuses as 18 necessary can be undertaken.

2. The only other remark I desire to make is that, in my opinion, several of the papers set
at the examinations of December 1901, chiefly those in mathematics, were unsuitable in regard te
length, or standard, or type, or as imperfectly covering the syllabus.

OxrpEr—No. 531, Educational, dated 2nd September 1902.
Recorded.

(True Extraét.)

AT BRINGIE. .
Assislant Secretary to Government
: . [in charge].

To the Director of Public Instruction.

Exd. V. A. Rajavelu,
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NOTES CONNECTED WITH G.O., No. 531, EDUCATIONAL,
DATED 2xp SEPTEMBER 1902.

[Sussrcr.—Report of the Board of Ezaminers, College of Engineering.]
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i <ol Beoniq Hath son oasolq. { Behabooy ylquais vd yem seial Stoteentl sl ) The Director’s letter may be simply recorded ; please see draft placed below.

agmireqeb sk W oildod odi guitosnigall Lvi 10 7 seotord it shiego ah S = ) 2. As regards the Professor of Civil Engineering, the Public Works department

*"-%?Wi-" ard 1’?‘ bf-‘*xf“l"’, i i woidlo 8 1Hdio: lebiadon Of bodes dogd YhHew el | have already been asked to consider whether an officer can be spared for the post—
e ,,CIQI denpuk bIos bd S8 ol D Yo (8) dqerparey 2 i vide paragraph (3) of G.0., No. 502, Educational, dated 23rd August 1902. -
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Record as proposed.
~ A.T. Prmerz—2-9-02.

boteb Jemodorubd 168 0¥ O e "“ o | [G.0., No. 531, Educational, dated 2nd September 1902.]
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Sir,

‘Your most obedient servant,
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS. |

EDUCATIONAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following paper :— :

From the Hon’ble Mr. G. I STUART, m.A., Barrister-at-law, Director of Public
Tnstruction, to the Secretary to Government, Educational Department,
dated 26th August 1902, Ref. on €. No. 4891.

I have the honour to submit a copy of the report of the President, Board of
Txaminers, College of Engineering, on the examinations held in December last,
together with a copy of the Principal’s letter containing his remarks on the report.
The matter referred to in paragraph 3 of the report will be dealt with separately.

ENCLOSURES.

From A. B. STRANGE, President, Board of Examiners, College of Engineering, to the Director
“ of Public Instruction, Madras, dated 23rd June 1902, No. .

AV N S ) - ! ) & N .

T have the honour to forward my report on the College of ‘Engineering examinations held
last December. _ ' 2
& 224, The examiners were the same, and the papers were apportioned among them in the same

way as for the examinations of February 1901, with {the exception that [Mr. R. F. Stoney, who,

on the previous occasion, had merely assisted me by valuing some of my papers, this time prepared
papers and valued answers in— 52

" Topographical drawing, B.L, ES.L, 8:0. and 8.L . | A
Chain, compass and plane table surveying, E II1.; ES. II1., 870. and S..1L., A
Levelling, E. IT., E.S. 1I. '
Levelling, 8.0., and 8.1 ‘
Estimating E. I, ES.L, 8.0, and S.L, 1D o\

3. T have nothing to say concerning the results; if not out of orders, however, I would
like to make a few remarks on one point ; it is this: if one may judge by the syllabus, students
are expected to reach the same high standard in mechanical as they certainly do in civil engineer-
ing ; but as a matter-of fact they are far from doing so. I presume that, though men are trained
for both branches of the profession, the openingsin civil engineering are the more numerous
and important, and that the time devoted to subjects dealing more especially with that side
is therefore much greater than can be given to study in mechanical engineering proper. 1f that
s the case I am of opinion that every syllabus dealing with the latter branch required revision :
at present it is competent to an examiner to set a paper in, say, mechanism and the steam
engine, which, while strictly within the bounds of the syllabus, will be quite beyond the powers
of the candidates to whom it is addressed. The alternative is to separate the two branches in the
college training and give equal time to each.

4. T advance the above opinion with great diffidence, as they may be considered out of place
both as coming from myself and also as to their inclusion in this letter which purports to ke a
report on the last examinations; but the facts themselves are, I believe, of some importance and

‘may justify this irregularity.
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From Licutenant-Colonel H. D. Love, R.E.. Principal, College of Bngineering, to the Direc
of Public Instruction, Madras, dated 22nd July 1902, No. 3383 C.

1 returning your endorsement N. Ref. on C. No. 4891, dated 19th July 1902, on the report of
tho President of the Board of Examiners, I have the honour to observe that I am quite in agree-
ment with Mr. Strange as to the desirableness of —(1) separating the civil and echanical
“branches of the engineer class, and (2) revising the syllabuses in the mechanical branch. I
ecnsider, however, that the separation cannot be effected until the second professor of engineering,
sanctioned by the Secretary of State as far back as 1900. has been appointed. When the appoint-
ment has been made, such revision of the syllabuses as is necessary can be unde:taken. -

2. The only other remark I desire to make is that, in my opinion, several of the papers set <
at the examinations of December 1901, chiefly those in mathematics, were unsuitable in regaid to

length, or standard, or type, or as imperfectly covering the syllabus.

2nd September 1902.
Recorded.

(True Extract.)

- Orper—No. 531, Educational, dated

A. T. PRINGLE,
- Assistant Secretary lo Government
) tm charge].
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Exd. V. A. Rajavelu.
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