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Offering remarks in regard to the guestion raised as

f
w
l

superiority of +trained teachers over untra n‘ed;.tea;chers.'
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In reply‘to-Mn__HaAr—S%aaéﬁ&a{é?eé—50r—94y—éa%ed-
-}Qégkﬂegarding the value of the training given in
the™Peachers?® College, Saidapeg’as shdwn by the practical

ability in teaching of the ;tudents who annually pass out, I have

the honour to say that I have consulted Inépecting officers and

the heads of training and other institutions in the matter and I

find that the consensus of opinion is in favour of the view that

others things being equal the trained teacher is distinctly

superior in teaching ability to the untrained. The pos:sibility

is admitted of an untrained teacher with long experience being

_guite as successful as one who has been trained, but in this
unless

case‘there is unusual aptitude for teaching the experience has

generally becn gained at the expense of the pupils. Untrained

teachers seldom take the trouble to0 acguire by their own exer-
tions the theoretical knowledge that the trainmed man h&s, and
when by dint of long practice they succeed in becoming fairly

good teachers their methods are usually of the rule of thum&kind.

When trained teachers fail it is either because they neglect the

methods they have been taught, or because in the schools in

which they happen to be employed they have to work more with an

eye to examinations than with a view to real instruction; but

however far they may be from practising in full what they have
: S
N

1earnt to be the best methods of teaching, it will probably be

gsound that wherever real educational work as distinct from

cramming i@ being done by native teachers these are trained mem.

Hunter and Mr. Stone who are in charge of the two

Both Mr.
Training

Praining Colleges in ?hl
teachers whether experienced or not,
trained they exhibit many serio
few months’ stay they show a marke
AW of"their’course have gained conside
; Ied. Prom the

< and in p:act;gp#ﬁ& tralnlng they have

with them after they leave College to pra

have becn’ taught,

abreast of lat

S Presidency say that when stu@ents

join the College toy.

us faults in teaching pbut
a 1mprovement and.by the

rably in knowledge of me

undergone. It remai:

ctise the methods

and imﬁrove upon them by kecping themselv'

&

er developmeﬁts in Rducational practicef

I have the honour to be,
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From the Director of Public Instruction, dated 12th June 1902, Our. 1\\?_‘.,448%’.‘
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This report séems to me to bo ridiculously long. Has no fimit beén lﬁied'_,?_-f:
" 4 H. A. Sroarr—4-7-0

* No limit has been fixed. In the statement given in G.0., No. 246,
dated 25th April 1902, the size of the report is given as twelve pag st
pages and review two pages— altogether cighteen pages. The pﬁes%' 4
of nineteen pages or 21 pages including the docket sheet. This see:
and a narrative of not more than eight pages should be sufficient for

review could be compressed into one page. i
- T, KANAKASUNDARAM PILLaT—5-7-02. : e
Personally I think eight pages of marrative is ‘too much,
maximum limits) only: four or six—two for statistics and two for revi
. i ; H. A. STUART-

g myself cn such reports whether Government 18
its role properly or mot. lIts function seems to be only to applaud and app
criticism of any value tor future working, direetion or ~suggestion t is none.
cannot be that all knowledge was used up when this institution was set af
I frankly admit that I am vacant of ideas regarding its possible bet
office equally so? Gy e & 3hi T

2. One matter does appeal to me and that is the cost per student. |
on increasing and is it not enormous ? g

S am frequent]y askin

the figure of previous years. A statement of these shoul w )
9. Another point which may be examined in more do 1 is the.
at the different examinations. The statistics of the las
?;abu-lated. A N M
3. Lastly it would be useful to have information 2 to the ab
students when they actually engage in tgachmg ‘Have we £
N The net cost of educating each student and the:
“are shown below. The ‘net cost per pupil in the
Normal students mostly form the teachers bere.
high as Jiberal séholarships are given and the
9. No information is available as to the
profession. 1 el i
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TEACHERS' COLLEGE.

(a) Training Section.

L. T. degree examination.

Second grade collegiate teachers’
certificate examination.

Practical test.

N

. Written test. Written test. Practical test.
—_— Net cost
per student. % S X -
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1897-98 ole o 598 33 23 70 23 12 |°952 11 8 73 11 9 82
1898-99 ol e 522 35 22 .63 21 6 29 18 [} 28 8 4 50
w I
~ 1899-00 e 607 40 ~.2l 53 2k 12 87 19 12 63 8 6 75
1900 .. J 589 34 32 94 32 18 56 22 12 55 25 18 72
1901 .. 50 oo 592 32 29 91 29 18 62 21 N16 L WL 16 11 69
Upper Secondary teachers’ certificate:
examination. Techuical Standard E it
: examination in examination in XAIINa A onL
drawing. drawing. Agriculture.
‘Written test.. Practical test.
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1900 14 4 29 12 9 75 23 13 57 65 56 86 36 15 48
'1901'“ & _16 10 X 63 10 8 80 l 37 9 24 66 38 58 27 20 4
(8) Practising Section.
T A z : - g
| Matriculation Lower Becondary Primary ’;l‘pglhnéfa.l > St.amigud 3
examination. examination. examination. CXgInavond GXAMINANON. 1T
drawing. drawing.
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T. KANARASUNDARAM Prrrar—12-7-02.
P. T. TeaRYAN—14-7-02,

? 3 : e

After issue of the order, this note may be sent to the Honourable Member, The
‘ cost has always been high and as it is necessary to have the hest possible staff for
; the instruction of teachers, the cost must be considerable. There is considerable

ﬁuqtua.tion in the degree of success, but the figures for last year are, on the whole,
satisfactory. ' : : :

3 ¥

4 2._The Director of Public Tnstruction may be told demi-officially to consult
inspecting officers about the value of the training as shown by the practical ability to
teach of the passed students, and, if the verdict is unfavourable, it will be necessary
to consider what changes are required in the college. . '

v 18 H. A. StuarT—16-7-02. |
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