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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS,

EDUCATIONAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—again the following papers :—
G.0., No. 736, Educational, dated 31st October 1899.

Apstracr.— Granting certain concessions as,regards salary grants to teachers employed i
the Ceded districts. g ve ployed in

G.0., No. 282, Educational, dated 14th July 1900.
Rcad—the following paper :— :

From the Hon’ble Mr. G. H. STUART, a.A., Barrister-at-Law, Director of Public

Instruction, Madras, to the Secretary to Government, Educational depart-
ment, dated 21st March 1900, No. 2957.

I have the honour to point out that the concessions in regard to salary grants
made in G.0., No. 736, Educational, dated 31st October 1899, to teachers employed
in the Ceded distriets are caleulated to bring about a distinct deterioration in the
professional qualifications of teachers in those districts, In the first place, managers
of schools, who have hitherto been under the necessity of obtaining the services of
qualified teachers in view to securing aid for them on the salary grant system will no
longer feel the necessity to apply for the services of certificated teachers, since no
distinction is made between certificated and uncertificated teachers on the ome
hand and between persons holding trained and untrained teachers’ certificates on the
other in regard to the rates of salary grants allowed to them, so far as institutions
for general education are concerned. In the second place, uncertificated teachers in
the Ceded districts will not, in future, have the same inducement towards obtaining
certificates as they had before the concessions referred to above were made.

2. Schools in the Ceded districts no doubt require exceptional treatment, at least
for some time to come, but care should be taken to see that the concessions £nade are
not such as are likely to lead to loss of efficiency. With this object in view, I would
suggest that the following scale of salary grants, which has been graduz;ted with
reference to the nature of the certificates held by teachers, be substituted for the one
sanctioned in G.0., No. 736, Educational, dated 31st October 1899 :—

A fourth grant to a teacher with a general education certificate.
A third grant to a teacher with an untrained teacher’s certificate.
A half grant to a teacher with a trained teacher’s certificate.

A two-thirds grant to a teacher with a trained teacher’ H
in a training school. eacher’s certificate and employed

Order—No. 282, Educational, dated 14th July 1900,

The Government have no objection to the new concessio
; : ¢ n suggested by th
Director of Public Instruction for schools in municipal areas, %ﬁt are n};tta‘:

‘11)11.'::;2: in favour of withdrawing or modifying concessions now in force in the Ceded
S, :

(True Extract.)
H. TREMENTEERF;

To the Director of Public Instruction. Decreiary & 6'ove)'nmmf,

No. 46, Epuvearronan, 201x JaNuARY 1904.

rAn. -

REeap—also the following paper : —

From the Hon'ble Mr. A. G. BOURNE, D.Sc., .R.8., Director of Public Instrue-
tion, to the Secretary to Govcernment, Educational department, dated
Madras, 9th December 1903, C. No. 8983.

2 The concessions recommended by Dr. Dunean for teachers in the Ceded districts
and approved by Government in (0., No. 736, Educational, dated 31st October 1899,
being considered by the late Dircetor too liberal, it was suggested in this office letter
No. 2957, dated 21st March 1900, that they might be revised so far as institutions
for general education were concerned and a new scale graduated with reference to
the nature of the certificates held by the teachers was proposed. Government,
however, in G.0., No. 282, Educational, dated 14th July 1900, declined to withdraw
or wmodify the old concessions. From the experience gained in the course of the past
four years during which the conecessions have been in force, the Director was inclined

.~ to think that these concessions had removed all incentive to improvement, if they had

not actually caused a deterioration in the professional qualitications of the teachers of
high schools in the Ceded distriets. This will be seen from the enclosed statement
showing the qualifications of the teachers employed in these schools during the past
five years. ‘

The late Director evidently intended to again address Government upon the
subject. T have, therefore, the honour to request that the matter may now be reecon-
sidered and that the following scale of salary grauts may be sanctioned in supersession
of that now in force for teachers employed in schools in the Ceded districts whether
in municipal or non-municipal areas :—

(1) a fourth grant for a teacher with a general education certificate ;

(2) a thivd grant for a teacher with an untrained teachers’ certificate ;

(8) a half grant for a teacher with a trained teachers’ certificate;

(4) a two-thirds grant for a teacher with a trained ieachers’ certificate and
employed in a training school. ’

2. The new scale, if sanctioned, should mot affect the salary grants already
sanctioned in accordance with G.O., No. 736, Edueational, dated 31st October 1899.

%. These being special concessions for schools in the Ceded districts need not be
incorperated in the Grant-in-Aid Code. The publication of a notification in the Fort
St. George Gazette and in the District Gazettes concerned for the information of the
managers will suffice.
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No. 46, EpvoaTroNan, 20TH JaNvarRY 1904.

Orper—No. 46, Educational, dated 20th January 1904.

The proposals of the Director are approved and sanctioned. | i
2. The Director should arrange for the publication of the notification mentioned

in paragraph 3 of his letter.

(True Extract.)

A. G. CARDEW,
Ag. Secretary to Government.




(2) Two-thn'ds grants to
,:emploved-m tralmng schools :

; 'teachers in the Ceded S
to apply for the services of certificates
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5. Sinilarly under clause (v), article 12, chapter TTT of the eode, masters holding

trained teachers’ certificates of the collegiate, second-grade collegiate, or upper second-
- ary grade and who are employed in secondary schools situated in non-municipal towns
and 1n villages in which the fees if levied at the standard rates do not cover an adequate
portion of the current expenditure can draw half grants. Consequently the Director’s
third proposal also does not make any great advance on the existing state of things.

6. The fourth proposal is the second one sanctioned in G.0., No. 736, Educational,
dated 81st October 1899.

7. In these circumstances it is submitted thet G.0., N. 0. 736, Educational, dated
31st October 1899, may remain unmodified—at least for the present or till it can be
clearly shown that the present proposals are a distinct advance on the existing state of
things under the code. '

"~ P. T. THARYAN—9-5-00.

As the Director of Public Instruction points out an ascending scale is a good
thing. But 1 submit that the rate of one-fourth proposed is too low being below code
scale.

R. Asug—14-5-00.

Will Director kindly say whether he has not overlooked the Grant-in-Aid Code

as follows :(— '
In recommending one-fourth grants to | Article 13, clause (iv), chapter 111, entitles
~teachers in the Ceded Districts with them to one-third grants.
general education certificates,
In recommending one-third grants for men | Article 13, clause v [ These rates seem
~with untrained teachers’ certificates. generally  claim-
In recommending one-half grants for v able at present.
men with trained teachers’ certificates.

H. TrewENHEERE—1T7-5-00.
To the Director of Public Instruction.

|
X 4 g Note by the office,dated 22nd  |Director’s further remarks,
Director’s reply, dated 19th May 1900. May 1900. dated 2nd July 1900,

|

The Grant-in-Aid Code My proposal is to give them | Two-thirds grant was sanctioned { Yes. Tt is included here
(11T, 12 (v)] gives [A two-thirds  grants in the | inG.0., No. 736, lidueationul, | for the sake of complete-
half  grants ~ to Ceded Districts. dated 31st October 1899. ness.

. masters holding

‘i trained teachers’
certificates employ-
ed in  training
schools.

: The Graxt-in-Aid Code My proposal is to give them [* F., in secondary
" gives one-third half grants in the Ceded Dis- | schools, but under article
grants to masters tricts. 4, chapter 1, only upper
holding trained At present under ITT, 12 (v), secondary schouls and
‘teachers’ (certificates they get half grants only | schools for Europeans
| [Article 13, (ii)]. when employed in certain | andhigher class teehni-
! classes  of schools * or in | cal, industrial and art |
certain areas [non-munici- | schools and superior in-
pal] t and under certain con- | * digenous schoois are eli-
ditions {. T propose to abo- | gible for salary grants.
lish' these eonditions and |+ True.
restrictions in the Ceded Dis- | + Ze., when fers if levied It is only in secondary
triets. - The proposal will be [~ at standard rates do not, schoolsin non-muniecipal
of no advantage to masters | cover an adejuate por- areas where the teachers
in schools included 111,12 (v) | tion of the current ex- get balf grants wnder
(6) ; butit will benefit those | penditure. But in the this section. But there
in munieipal schools §. non-municipal areas of are hardly any snch
. the Ceded Districts is it | H.T. I schools i the Ceded
possible to have schools Districts, so the section
under a different eondi- is of no advantage in
tion ? Practically there- these districts, nearly all
- fore existing schonls in the  secondaxy schooly
non-municipal areas can being in  municipal
draw half grants. ‘| towns,
§ What is meant is, it is sub- | Yes.
i -mitteé,, ¢“schools in municipal |
areas. )

s

! I'hélGrm#in-AidC()do I propose to give them ono- 3 .

<.

Direclor’s reply—cont.

gives  one-fourth third grant in the Ceded )4,
grant to = masters Distriets, subject to no condi-
holding . untrained ions. ; R o LR
teachers’ certificates. Under IlT, 18 (v) theyget|* + & %
C[11L, 14 ()] one-third grants in certain | above.
schools * subject to certain
and conditions as to "area *,
ete. £. My proposal does not
do any good to these schools,
but will benefit § schools in | § True.
municipal areas. - t

Ry g

The Grant-in-AidCode My proposal gives || them one- ||| Only if they hold certi- This is tiniteen‘ougli G §
gives nothing to un- quarter grants in the Ceded | - ficates of having passed | H.T. | not propose any grant
certificated teachers. Districts. a general education test. for entirely -annﬁadi alified

At present under TLI, 13 (iv) teachers. :
such teachers in backward '| The expression “ uncerti
localities getione-third grants. | ficaied teachers” alw
I think this is too mueh, but < kb ‘means ‘“‘a teacher not
do not proposeto alter it at holding a  teachers’
present 7U.  But 1 propose to | It is submitted that this certificate.” LR
extend it to municipal areas | isnof expressly stated in To make this clear para-
(which are not reckoned as | the proposals and fthere | H.T.| graph 2 of my letter
backward) in the Ceded | is thus nothing to pre- | No. 2957, dated 21st
Districts, except that I pro- | vent the grants in these 4 March 1900, may be
Ppose giving one-quarter grant | cases being reduced to] - altered as follows:
only, instead of one-third. | one-fourth. For ¢ afourth granttoa
At present sach schools in ! teacher with a general
municipal areas get nothing. education certificate.”
Schools for poor Earopeuns, Read ‘“A fourth grant to
Muhammadans and for back- an uncertificated teacher
ward and indigent classes ; x who has passed a general
will still continue to get education test, in cases
one-third grants for the not covered by ar
present. v - 13, {iv), chapter III, o

the Grant-in-Aid Code
G. H. fTuarr—19-5-00. S LI (e

Certain modifications from the |The reasons for the pro-
Grant-in-Aid Code rates were | posed alteration have
samctioned only on 81st October | been given in paragraph
Jast.  Would it not be too soon | 1 of my letter quoted
to alter them again now ? above. 7 Ry

P. T. Tuaryan—22-5-00. G. H, STUni—!—?—QOA‘

Please see the Director of Public Instruction’s reply above. A column of remarks
by the office has been added. i

BT FHARYAN—22-5-00"

R. Asnn'—273'—‘5;0 -

Mr. Stuart has perhaps not yet quite assimilated the rather indigestible
in-aid Code. :

2. Dr. Dund 1 knew |the ceded districts and obtained Government sanction for
two concessions, of which only one need be mentioned, viz., half grants to un
teachers with a general education certificate. R

Mr. Stuart says this will be disastrous (as removing stimulus, ete.) so he pro-
poses quarter grants for these men (below code scale !). “ w

He has, I submit, made out no case for changing a policy of concession adopted so
late as 31st October 1399 on the recommendation of a Director of long experiene

3. Then he goes on to suggest, with the same object in view (viz., to retain
stimulus towards certificate) to propose one-third grants for untrained teachers
certificates, and half grants for trained. P

When it is pointed out to him w.o. that the ceded districts are backwardlocaliti
and that the code allows such grants now for such localities, he shifts 'his_gr und an
says this is true for non-municipal areas, but he intended a new conces
municipal areas ! :

4. May be negatived ?




4 :

Ask Mr. Stuart for his remarks on the office comments against his explanatory
note. :

A. T. A[runpEL]—30-5-00.

. ) ' i
The Honourable Member desires that the above office comments on the Director’s
explanatory note be submitted to the Director for remarks.

CHT 126200 (‘

To the Director of Public Instruction.

Remarks have been made in the margin of the Secretariat office-notes.

G. H. Stuarr—2-7-00.

The Director of Public Instruction’s final replies to the eriticisms on his propo-
sals (lettered A—D) do not appear to be very convineing.

1 o-thirds inst f half grants to masters

e he proposed to give two-thirds imstead o e sters
holdi?xg tI:'ai%ed tegchzrs’ certificates employed in training schools in the “t({edeges
Districts”. It was pointed out to him that this suggestion had been patlg imef
months before, and he now replies that the proposal was included for the * sake o

completeness .

3. In B he proposed to give to masters holding trained teachers’ eertificates in the
¢ Cedc;d Districts ”” half instead of the normal one-third grants, e}bohshmg_ certalln
restrictions and conditions now in force at the same time. tIt W? lzcl)lmtteiihoutc (t[l:g?t?:n);

1 igi at the .

f a particular class were eligible for salary grants, an ‘
:ﬁgg lisn0 non?municipal areas of the Ceded Districts apply pretty generall}i, sqt }ghaz
existing schools in non-municipal areas could practically %raw }lzlvfla,lf gviapt:, (:\Qpl ;fiﬁs
1 1 art e:
t having recourse to an alteration of the code. Mr. Stuart 83

gl(;ze;: ]1311:;137 all thge secondary schools in these districts are within municipal areas,
the present rules do not help them.

4. Under C he proposed to give to masters holding untrained teachers’ eer’ciﬁcate;
in the same districts, one-third grants in place of ong—fggrth grants. T}tl]i :(;I;Iientsﬁoe
i ] der B and his answers are t -
the Secretariat were much the same as un ) s ro the SR e 0
that certain schoole can already have one-third grants, but he lays th
glilf(f);?ane: between municipal and non-municipal areas, stating that it is the former his
proposal is intended to benefit.

5. Under D he proposed to give to teachers not holding teachers’ certificates but
haviné‘ certificates of general education, one-fourthlgra,ntgl n t}h.e }&:ame }clllstg;gﬁélghll}z
2 S, S5 ; g s
ding to schools in munieipal areas the principle under whie
ﬁzzﬁvar& localities get one-third grants. To make his meaning clearer, Mr. Stuart
proposes to alter the wording of his letter.

6. Asto A it does not seem worth while to repeat the sanction already given.

Under B and C a case for reliefin regard to schools in municipal areas is now

t. . S :
perhag):&n 2;1 ejc(? I;D the same remarks apply. But the variation in the rate is hardly

justified. The Director of Public Instruction gives it as his opinion that one-third

i ; the t 1t would be prejudging the
_ where already allowed is too much ; that may be so, but 1 _ ik
;gft?rig eginz one-fourth grants to schools in these municipal areas on the score that

‘ isti 1 ive i f schools not in such areas.
the existing one-third grants were excessive in the case o | ;
' A. T. PringnE—9-7-00;

Submitted, the Director may be told Government has no objection ‘fb'fh}; e
At present concession he suggests for municipal areas,
T.A.—11-7-00. i _ ; -
S modifying concessions now in force in the
Ceded Distriets. ' S

b

H. TREMENHEERE—10-7-00. 5

A.T. A[ronpEL]—11-7-00,
[G.0., No. 282, Educational, dated 14th July 1900] -

From the Direstor of Public Instruction, No. 8983, dated 9¢h December 1903.

In its order No. 736, Educational, dated 31st October 1899, Governmeht,. on the

recommendation of Dr. Dunecan, sanctioned the following special rates of salary grants
to schools in the Ceded Districts :—

(1) Half salary grants to teachers who have passed a general education test
irrespective of their professional qualifications. gl

(2) Two-thirds grants to teachers holding trained teachers’ certificates and
employed in training schools.

2. In March 1900 the late Mr. Stuart represented that these concessions we’re:'
ealculated to bring about a distinet deterioration in the professional qualification of

teachers in the Ceded Disiricts and recommended the following scale of grants in their
place :—

(1) A fourth grant to a teacher with a general education certificate.
(2) A third grant to a teacher with an untrained teachers’ certificate.
(3) A half grant to a teacher with a trained teachers’ certificate.

(4) A two-thirds grant to a teacher with a trained teachers’ certificate and
employed in a training school. :

3. Government declived to substitute Mr. Stuart’s seale for the rates of gl:anfb"'
sanctioned in 1899 but said it had no objection to the new scale for sehools in'
municipal areas—oide G.0., No. 282, Educational, dated 14th J uly 1900.

4. The present Director now states that the late Mr. Stuart, from the experience
gained during the past four years, was of opinion that the concessions granted in
1899 had removed all incentive to improyement, if they had not actually caused a
deterioration in the professional qualifications of the teachers of high schools in the
Ceded Districts and intended to again address Government on the subject. In support
of Mr. Stuart’s opinion Dr. Bourne encloses a statement showing the qualifications of
the teachers employed in the High schools in the Ceded Districts during the last five
years. According to this statement teachers holding trained teachers’ certificates
have decreased from 29 to 28; those holding untrained teachers’ certificates, from 20
to 17 ; and those holding general education certificates from, 23 to 20 ; while those
holding no certificates whatever have increased from 9 to 11 and a new class of four
teachers holding approved service certificates have come into being. ’

5. The Director therefore requests that the question may now be reconsidered
and that the scale suggested® by Mr.
Stuart may be sanctioned in supersession
of that now in force ” r all schools in
municipal and non-municipal areas in the Ceded Districts’ on the understandin; > that'at 2o
will not affect the salary grants already sanctioned in accordance with ‘G0.;No.. 736,
Educational, dated 31st October 1899, : 3o el

* The Director does not say so; but the scale
he gives is the one suggested by Mr. Stuart.

6. The following statement comparé:
the rate of grant' now drawn a
case by teachers in the + (ede
the rates allowed by the Grant
and the rates proposed by the

t These districts with the exception of Munici-
yel areas and kasha towns are included
among hackward ' localities~—wide G,0., No,
036, dated 14th October 1902.

but it is not in favour of withdrawil;g opil i




oy ; il Lo Ra.tes pmposhd by
Rates now in Coderates. | the Director of

= TR - e - : TRk T
: Teachers with general ednoa.twn qer..:ﬂca.tes in back- | One-half ., \One-third  [rule | One-fourth.® .-
| ward localities—the whole of the Ceded Districts ; - 37 @) e ;
~ excepting municipal towns and kasba stations. i : B

Teachers with general education certificates in muni- [ One-fourth Hil. «+ " us | One-fourth.
‘eipal towns snd, ; ? § :

kasba stations in the Coded sttncts-—not included | One-half HDINNG 8 .. | One-fourth.
among backward localities. RN e e FRL 3 3

Teachers holding untrained teachers’ certificates of the | One-half . One-third [rule 37 | One-third.
collegiate, sccond grade collegiate, or upper second- ). |
ary grade, and who are employed in secondary | ]
schools in non-municipal towns and in villages, in

- which the fees, if levied at the standard rates, do not
eover an adequate portion of the current expen-

I ditare. »
Teachers holding unirained teachers’ certificates of the | One-third One-fourth [rule 38 | One-third.

collegiate, second grade collegiate, or upper second- sl @

- ary grade, and who are emploved in secondary

schools in municipal towns and : ! )

F | other teachers helding untrained ‘teachers’ certificates | Orie-half One-fourth [rule 38 | One-third,

~ anywherein the Ceded Districts. @7

Teachers holding trained teachers’ certificates of the colle- | One-half .. One half [rale 36 | One-half,
giate, second grade collegiate, or upper secondary grade, | ! { W)
and who are employed in secondary schools in non-
“municipal towns and in villages, in which the t fees, if
levied at the standard rates, do not cover an adequate
portion of the current expenditure.

Teachers holding trained teachers’ certificates of the colle- o One-third [rule 37 | One-half,
giate, second grade collegiate, or upper secondary grade, (ii)].
and who are employed in secondary schools in municipal
towns and other teachers holding trained teachers’ certifi-
eates anywhere in the Ceded Districts.

Teachers holding trained teachers’ certificates and employed | Two-thirds One-half [rule 86| Two-thirds.
in trammg schools. (vi)].

* In this case the Director perhaps means that this rate being only a concession will not supersede the code rate in
backward localities,
+ In no school in the Ceded Districts can the fees possibly cover an adequate portion of the current expenditare.

7. Orders are solicited as to whether the Director’s proposal may be accepted.
T. KANARASUNDARAM Prrrai--17-12-03.

The Director may be asked whether the statement in paragraph 6 supra correctly
represents the actual facts. If it does his proposal affects only the classes of teachers
marked A, C, D and F. Tn the case of teachers marked A their position will be worse
than under the code and it does not appear that the proposed change can be allowed.
In the case of C, D and F the proposals may be approved.

P T. THARYAN—17-12=03:

Paragraph 3 of the Director’s letter : the Director seems to have overlooked rule

37 (iv), Grant-in-Aid Code, which contemplates special exemptions from the operation

of the Educational rules. He may be asked u.0. whether he wishes rule 37 (iv) to
be altered and whether the table drawn up by the office is eorrect.

A. GarrLeTTI——-18-12-08.
A. G. CARDEW—18-12-03.

T0 the Director of Publie Insiruction.

‘ The table at the top of thls page glves the rates now in force as one-fourth under
B and one-third under E and if ‘they were so I should be satlsﬁed a.nd should never
have w "tten the letter under reference.
S0 given presumably because G. 0., No. 282, dated 14th July 1900
been spoken of on page 1 of the note as allowing (in certam cases) the new scale,
‘ é_proposgd. by Mr. Stuart and again by me. i e
3. Mr. Stuart did not however place this 1nterpretat10n upon 1t nor can I The
order speaks of new concessions but says that no coneessions now in foroe are to be
mthdrawn or modified.

X
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4. Mr. Stuart proposed no new concessions in his No. 2957, da,ted ZLst Mareh
1900,—he did propose to reduce: the grant to one-third in some cases, to one-quarter. ,mv :
others and as by the concession given in G.O., No. 736, dated 3lst Qctober 1899,
no grant was to be less than the half, G.0., No. 282 had no effect. It so happens
that Rule 37 (iv) does notapply in this case. The only schools in the Ceded Districts
entitled to salary grants are not in ‘ backward localities ” as will be seen from the
following list ; they are all in mumclpa.l areas, or kasba stations (except the Sanskrit
school at Kamph the teachers of which come under rule 37 (ix) (a) and as they have no
general educational qualification they would not be affected by the preéent proposal) -

Cuddapah Districi—
Madanapalle High school ... ; Kasba station.

e

Anantopur—

London Mission High School, Gooty Lpe
London Mission T"amlng school Gooty, } A
Sanskrit school, Hindupur ... Do.
Munieipal ngh School, Anantapur Municipality.

Bellary—

‘Wardlaw College, Bellary ... s ;
Sanskrit Bashamanjerl Patasala, Bellary ... £ .. » Municipality.
Sanmarga Samaj Sanskrit School, Bellary ' £
Sanskrit School, Kampli ... : Rural tract.
St. Philomena’s Girl’s High school, Bellary. A M inioinalie
Municipal High School, Bellary .., } iy e O
Board High School, Harpa.ndhalh : ... Kasba.

Kurnool—

S. P. G. High School, Nandyal . Munieipa.ﬁty.

5. So in the table on page 6 for all practical purposes A may disappear and the
table becomes— :

Present rates. Code rates. Proposed mtapp.
B and C Nil.
D
E and F

6. But for the concession there would be no grant under B and Cand inmy
opinion the most important proposal now made is to reduce the half grant in this case
to a quarter grant and so try to diminish, or at any rate check the present increase in,
the number of uncertificated teachers.

7. The object holds good mutatis mutandis for the other grades of teaehers.

8. Mr. Stuart seems to have been led by the u.o. correspondence in this file into
comparing his proposals with the Code rules rather than with the rules in force under
G.0., No. 736, dated 31st October 1899, and I think that G.O., No. 282, dated 14th
July 1900 was based upon a mlsconceptlon and that as I have pomted out above 1§07
had really no effective meaning. ~

9. My office letter C. No. 8983, dated 9th December 1903, is not snﬂielentlg
clear about the two-third grant for teachers in training schools or rather it should
have stated that there was nothing new about the proposal—if the other propogals are
sanctioned it would be well to notify the entire scale, hence the mentlon of if. -

10. Paragraph 2 of my letter of course merely provxdes aga.mst exxstmg gramta,
given on behalf of present teachers, being affected. S :

A. G. Bourxs—20-
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The Director says that Rule 37 (iv) of the Grants-in-Aid Code does not apply in
this case, as the only schools in the Ceded Districts which are entitled to salary grants
are situated not in * backward localities ” but in municipal towns and kasba stations.
- Such being the case the principal objection to the proposed seale disappears and it may
be approved. :

T K.—23-12-03.
P. T. THARYAN—23-12-03.

Brevity was studied at the expense of clearness in the two orders (of 1899 and
1900) dealing with salary grants in the Ceded Distriets.

2. Mr. Stuart’s interpretation of the order of 1899.—The late Director understood
the order of 1899 to modify the Grant-in-Aid Code in respect only of the amount of
salary grants admissible, but not in respect of (1) the limitations laid down in the Code

- Enumerated, e.g., in the nine clauses of sections to certain categories only of teachers (2)
37, 36 (v) ’mig"al; ) ' the conditions laid down separately under

: L some categories which further limit
admissibility to grant. Thus, according to Mr. Stuart’s interpretation of the order—

(1) the categories, (@) uncertificated teachers who have passed a general edu-
cation test and are employed, etc., in municipal and kasba towns, Ceded Districts, (6)
masters holding untrained-teachers’ certificates of the, ete., in secondary schools in
municipal towns, Ceded Districts, had not been affected by the order of 1899 because
they are not among the categories in the Grant-in-Aid Code ;

(2) the condition as to fees under the Grant-in-Aid Code’s 5th category in
section 37 had not been affected by the order of 1899.

3. The Government accepted Mr. Stuart’s interpretation of their order, but did not
accept all his proposals, = His proposals were new concessions as far as categories go
only in respect of (1) () and (b) above (new categories not in the Code). They were
new concessions also in respect of the abolition of the eondition referred to in (2) above.
The Government in its order of 1900 approved of the new concessions proposed in
respect of municipal areas, but did not accept the rest of the proposals (some of which
were restrictions and not concessions).

4. Dr. Bourne’s interpretation of the order of 1899.—Mr, Stuart’s successor now
returns to the order of 1899 and gives us his interpretation of it. He starts with the
assumption that it should not be read subject to limitations as to categories or condi-
tions. He therefore is of opinion that the half rate sanctioned in the order of 1899
is in force throughout the Ceded Districts for all categories and subjeet to no condition
and that the order of 1900 is unintelligible [as indeed it would be if his view as to
the order of 1899 is correct].

5. If the Government adheres to its interpretation of its order of 1899, the table
on page 2 of these notes is correct except that the words  and kasba stations’” under
B should come out with reference to the order of 1900 and a new category C, for
which the grant is i/, added. That no grants should be made to these teachers in
kasba stations was of course not the intention of the order of 1900, which was badly
drafted, but only its effect.

6. Particular attention is drawn to the first sentence in the Director’s note. If
‘Secretary agrees with the above, perhaps the file might go back to the Director who
might no longer wish Government to introduce the changes shown in the table on
page 6, but would be content to have the old orders in an intelligible shape.

7. It would appear from Dr. Bourne’s note that half grants have in praetioe‘

been made where, if the above is correct, smaller grants should have been made. If
80, his predecessor would seem to have interpreted the order of 1899 in one way
when discussing it with Government and in another when applying it in practice.
Should we ask for information as to grants actually given in these cases ?

A, GarnerTi—2-1-04.

.. as it arises.

9
G.0., No. 736, Educational, dated 3Tst October 1899, though

ithout

any proper examination, such as a note for orders would have supplied, seen @‘p!y

clear. It approved two concessions to salary-grant schools in the Ceded Districts,
(1) half salary grants to teachers possessing a general educational qualificati

irrespective of any professional qualification, and ; TR o 5F g

(2) two-third salary grants to teachers in training schools who possess trained,
teachers’ certificates. B i s PR 8 e

1 do not think we need concern ourselves with what interpretation the late
Mr. Stuart put on this orderin 1900. If he thought that the concessions of 1899
could be limited by further conditions, the authority for such a view is not plam.
Dr. Bourne’s present proposals may be considered independently of the G.0., No. 282,
dated 14th July 1900, and on their merits they should, I think, be approved. i

; A. G. CarpEw—2-1-04. .

I agree that Dr. Bourne’s present proposals should be accepted. ;
- G. 8. FlorpEs]—9-1-04.

Please draft accordingly. ; :

AG.Cerl 1104 o

A draft is placed below for approval.

TK.—12-1-04.
P. T. THARYAN—12-1-04.

1 have put in words to make it clear that the Grant-in-Aid Code is to be super-
seded. But (1) should the condition laid down in 38 (v)and 37 (v) of the Code
[that the fees, if levied at the standard rates, do not cover an adequate portion of the
current expenditure | be inserted ? (2) The Director says * these being special conces-
sions for schools in the Ceded Districts need not be incorporated in the Grant-in-Aid

N

Code . But the first proposal [one-fourth grant for teacher with general education’] e

is not in form (whatever it may be in fact) a eoncession [vide Code, 37 (iv)] but as far
as comparison is possible a restriction (the Code gives one-third grant). It should

be made plain that teachers can only claim under this seale and not alternatively
under section 37 (iv) of the Code, if that is the intention. There are no schools at
present that could claim under section 37 (iv), but there js no reason why they should
not be started in the near future. The draft, as submitted by me, makes claims under
87 (iv) inadmissible. But I imagine that is not the intention. In tl_lat ease.fo_r the
Director’s No. (1) “a fourth grant fora teacher with a general education certificate”
we should substitute (1) “Fora teacher with a general education certificate (a)in
municipal towns and kasba stations one-fourth, (8) in other parts of the Ceded Districts %
one-third.” = Then the new scale will be complete and will provide for case (5) as soon 5

A. Gmnm—-—lZ—l-'-M;

The addition made by the Assistant Secretary would have the effect of suspend
ing sach rules of the Grant-in-Aid Code as rules 26, 28 and 29, which isnot, I
think, intended. All that is meant is to give a revised scale of grant, more liberal than
the Grant in-Aid-Code, less liberal than the G.O.,of 31st October 1899. I agree
however, that the condition as to fees in 36 (v) and 37 (v), though not importa

& . are not intended to be superseded and the draft won’t effect this supersession. It is

not nenessary, I think, to sub-divide the Director of Public Instrilctiog’s No. (1) so as.
to provide for the cases of schools not yetin existence. I haveaccordingly passed th

Feale | it M
A. G. CarpEw—18-1-04.
[G.0., No. 46, Educational, dated 20th January 1904]
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* SUBJECT. ;

] Reqguesting that concessions granted to teaché

| : : 9

in schools for general education inﬁCeded‘ district

modified

matter of payment of salary grants may be
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Tﬂe coécessions recormended by Dr, Duncan
for teachers in the Ceded iistricts-and approved by Goverrment
in G.0.No, 536, Education ; dated 31§t Oétoper,1899 being
considered by the late Di{édtor too liberal, it was suggested
in this'office letter No.§2957, dated 21st March 1900 that they
might be revised so far a;.institutions for general education
were concerned, and a.meﬁ scale graduated With reference to the
nature of the certificatés héld by the teachers was proposed,
Government, however, in é.O,No. 282, Educational, dated 14tn
July 1900 declined to wiﬁhdraw or modify the old cohcessions.
From the experience gained in'the course of the past four years
during which the cOncesQEOns havé“been in force, the Director
as inelined +o think tﬁ?t these concesgions hadi removed all
incentive tovimprovémenté if they had; not actually éaused«a'
déteriorafion inrﬁhe;pro essioniliqﬁalificgtions qf the teéchers
Upf’high schools in the Ceded districts, : This will pe éeen
~ from the en osed statem'ht.showing the qualificgﬁidna of the
:»{eg‘hers g%ggOyed iﬁ fhe 9 §§hoo1s duripgﬂthe,pééf’fife yeara;"‘»v
© Te late Director ev1dently intended +6 apain address -
gy ';F’I_have thefetore‘the hénour to
reconsidered and that the

le of salary grants may'be sanctioned in super-

session of that now in force for teachers employed in 8chools

in the Ceded districts‘whether'in Municipal or ngpﬁMunic;palw
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