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No. 253, EnucaTioNAL, 18rs Aprir 1905.

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

EDUCATIONAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—again the following paper : —
G.0., No. 306, Educational, dated 17th May 1902.

AssTrRACT.—Approving the lists of text-books for use in the schools in the Madras Presidenc
and publishing them in the For? St. George Gazette. ;

—_——

Reap—also the following paper :—

From the Hon’ble Mr. A. G. BOURNE, D.Sc, r.R.s., Director of Public
Instruction, to the Secretary to Government, Educational Department, dated
Madras, 22nd March 1905, Cur. No. 2647.

- In G.O., No. 306, Educational, dated 17th May 1902, Government, while sanc-
tioning the publication of the consolidated list of approved text-books for 1902, approved
the suggestion of the late Director to publish separate lists of additional readers and
#cjected books. T beg to point out that neither the rules of the Text Book Committee
nor those of the Educational Department approved in G.0., Nos. 445, 446, Educational,
dated 10th September 1900, require that these lists should be published. The main
function of the Text Book Committee is to advise Government as to the suitability or
otherwise of books proposed for use in schools and Rule V of the rules for the
Department lays down that a list of text-books declared suitable and authorized by
Government should be published each year in the Fort St. George Gazette. It appears
to me unnecessary and for some reasons undesirable that separate lists of rejected books
and additional readers should also be published. The mere non-inclusion of a book in
the authorized list is a sufficient indication that it has been found unsuitable and there
appears to be no,necessity for the fact being specially notified in a separate list. The
use of objectionable books in schools is sufficiently prevented by inspecting officers
enforcing the selection of text-books from the authorized list, I have the honour,
therefore, to suggest that the list of additional readers and that of rejected books be
not published in future. I may add that the Text Book Committee rules make no
reference at all to additional readers. ;

OrpER—No. 263, Educational, dated 18th April 1905.
The Director’s proposal is approved.

(True Extract.)

i
"H. D. TAYLOR,

Ag. Secretary to Government,

To the Director of Public Instruction.

: Exd. P. B, Bhanmugam,
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