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Deolmmg to sanction the proposa.l of the Exammer of P‘lﬂﬂl

‘exclude from the operatlon of the Précis

wntmg test oerta;r.{ appo’;g




2 . No. 242, Epuvcarronar, 25tH Aprin 1907.

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

EDUCATIONAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following papers :—
gl |
Memorandum No. 4847-C., dated 20th August 1906.

With reference to article 3 of the Public Service Notification, prescribing the
Préeis-writing test as a qualification for certain appointments carrying salaries
of not less than Rs. 80 per mensem, the Examiner, Public Works Accounts, is requested
to be so good as to report what clerical appointments in his office require this qualifi-
cation, and what clerks never have any préeis work to do. To make this test in the
«ease of the latter men a sine gua non in obtaining their appointments, does not, in the
opinion of the undersigned, seem right.

J. P. Davipson,
Secretary to Government.

“I'o the Examiner of Public Works Accounts.

II

Letter—from C. R. 'L. Bawston, Esq., Examiner of Public Works Accounts,
Madras and Coorg. : .
To—the Secretary to Government, Public Works Department.
Dated—the 3rd September 1906.
No.—327/C.
With reference to your Memorandum No. 4847-C, dated 20th August 1906, I
have the honour to report that with four exceptions none of the clerks in my office
have any précis-writing to do. What préeis-writing is required to be done is done by
the Superintendents of the branches who, with the exception of the Superintendent of
the General or Routine Branch, are all Accountants and who if they are first and second
grade Accountants must have passed the examination in Composition or Préeis-writing
and drafting referred to in paragraphs 34 and 37 of Appendix 2 to Volume II of the
Public Works Code.
9. It will be seen from the list of duties performed by my office described in
paragraph 11 of the notes by Mr. Macdonald at page 4 of G.0., No. 480 W., Public
Works, dated 14th February 1890, that there is no préeis-writing in the office at all.
There is of course * Noting and drafting upon important questions and on ecases
referred unofficially by Government ”” but no préeis of a correspondence is made unless Ve

" specially ordered by a Gazetted officer and when it has to be made itis done by an

Accountant. At the present moment I have eight Superintendents of sections or
sub-sections of whom seven are men who have passed the test for promofion to the 1st
and 2nd grades of Accountants and the 8th is the Superintendent of the Routine
Branch above referred to and it is these men who do all the important noting and
drafting and if necessary préeis-writing.

" 8. The four clerks who are occasionally required to write notes for orders are the 3
Head Clerk, the clerk in the Establishment Branch who deals originally with records A
of service and all personal questions connected with the appointment, promotion and f

»

~and rise to their positions by selection and whether they pass the Précis-writing test

-as an encouragement to the juniors to pass the Precis-writing test, I would suggest

_ascertainment of the ability to write notes. If properly conducted it affords one of
’: & & i g Chr il &
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leave and pension applications of Guzetted officers and two of the senior clerks in the
Booking and Budget Sections who prepare details for the mnotes on the anuunal
aecounts and all questions on budget matters. These men are usually senior clerks

or not seems immaterial so long as they have shown that they can do the work: but

“that the four appointments of my office above Rs. 75, viz., one on Rs. 120 and three
-on Rs. 100, should be reserved for men who have passed it.

4. I do not think that a good auditor or accounts clerk is too highly paid if he
rises to Rs. 75 without having qualified in préeis-writing. It is not essential to his
utility and it does positive harm to keep a man back who has made himself thoroughly

-efficient because he has not passed a non-essential test at the beginning of his service.

4. T quite agree that it is desirable to keep the standard of the publie service as
high as possible by means of tests but it does seem unnecessary to enforce tests which
“are not essential to the proper working of the public service in certain cases.

III
Letter—from the Hon’ble Mr. F. J. WiLson, Chief Engineer, Public Works
Department.
~ To—the Examiner, Public Works Accounts. g
" Dated—the 218t December 1906. 5
No.—T7477-C. !

With reference to recent correspondence on the subjeet of the exemption of the
members of your office from the Précis-writing test for promotion to the higher grades,
it seems to me the matter rests with you in consultation with the Accountant-General,
Public Works Department, to make out a case for such exemption. '

v |

Letter—from C. R. T. Baiston, Esq., Bxaminer of Public Works Accounts,
Madras and Coorg. ,

To—the Chief Engineer to Government, Public Works Department.

Dated—the 22nd December 1906. ,

No.—485-C.

[ Your letter No. 7477-C., dated 21st December 1906. ] ;

I beg to point out that this is a matter in which the Accountant-General, Public
Works Department, has no concern or interest. It is purely a matter to be settled -
Jocally and I doubtif it would be any use referring it to him.

-~

‘Order—No. 242, Educational, dated 25th April 1907.

‘The papers read above relate to the question of excluding certain appointments
in the office of the Examiner of Public Works Accounts, Madras and Coorg, from the
operation of the Précis-writing test. While recommending the retention of the test
in the case of one clerk on Rs. 120 and three clerks on Rs. 100 the Examiner desires. -
the removal of the test in the case of six clerks on Rs. 75 and seven clerks on Rs. 60.
The reasons adduced by the Examiner for this relaxation of the rules are thatithe clerks
concerned are auditors or account elerks who have no précis-writing to do, and that it
is not desirable to enforce in their case a test that he does not consider to be essential
for the discharge of their duties. The Government however consider that these
reasons are founded on a misapprehension of the scope and character of the is-
writing test. The requirement of this test has for its object much more than the

; g .
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the best tests of judging a candidate’s general capacity and common sense. The-
Préeis-writing test has therefore been prescribed as a necessary qualification for all
those who aspire to a certain pay. Auditors ought of all people to be clear-headed and
intelligent men and the Government are not prepared to modify the rules as proposed

; - (True Extract.)
. : H. D. Tayvrogr,
Ag. Secretary to Government..




.

: igppi)’iﬁtlﬁepts, the ”pljéei;{-writing test is not an essential test.” The number of thosg'-‘ : ; -
~ appointments has not been stated; 7.¢., carrying salaries of Rs. 60 per mensem and L 45 Refébedds Has: boens niad SRy
- above, with the nature of the work allotted fo each of the appointments. [f the o« fidedbirs of the Tosdl Ae:;igi:gﬁt%e?;hl’ﬁ& ce énjo
fos g;g_mmer. sthou(;dﬁfgrplqh t?;s }quamatgiox‘x, we shall be in a positionito lay before e iles That office is with reference to this Government presu
. Government a definite case for consideration. - . Al B the Examiner’s office ; and the benefit of any raling as reg

B dvo Cisoded B e

" The Examiner of Public Works Accounts may be asked to furnish the necessary
information. L e : il :
et G e T R A, G. Romrry—17-9-06.

 Will the Examiner of Public Works Accounts pléase\give the information asked
~ for above, as without it? I cannot raisc the question.
~J. P. Davipsox—19-9--06.

To the Examiner of Public Works Accounts.

e —

The accountants are not required to pass the local Précis test but have to pass a

much superior test as already stated in paragraph 1 of my office-note, No. 327 C.,
dated 3rd September 1906. 55 : : :

5 The number of appointments carrying salaries of Rs. 60 per mensem and
above to he cxempted from the Préeis-writing test is 13 as detailed below :—

6 appointment on Rs. 75.
7 do. e 00;

and these posts are held by —
5 auditors of salary and travelling bills in Hstublishment Branch.

1 Poster of Provincial Registers and register of transters, who also compiles
Provineial Accounts for submission to the Accountant-General. Public
Works Department in Booling and Budyet Branch.

1 clerk in charge of forms and stationery and old records.
1 head record-keeper. General Branch.
1 issue register keeper and despateher.

4 auditors of Divisional accounts in Aeccount _b’ran.cb.
. R. T. Baistox-—29-9-06.

Pusric WoRks DEPARTMENT.

Submitted.

9. So far, Educational have not recognised the necessity for any special treatment

in the matter of exemption from the Préeis-writing test in respect of the clerks of the
Public Works Department Examiner’s office. Such special treatment was suggested
in an office-note of this department, dated 6th June 1906. The Secretary n a
manner approved of the siggestion and directed the matter to be separately raised.
The only remark which Fducational have so far committed themselves to, 18 that at
the beginning of their note, dated 26th June 1906, in whieh they say that the Précis
test does not appear to be one which is required for the post of audit clerk in the
Examiner’s office. ; S

3. Much cannot, 1t 18 submitted, be made of this statement. As the succeeding

remarks in the note referred to, show, Government are averse to breaking a rule and

.

the case for exempting a number of appointments in the Examiner’s office, must, to-

be successful, rest, it s thought, on altogether a different basis.

X

tions which applies to members of that office could probably be extended to the
Examiner’s office also. ¥ S bl AT

5. linquiry has separately been made as to whether there are such rulings in the
Financial Department, Chief Secretariat, and a reply is awaited. e S

6. Meanwhile this file is submitted to the Secretary for any r,ema'rksr whifo‘l; he
may wish to place on record on the subject. SER Ay g e T

C.V.G.—19-10-06.

g MG Roun;m-‘——zﬁ—_.lo-OG."

I think there is no doubt that the Examiner’s office as a geﬁerul bddy s not :
requive a Précis-writing test; and if clerks holding certain positions in the Accountant- :
Geuerle’s office are exempted from this test then clerks doing similar work in the
Examiner’s should also be exempted, but wait the reference to the Accountant-
General’s office. ‘ AR R T o s e
' T P. Davioson—23—-10-06.

The Financial Department have sent_ﬁ file of ii'a.ﬁers bearing on the subject of the.‘ S
applieability of local tests to the members &

fin_ancial Department letter No. 1473, dated
30th June 1879. in G.0., No. 1685, Financial,
dated 1st September 1879.

of the Office of the Accountant-General. :
In 1879, the Government of India wrote
to this Government as follows:—

¢ The Accountant;General’s office is directly under the control of the Grovernment of Indu e

« A separate departmental test of admission to it has already been prescribed by the C. Raatete Si
- Genexl)-al with Ehe approval of the Government of India .’ yThe n}i)ture of she};vﬁbfel:ﬁggg e:; -
« pe performed by accountants and clerks in an Accountant-Generals’ office is such th .t onl
¢ officers of the Account Department can judge what tests are required and the Acco u;lt tep);a
« prescribed in Madras does not commend itself to the Governmeut of India in the Financial
« Department as regards subordinates in the Office of the Accountant-General, Madras.” ;

The Government of India accordingly requested this Government to order *¢ that
¢ the Test Examination rules in Madras shall not be enforced with respect to account-
« ants, clerks and superintendents in the office of the Accountant-General, Madras
Should there be objections to the course suggested, the Government of India r'eqtiested
that they may be stated for the consideration }ff the Government of India. Tn reply,

B s ‘ this Government stated that they objected

J . 3
Le}t)::)errlg ?9.168-3, Financial, dated 1st Septem- ¢4 mOdlfy the: Goneral testdon ); d ﬂi]l'ssion.
: : to posts of Rs. 20 and upwards in the
public service, but that they had no desire to maintain the present Account test for
admission into the Accountant-General’s office “ in preference to any test which the
« Government of India may think fit to prescribe ”. The tiovernment of India agreed

: ; with this Government “that it is not
F%azce% ;zd dzgg:innllgiﬁe Olzfo’{)f:mle;';s& I::it:; “‘ expedient to dispense with the Gmel(;l
@.0., No. 2065, Financial, dated 20th ‘ test which every candidate for a post of
Ootober 1879. “ Rs. 20 a month and upwards is required

“ to pass,”’ but that the Account t:gﬁl ved

no longer be applied. . Ak

9. Tt will thus be seen that, while the general Educational qualifications }egc bed"
for admission to the publie service—the General test referred to above—are gpplil(;m -
to all members of the Accountant-General’s office, the other tests prescribed by this
Government can be extended to that office only with the permission of the Government
of India. _ o

3. Tt has already been remarked that the Examiner’s office oceuip
respect to this Government analogous to that occupied by the Ac
office, and it is a question whether similar tests for admission should
the members of the former office. The miatter does not, liowever, directly concern

242 Edl._g ;




QOvernm.ent. It 18 'tor_the_E'xamine'l', Public Works Accounts, to make out a case ‘for‘
similar treatment to that meted out to the Accountant-General’s office, through his

Accountant-General, Public Works Department. May the Examiner, Public Works
- Accounts, be informed accordingly ? :

C.V.G.—18-12-06. !
: Yes. ‘
A. G. Romrinry—19-12-08.

Draft of an office-note to the Examiner, as from the (hiet Engineer, is

submitted. _ ‘
C.V.G.—20-12-06. b

[Office-note to the Examiner, Public Works Accounts, dated 21st December 1906,
' ST No. 7477-C.]

From the Ezaminer, Public Works Accounts, dated 22nd December 1906, No. 485-('.

The current file treats of the question of exempting the members of the

: Examiner’s office from the necessity * of
passing the Precis-writing test for pro-
motion to the higher grades. The
question was raised in a note by this office and was ordered by the late Secretary to be
brought up after obtaining full information as to the appointments whom the Examiner
wished to have exempted on account of the men not having any préeis work to do.
The Examiner has furnished this information.

9. ldueational is generally averse to granting exemptions. The members of the
office of the Civil Accountant-General are however exempt from this test. The
Examiner was.accordingly asked to make out a case for similarly treating his office,
in consultation with the Accountant- General, Public Works Department. He replies
to say that the matter is purely one to be settled locally and doubts if it would be any
use referring the matter to him. : ~

* Vide table A, article 3, of the Publie Service
notification.

3 Educational had occasion recently to animadvert on a case of evasion of the
Examination rules in this Department and they are actually going to increase the
number of appointments for which the Précis-writing test will be a compulsory test.
The question is accordingly submitted whether it is any use sending on to Educational
the present proposal to exempt certain appointments in the Examiner’s offiee from
the Précis-writing test. For orders.

C.V.G.—17-1-07.
It is no good sending up unless a very strong case can be made out.
A. G. Romrrrny—18-1-07.

For favour of remarks. A sufficiently strong case cannot be made as matters
now stand, but probably if the Accountant-General were consulted as to the necessity
of Précis-writing for accounts clerks his answer might lead to something.

A. G. komrrLy—19-1-07.

fo the Eraminer of Public Works Accounts.

Below please find copy of letter No. 206-E., dated 27th February 1907, from the
Acoountant-General, Public Works Department, on the subject of the necessity of the.

Préeis-writing test for auditors and clerks. It will be seen that he considers it is,

not essential in the case of men whose pay does not exceed Rs. 76 per mensem.

“*Telephone message, dated 30th January 1907.

enclosures.

subject.

C. R. T. Bansron—4-3-07. ’

———e

Latter from the Accountant- General, Public Works Department, to the Bzaminer uf Publi;_

Works Accounts, Madras and Coorg, dated 27th February 1907, No. 206-E.

In reply to your letter No. 120-A.E., dated 18th February 1907, I have the
honour to state that I agree generally with paragraph 4 of your letter No. 327-C.,

.dated 3rd September 1906, to the Local Government that a qualifying examination

in Précis-writing is not essential to the utility of auditors and clerks, whose wages
.do not exceed Rs. 75 per mensem. :

Telephonic message jrom the Controller of Military Accounts, to the Examiner of
Public Works Accounts, Madras and Coorg, dated 30th January 1907.

[Reference.—Your telephonic message, dated 24th January 1907. |

The Educational rules prescribed by the Government of Madras for admission to
the Civil office in the Presidency are not admissible to the clerks of the Military
Accounts Department, whose recruitment is regulated by special examination rules
prescribed by the Government of India in India Army Circular, clause 178 of 1888.

Letter from W. Dobbie, Esq., Accountlant-General, Madrus, to the Examiner of Public

2. 1 also attach copies of communi-
cations I have obtained from the
+ Accountant-General’s (Madras) letter No. Controller * of Military Accounts and the

Works Accounts, Madras and Coorg, dated Ath Eebruary 1907, No. Estt. 311/

18571.

With reference to your telephonic message of the 24th ultiino, T have the honour

to forward herewith copies of Government of India Order Nos. 1473, dated 30th June .

1879 and 3254, dated 13th October 1879.

P

Letter from E. J. Sinkinson, Esq., Under Secretary to the Government of India, Financial
Department, to the Chief Secretary to the Government of Madras, dated Simla,
the 30th June 1879, No. 1473. 2 ‘ ;

With reference to your letter No. 911, dated 13th May 1879, forwarding a copy
of the rules prescribed by the Government of Madras for testing the qualifications of

_candidates for admission to the office of the Accountant-General, Madras, I am directed

to point out that the Aoccountant-General’s office is directly under the control of the
Government of India, and to state that a separate Departmental test of admission to
it has already been prescribed by the Uomptroller-General with the approval of the
Government of India. The nature of the work required to be performed by Account-

Account department ean judge what tests are required and the ¢ Account Test”

prescribed in Madras does not commend itself to the Government of India in the

TFinancial department, as regards subordinates in the office of the Accountant-General,

Madras.

_of the Accountant-General, Madras. Should any objections exist to t,,h e co
suggested, I am to request that they may be fully stated for the consideration o
«@overnment of India, . : , S

5

‘4. T am accordingly to request that you will be good enough to move His Grace
the Governor in Council to order that the Test Examination rules in Madras shall
" pot be enforeed with respeet to Accountants, Clerks and Superintendents in the office

i

311/18571, dated 4th February 1907, and 5 ccquntant-General ¥, Madras, on the

ants and Clerks in an Accountant-General’s office is such that only officers of the




Lcttcr.from J. E. O Conor, ;E&?-;. Assistant Secretary to the Government of [ndia,

Deparitment of Finance and Commerce, to the Chief S'eéf&’tafy , ﬂw vaéﬁﬁéﬁi‘éf 5

g Madras, dated Simla, the 13h October 1879, No. 325# ARG L
I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 1685, dated the Lst

“ultimo, on the subjeet of the tests to which candidates for admission into the
Accountant-General’s office, Madras, are subjected. ol

2. Inreply, T am desired to say that the Government of India agree with the
Government of Madras that it is not expedient to dispense with the general test,
which every candidate for a post of Rs. 20 a month and upwards is required to pass.
The Account Test, however, need no longer be applied. :

5 /

®

Pusuic WoRKS DEPARTMENT.

The Accountant General, Public Works Department, agrees with the Examiner

that a qualifying examination in Préeis-writing is not essential ‘to the utility of
auditors and clerks whose wages do not exceed Rs. 75 per mensem.
2. There are 17 appointments on Rs. 60 and upwards, in the Examiner’s office-

distributed as follows :— : :
‘ gl RS,

1 clerk on 120

3 clerks oo g : 100 each.
6 % £ Y Felataes o AT A
” ” ! h
» e 60

7 ”» EX) ! . : )

17

3. Thus the appointments proposed to be excluded from the operation of the rule
prescribing the Précis-writing test are — : :
' RS,
6 clerks on : s ; : 75 each.
7 bh} bl ! " 2 ¥ 60 M

13

The -duties of these olerks are detailed on page 2 of the notes.

. 4. For the other four appointments the Précis-writing test is proposed to be-
retained. It is said these clerks are  ocecasionally required to write notes for

orders.”’ :

5. There is no separate test qualifying for admission info the clerical grades of

the Examiner’s office as in the case of accountants. The erdinary HEducational rules-

apply to them. o '

6. It is now for consideration whether the question of excluding certain.

; pointments in the Examiner’s office from the rule requiring the Précis-writing test.
as u qualification, may be remitted to the Educational Department.

SRR B (TEE
» 8 A. G. Romrnry—25-3-07.

To the Educational D’epdftment.

EpucatioNaL DEPARTMENT.

; Tt were, 1 recollect, one or two cases some time back, in which specifie-
recommendations from this test in order to admit of promotion of clerks of long service"
in the Examiner’s office were refused. Put up those papers please.

‘ b s e TAno,k-Q,Téﬁ-OZ,.

Please see G.0., R. No. 199, Educational, dated LLth July 190
PICM 2yt e e G
-~ K. RanNeaswaMI AIvaANGaR—2-4-07. "
- The case decided in G.0., No. 199, dated | Ith July 1906, was perhaps not on all
rs  with this one. That wa

The present question is raised on my note in
that file, 2

rais.gd,;pprélyion ersonal gronnds,
CHOD Tavigasin w00 :ehtlmly': i
3 e ; 4 . present case 1s duff :
Yes. tBut 1t must be limited to those particular general assumption that
POt ’ ) ‘the Audit office do mot in fact:
‘préeis and that therefore they
‘pass in the test. The Public
: S ’ . - Department Accountant-General agrees
with this view. The question is whether this argument is sufficient to dispense with
Certainly not. The exemption if given can be | the g‘?.“?-"'afl ;I'ul'e‘ e !;hlsjrr%i:d‘eney that
restricted only to the 13 posts in the Public | 81l posts which carry pay of Ks. 80 must
Works Department Examiner’s office specifi- | be held by persons who have passed the
cally referred to. , : [testile v e R A P
: CH Do Tavion. e e | :

~

H DTAYLO’R

j?age 4 of the notes.

. : G, A. Soutsr—3-4-07.

It is u question of principle. The clerks are; it is presumed liable to transfer at
any time to other offices. I have not the slightest doubt that the immediate result of
the issue of an order as proposed, will be the promotion of P. Arunachala Aiyar, the -
case specially referred to, and who was refused exemption. en- personal grounds, toa
higherpaid post. However that is a matter for Public Works Department. The
proposals in Public Works Department to exempt the 13 clerks on Rs. 60 —75,
referred to on puge 2 supra from the Préeis test may be approved. e

2. If Public Works Department are content to have clerks who have not quﬁliﬁé& =
by the Précis test well and good, but care must be taken to see that the clerks who
hold these posts are not transterred to appointments on similar pay, for which the
Précis test is necessary. Educational need not object. = ' 2
; i Hab. Tavtor—4-4 07

The requirement of the Précis test has for its object far more than as a practical
test of the ability to write notes. If properly eonducted it affords one of the best
tests we have of a candidate’s general capacity and common sense. It cannot be
crammed up. Hence the-test has been made a general test for all those who aspire to
a certain pay. The Government have been bombarded from v'arious'r,quarters in the
last two or three years to remit the Préeis test on the ground that it is not wanted in
their departments, instigated generally by B.As. who have failed to pass it, because
no amount of rote-learning helps them. Of all people auditors ought to be clear
headed and intelligent men and I am not prepared to modify the rules on the subject
in the present case. ! ; S 5
; G. 8. FlokBes]—5-4-07.

3 } > S &

The file will now be returned to the Public Works Department, who may be
asked to transfer 1t finally to Hducational or to let us have = copy of the notes when,
and if printed. ' : : o

H. 1. Tavror—6-4-07,

To the Public Works Departmendt. ¢

PR

Pusric Works DrpartMEN;.

The papers may, it is submitted, be transferred u.o. to Educational for disposal.
An order of Government will probably issue in that Department. This order on
being communicated to the Public Works Department’may he accompanied by a copy
of the notes. ~ ; e

R PARSOﬁS-fl"O;}‘téd?.




HD

The draft placed below 1s for. approval

R VIJA!ARAGHAVA CHAnI—18-4-O7 S s ;
C. A. Sovrer—20-4-07.

H. D. Tavior--20-4-07.
‘,Pd_blic Works Departmeni for acceptance.

Poernic Worgs DEPARTMENT.

: Ae_cgpted in Public Works Department
R. Parsoxns.
A. G. Ronniry—23-4-07.

To the Educational Deparimeni.

Epvcarionsl DEPARTMENZ.

Issue.

H. D. Tavror—25-4-07.

[@.0., No. 242, Educational, dated 25th April 1907.]

 —
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pendix 2 to Volume II of the P.W. Code.

‘3: It will be seen from the list of duties performed
: n P
'b"my office described in para 11 of the note hy Wr Macdonald & :

it page 4 of G.0 No. 4§L W, Public Works, dated 14th Februa ?{\v/fa { b
1890 thgt there s o precis writing In the office at all. -

tions and on cases referred unofificially by Government" but
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; .‘ " o },P’A%. .; 3’6 5
ed by a gaze tted officer and when it has to be made it .is —%; /of Cizgtér ?

1 of office Ma- J
nual as inter-
polated by =
Correction -

" Who have passed the test for promotion to the lst un@ 2nd -- | ﬁiénggéng’

“done by an Accountant. At the present moment I htve eight

Superihtehdents of .Seetions or Sub-Sections of whom 7 are men

\ October 1003.

.>§{ Y /\w.ﬂf

" the Routine Branch above referrsd and it is these men who do
S Lend,
'all the important noting and @Parting and if necessary precis

writing. : 1

A The 4 clerks who are occasionally required to write '

+

‘nbtes for\orders are the Head Clerk, the clerk in the Esta-

bllshmen Br anch who deals originally with Records of Service.

RS

S s ; A :
L and alipersonal questions connectedi@ith the appointment --

I —

promotion and leave and pension applicationsof Gazetted Offi-

@ers and two of the senior c¢lerks in the Booking and Budget

Sections who .prepars..details.-fTor the notes on the Annual Ac-

coun:

———— e ————

ts and all questions on Budpet matters. These . men are: -

4}

sually senior glerks and rise to their positions by selaction.amﬂ

v
L

4

 Whether they pass,the’precis writin;rtest or not seems immate- ' o
rigl so long :gs tﬁ?y heve shown that they can do the work 4 - -
but as an encouraremvnt to the ‘juntiors to pase the precis --
.Wriulny test -1 would suggest that the 4 appointments‘of my VAR %
office above Rs.75/- viz., one on Rs.120/- and three on Rs.100/- 1 \ ‘5

?261??1 ‘f!?zwfgf

shouid be reserved for men who ‘have passed it.

; ’ o
; 4f T do not think thathgood auditor .or accounts.clegk
iig w00 highly paig}if he rises to’Rs.75/L without having aqua-
:‘lified in precis wrifitos. It isinot essential to his ubility

and

¢ I8
. Thers 1s of courss "Noting and drafting upon important ques- | 'y“
}

grades of Accountants and the 8th is the Superintendent of - jf

R ——

-

and it does:positive hdrm to keep a man back who has mad

self thoroughly eff1c1ent bscause he has not passedlnon—

tial test at the beginning of his service.

4. I quite agree that it is desirable to keep the s
-ard of the public service as high as possible by méans‘
but itvdoes see@.unnecessary 0 epforce testbs which are ng
essential to.the proper working'of the public service inzé

cdSuQ - s ‘;.; "..

iy
o
ATAIAES
(-2
Y/
: &
o ;
> _,é



To

pondenes on the subjeet oﬁf‘,ﬁhe

< B ~ ‘
tion of the members of your

from the Precis-writing tes®

motion to the higher g‘ades"",.-

General P W.D., to make out

L7




W k)

{ Plans No.

HENCLOSURES.

SPARE COPIES.

Others No.

B
Total

ubject.

of £fice.

S

Station = M a d T a Se.

a @—ﬂd?% a-t?éw/

g, T Chsf Eugince ' i
= //é%? 44v'4é gﬁzm%ﬂﬂuwf'?//gAézaﬁmb.
| ég%ézi %ﬁZMg g@%ﬁz:‘

iz

Your Office Note No'7477—0. d.ated. 2131; :

. December 1906.

interest. It is purely a matter to be settled L

doubt if it would be any use referring 1trtou

3k
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10.327-C, datsd 3rd September 1906

s e nq?ber;dﬁgappoiggmﬁf-

-

h.OF Rs.60/- per,mensem~and‘abovawwf@;g?
| Trom the ﬁﬁéc13;writing;test3wf3«l5ﬁ&{

L)

hgslowz-

=

; / - : =
\91\&\4- wee |7 Q / Al Armbn 2 J
_ f 4
it

oS %
W Y

raA

/ 4.0 6 appointments on Rs.75:

s -Do- on Rs.60.

13
and these posts are held by

“

; o
5 Auditors of salary amnd Travellimg

;‘Establishm'

1 Poster of Provincial Registers and R

of Transfers, who also compiles Pri

Accountant General, Public Works

in Booking amd Budget Branch. &
e omeehRr et
B ¥
Clerk - im charge of Forms and

v

Stationsery and old records.

Head Record Keeper.
Issue Register kespsr and despatche
Auditors of Divisional accounts i

Audit Branch.

For the Secreta;y:

Submitted.




§
&gy s L, So far, Educational have not re'ogn:

necessity'for_any special trsatment in

of egamption from the Precis writing %'
- u/of the Clerks of the P.W.D. Exeminer's Off
ﬁ&x/ﬁ O~ /» 'f mﬂ%special treatment was suggested in an!’ -e£f'
7 ? 7 /= of this department, dated 633-06. The Secr

/(371/T2 v Y D g mannervapproved‘of the suggestion and direc

PRI Ny O T b

the matter to be separately raised. The on:

¥ ’

: mark which Educatibnal have so far committed
/(%ﬂ jQQJFM“'ﬁ*lw““”: selves to, fg that at the beginning of théir}

‘ ' dated 26-6-06 in which they say that the Pr

does not appear to be onme which ié’required.

post of audit clerk in the Examiner's Offic
%

3 . Much cannot, it is submitted, be made of
statement. As the succeeding remarks in th
referred tq,shoykGovernment are averse to b

a rule and the case for exempting a number o1

appointments in the Examiner's O0ffice, mu

-

& -
be successful, resg on altogether a diffgrp

49 Reference has been made in the pre#ious.
to the exemption which the Wof the L
Accountant General's Office enjoy from the I
Special Tests. ,That Office is with referenc
this Government)on the same footing;asithék
miner's Officeﬁ and the benefit of any rul
regards Educational qualifications which apj
to smempemws of that Office, could probably

tended to the Examiner's Office also.

5’1&1quiry has separately been made as to
there are such rulings in the Fihanci&l’,

Chief Secretariat,-and a reply is awaited

6 Meanwhile this file is submitted |




5 b
Secretary for any remarks which h mgy

record on the subject. o
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-TelephonevMbssage
dpted 30-1-107.

Accountant-Gene-
al's (Madras)
tter No. 311
| 18571
d 4-2-'07
nclosures.

7/ /o X

\\7_7 LN
8 omks periNE

No.Z22¢ dated 4th March 1907.

Below please find copy of letter ﬁo.ZOG-E'
Feb}uary 1907, from the Agcountant—General, Publ
partment, on the subject of the necessity of the
Writing Test for auditors and cler#s. It will be
he considers it is not essential in the case o 'm
does not exceed hs.75/1_per mensem.

2. I also attach copies of,communications*r

* o
from the Controller of Military Accounts?

General, Madres, on the subject.




DR X L S

In reply to your letter No.120-A.E,,d
g 5 4 '.) % & % :

1907, I have the honour to s tate that T a

' Gl i e hid BB
paragraph 4 of your letter No.327-C, dated
1906, to the Local Government that a quali

in Precis writing is not essential to the
& i
and Clerks, whose wages 4o not exceed Rs.75

¥




Public Works Accounts, Madras and Coorg.

Soggaiinn

Reference: - Your telephonic massageib

January 1907.

(True Copy) .

Superlntendent, General Branch.

iy
‘1’.7/07




5

February 1907, from the Accountant General,aM

» : { e
Examiner of Public Works Accounts, Madras and

Lol R

With reference to your telephonic mes

24th ultimo, T have the honour to forward herewi t

of Govermment of India Orders Nos.1473,

1879 and 3254, dated 13th October 1879.

(True Copy)

v

Y-

Superintendent, Gé& eral Branch.

i
“/32.




Financial Department.

Sir,

®

1879, forwarding a copy «0of the rules prescribed by
of Madras for testing ‘;he qualifications of candid
mission to the offce of the Accountanj General,

directed to point out that the Accpunténﬁ Generaii

: directly under the contwol of the abvennmgnt of Indi
L

state that Sﬁsepagate Departmentzal Test of adm1531o
already been prescribed by the Comptroller‘Generaﬂ
approval of the Government offndiz. The natnrc
required to be performed by Accountants and :
countant General's office is such that only offi
AccountDBpartment can judge what tests are requ,r
"Account Test" prescribed in.Madras does not cdmmén@
the Government of India in the Flnan01al Departm
subordinates in the office of the Accountant Gene

2 I am accordingly to request that you
enough to move His Grace the Governor in Counc11‘
the Test Examinstion Rules in.Madras shall notrb
respect to Accountants, Clerks and Superintende_
of the Accountant General, Madras, should any. obj;
to the course now sugggsted, I am to request that

fully stated for ths consideratdon of the

8 adameodicay

*

The 30th June 1879.




-a.‘

i

%igned) ol S inkingon,

U@ger Secretary to ﬁgp—Governmeht of India.
: : - Y :

%

#v (True Copy)

L]

The Chief Secretary to the Government
-

Depar tment of Finance
.and Comﬁerce.
Sir,

I am directed to acknowledge the receipt o{’
letter No 168>, dated the lst -ultime; on Ghe subJect '
tests to Whlch c(ndidéfésfforwédmi%51@n fgko the Accou
General's office, Mddrds, are subJected

2. In reply, I ar_ desired to say hat the QOvefmf

oA {_{,\ ’::
klIndia agree with the Government of Madra ‘that 1t is

ddte for a post ©F RBsii20

@ pedient to dispense with
?

The Account Test

Simla, ‘ (signed) J.E

The 13th October 1879. . Asstt. Secy. o

Copy forwarded to the Accountant Gener

with reference to his letter N6.1210, dated the

. (signed)

Asst.Secy.to the Govt. of

.

'Trus Copy'

. /\/08./\»«@\-,

Superintendent, G
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