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. Letfer—trom Major W C. Swyrs, R.E., President, Board of Examiners, Colloge
’ of Engineering, Madras. i ‘

Reap—the following papef — ' B s

S o U Dircetor of "Public Instruction). .
S Dated—Secunderabad, the 30th March 1907,
e No.—22, \ ;

I have the honour to submit the report of the Board of Examiners, College of
- Engineering, Madras, on the final examinations held in December 1906.
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Report of the Board of Exaniuners, College of Ingineering, Madras, on the final
examinations held in December 1906

1. Results—(a) Senior Fngineer Class.—Nineteen candidates, 18 college students and one
* independent ** candidate appeared for the examination—— : :
Students.—Of these, 15 passed in the second class ; and the rest failed —a?/ in the Board’s
total only. 3 :
The one *“ independent ’ candidate failed in Eungineering as well as in the Board’s total.
(b) Senior Enginecr Subordinate class—Forty-oune candidates were examined, 27 of whom
were college students and the rest ¢ independent ”’ candidates-—
Students.—Twenty-three out of 27 passed with, however, none in. the first class. All the
remaining four students failed in the Board’s total with one in Mathematics as well.
¢ Independent > candidates.—Only four out of 14 passed in the second class. Almost all the
remaining candidates failed in the Board’s total, three of them failing also in certain individual
subjects with one in the college total as well. e
(¢) Senior Sub-overseer ama Surveyor class.—There were 48 candidates, one-half of the
number being *“ independent ” candidates—
Students.—Of the 24 candidates, 6 failed—all in the Board’s total only.
¢ Independent * candidates.—F ourteen oub of 24 failed - all in the Board’s total with five in
drawing as well, and one in drawing and the college total as well.
(d) Senior Draftsman class.—Fifty-four caundidates presented themselves for the exami-
nation, of whom no fewer than 33 were ** independent ”’ candidates 3
Students.—Thirteen out of 21 passed with two in the first class. .One of the cleven that
passed in the second class was a ‘“casual ” student. Of those that failed, five failed in the
Board’s total only, one in estimating only, one in the Board’s total and in estimating, and one in
the Board’s total as well as in certain individual subjects:
“ Independent” candidates—Only five out of 33 passed. Nine failed in the Board’s total
ouly, and the rest in the Board’s total as well as in one or more subjects.
2. General remarks.——From the comparative statement of the results given below, it will be
seen that the percentage of passes was generally lower than in 1905 except in the case of the
Draftsman class in which there was a slight increase.

- Percentage of

Number Nuwber l g¢
examined . passed. l.“ passed "' to
Ulise: examined 7.
1905. 1906. 1905, 1906. 1805, ! 1906.

y |

Engineer class B s L R R 19 1 15 | 875 | 789
Enginecr subordinate class .. 23 5 A fo ke 44 41 31 27 704 | 658
Sub-overseer and Surveyor class .. o 5 SRS 52 48 31 28 59-6 583
Draftsman class A il I 2 e SRR 43 54 13 18 302 33-3

T%—the Secretary to Government, Hducational “Depa.rt:ment (through the

No. 327, Epvcarionar, 29t May 1907.

Not one candidate passed in the first class in the college classes or in the Snb-ovamee‘i'»

Burveyor class ; it is, however, gratifying to note that two students of the Draftsman class )
in the first class this year. ;e pauaai;

In last year's report, the Board remarked “ The worst subject was ‘ drawing ’, which appears.
to require more attention.” In the year under report the drawing of all classes, though showing
a considerable improvement on last year, is still a weak subject. In surveying and levelling the
results in all classes were very good. The poor results in the case of the Sub-overseer.
Surveyor and Draftsman classes appear to be mainly due to the low standard of edueation of t
candidates and, consequently, to their imperfect knowledge of English. f i
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" N. Ref. on Cur. No. 2378, dated Tth May 1907, = +

Submittgd to Go'vernment.

T.'P: LogANs. © < R
Ag. Director of Public Instruction

Order—No. 327, Educational, dated 29th May 1907.

Recorded with the remark that the Government regret that the results are
not more safisfactory. The Director of Publie Instruction is requested to see in
special that greater attention is paid to the adequate teaching of drawing. g

(True Extraet.) : :
Ho_ D. TAYIJ()‘R,. .
Ag. Secretary to Gmi'nment o
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T'o the Director of Public Instruction.
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No. 327, Eovoationan, 29rs May 1907.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

EDUCATIONAL DEPARTMENT.

Reav—the following paper :— . ‘
Letter—from Major W C. Smyra, R.E., President, Board of Examiners, College
of Engineering, Madras. :
To—the Secretary to Goverument. Fducational Department (through the
Dircctor of Public Instruction). ‘
Doated—Secunderabad, the 30th March 1907,
No—22.
I have the honour to submit the report of the Board of Examiners, College of
Engineering, Madras, on the final examinations held in December 1906,

ENcrLosurE.

Repori of the Board of Exaniners, College of Lngineering, Madras, on the final
‘ examinelions held in December 1908.

1. Resulis—(a) Senior Fngineer Class.—Nineteen candidates, 18 college students and one

¢ independent ”’ candidate appeared for the examination—— , ; )

Students.—Of these, 15 passed in the second class ; and the rest failed —a/ in the Board’s
total only. 1

The one ““ independent ” candidate failed in Engineering as well as in the Board’s total.

(b) Senior Enginecr Subordinate class—Forty-one candidates were examined, 27 of whom
‘were college students and the rest *“ independent ” candidates-—

Students—T'wenty-three out of 27 passed with, however, none in the first class. All the
remaining four students failed in the Board’s total with one in Mathematics as well.

¢ Independent candidates.—Only four out of 14 passed in the second class.  Almost all the
remaining candidates failed in the Board’s total, three of them failing also in certain individual
subjects with one in the college total as well.

(¢) Senior Sub-overseer ana Surveyor class—There were 48 candidates, one-half of the
number being “ independent ” candidates—

Students.—Of the 24 candidates, 6 Jarled—all in the Board’s total only. ) !

“ Imdependent * condidates.—Fourteen out of 24 lailed - all in the Board’s total with five in
drawing as well, and one in drawing and the college total as well.

(d) Senior Draftsman class.— Fifty-four candidates presented themselves for the exami-
nation, of whom no fewer than 33 were ** independent ”’ candidates

Students.—Thirteen out of 21 passed with two in the first class. One of the eleven that

passed in the second class was a “casual ' student. Of those that failed, five failed in the

Board’s total only, one in estimating only, onc in the Board’s total and in estimating, and one in
the Board’s total as well as in certain individual subjects.
* Independent ” candidates.—Only five out of 33 passed. Nine failed in the Board’s total
ouly, and the rest in the Board’s total as well as in one or more subjects. :
- 2. General remarks.—From the, comparative statement of the results given below, it will be

Draftsman class in which there was a slight increase.

.seen that the percentage of passes was generally lower than in 1905 except in the case of the

| Pemeni; ge of
| Number ¢ passed 7’ to

examined. passed. ¢+ examined '’

1905. 1906. 1905.‘1 1906. 1905. /| 1906.

Engineer class =) 54 N o ' s 19 | ‘1{
Engineer subordinate class .. o i =k . A 41 31
Sub-overseer and Surveyor class .. 7 i 5y 25 (a8 31
Draftsman class 5 R A AN e A Ak G T SR I

No. 327, Epnucationar, 29rw May 1907.

- Not one candidate passed in the first class in the college classes or in the Sub-overseer

- Burveyor class ; it is, however, gratifying to note that two students of the Draftsman class

in the first class this year.

In last year’s report, the Board remarked “ The worst subject was ¢ drawing ’, which ,
to require more attention.” In the year under report the drawing of all classes, though showing
a considerable improvement on last year, is still a weak subject. Insurveying and levelling the
results in all classes were very good. The poor results in the case of the Sub-overseer an
Surveyor and Draftsman classes appear to be mainly due to the low standard of education of the

oandidates and; consequently, to their imperfect knowledge of Kuglish.

N. Ref. on Cur. No. 23TS, dated Tih May 1907.
Submitted to\ Governufent.

: s A L\(_)G-AN, e ;
Ag. Director of Public Instruction.

Order—No. 327, Educational, dated 29th May 1907.

Recorded with the remark that the Government regret that the results are
not more satisfactory. The Director of Public Instruction is requested to see in
special that greater attention is paid to the adequate teaching of drawing: 3

(True Lixtraet.)

H oD TAYLoR',
Ag. Seeretary to Governmeni. -

T'o the Director of Publie Instraction.
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"lajor W, Carew Smyth, R.EH.,

President, Foard of Examiners,

To

The Secretary to the Sovernment of Nadras,

‘Fducational Departmént,:
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{ Through the Director of Public Instruct;bn, Madras)lv

Sir,

I have the honour to submit the report of t
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*
.

$ir,

N




Report_of the Toapd of Exgm;neﬁg, College
Yadras, on_the final Fxaminavions held:in Te
1 9061

e

1. Results. ' ; _ /#/
{a) Senior Enw- . Ninetéen
NB .~ WU« B :J./ “" \“

QA\{xL,‘u mi;u: arpeared fox the Rix aminan@on.

b Yoot (s g

30y

Students.- Of theff ‘}5 passed in. the.
and the resﬁwfailed— a]l in the_
total on]y.» >

The one "Indeﬂendenn”oandidate fal]ed in Ehg

as well as in‘the Foard’s tota]
P

(b) Senior Fngineexr Subordinate Class.- Fort;

Candidates were examined, 27 of whom wexre COIIege @u

and the 1eft "Independent" candidates.

Students. Twenty three ouk of 27 paSse@é with

however, none‘in the. First Class.
e G 3

the remaining fouxr svudents failed

the Foaxrd’s total with one 1in Mat

as we]l.

"Independent"Candidates.— only fodr ont. of 1.

passed - in the second class, Abmos

all the remaining candidates fall
the Toard’s total, three of them f
also in certain individual subject

one in the College total as wellm‘

g£;q£2) Seniox aub—Overseer and Suxveyoxr, €lass.-—
wexre 48 candidates, one half of the number being

ent'" candidates.

Students.- Of the 24 Candidates, 8 fai]

s b

¥

the Foard?’s total only.

"Independent"” Candidates.- Fourteen out of

all in the Toard’s total wi

as well,and one in Brawing anc




Rogt z{.'—,- T = ‘. {
3 !l @ 5§ h
N
H % A .'.:” 6
; o : r
‘ : ; i than 55 were "Independenn[ Gandidates.
g % b b 3 ¢ £ y . § &
: ’ g , e Students.- Thirteen out of 21 passed with °
€ ol ' s : v . o e ey
R b i the First Class, fne of the ele
¥ : ’ -
j : h : : : ; :
/ ¢ = i : rassed in the'Second Class was
\ ‘ f ¥
3 ; ! : / Student. Of these that failed,
& %ok . . .
LA Y failed in the Board’s votal only, ©
he e il ' in Estimaving only, one in the Bo
i * votal and in Estimating, and: one i
Y : Board’s votal as well as in certal
Y 1ndividua] ‘subjects.
4 .’ 5 T : ! 2
3§ s £ \ C et
e ég" : "Independent! Candidates.- Only 5 out of 35 p
1 -5 S
& 9 failed in the Board’s total ohl
3 , ’ the rest in the Board’s total as W
gy dee. . -.., _;;*-<”a B ; Foow I, i - in one ox mox;e ;subjegtsf‘.
A : : 2004 ; 4 ] ™ i ey " e it~ .
p : | 8 2. General yemarks.- From the comparative statement c
3 # 3 =0 :
e i B results given below, it will be seen that the p
: of passes was generally lower than in 1905 except
" e case of vhe Draftsman Class, in which there was
4 i _ increase.
fr: ‘ |
. +  Numbexr Numbex
: W examined., Ppassed.
! ‘ i Gl aiis g : 7 ; i
i ? 5 i ~ ‘}, ——————— b e bty ey
| ? Y s S / 1905. 1906. | 1905. | 1906
i ; of { £ Engineexr class 16 19 e
| | L | Engineer Subordinate _ : : i
’ i ] class 44 41 Sl 27
: 5 | § ; Sub~0Overseer and _ : : N
g ‘] | i ] . Surveyor class. 52 fo 48 ;_51 28
i ; B ! > ; : o & % ;
% i. % : i Draftsman class 43 54 13
29 G .o
: 4 ‘ Not‘one.candidate paséed in the
classes
i =




30::* 1 25

Eye sidént 5

L.A., F.R.AS.,

flember :

v s L
LL.T‘-/T.I_'in__. i ;@ f" b

lembex-,







o

1,000 —29-5-06. ';

R

v“i

C.N .1/[47 . From the

laak yeans i mwide Lo.m0- 278 Ll . dited /9 &
T Punnd, slate Ul b Surcneggbog and.

wfﬁmcm) be’& MW
HKesulla %%M«

3. The deafle pliced Lol




f

L.N j‘J . ' Q\Z;ﬁ-(&..:’-‘.g;u

- g:\.m:ww‘»‘-u i dae |
4 ! ¢

&

T B
N,

R




From the....‘.-,P j-




;:,. Pt e

7




	0359
	0360
	0361
	0362
	0363
	0364
	0365
	0366
	0367
	0368
	0369
	0370
	0371
	0372
	0373
	0374
	0375
	0376

