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e, | (F CORPORATION OF MADRAS
sl e AR e Ripon Buildings,

Madras, 24th March '47

%

Sub: Budget Estimate - 1946-47 - Elementary Education \
Fund - Corporation of Madras - Report of the |

Dear Mr.Subrahmanyam, : b \

R b TP District Educational Officeyp, Madras. ;|
. )ref: Your D.0.No.3670-B2/47-1-Bdn. dated 10-2-47 g

| At enclosing a copy of a letter No.R.0.C.53-B3/45-46 |

{ . dated 12-1-47 Trom the Director of Public '

_ .- Instruction and D.O. reminder datedgig?2=47 |

\:’ X / 4 ¢ £ 3rr DT |\ \(‘\ ') W \‘\ ~ ]

\ ! \
) §

I have examined carefully the irregularities pointed out
by the District mducational Officer, Madras in his report to the
Director of Public Instruction in certain matters relating to the
Education Department of the Corporation. :

2; ‘the bistrict kEducational Offiéer states that the rules

h} relating to the opening of new Schools or hisher standards in
A existi schools are not observed by the Corporation and that

particulars wanted by the Divisiona Inspectors of schools were
not furnished in spite of reminders. 15 branch schoolsS were opened
during the year 1955—46 in 15 slum areas in the city and sanction
WREXAERGRAER to open them was accorded except in two cases viz,,
the schools in Odgar nutting ground and prislee Nagar, by the
District mducational Officer In his letter R.0.C.No.452° (C) 46
dated 7-5-1946 subject to the approval of the Divisional Inspector
of Schools, Madura, 1he particulars required by the Divisional

"Inspector of sSchools in respect of the new schools referred to

above including the two for which the District mducational Officer
refused sanction were furnished to him through the District Educa-

-tional Officer on 59-10-1946. ‘Ihe opening of two schools in

oddar hutting ground and prisbe Nagar was found necessary in the
interest of children reg ding in those slums. The guestion of

- recognisi them and the 13 schools for which the District Educa-

_tional Officer has accorded sanction as feeder schools is still
pending with the Divisional Inspector of Schools. With regard to
the opening of higher standards in the existing schools it has to
be stated that such higher standards were opened in six Corporation
Schools during 1946-46, 1the vistrict gducational officer accorded
sanction in the case of one boys' school viz., Corporation mMuslim
DOYS' School, badashamakhan and for the remaining five Girls?
Schools the Inspectress of Schools accorded sanction in her letter
R.0.C.N0.75 D/46 dated 30-7-1946.

3, the attitude of the bistrict Educational officer and
his Deputy Inspectors was sometimes not helpful to the expansion
of mlemendary Education. Here is an instance. One of the slum
schools was opened on 27-3-1946 in Semmenpettah, Division No.21,
1+he District Educational Officer in his letter R.C.No.488/C/46
dated 6-12-46 requested that the Corporation school might be claoseq
down as being detrimental to the interests of the S.B.M,Elementary
Sehool, Kilpauk. the branch school was opened in that locality
in order to provide instruction for about 60 children of elementlry
school-going-age who were not under instruction in that area, In
fact the mission school has not been,in the least, affected as
most of the children who were adnitted in the Corporation sSchool
were drawn from Lockcheri and mental nospital slum and not from
Senmipettah area itself. Although there is & real necessity to
open a Corporation sranch School there, the then Government
inspecting authorities did not view the matter in the interest o

the spread of compulsory elementary education in slum areas, it
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‘the necessity of this school has been Turther explained to the i

District Educational officer and his sanction for the opening
of the school is awaited.
y )

4., ‘the vistrict mducational Officer has reported that g ¢
replies to his references-are not being furnished by the Corpora-{ .o
-tion promptly. .Replies requiring statistics, numerical or Faw P -
financial have to be furnished only after collecting necessary S
figures from the several Corporatéon schools and from other drmmkt
departments of the Corporation. delay in such cases is
unavoidable. I shall see that such particulars are furnished in
the future 8s quickly as possible. 1 may, however, bring to your
notice that the then Listrict Bducational Officer and the Deputy
Inspector of Schools called from the Corporation statistics and
particulars which could not-be furnished easily. The District
Educational Officer, Madras in his letter R.C.No.529 ic) dated
7-5-1946 stated that statistics of adult illiterates in the City
of Madras were called for by the Director of Public Instruction,
Madras and that particudars were obtained with the help of the
teachers in the city. But as there was.a vast difference in the
consolidated Tigures and the census -figures of 1941, he wanted me
to arrange to collect particulars of the number of 1lliterate
adults in the city, males and females separately, between the ages
of 18 and 40 and furnish the same to his office. In the firstg WA
instance the services of the Corporation schogl teachers were
utilised by the Dy. Inspectors without any reference to the Commis-
—sioner. ‘Ihe then District kducational OIficerdthe Deputy Inspector
of Schools failed to obtain the permission of the Commissioner
pefore ordering the Corporation teachers to attend to this work.
As the statistics. called for by the bistrict Educational Officer
nad to be collected, he was requested to organise the census opera-
_tions with the help of the Corporation.teachers and the staff of
non- Corporation schools as well. ,

; 5. Another charge of the District kducational Officer ', .
against the Corporation kducation Department is that transfers of oo
reachers in the Corporation schools are not being communicated to p->*"
e Government  Education Department. The Education Department of
E%g Corporation has been funcgioning as'a. separate %ep&rtment o%

e Corporation for the past 25 years and the transfers of its
E%achers from one school to another have-never been communicated
to the Govermment Education Department till this date. I do not
think that any useful purpose will be served by communicating sych
gransfers to the Government kducation Department and the Districg
mducational Officgr himse%{.haiiadm%ttga 1nthis gepo§%~that-tho

S rporation is under no obligation to report such matters to- g
g???cors of the Govermment Education Department. DbLuring the 1%%0Pviow
thé pistrict Educational Officer had with the Commissioner on ' .
55%-8-1946 this was discussed and made clear to him. ‘The District
pducational Ufficerigaé goportg? %hat a toachgikof %n %ﬁded School
whose work was considered unsatisfactory was taken to the Gorporation
service without consylpiqg the Government Education Department,
presumably the District Educational officer refers to the appointment
of i.C-ﬁyyﬂgﬁ? Whglggg WSPk%ng in the aided Miss%?n b%hog%. %GGOP-
-palayam, 5 sch wads diminist strength and attendance
during the period of its managemengigé %ﬂe Misg?on and in response
to an appedl from the local people the Corporation opened a sChool
of its own taklng over the staff of the above Mission School including
P.C, Ayyamma, 1Mo SEATT of this school has been doing good work in
zggcggytgglogf??pp; %ggtpglégi gtc., and | understand from mg A
AU Cr Olfich . L IARE ¢ g ”'0’ o o~ ) - - z Wols at 1 0
work and conduct of Ayyanna, 8 nothing to complain against th

6. 1he Vistrict Educational Officer has observed that

ey

that compulsion is’ not worked satisfactorily by the Corpora— |

- statistics is not their work.
| not worked satisfactorily but there are certaih handicaps
which the Corporation has been experiencing in the working

“_under the existing difficulties.
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-ed by the end of June were not furnished even in July and
that the Corporation officers, think that the collection of

-tion, that the census figures which should have been furnish
It is tme that compulsion is }

of the &lementary Education Act. Sugegestions were made to - |
Government in this office letter E.D.C.No.3707/45 dated -
21-8-1945 to amend certain rules so that compuision may be
made more effective and the matter is still pending with the
Government. Unless the existing rules are amended suitably
it-is. difficult to.secure satisfactery results, . Bfferts

are made to enforce compulsion as effectively as possible

The present strength of our
schools is 54,756 which marks an.increase of. 7,551 over the
‘Strength ®X in 1945-46.

7.  Regarding census, it has to be stated that

“ since the formation of Attendance Conmittee, the work of

taking census is being done under the direction the Deputy
Inspectors of Schools who are the ex-officio PreSidents of
the Committees. ‘The worlk is being carried on jointly by the
Corporation teachers and the aided school: teachers. If there
had been any delay in collecting the necessary statistics

by any Headmaster of a Corporation School, the matter should
have Deen reported to the Supervisors of the Corporation
schools who are the Secretaries of the Attendance Committees
for taking disciplinary action against the defaulting teachers
I . have instructed my: Educational Officer and Supervisors to
see that such statistics are collected by the Headmasters
correctly and promptly in future.

8. The Corporation cannot claim that the census
figures are correct as the public are under no obligation to
furnish the particulars reguired by a teacher and rules in
.this behalf will have to be. framed by the Govermment under
the Madras Elementary sducation Act 1n order to compel parents
to give correct information about their children. This defect
was brought to the notice of Government and a draft rule was
suggested in paragraph 4 of my letter to Govermment E.D.C,
No.C-1-3707/45 dated 23-8-45 and orders of Government are

: 9. -The charge-that the Corporation officers do not
| think that census is one of thelir legltimate items of work is
| not true. The Attendance checkers appointed only in the year
1044 at the Instance of the Corporation are intended more to
bring in children without instruction than to serve notices
on the defaulting parénts, Their task is to go round parti-
-cularly in slum areas and make the children not attending
school to get themselves adnitted into schools. In view of
thelr limited number, the Corporation officers viz., Supervi-
-sors and 4 Attendance Checkers cannot be expected to engage
themselves in census work and produce satisféctory results.
As a matter of fact with a view to enforce compulsion more
effectively the Corporation in its Budget for 1946-47 sanction
-ed the appointment of 16 Attendance Checkers after mature
consideration but unfortunately for want of funds the proposi
had to be dropped, It may be pointed out in this connection
~ that out of ‘the four Attendance Committees for boys' schools,
only two for the South Range functioned and the other two
committees for the North range did not function and thejthen
District Bducational Officer did not take any action to speed
‘up the work connected with census operations though the matter
fwas brought to his notice. The bistrict kEducational Officer
has remarked that the Supervisors of the Corporation schools
| Teel that they are of better status than that oI the Deputy
Inspectors of schools and that they do not attend the
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\| Sttend the meetings of the Attendance vommittees regularly

f Supervisor fails to attend such meetings.

o ""w
meeling o< 4

. My own impression is that Deputy ;
do not inspire confidence in the SUpErvisors
| have directed the Supervisors to
and the
to My notice. 1f any

b/ Attendance Committeeé
School A
| 5 the Corporation Schools.

| District wducational Officer may promptly bring

The bistrict mducational officer has reported that
relating to the grant of recognition to olemen@ary gchools B
are not at all observed in many cases by the Corpgrapion bdgqatlon:;_
béuartmont. 'whis remark is not sybstantiated by facts and is of a - LY
eneral nature and no specific instance of such violation of rules, '
hds been cited by the District Educational officer. He was probably
Javing in mind the rule which re uires that 25% of the children
reading 1in Standard I should be found in Standard y._qAS a result
of representation made to the Lirector of rublic Instruction this >
}ﬁle has been slightly modified so as to exclude the scheduled class
cnildren reading in otandard I. ‘This by itself will not be very
helpful. There are various other obstacles in the way og maintaining
tne proportion of 25% of strength of Standardl 1 .in qtandard Ve ge
were explained at: length in paragraph 7 of this office letter to
Govermment .U.C.No.C.1/3707/45 dated 23-8-45 but no orders of Govern-
“ment have yet been received in the matters - ey :

ks
disciplinary
-ficatio%lof lass was not communicated to
—fng he class w mn 1te
tigbcégnoration. yhis is not correct. ‘The Two teachers who had
marked false attendance of pupils were each fined Rs.3/- by me and
the matter was communicated to the District Educational Officer by
the mducational Officer of the Corporation in his %etter E.D.C.No. ,
£ 1.3665/46 dated 18-11-1946 and g-2-47 and similarly the punishment
awarded to the teacher who was found sleeping in the class was communi-
_cated to the District gducational officer b the - Bducational officer
of the Corporation in his letter BoD O o AS 72596/46 dated 28-8-46,
Thoro was some delay in awarding punishments in these cases and my
Edﬁcational officer has been directed to be prompt in submitting such
cases for my orders, ‘ :

: 12,7 ¥me Digtrict kdicational officer insists that corresponk.
» pelating to
Zgggggionél O?%icor and the Commissioner, Corporation of Madras and |-
BOVYS against my mducational officer corfesponding directly with him, o
prrp apre numerous . instances where the previous District sducational |y
*2ricers were addressing the Corporation Educational Officer directiy,
Uf‘waé only after 1942 that the question of correspondqnce cropped up!
. gpducational officer 1is 4 statutory officer ofrthqnborporation i
Oointod by the Council under Section 85 of the Madras City Municipajy
?ppxwith the approval of the Government. As the ﬂeadlof }he Education
£C~ prment he has to contact the wovernment mducatlion uUepartment on
De DA ters relating to- the administration of hi department. In the
qld"i of various duties and obligations cast uponﬁgne Commissioner
%ﬁé:r the ‘Madras Uity‘Municipallhct, it is not possible Tor him to go
S overy detail and correspond 1
}nggag¥(égdross tne Government shortly in this matter.

pistrict wducational Cfficer \

1O
rules

‘tvhe pistrict hkducational officer has remarked that fﬁ
action taken against persons found responsible for falsi

13, The impressions of the
~ogarding the Corporation SCI0O.
%agts, Many of these schools have
with the aided schools in the city

s of inspect officers on e : neral cc b
z’;g}?}?}n%;vrJoxép;):tign%]’lgpg(fu{i\vell Of th.e inatl"uction an(l gellor l.l C\.)n»(li

-tiondl of schools, There is no proper understanding between the

: o and those of the uovernment
Pt et e Corpogugé?gign 1s responsible for charges

Bducation Department, That in m 5 », ‘rhe Con ioner
ueing Lov1od by one g copmier SHATESS B SN Sl ded
of € 51 es. Madras in hls proObULMiZor e Pk

O LAl UDp00 allotted 2161 cases of biscults foff Z7€8 .1 q.en
distribution to elementary school children in the city and to re

wamination. ‘lhe

at the £.8.L.C.
the 1n3pection'of our

CQ
[

e divenlibea

coounts in two cases and against a teacher found sleep- ™ ,n
10 the Inspecting Officers bgiy?

Sducational matters should be between the District (;

nools do not seem to have been based on | Al
iyt fared excellently well as Compared f

schools with |

\

e

1, 7

4

- B

with the bistrict mducational officer. }

g

‘schools also.
- of the Government sducation Department co-orerate with the

_;5... ! 7

of expectant and nursing mothers through the Child Velfeare
Centres in the city. The bistrict kducational officer, Madrg
was requested in letter E.D.C.No.D.1.477/47 dated 8-2-47 f
to instruct the Deputy Inspectors of Schools to furnish the |
number of children attending aided schools in the City and tq
make arrangements for distribution of, biscuits to all the {
aided elementary schools. ‘1he veputy Lnspectors of schools
were accordinglg instructed by the vistrict rducational
ufficer madras to see the rducational Officer in his office
on 17-2-4%. Byt none of them except the Deputy Inspector of

dveer

Schools, south;XAnge, met the Educational OIficer, Corpora-

" —tiond madras who had necessarily to make all the arrange-

-ments for distribution of biscuits to children of aided .
This does not show that the 1nspecting ufficers

officers of the Education Department of the Corporaticn.
unless there is hearty co-operation between these two depart-
_ments on all matters relating to the imparting of elementary
education, it is difficult to make any appreciable progress
in the spread of elementary education. The District Educa-
“tional Ufficer can send confidential reports to me if there
is any serious defect, irregularity or dela{ in matters
relating to our Elementary Schools, 1 Shall always give my
prompt and perscnal attention to such matters if brought to
my notice. 1 have directed my Educational Officer and his
supervisory staff to give their best co-operation to the

of Ticers of the uoverment Education Department and to furnish
statistics etc., promptly.

I request that suitable instructions may kindly be
issued to the officials of the Govermment Education Department
to reciprocate and extend their co-operation to our officers
in the interest of the expansion of Elementary Education.

Yours sincerely, . /)

' gy me\,ﬁwm, N

M.V.Subralmmaniam Esq., I.C.S.,
secretary to Goveriment,
Bducation & Public Health bDept.,
Fort St.George, Madras.

To
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132 B2/L7. Office of the Director of
% ‘ Public Instruction,
Madras % 6, Dated 16th May 1947.

1;_‘".;*’4“ i~

s
£
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yoramanian,

b: Administration of Corporation Elementary
schools. A Gl

(_P( Ci?«?/ | C e !: ) Gaw

Please see your D;O.No.3670-32/h7-4, Educetion,

' dated 2nd May 1947. The papers have been referred to

the District Educational® Officer, Madras for urgent

remarks. He has also been reminded. I shall send

my reply as soon as the report is received.

Yours sincerely,

=3

e e

To

M.V.Subramanian, Esq., I.C.S.,
Secretary to Government,

Education & Public Health Department,
Fort 3t. George,

Madra s.
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Dear Mr, Subramanian,

Sub: Admlnlstratlon of Corporation Elementary

Schools. : V 1
Ref: Your D.O.No.3670432/h7-5, Education,
345 dated 20th June 1947.
8 gl

A reply to the reference has been submitted

to-day.
Yours sincerely,

To

M.V.Subramanian, Esq., I.C.S.,
Secretary to Government,

Equcation & Public Health Department
Fort St.George, Madras.
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2 Education Department Re;ivpa Registered-om \
From (Name) Sri D.S.Reddi, M.4,(Oxon), To I
M.B.El’ V
Designation  p4 i _~—Tli¢ ~Seeretary to Government
irector of publlciirrftnmt; 2 EARY T4 0. s
. / & A S SRS Sl . o ° ?
Station " Mearan? 7N Ed’{cé\on and PublicHealth
% % ! ? JU{\ 0 ) ._',:) Department,
AR 4 I
‘ N A o\ g
Enclosures 3 Re. No, 1 132—32,."(147, et % PUBUE:? 1 7t 194 7 ,
e a et ana . aana. ‘ll
............................... Sir, ’
: 2 ]
Sub:- Corporation of Madras - Administratien of Corporation E
Elementary Schools, ; e
b vconde §
Ref:= Your D.0.No.3670-B2/47-3, Edn., dated 29-3-1947.¢ | 'S D‘:,»—v"
‘7 With reference to the above D.0O,, I have the honour to submit

herewith a copy of the remarks of the District Educational Yfficer,
Madras along with that of the Divisional Inspector of Schools 5 Madura

‘c{\ o Wale "  Division on the points raised by the Commissioner, -
P & i _
APt 2) The Commissioner may be advised to see that his educational
(\ staff co-operate with the Government .- HEducational staff in the matter

of administration of elementary Schools.

He may also be informed

that , in regard-to the opening of new schools, it would be better
for the Corporation to consult the District Educational Officer in
\the first instance . In regard to transfers of teachers it is desirable

that copies of all transfer orders are communicated to the Distriet
ucational Officer for information and the Commissioner may be

P.T.O.
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instructed accordingly. _ |t s [fr" o

|  3) The suggestion of the Divisional Tnspector of ‘ N e
~ ration Educational Sﬁizer should be a person lent grom {hg Gosgg?g}%gn%haﬁdaggtggggg
Service instead of being a non-official as at present is commended for the consideration

of Government, =~ |

* for Director -of Public Instruction,
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sppointments if te-chers from »ided achools e sppointed, the
Dt, Educ-tilonel Officer hea3 to be informed of the ssme, Also
though thers is no need to consult the Dt. Fducztlonl Officer,
in metters of tr=nafer = copy of trenafer order mey be asent to
the Deputy Inspactor, mhis docs not in =2ny wey lower the
prestige of the Corporstion but it mey help To increese the
courteasy to be shown to the Dy, Inspoctor =nd DT, Educs tionsl
Officer, ~As rogsrds the pesrticul-r individusl tes-cher it is
quite likely thst = tescher who wea indifferent” 11 hils worg
while in sn sided schonl, should heve shown good work, Thérs
sTE certeinly paychologicsl ressons for the zeme snd it is but
nitgrnl his work should be‘'gueh thet thera is no-thing to coma
plein, : a

7. I qulte =grec thet the entire scheme of compulsion mey
be put in the hends of the cogporstion. +the problem of ;1dad
achools he@ to De aolvad, In some wsrds =Tt 1lo=3t the corpdr;
tion mey try o schome of »melgem~ting with the »1ded achools fo
thet in the courae of flve or ten years the cntire elementnf
educstlion mey be completely in the hedds of the corporstion y

8, Psras 7 s2nd 8 deel with ‘cciisuas: The 20rporstion hsa
to b2 empowerad to get Tull snd correct densus figurcs,

9, +he »slloged remsrks of the Dt. Educe ti |
thptﬂ&@.CﬁrpﬂrptiOHgOffiCCPQ feel that they :retagnilbgziigar
stetus then the Deputy Inspactor”s »nd the.Conmiasibnor'34
opinion thst the Deputy Inspcctors do not inspire confidence
such nmutusl eXchonges could heve been esally svoided if éhe;'
hed been more of personsl ond soclsl contest smong the officlr\
I sm trylng to sa®é thet zuch things do not heppen snd thet mL 5
hes1lthy treditions ~re built up, B e \.~n& i

. ey 2
10, feel thet no wsaful purpose will be served by my

quoting instences wherein the rules were not obacrved —-— ;3'5 "
inatence, » school whoas rocognition expired on 31,5,.46 rénzo*
we 3 spplied for only on 10,1.47 »nd thet too »ftor séVc;gll g
reminders from the Deputy Inspnctor end from the Dt, Educ;tﬁon
officer, The brench school st Semmensrpatteh wes opened w1£ho”1
the kiiowledge of the Deputy Inspector smd with no intimstion i
sven sbout the seme, The Dsputy Inspsctorfasys thet ho ho;inad
the school in the course of his visit, * When suczh ig thedd:h

¥ dg not feel thsat the sllogetion sbout the Dt, Educotionpl'se
'Officer's sttitude 1s Justifisble, when tho sttitude of the
Corporntion is something 1like feeling thet thess Bules nre

goucthing like limitetions on the 4 i
A St I L ir own rlghts end prerogstives

11, It is pleasing to note that that the Commissioner has instructed {
For t he District Fducational |

the Educational Officer to be prompt,.in future,

Officer's visit on 30-6=1945 and 17-7-1945 the action taken
t@e Commissioner on 18-11=1946 and 8-2-1947 and that too aft:?sszsgiiidrzz
glnders. At the time when the District Fducational Officer wrote, that
is on 11=9-1946 the reply of the 'Commissioner dated 28-8-1946 (which
ggs received only on 30-9-1946) was not in the hands of the then
istriet Educational Officer and hence the remarks,

12, !
ST Commissfegard? tﬁetprocgdure in correspondence, the very fact
cannot sipn nf -oner 1nsists that the Corporation Educational Officer
of standiﬁ or Comm138¢o?eru, scems to be somewhat in the natupre
o digngz one's own dignity, One cannot feel wherein lies the
Commissiongrlny 1?.the Lorporation Educational Ufticer signs for
Wiid v ) This has been the subject of @orrespondence for

e 8 and recently the Director has stated thdit as the corres-
POHJCHF of the schools the Commissioner alone can write and the
?du?afloéal ffficer gigns for the Commissioner, Evidently the
jorpOPatlon_nducational Of ficer feels that his prestige and dignity
is lowered by such an action, I am far from suggesting Lhat
' nally I feel that this wrangling may

. ‘A C B R

ﬂ@g&ﬂiﬁﬁﬁa
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be put an end to and that the Corporation Educational Ufficer ma;
bg gmpowered to write ?n ividualfg in hgs own of%icial capacgty gnd

that he may be called the Correspondent. As the present Divisional
Inspector who was then the District Educational Ufficer, *ladras knows more
details of this matter, he may be pleased to write more fully on this,

13. I quite agree that there is no proper and cordial under-
standing between the Government Educational Officers and the Cor-
poration Educational Officers. This can be easily evidenced by
the incident referred to in thelast para (13) of the D.0.— Hegard -
ing tke non-attendance of the Deputy Inspector at the meeting for
distribution of biscuits. The Deputy Inspector seems to have mis—
understood the arrangements.

o

14. I must say that I am equally anxious as the.Commissioner him-
self, that reciprocal Co-operation coupled with e gewel - is '
established between the two sets of workers in the cause of education.

And I for my part - I can assure my superiors that there will be nothing lacking
in our efforts to work in harmony — and goodwill. I do hope that all

this analysis of past cvents and incidents as is going on in corres-

pondence will and for even, and that the future relationship will be

more happilly started and built. '

SD '.X.X.X. -
District Bducational Officer, Madras.

S8

Copy of the letter L.Dis.187-E.1/47, dated 11-5-1947 of the Diwvisional Inspector
Madura Division., ———

Ref:- N.Rc.1132-B2/47, dated 3=4=1947 of the Director of Public Instruction, Madras.
Subs~ Oorporation of Madras - Administration of Corporation elementary
Schools - Ely. Education Fund - Budget Estimate(for 1946-47)

Submitted to the Director of Public Instruction, Madras,

2. I strongly endorse -all the remarks of theDistrict Educational
Officer except para 12. The Commissioner is the recognised correspondent
of the schools and as such all correspondence should be carried on only
in the name of the Commissioner. This questidh has been discussed several times
and there is no need to revise the orders already passed by the Director.
The Educational Officer, Corporation, may sign'for Commissioner'; there is nething

derogatory in it.

3, In this case, the plain fact is that there was no difficulty

s lonv as theEducational Officer used to be a Government servant
%persons T nt from the Government service) and there was heaty
co4operation between the liadras District Bducational Officer and the
Corporation Zducationalf, because~ the Corporation Educational
officer (a Govermment Servant) used to look to the Governuent Bducation
Department for gsupport. The difficulty began toarise when a non-
official was first appointed as Corporation Educational Orficer and
he did not care for the Goverinment Educational Officers as his future
depended oa the Corporation Councillors = this is the plain fact and

I can way from personal experience as District Fducétional Officer, ladras
that the Corporation Hducational Officer (Mr. Sankaran) did not

care for the Govermment Fducafion Bepartment and he used to speak

very lightly of the Deputy Inspector of Schools. Experience has
sufificiently shown that the Corperation Bducation Officer should

be a person lent from Government Educational Service and

5 nen-official should never be appointed to the post in future,

) 510 S R,
Divisional Inspector of Schools,
Madura Division,
DR SHEES CLR
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