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To

The Secretary to Government, & v S
Education and Public Health Department, Madras,

. Roce No, 247B2/47 , dated 120947 s 19 - . ‘ |
{ 2 ’ o ) 7 ('F 7 s '
: ¢7 # Subs Eleme:ntary Education - Aided and Panchayat
! j - Schools = Efficiency tests et
L PPNt i : LT ; : S : ENCLOSTRES_. F \ e~nbe—-Reft Government Memo No.52420€1/47-12Edn. /6 eBed7 o
L AR e T et by . > ‘1
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With reference to the Govermment Memo, quoted
. : ) v 2 , above, I have the honour to submit the following remarks
!

. =

2) As regards aided schools, the complaint referred *
SR R X to in the press report is against the enforcement of the 2
W ﬁﬂﬁﬂnrﬁdiﬁxx rule regarding admission of girls orf schoolage and withe ‘

L aSN A holding of grant for failure to satisfy this Rule., With B

% a view to securing a larger enrolment of girls of schoolage,!|

the emrolment of the prescribed bercentage of girls of

\”4? A school age in the area (ie. 25,) in places whewe there are

ﬁﬁé&;@?‘ ﬂ// no girls schools has been made one of the four tests of :

y *mn?\WWTf“*,f’/‘ efficlency which all schools were required to fulfil as A

) | one of the condétions of recognition in GeOoNOoMSe1051 ‘fi ;
} dated 348,43, Sufficient time has also been allowed as ‘

required in para 2 of the GeOe for the schools to satisfy #

E{ the test, As non-compliance with this test affects ‘the k

, condi tions of recognition, grant is also with<held, The ,

‘ 2 : percentage prescribed, is only 25 % of the total numbe r ‘

of schoolage girls in the locality and to complain that I

the teachers cannot secure even this low Percentage by |

persuasive methods with the parents 1s not reasonable.,

Generally well conducted schools will not have any

difrfieulty to satisfg the test. In the case of schools

intended for backward classes or in backward localities £
exemption fram satisfying this test can be granted by |
the Director as a temporary measure for such periods
necessary, In other cases there is no necessity to make

any change in the Rules and relax the condition as

required in the Press report. Only a small number of

[VW schools fail to satisfy the test and in most of the se
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jcases, the lailube to satisfy the test is dus to the
indifference of the teachers and teacher-mana
" therefore deserve the penalty Prescribed,
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*" under Rule 6(a)(iii)-"for admission of pupils below 5 years of age -

| Slamg

i The Director of Public Instructi |
he Director of Public Instruction f
Madras. I 3% 96 06T 194a> '

o

To %' LR ; '
The Secretary to Government, & &b PR W ;

£

|

Education and Public Health Depar ment Madras.

Roc.No.2478 B2/47 dated 20th Oetober 1948,

Sir .
: Sub: Elementary Education - Aided Schools - Efficiency !
tests and payment of grants - Comprehenslve report

5 for simplification of Rules for aid. h B 3
| S BORRE DAL BRI 7 o A Rttt SR, ol A (R LECE S Pa o SO / x / ; v ‘&) L l’

Ref: Government Memo No.52420-C¥/47-2 Edn%, dated 10-11-47 |
and my reference Roc.No.2478- B2/47 dated 28-7-1948. |
\ vl/() LA ((i:](u ------ i

\

\ ; |

I have the honour to submit the following report on the subject
: q

after ascertaining the view of the Inspecting Officers at the Conferencefi

held at Saidapet this month.

2. At present teaching grants for aided schools are assessed
with reference to the rules relating to aid to elementary schools.
These are needlessly complicated and involve unneceseary work. There
are some provisions, the need for which is no longer felt in the

improved conditions and in the new rules for grant. The following '

suggestions are made after due consideration of all aspects involved. - |4

A ) Rule 4(2): The working of this rule entails unnecessary . \
'

complication and may be modifled as follows: |
Do allpuse- h

"Grant/at the rate of one teacher for every 20 pupils in average ?
attendance/gr be allowe/)and where the average attendance exceeds& o A |
L~ yo"uc'(..d'ﬁr' \, £

multlples of 20,mne more teacher may be allowed/1f) the excess s 10 i
|

!

t

|

or more @' .

of irregularly admitted pupils, underﬁaged pupils and stagnated pupijg/

The rule as it is now, may be deleted. The presence

will be taken into account with refercnce to rule 6 of the Rules fop

~aid and to this mRf=xmk extent, the following may be added as item (iv).

Fio &/
1A Jv

and for admissions made during periods other than those prescribed byf

Rule 22(a) of the Rules for Recognifion without the sanction of the
Deputy Inspector",

2 & (ng) Rule 4(4):

iJ‘ :
The order in which the teachess ar% b &e R sy
t dm i& Wﬁib ‘-. ' |;' e &

jons and




Ordinsrily untrained teachers are not
TG4 p
appointed permanently except where they are everaged and have put i

‘ot Ehe following:
in long service 1n the school. Consistant with the need for ensuring
security of service for teachers and as the conditions of service

noted in the Teachers' Service R;gister_is the agreement between

!the teachers and the managers binding on both, it is but proper to
retrench or eliminate the teachers only in the order of Juniority
even though it may be for purposes of grant. Hence when teachers are

eliminated5 retentiop bf a newly employed secondary grade trained

teacher or Higher Grade trained teacher in preference to a lower

trained teacher of long service in the school does not meet the

requirements of justice. Further when a teacher is eliminated

ﬁ by the Department for purposes of grant it is oﬁly natural that
the manager will dispense with his services irrespective of other

i llconditions. Hence the elimination order noted in this rule

fv\ may be deleted. This will mean that the teachers will be retrenched

in the order of juniority,

l""” s ol B A )Rule 4(6):
eS8 0 55

be deleted.

The rule with the note and explanation thereunder

may With the introduction of compulsion in various areas

the rule is practically inoperative now ang will not apply for new

| schools opened on or after 1-1-1946,
cEf

Hr 7 A l Ms.1475 Edn., dated 29-7-46,

for a period of 3 years as per G.0.No:

-

o)

@
) By —7

The note and explanation have made the

rule complicated in its actual working and the rule has also

=

operated as a check to the larger enrolment of pupils in standard I

l in existing schools in non-compulsory areas. The intention of the rule
! is to ensure that there 1s no wastage by withdrawal of pupils before
they reach V standard and this may be kept up by the imposition
of stwitable fines wherever necessSary with reference to Rule 6(ii)
W% . of the Rules for Aid.

%) Bule 4(7) (b) s The following may be substituted for the

\
. -3
E Rt e tins rle wa(7)B."and "note 2" under this rule may be deleted
'l
{

the gxisting word note (1) being substituted by the word "note',

"The assessed grant shall be reduced proportionately

ns‘for the ehortgge in the number of working days in the calendar yesp

If it is proved to the satisfaction

o Rdv op bAonal Offlcenscihak. tha beacheors. - .
; B e :}'C‘en‘

|
A

.

e ﬁg”i |
ok f

;'when they happen to be Teacher managers, were not responsible

|
|

<(ffor the shortageythis reduction shall be made in the managements !

Y share of the grant. The grant so calculated shall be the final

j assessed teaching grant."
Unless the school is a single teacher one where the teacher
|is the manager also the number of working days is not decided by

the teacher but by the management. The management should therefore "

E

of ﬁ{ﬁ for which there is provision for penalty under Rule 7(i)(ix) of

be held responsible for the shortage in the number of working days

g

' ||the Rules for aid. This was Government's original proposal and

I now agree to this.

o %!(,,ﬁ\ﬁjRules 5(a)¥andi20:

nations thereunder requiret. to be deleted in view

Both the rules 5(a) and 20 with expla-

of the following

rreasons:

Under Rule 20 every school is to employ enly one untrained i
teacher for every two trained teachers and where necessary: the i

District HEducational Officer has the power to exempt the school !
from this rule for any stated period of yesr or years and under

Rule 5(a) grant is mnot to be assessed for untrained teachers in J

1

_ excess of the number admissible under Rule 20, R the {
present policy of the Government on the expansion of Elementary E
Education insisting on opening of. new schools in all school-less %

centres and in view of the paucity of trained teachers, app01nt- |
ment of untrained teachers hasito /be’ alilowadifer Sols Feah e N0 é
instead of having the Rule 20 and Rule 5(a) and leaving it to the Exx%
District Educational Officer to grant permission to individual E
institutions to enable them to get grants for such untrained ﬁ
teachers also, it would be better to delete those two rules fopm

the rules for eid.

g A suitable provision may however be made under

‘the Rules for reeognition in Chapter I by The insertion of the
following Rule 12(4) (a) the existing rule 12(4) being noted |

as Rule 12(4) (b).

fna

bchools employing untrained teachers may not ordzn"

| employ more than one untrained teacherg for:every 2 tral
| sauoational
/ i :}_c’b mduca

| teachers without the specifiec approval of thé“Disﬁr

{
| Officer.w . , - 5
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? =% \ = k of prescribed No. of girls in a boys' School may also be now ;
! = o
) ¥ ; g E . s . [
;jEThe above changes require the deletion of Rule 7(2) (iii) . . » r cancelled in view of the fact that the distinction between boys _
also“under the Rules for aid as a consequential alteration. s and girls schools is now abolished since the amalgamation of 5
- subordinate inspecting agenc f
Further, with the revision of the rates of teaching grant, the i the| women s bTanchiicf e . e
; | : : -5-1948, All schools may hereafter be
larger the amount of teaching grant the more would be the 15% :‘ with effect from 15 A i :
maintenance grant for the management and there would therefore : ariei¥aEpeTonst eyl cEnp s THon SRR e (e }
) | schools and they may be open for bogh boys and girls
be a general tendency to appoint only betfer qualified teachers SRR 1 P s £ 3 ﬁ
. like. The other two tests 1 & 2 may continue to be enforced. §
1n preference to untrained teachers earning a lowe rate of grant. . : ‘ e N 4
S Eohiin o s e b e T i : . T e e B s the ‘ The main reason for recomminding this deletion is that conditions |
1s connection at the Rule - = < -
B e oo T R 4 . have improved considerably since these tests were institutéd and
e assessment of. gran
. ﬁ they were meant only to be temporary. :
. teachers is already kept in abeyance till 1st January 1950 as per 4 ¥ '
)} || G.0. No.1330 Edn., dated 24-6-47. : Sy R )
Q.f;. As regards the Departmental tests, i.e. efficiency s s /{,//1)41//¢4L,/1%4/v1x4009427g;/
tests referred to jn the Government Memo No.52420-C1/47-2 Edn. / g i - ‘ ; |
) ' ' Director : i i
z | ogted 10-11-47 cited above, kind attention is invited to G.O./!‘ﬁ for e of Fublic Instruction. 1
‘#1y€§07??; [ <D . i KHR ,21-10., j&/// %’ 1
tgﬂﬂﬁb-MS'N°-1051 Bdn., dated 3-8-1043 wherein the enforcement of . ol Q/@/ ; ,
the following tests have been generally approved in respect of i ) ’ A{q&ﬁzﬂ;

all schools. (CU)’ |

i | , \ Ce, 105 Eutu B 3 [€)03 , quslanf b |
E (1) that a school unless it be g Feeder school should : Q' Y > ks
j teach up to V std., b A %' 3“‘“’&"——‘6 M. ,% MW

! (2) that a school should have iniz | .
a min ' 2 ' ;
“ ” attendance of 20 pupils, i BL | W . |

(3) that the number of

pupils in S8.ds, hool ~ = : i
Should bear a t1sen pepimeotoSs IV and V of a se | ol peefion At 5 Aosa el £ |

0 the strength

%

‘I ' of 8,d. I (i.e, 25% of str : ; |
| , (4) that in an area not having a s:gg;gtgf ?gg.l). és’?ZET~quff&k). §1 : 7 i
f 25% of the total number of school S ool . ? $

in the locality should be enrolled o girls '
school in the locality., ted In the boys eallla Ao

5 B T j!i"?f’ is isi i . 5 -
2; aDo ) g There is also provision in Para 2 of the G0 Por the A efté % ‘1 t)—-%_.

‘, 0% prant of exemption from satisfying a test or tests in deserving g ; { : dzé& ,xcmunﬂf.ﬂkaa i .&;“¢.t$f?thgM4;4b¢&g(

in respect of any school in backward areas or intendegq for baclkward | i Sowa— Aeloul \ “TM ﬂe Ko, 11, ¢&” i

¥ comminities and Government also did not.want theseg tegpo .o 1o 'w““'ijaﬁ“ﬂ§94‘ ,,ﬁkn_.,€}1uu153( L4 smiiuu;4zg;, |
’.f-"‘ﬁémbodied in the Rules for recognition, But, the tegy No,.3 | s }oufum_,‘ '

regarding maintenance of the prescribed proportion ¢ strength ‘iézéhgggla ! Jﬁ :“‘Lux
124

‘ between S.d48. I,'iV and V i already ineorpOTateq as the

|

A |
v [
|

|

R * ! i

'}ffflff'"statutory cut” - Rule 4(6) of the Rules for ajq, In view -of the ' '
reosons -stated in para-2 above for the deletionvof Rl 4(6)—of i
the Rules for aid, In view of the reasons stateq in para 2 above for the

seletion. of Rule 4(6) of the Rules for aid, this t¢ecst may also be now i ]
s GELE VLU . t

Hd 3 @] m-j -3 5
wcelled in sespeet of all schools. Test Mok i) crpolment
egncellet res;
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the proposal

‘The Govt. \ag;f)i«o V¢ of ]

: e for efficiency, referyed to in para.l of G. 0. No.1051,
P 8009 of @)  d

dated 3-8- 1940 may be abolished The remalnlng tests 4

No.(1) and Wo.(2) should continue to be ap
( [ B
the restrictlonsl\m para, 2 of the G.Q.

The D.P.I. ig, in Chis connection info

.“Q atvi)ﬂ" ) s i;) _ {)f};{

that the question of applylng teSt No(l) ’co the new s

opened in school- -less centreskwith the! proposals in‘h

/[,%9%, 3CEH, 02"; Letter, £2.N0.2385-B2/48, dt.11-9-194g.

f 2. The follovung anendmenta-

‘ 7

t : L R rela’g'i.,pg to the grant or P

ele. schools publis‘hed with Edl’lg Dept.vs Noti‘ficati@fa

T e e e e, A L T

.that tests No. (3) and No. (4) of the "De’Jartmental Te ol

plied subgect f

shall be made t.% '

ecognit'i‘on and aid ﬂli

No.245, date:.‘ii the 21st Aug, 1939, at pages 556-568 of ,,-:,__v.
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| Sppeiie B g R

e Sl Gt
(Ao ) dedoruatue vou 2883 gk et Bacgrp, L |
‘ ; : Sub:- Elementary Education - Rules relating to the \

~ : ! grant of recognition and aid. |

3 Ref:- G.0.No.655-Education, dated 9-3-1949. |
& <:$;E From the D.P.I. No:?f78—B2/47, dated 24-3-19249. 1
F

@) In the circumstances stated by the D.P.I. the 2

‘Liif .. Govt. have no objection to the amendments to the

=n rules relating to the grant of Recognition and @&id

to elementary schools ordered in G.0.No.655-Edn., dated
%% 8] / f{; 17 0-.3-1949 taking effect from 1-1-1949,
s (g\ & ‘

Tc the D.P.I.\/ "/ N/j}ﬁoﬂuﬂ

gmpx to the A.G. thro
Financee.

!_V_E,_é_—-'- -;I-c' , cxan B M}Z\z h
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i In reply, pleass quote Registered U e
| number, dete and S '
5 = ¥ - ; it : shors title.® _‘ﬁ--'
AT - 7 o |
s AT L7 A rom (Name
< 4 : -4, C 7 AL From ( ) 3 |
,2,//// Y B (Designation) The Director of Public Instruction, : &
y : P i i - . « A o AT :
] | ] b # PosT Box , (STATION) Madras, B
s ) _ |
4 : ‘ : ‘r
Telegraphic Address ’
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V. To

IpR—

a3 o3 QP" L & c=vJ§ - n\;‘ % ?H- The Secretary to Government,
P‘A4 : : Education and®Public Health Department, b
> "/M.. Vo U 065 Madras. ¥

ROC No..2478 B2/A7 dated ___21====a-2=-~--71940
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Sir,

] | ) LZ

g il A/ | % ;\(

Ro AR 3 / : Sub:-- Blementary Education--Aided--Rules for {
3 -' l

Al |
o vy A duca - lom iles
Al < Jvow f ExCLOSUEES z i st N
‘ ¢a4fi;/ 4 recognition and aid--Simplification & Rules

; ROSBH 1 Fndty add or 3 sfat salus (AT (A * for aid. QE
sof 0.2 al dsislnc sloedos yisdnsmsls of W Ref:-- G.0. No. 655 Ldn. dated ©-3-194€, TR
| : — |6~ |

&\
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L
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WLl mOYY 308109 antied CPEL-E<E ¥
| . : : _ b In the G.0. cited above, aa amendment has been issued for
1 L . pule 4 (2) of the Rules for aid permitting assessment of grant for
L9 anig 2 ' o teachers at the rate of one teacher for every 20 pupils in g= average
", _itendance gnd where the average attendance exceeds 20 or multiples of
fordd <OdA ond 03 xa=? | "y 20 permitting agsessment for one more Teacher provided the excess is
I 5 8n b 1 ' 70 or more only. But I find 4n ?1e'?ne“,aent as notified by the
{ | Superintendent, Government Press in the supnlement to Fort St. George
Gazette lo. 5 dated 22-2-49, the word one referred to above is printed ags
e e mp—— | ] and by mistake,
{ - "?e -{tb‘*\} I s ‘
il i B 2, In view of *the fact that Rule 5 (a) of the Rules for aid
‘T"fiﬁi#:i;; S ] has now be@n ordered to be deleted, the existing rule 5 (b) may now be
: £ - . " a0 penumbered as mﬁreWV Rule 5.
I request t’ t necessary corrections may kindly be caused to
be issued. The few tyvographical errors in Rule 2 (7) (b) noticed
may also be got eorrected. .- ,

Yours faithfullys :

for DIRLCTOR-OF PUBLIC INSTRUCTION.
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Memorandum No.%/498-Ci/49-(Edn., dated 8_/ b /4.7

Sub:- Errata to amendments to rules for recognition and
aid for elementary schools.

pliny — == e olibs shses il <ol TR RESSE e

Ref ;- From the D.P.I., N0.2478-B2/47, dated 21-4-1949.

The following notification will be published in

the Fort St. George Gazettes=

Notification .

Errata.

'%rant of

A

recognition and aid to elementary schools, published

fhe
Tn the agendments tOL?ules relating to

py the Education Department in the Rules $upplement
(No.5) to Part I-B of the Fort St. George Gazette,
dated -the 22nd March 1949, in the amendments to Chapter

7I - Rules for Aid --/(1) for "and more teacher" occur-

ring in new Rule 4(2), substitute "one more teacher";

o amd Bl
(2) for thsgiingEEEfgég%ences

of new rule 4(7)(b), substitute the following:-

Pl Tais

H



e

"If it is proved to the satisfaction of the District
Educational Officers that:the‘teachers, eﬁcept when they
happeh to be teacheremanagers, were not reéponsible for

~the shortage, this.redﬁction shall be made in thermanége-
ment'g share of the grant., The grant so calculated shall

be the final assessed teaching grant"; and

(3) for the amendment to rule 5(a), substitute
the followings:-

"Delete this rule, rule 5(29 being renumbered

as rule 5%, g

| To

L e

The A,G

The D.P/{i

The S.G.P

(for publn,
in the B.S.G.G.)

[
| S—

e e

P y f"\ s ‘
Q)} ’ i WX /;E?
V2 3
Office of the Director of
T . Public Instruction, Madras,

AT ey TH BAie ™
e AethRY 1V 004y

D e N
Roc,Moil267 B1/49 dated 20-7-1949,

‘Blchéntdeyl'fducation = Chingleput District - Resolution of
©. _the Sriperumbumdur Taluk Teachers' Union at Kunnathur -
“/imelaxation of the efficiency tests - reguested.

T o Special Officer, District Board, Chingleput.

f lfgh\j Ref: Lebter Rog.No.10436/49 C1 dated 29-6-1949 from the
& > I l 2‘,

au‘9‘ nitted. <j>”‘\~\ | (ii}
€;17 g Ehr dated 9-3-49 _~ W

9. Government have inLG.O.Nq,655 Edn,,
abolished the efficiency tests No. 3 qnd 4, In G.0.No.195 Edn,
dated 26-1-1949, Government have specially relaxed Test No.1 in o
| case of new schools openéd 1in schocl-less eentres for a period
of three years from 1—7-1948.: ‘
\ 3, If general relaxation is granted in respect of Tests Nos,
1 and 2, there cannot be completeness and minimum economic
strength and eventually the efficieney in the Elementary
Education will be_impalf?d._ﬁverz e%eqen@ary school should have a7ig
the 5 standards for gontlnulty of study in the respective places,
Hence, Test No,1 is ¥ery es§e€t;a1, Test 0.2 is equally
important and unless the ma%n énance of a minimum strength
3 of (30)is insisted, the tegc“erg may not strive hard to dmr@rmxe
£l imp?bve the “strength. Unfirtthe circumsta ces, the Special
Officer may be informed, tNa%t general relaxation of Tests 1 & o
is inadmissible.

for Director of Publie Instriction,

Secretary to UYovernment, 1) !
To the Education and Fublic Health Department, ‘
Madras., |
7 : ~ - 3 i it o~ =, - ‘S'
i Lo s |
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TEACHERS' UNION!

A A
\‘_
, TRIPLICANE, MADRAS-5

Dated the 1381, Jany. ;50

\
\ \
> 4

L‘?'&_lv WL;:;/,
//fff“"*raﬁ?hﬁ\ﬂonﬁgle sri K. Madhava Menon, ey~»70€?*’90rk
: Mingster for Education, :

GoVv

rnment of Madras, L u:7y1p.7;“‘
Fort St. Georege. ' ‘41 ymomf1c;”

subject: G.0. No. 655, pducation, dated 9th March
)6/ cf- 1949 -- Amendments to rules regarding payment
. of teaching grants to elementary schools.

- S S =
S

L7

/

ter of assessing teaching grants to aided

elemeégaigeszgzofs, government had allowed a concession
wher eby the average attendance of pupils in classes 4 and
5 of an elementary school was enhanced by 50% so that
even when the actual average attendance was less than 20,
with this concession, it would enable schools to have

2 one teacher for each of the standards 4 and S. Thg con—
"cession was apparently given to encourage the opening of
of standards 4 and S

mendment to Rule 4(2) of Chapter II of the
RulesT?graa?d to elementary schools contained in G.Q..

“+\ No.655, dated 9th March 1949 takes away this concession

;’) su&denly without giving any adequate notice to manage-
ments of aided elementary gchools. Though the G.0. isg
ublished as a supplbment to the Fort s@. George Gazette
%ated oond March 1949, it does not specify the date from
which it will take effect. The G.0. was actually commu-
nicated to management s so late as May and, I under stand
it is being given effect from lst January 1949, that is,
gix months retrospectiv

‘ The teachers did not feel the effect so far. But
| now when the final grant is being assessed, it is feareq

f{oft 5 gef in-attendance of pupils in standards 4 and S
12 got peing given from 1st January 1949 and this will
deprive many teachers of a substantial portion of their
sa1ar}£.therefor‘e request that orders may be issued that

the G.0. may be given affect from 1st January 1980 ..

Yo faithfylly, _
| a,r-ojm—{" : :
| president,

/9f’ éuA;QQ”‘C
MR ,// .

that the grant amount will be substantially reduced,xx as
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~.+ /Elementary Schools- Rules relating to the grant of

\"Tgareéegnition and aid- amendment- efticiency tests- modifi-

Seo " eation- Orders of Government- Date of ef'tect.
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I
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U |
Z§A$;5aryRef: G.0. No. Ms. 655 Edn. dated 9=3-19.49,

ljr_ - il e LA

I have the honour to invite the attention of
Government to the G.O. quoted above in which rule 4 (2)
of Chapter II, Rules for Aid, regarding the assessment of
grant to elementary schools was amended doing away with the
weightage that used to be given in standards IV and V. These

A large number of representations from the Secretaries of
various Teachers' Associations have been received request-

ing that the welghtage-abolition might be kept in abeyance

till 31-12-1949. further, since the G.0, was issued in the 4
middle of March 1949, the amendments could have reached the
managements only about two months later. This amendment
adversely atfects many institutions in the amount or‘grant
that would have been normally due to them but for the amend-
ment . lfurther, certain difi'iculties have cropped up as the
result of giving eitect to this amendment from 1-1-?9u§ as

will be evident ifrom the letter of the District Education;l='v

Zfiﬁfﬂ*r d rules were ord :
TGRS S clia O RUEas > ordered to pe given eftect to trom 1-1-49 *

—d

WE””&Uf\ Tan jore (copy enclosed). A Copy of letter from the Presi-

by ow

4

dent, The South India Teachers' Union on the subject is

also enclosed. In the circumstances mentioned above ‘and

with reference to the discussion I had with the Hon¥&Mini st
tor Education this morning on the SubSRCE, K o e er
that the grant for thg irst two quarters’ma e g g. > i

to be assessed according to the old rules inZtead g? }nuih
bas sl the.amendmept With retrospective erfect fro O? 1 7

I am giving instructions to the subordinate ins ectim ;r;@9.
cers in an%;01?§tlon o' the approval of Governmgﬁt tggasse;;
igigg.ior~ € 1irst two quarters on the basis of the old B

A

ey

Yours faithfully,
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Copy of letter Rc. No. 732-E2/49 dated 9-10-1949 from the Dis-
trict Educational Otfticer, Tanjore to the Divisional Inspector
of Schools, Mathurai.

" Sub:- klementary Education- Aided- Rules relating to aide
Amendment to rule 4 (2) issued in G.O. No. 655, Edn.,
dated 9-3-1949- Etfect of- Further instructions soliciting,

; : I submit herewith a copy of the extract of letter Cur.
. No. 563-A4/L9 dated 21-9-1949 of the Deputy Inspector of Sehiscin
Kumbakonam with the following remarks:-

The ditficulties represented by the Deputy Inspector
of Schools in regard to the application ot the revised rule
L, (2) of the rules for aid are real. Under the system of monthly |
payment of grants, almost all schools would have been assessed
and paid grants upto May 1949, in accordance ‘with Hule 4 (2)
betore it was modified. The application of Hule L (2) as modi-
tied with retrsspective effect irom 1=-1-194,9 will cause hardship 4
to the managements of many schools, especially small schools .
having 2 teachers and big schools having a large number of pupiﬁ?‘4
in standards IV and V. To obviate all these difticulties it isis |
desirable that the new rules is ordered to take etftect from ¥
1=7-19L9

I theretore request you to kindly address the Director
of Public Instruction, Madras for giving eftect to revised rule
L (2) from 1-7-1949.

|
i

g. | i AN, Tyagarajan, t
Dt. Educational Otticer,Tanjere, |

Copy ot Cur. No. 563-A/L9 dated 21-9-19L9 of the Deputy Inspec- |
tor Kumbakonamn.

| e vub:- Lle. Hdn. Rules relating to Ele. Schools- Chapter II Hules
| ~tor aid- lule L as amended in G.0. Ms. 655, Edn., dated
9-3-1949 and Proceedings R.0.C. No. 698-E2/L9 dated 9-3-49
and 19-6-1949 of the Divisional Inspector of Schools,
Mathurai- further instructions soliciting. 3

D e =

In applying the amended rules as per G.0. and proceedings
quoted above trom 1-1-194,9 the tollowing ditt'iculty will be felt.
nstructions are solicited as to how the same may be got over.

(i) It rule 4 (2) of the existing rules for aid inclusive
of provisos (i) to (iii) are moditied and the amendment applied
from 1-1-1949 as per G.Q. 655. Edn., dated 9-3-1949, assessment - |
{ for schools with standards 1 to 5 for which hitherto grant was *
| allowed for two teachers, if there were 30 pupils in average at
tendance jnclusive of the weightage is to be revised as per tﬁe-
amendment™the rate of one teacher tor every 20 pupils in avers
attendance and if it exceeds 20, or multiples of 20 e
teacher is allowed provided the excesg is ten or mo;e only T f
the case af such schools grant has been assessed and paid éq 2 »
old rules from January.{9h9 and the application of the revigpg'r .
rules will adversely aiiegg Some cases anq grant so far ﬁai&d
during 1949 will ?iiebgoa ha?gcﬁgirgg gi adjusted in -future months. |
Scuh recoveries will b° € manageme ' .
] they will protest against SUCh recovery, SRTSRT Snd WREUENE

\ (ii) As pep‘old rulz W/, 1/2 op 34 teachers has been F
sl R moditied avﬁf.ge attendance is in multiples of 5 J

or more in excess of 20. s Galewlatid altgr adding the t

# weightage to the absolute iverage atten%ance; Though such £

! T _ : at i ;

3 teachers. are assessed grant at 1/ or 1/2 op 3k 85 the ‘sate

g» e %




may be, dearness allowance has ‘been paid in full.

It note (i) under kule 4 (2) is removed from 1-1-1949
' as grant assessed as per revised rules, the question of re-

! in most of the cases, as the modified average attendance has
hitherto been the main factor tor deciding the number of
teachers eligible tor grant in most of the schools. Ii the
absolute average 8ttendance alone is taken now tor the pur=
pose of arriving at the number of teachers eligible tor

grant, naturally will have to be disallowed in some cd8gs.

. Orders are solicited as to whether the teaching
grant statement already prepared rfom January 1949 under the

old rules are td be revised on the lines of the amendment issued
in G.0. No. 685, Edn. dated 9-3-49 and recommendations made

months of this year.

Copy of Rec. No. 1367-B2/49 dated 20-10-1949 from the Divisional
Inspector Mathurai.

| L Copy submitted to the Director of Public Instruction,
i Madras tor tavour of consideration and orders in view of the
i expressed hardship to the managements.

Copy of letter No. U /788 dated 13th January 1950 t'rom the /\
President, The South India 'leachers' Union, to the Hon'ble Sri.
K. Madhava Menon, lMinister tor kducation, Government of Madras

5 and copy to the Director of Public Instruction, Madras.

s

.
e

Sub:- G.0. No. 655, Education, dated ‘9th March "1949- Amend-
: ments ‘to rules regarding payment of teaching grants to
— elementary ‘schools. o g

t = em oo en =

=y In the matter of assessing teaching grants to aided
elementary schools, Government had allowed a concession whereby
the average attendance of pupils in classes 4 and 5 of an
elementary school was enhanced by 50 % so that even when the

ol actual average attendance was less than 20, with this conces=
(ﬁgj“ L~ sion, it would enable schools to have one teacher tor each of the
Z) guw;@ standards 4 and 5. lhe concession was apparently given to

2 &3 | encourage the opening of standards L and 5.

_ The amendment to Rule 4 (2) of Chaptér II of the Rules
for @id to elementary schools contained in G.0. No. 655, dated
9th March 1949 takes away this concession suddenly without giving
any adequate notice to managements of aided elementary schools.
‘Ijough the G.0. is published as a supplement to the rort. St.

; Georg§ Oééigﬁe dgted‘22nd March 1949, it does not specify the
date fr 2 ich it will take etfect, The G.0. was actually com-
municated to managements so late as May and I understand, it

is being given effect fro ‘ | r :
months retrospective. m 1st January 1949, that is, six

L
L
1

G e The teachers did not teel th ‘4 : B
now When the iinal grant is being asszsgiéecgtsgsi?géredughat
the grant amount will be substantially reduced, as weightage
in attendance of pupils in standards L and 5 i not being given
from 1st January 1949 and this will d eprive many teachers of a
~substMmtial portion of theixﬂgg%%agg ‘ ; )

facnicit S : :
' e T Pherasiege e

,'.

! «*  ‘covery or adjustment of grant and dearness allowance will arise g

" for the reduction or recovery as the case may be in future n

o

A"f ‘ 7 ’ {; ‘
L (0
/2;/ @

theG.0. may be given effect from Ist January 1950,

o

e

for Direc of Public Instruction.
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Ag 3.\; %m&

lof the rules for'aid relating to elexschools, The srant due F;'

Pa.aée see

w»xﬂt.uig-Jh.AJm

There S@Gmg tojb

a ¥
£

recelved also repreoentatlon about it frnmw et

Aﬂgﬁﬁlatlons' The matter may bﬁ exam ﬂ@dﬁﬁné,

.~{.

o e 1 , " g ' ‘72;!2:;:ﬁ(;‘5‘

H. M., BEdn.

'
O

are made

1) The nay of teachers in #lded Rle. schools whieh fail +o8

"

_ 4 Lot e . J
area is drastically cut or stopped; and = = ﬁ

2) The increments of teachers in District Board schools

atopped or thelr pay suspended for
‘Panch&‘yat schools no
o .

above provision while in the case& o
penalty is imposed on the teachers,

Item (1) abovez—r '* assessed grﬂnt for an a'g'deﬁ ele,

-
"

gence on the nart of the teache#s, Vide ¢.°,1495 Bdn. doted

31-7-46. But, os alleged in the News paner cutting it cannot be

reduced for failure to adwlt int séhool 25% of girls ef se

“gding age in the scheol area, The adﬁissian'ef a p

admit 25 per cent of girls of school going age in ﬁ&e sehoo il

\
| ‘.A\," -
-

‘u:;?.:llﬁeﬂt@ comply with the

such

],;ga@'i;! can be reduced Only for the reasons mentioned in rule ¢

the teachers is aleso linble to o cut for any misdeed or nggiiw

¥

=
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iy _5.«»_ﬂ !
i:; t‘o b‘e enforced (1) only in

" e §1gned~.aith o2 view to admit more gwr'ls in schools every ‘/'0’11"

fin RS E;al parts. Farther this test thaugh apmaov»d by YOVL:.

Ighas not yﬂetiﬁeen embodied in the rules relating %o ely. schonls, ‘

t‘muxgh the poinb Jeis specifically considered. Again, failure 1;0‘

comnlv with this "tes{i"’dccs not antail a cut in the grants of |

o7 ")
cognition sccorded to the school.

4 tlle teachers but will only result in the with-drawal of the 1"63-1i

Hence the allegntlon does not

. appear to be correct.
£

pitemi(2) on n.1 ante:— The position as stated above holds

11 the case of Dt. Bd. schools also, There iié,'xlo indication

o

%®m in the sllegation as to the authorlty which =tops the incre- :
9 e rn @ P.D.8., .(“;ﬂwz'%} e C..c-v\._&ug_./\\/d\—a ‘~
of the teachers, M on this score? /\hc is net a.u-’ee,:;.seez/b“r*-——w ‘ _ _
i - - : “',- 1 - .@' -] \";—‘N— P = B P2 ¢ el T = :‘D.‘L:.d_\,}&
". Gevt. %to dO 20, For as already pointed» qut, the non-complt ' J‘Q e LB - W it 4 EER S o

A/\. o\ 2_9\ M‘)A &)\—e m_ﬂfa_@ —*P _\__,M,j__

i _ﬁr rcsult on];J in the wi tggkrm :

Tﬁi@“ 1s4al " 4»',} ;ﬁ;’__ﬁ__—_ﬂ_# _ﬁ_#%ce,*j)‘ww P e Ui SR | ot ey Tt BG"“L‘?‘ ,
t of the rctired“Tahsildsr ’rhut in t ‘ {M S peredd '
Meose of Vlllag,e x’ancllayat schools no ’é,“uch gu;b gs 1mposed.; Por the . N ({______f_ = = it |
| "chosie ere under the control of the Inspt-.c‘tcn1 of Local Bonrds and ‘\f* e "”."“““_”A@"“Wm Q?'— e WM am) L o~ %5'
’ imni@ihﬂl Councils If such mnouthorised stoppage of *ncremen"s \L "‘._“"'—‘f'r”-"——"- A—MAAW K%-Ekp T dvy Mo ;\Jt’/z _
& sed on teachers by the Presiden@/\.ﬁi5“’161‘ Bosms CRl N i ot cnoninn i
i theirs, surely they can appeal to the D.P.I, or the Geowt.
279 8%t Tedregsal,
: .- ok The whole question of fixing & minimun propertion of girls
| f #9881 go1ng age into hoys scheol has veen discussed ot length "
#in the notey connected with GoO. 1051 kdne dated 3-83-43. Pa t.LC lar okg @
{':C’Gention 48 80l oitemiss the notes &L PP 58-3% n.f. of the h:-O o
£ the clvcumstances 1t 1s for conside! ration Whether the matter ' £
48 tO clrculagiong ~ ‘W" >

Por orders 1

J}“:* iff mfm?

g e
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There are.varlqus

L'r,' o

There must be a minimum attendance 1n the rolls.

;(2) There must be a minimum of girls in the rolls.

(3) Efficiency. ' =
: c \

- I understand there are one or two other otanda?ds

hich makes the working of the grant to elementary LhOOlo

'--,1a1'rf1§§ rnmn'l](‘ﬁ‘tnr'v. RS problem_musj._be_&;,ewod as a

of elementary education over this matter. The D P.T. im

~ consultation with the Deputy Dircctor in charge of elementary

educatlon may be asked to go into the maﬁﬁ@? comprehbn51vely

. R i b .3 ,' .“ = .'
a vlk~wi%h—%he-gepu%y—DiPee%er—i&—eharge~——“fL%*§ﬁfiffﬁL

: fﬂ taklng all the rules into conolderatlon and submit a

cen31dered report to Govt. on the matter.

— T o

Wwith reference to the minutes of H.M.(Edn.)

,_'_ attention is inVited to the lMemo to the DoP-Ic on

‘ 5 c.f, and the Director's Teply at pages 9-15 c.f,

g daiscussed the question of revising the

e Inspecting Officep

Director ha

iles for Ald “"th{th

PCIOCREAE

8 and submits the

*

WL owing prop
piL) supstitution OFf FULes 4(2) and addition to rule pors &&J};
6(a) of the rules for Aid; - y

1‘11) peletion o f

of the rules for Ald;
(65 of thP Rules for Aldi:

. s '.1 %
u'mtii) peletion of rule &
| i on of rule 4l

the elimination order in rule 4(4) fmmyigigﬁﬁﬂ7:

§F ¢

] 3, ,’/ j{}\&/;oa'.fg-@#

Mkfﬂﬁb(g 139? (v1i) Deletlon of Tests Nos. (3) and (4) oﬁiihe«fgd% P

Jpoge R4 ub Botfs

i

¥

i P ::-. 13
/01‘.’,/ = P AT
4 :

- TS
A 2
;

2 Q\NW

and 1nsertlon of 3 new . clause in Rule12(4) o)
+ AA-\" ;
L 3

Recognitlon. {y, ] s
'

(vi) Deletion of rule 7(2) (111) of the Rules \for Aid

tests of efficiency approved NG 80, 1051 Fdn

(dt.3-8- 9?4:5
2. The above proposals call for the

: Eﬁ'b ,
i

Ty ‘
5 "‘. . 5
- F'I“Q.-’
%
‘ . .
‘I t

(1) Rule 4(2) of the Rules for Aid:;-As proposed by ﬁh@

followmng remarks~—

D.P. I., this may be substituted by the rule at 'A' on p. 9~cf‘
with sl;gpt verbal alperatlons. The rule_as modified may d

|
. ;
read as follows: _ 4 K0 {

- §

\
: s
"Grant shall be allowed at the rate of one teacher .

for every 20 puplls in average attendance and where the {
“ R i
)

average attendance exceeds 20 or multiples of 20, orie more

A

teacher mgy be allowe%,provided that the excess is ten or

more ondky". ol ‘ \ . i

(ii) Rule B(a) of the Rules for Aid:-~ The addition

suggested at'B! on page 9 c.f. may be inserted as item(iv)
to rule 6(a) as proposed by the Director.

 (iii) Rule 4(4) of the Rules for Aid:-

T'he proposal [
regarding this rule in para 2 (2) on pages 9-10- c.f, is a
1ittle confusing; in that, whereas, at 1Pt op D9 seef i

L 9 s
A
<Ehe Director euggé&iﬁ!ﬁhe deletion of the whole rule, at um§k

]" p.10 c.f. only the deletion or part of %Fe"ﬂﬁ;e relating
=

to the elimination order is ouggested,ngggtggsﬁggt of the
iproposal is that the teachep

L -
ES AP ——

s found in excess should be

sxcluded dn the order of juniorityfh® it 1sinorlls e .

[ERS L 2NCe be achievad edihen by the deletion of the
whole rule op by that of part of it. It seems better to

retain the Tirst part of the rule with the words nlgastA

-

qualified" substityted by the words "most junior™; that is |

the rule may be gubstituted as follows:=

" Tf the number of teachers employed in a school 1gf

greater than the number of standards or sections 1n~£§th

whom the grant may_hgﬁ;’ﬁ

b

school or Shan. the number for

lated under sub-rule (2), t@% ’t‘[eaChQP or teachers mENkxyS

most Junior shall be excluded from the caleulation of

]

: e § i
prant aR whole or in part’ .

e
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f ﬁ' ,\/C‘iﬂ) Rules 4(6), 4(7)"(b), 5(3'./), 20 and 7(2)"(5_:[1) of ‘;, e
f L o

.
.‘)?_. -

Rules for Aid:- The proposals of the Director

i in respect of th@se rules in paras.2(3) to 2(6) on pages

)
10-12 c.f« may be agreed to. ;
(M) Rule 12(4) of the Rules for Recognition:- The ’
Director's proposal at 'A' on p.ll c.f. in rega:rd to this l
rule may also be approved.
(vi) Bfficiency tests:- (a) In para.3 at pages 12-13 c.f.,
the D.P.I. suggests that Tests No.3 and No.4 may be abolished
The reasons givenAby him for the proposal are convineing enoughe.
Attention is, in this connection)invited Boltheynoteist on
\ pages 1-S ante regarding these tests. In these circumstances, . e ,
the proposal may be accepted, Tests No.l and No.2 may
? continue tg be applied subject to the restrictions laid , o~
s dawn in para.2 of G.0O. No.1051, Edn., dated 3-8-43. ,9?“5 ap P95 Lﬁ}i
% (b) Another point also arises for corisideration
in this connection. The D.P.T. has separately raised the e W e RS
| / £.0 255

question of relaxing some of the Rules for Recognition

<o Nto O " »'131*:';‘:":_ i
s ( T e
! and Aid in respect of new ‘schools opened in school-less g s
centres. He does not refer to these efficiency tests in
that connection. Presumably, he will not apply even the

two tests (néwgroposed to be retained) to fhese new schools. L

Test Nolﬁ)relates to minimum aberage attendance Pefé%red to in
.. AL

rule 4(t) of the Rules for Ald.ggéoh is proposed to ke p,

B rke S it Paraly) o JoooR ke

relaxaﬂkin respect of the new schools under referencedézé will k ;

/l—)z:c.('g(\" 2 & f-v;} I

™
et Ay

may be told that this test should not be applied tgo these

a2

o ; ; |
| gchools during shedM early years. Thls 1s belng done iy tpq!

° e . i B . % /
1.f., For purposes of this file, the D.P.I. mMay be informed Q\ > \P

of the fact that the question of applying efficiency tests to neﬁﬁ‘

. rpeg 18 belng i
schools opened in gchool-less centres & Cons idered

i Tl conne e T j oY i t l’ k ! e P Tl AI;‘ }16 ]. N ol : J ~ § Fo b
COrT] e ‘Ll o1 Wi 1 118 [) O[ O Ba S ° ') A 1 ?
SC O (S L & n . .
1t — t t ® - =¥ 1’) ov e i - Lo
L;‘ o ‘J x d L2 0B }l e (8] t e 9 8 C1 8 f' t O 1% el q !‘\3,\“ ?/ K ‘,b

o

e Uaibmirtred for consideration. Finance may see before eircula tion
“I « .
o ,:J i“,,(;f%‘ )

{
s

l
-
not ~eaPelemmy 2ppPly to them. As for Test No@;), the DuP.T: v ' 2 y

A ”\Aﬁ ﬁﬂ i 2D p
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7genera11y the proposals made by the D.P.I.

e

.A£ thé instance qva.M.(Edn.), E.P.H, havevexamined,

in consﬁltation with the D.P.I.;the question of eliminating ali
unnecessary complication in the working of the rulés'for re-
cognition and aid to Elementary schools., The D.P.I. has
considered the question comprehensiﬁely and has submitted
certain-émendments to the rules. E.P.H. propose to approve
The letter from

the D.P.I. on pp.9-13 c¢.f. and the note of E.P.H, from the

"middle of p.5 above may be perused.

The proposals may involve financial implications but

‘apparently it will not be possible to work out the extra cost,

'if any, on account of the amendments proposed, even roughly.

The proposals seem generally acceptable as they are made in
order to evolve a more'simplified'process of calculating
grants for these schools undefa:he changed conditions whereby
the need for some §v2uLs{ons are no longer felt, The
following remarks, however, seem called for in respect of
Rules 5 (a),/and 7 (2) (110:-- ‘ ,

The amendments suggested by the D.P.I. in respect
of these three rules have been considered necessary owing to
the paucity 6f trained teachers now when the Govt,'s policy
is to expand elementary education by opening more schools.
The deletion of the rules in question is designed to permit
of the caleulation of grant for all untrained teachers if

ccially approved by the D.E.0. It does not seem necessary

sp
for this purpose to omit the rules altogether as the dearth

s

of qualified trained teachers is only a temporary :

and trained teachers are likely to be available in course of

time for f£i11ing up the posts.,

ration of the three rules in abevance as normal condi-

It seems sufficient to keep

the ope
tions are expected to be restored soon,

It may be mentioned
nere that a similar arrangement has been made with regard to
rule 5 (b) of the rules for ald which has not been deleted
although it is now in dperative--see G.0.1330, Education,
dated 24-6-1947,

p¥e.
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‘f "‘ The other amendments proposed may be agreed to

Subject to the above remarks the draft order below

, may be accepted

ik kwn(el)w

Vade A

Wq@)) 1 @) iy ane z& 80 vﬁ'ﬁz Rilles g3 Jagen
M Aol &Wﬁww&%%?{’;
il m% add 6 he FJrater St o Puss iy W

BT MM&%@M@ g/(@@,/‘{ alami Zﬂ

Libte Wy ) iy,
N1 3V P24 5
g ‘MFMK \f'“ _':.A’.'v'

;:"} (\-%‘.(,,-4‘? | — 4 '(: Ibwcyj’f |
U i

F e

: O\ | &

|
!
{
{Jﬂ
{:.i q 7

- '
Wt
|

S # U"W
ten A‘ r’/ A .( l’) .

}Z?m@ 50 Le/awﬂj -

o’ﬂl‘—@l

{*L*?Q ) UAN
% ¢ q
, A

. i _’5\_\

e e

i

1 Bt rVer = e egd (S

Fvwovwce. Lﬁx»p»‘\,

R

RMMC_L'



XN

P {

. CiNo.57404/49. -

—

'L}K s b A Dept. (B2)
; e ?}ﬁ}.;.

%

§
s :
[

From. the D.P.I., No.1267-B1/49, dated 205-7<-1949.

ELEMENTARY EDUCATION - Chingleput District -
Resolution of Sriperumbudur Taluk Teschers!
Union at Kunnathur - Relaxat¥on of efficiency
testse

"With a Viéﬁ to improve the éfficiency of elementary
school; ByLé;QQeﬁting the large wastage in eighentﬁiy
education énd by sécuring as%muchvénrélmenﬁ as“possible
of pupils, the D.P.I. imposed in i940’tﬁe foIibwng~$

four-test® which all ele. schools shouldfsatisfy:-

.~ (1) every ele. school should tégch”upéo;'
V Standard ) O

'(z)guxele. school should have g minitum
’ average attendance of 20 pupils

. e

(3) “he number of pupils in IV and V
standards of a school should bear
a fixed ratio to the number in
I standarde.

(4) @n areas which are not sefved by gi !
schools 25% of the girls ofysghggi-

age 1n these areas shoulg be reading
in boys schoolss .

Objection was taken to the application of these tests
to schools under local bodies., After much correspondence

the Govte agreeAtO the enforcement of these tests in the

case of schools under local bodies s3me sibisct ol
following conditions:=

(1) The tests should not be too rigourousl

applied to backward areas *? %”
ward communities, anqﬂ~ac #

(11) Reasonable time should be given for ful-

AT i
bodieg% these conditions by local

2, In'march last Govt. ordered that tests (3) amnd
(4) might be abolished. As regards the application of
test (1) the Govt. asked the D.P.I. not to apply the

test in the case of new schools opened in school-less

N,

centres for a péfiod of three years,
The Sreeperumbudur Taluk Teachers' Union has

resolved that the application of the departmenta%ﬂé&g&s»w

el
should be relaxed., The Special Officer, Dts ﬁﬁ..
) e pme Divect.-
forwarded the rescilutieon to the pt”wt:;?-r :: regar .
AU M- 132 1d He . E =
observes that no relaxatlon shoulc
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