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THE problem of “admission in -
the schools of the metropolis is be-

‘coming acuter every year. The num-

' ber of seats available is far Jesg com- -

pared to the need which: keeps grow-:
-, ing from year to year. Consequently
admission ‘seekers. who’ are mostly
i children a re subjected

: worries and in some cases even their.
education careers are affected,

Not that there has not 'ﬁl:;)e"en'--"

. 8Ny -increase in the . number of
schools in the 1

' where, - But'the increase is not pra-

} portional to the growth of popula-

OWer in respect ‘of schoals which

ad scats for, - The result is disap--
pointment ' for the 9verwhelming
(najority and manipulation and mal-
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~Admission problem -

to 'pfﬁlbﬂged . attraCt'StUdﬂﬂtS;and;guardiEm

. highly uneven,
¢ metropolis and elge-

+ tion.. And the growth has been even - schools. Growth has to b
- terms.

about ten times more than they

- government took notice

.
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initiated actions includingythativ:
‘ "holding of tc
appreciated.
“'schools in
. follow an admijs
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The . problemighas .been
further cornpod’hdeﬁib@hténaﬁﬁcy !
" being shown by «some gs‘éhaﬁls" in
; recent years to _tradé‘S”é"ai.de?ii_'wuey.“‘ 1
- Large donatjon can-buy:afseat for'a
- Student who could . no L pass .adm
This - highly gifiequitable.- ;
-and unhealthy practice Ziskincreas-
ingly in- cviderice amoaeliome. of
the most feputed institiitions, -~
- On the other hand; there are -
some less known schoolsiwhich do
ot experience any rush atiall. These
schools do not achieve ‘impressive -
results in SSC and therefore:do not.

~same way. Thus the problem is not
‘only.that schools are ‘fewzbut also
“that the . standard - of* teaching is

1. If the standard of
these ordinary schools,mlili;l_fbe rai-
sed it would be - Possible to"siphon
off the pressure on the .few;:éj'élusive |
e not'only

in quantitative but also _qualitative

As for malpraptice;;_-__I#;rﬁlggi__t;a]‘c_mg_ "
donation as a quid pro quo ifor.-giv.

ing.admission, the matter calls for
sérious: scrutiny. _-Recent_ly “the '

as in the

' of the exam--

. ination’ malpractice - resorted . to by |

some schools in remote . areas ‘and

grants. "Such

* the fco rre‘é’-ﬁ?
8 of the authoritiesis !
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