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GENTRY INTO THE UNIVERSITY-STANDARDIZATION AND DISTRICT QUOTA SYSTEM" 

A. •' PREAMBLE 

1. Consequent t o the 'decision t o request the Seotoral 

Committee.of the National Planning Council on Social 

Overheads, Mass Media, Bousing and Transport to review 

the standardization soheme and the D i s t r i c t Quota System 

of University Admissions, the National Science Counoil 

appointed a Sub-Committee t o study "Entry i n t o the 

University 1! with reference t o these two matters , 

2, The Sub-committee had discuss ions with representat ives 

of the Examinations Department and the Registrar of 

the University of Sri Lanka, . 

3« The fol lowing publ icat ions were a l s o studied "by the 

Sub-committeeo 

3.1 Education Ministry Booklet on Standardization 

of marks for University Admiss ions . • ' 

3.2 Working paper on University Admissions 1975 -

i s sued by the University of Sri Lanka, 

3.3 G.C,E,(Advanced Level) examination April 1972 -

Science subjects - S t a t i s t i c a l report i s sued ' 

"by the Department of • Examinations, 

4* The Sub-committee sought t o obtain the-re levant 

s t a t i s t i c a l data such as the means, standard deviat ions 

and the 'd is tr ibut ion curveB medium-wise separately for 

paper I.pnd paper I I for Physios , Chemistry, Botany 

Zoology, Pure Mathematios, and Applied Mathematios for 

the years 1973 and 1974 from the Examinations 

Department, The Sub-oommittee a l s o requested from 

the Secretary, Ministry of Eduoatio'n,information 

regarding the c\it off po ints at which s e l e o t i o n s were 

made.to the University for;eaoh d i s t r i c t for 1973 and 

1^74. When t h i s information was i n i t i a l l y requested 

from the Registrar, of the University, ' i t was s ta ted 

• that i t could not "be re leased without the.permission 

of the Ministry of Education, These data, we must 

s t a t e with r e g r e t , were not made avai lable t o u s . 

. . 4 / •*• 



5 . We presume that the reference of t h i s problem to the 

Socia l Overheads Sectoral Committee was prompted by 

growing d i s s a t i s f a c t i o n about University Admissions. 

In t h i s context , i t i s s ingular ly unfortunate that the 

Examinations Department and the Ministry of Eduoation • 

f a i l e d t o provide the Subcommittee with the pertinent 

data.. • 

SJMDARKZATipj; 

1. Reasons for,Standardization 

1.1 At discuss ions with o f f i c i a l s from the Examina­

t i o n s Department and the Univers i ty , i t t r a n s ­

p ired that as far back as 1970f there had been 

a l l e g a t i o n s that s e l e c t i o n s t o the Engineering 

Faculty at Peradeniya had been unfa ir . 

1.2 A l i n g u i s t i c b a s i s for deoiding admissions had 

been decided upon by the Government. 

1.3 The maximum mark Varied between subjects - the 

bes t scr ipt i n one subject may score 90 marks, 

while in another subject i t may f e t ch only 

6 5 marks. S imi lar ly , the minimum marks w i l l • 

a l s o d i f f er between subjec t s . 

1.4 Where the marking i s subject ive part i cu lar ly in 

the* essay type of paper, there oan be dispari— 

. t i e s i n the student performance between the. 

d i f ferent media. I t has a l so been submitted that 

bhe i n t r i n s i c d i f ferences i n i t h e languages 

r e s u l t i n the same question being comprehended 

d i f f e r e n t l y in the dif ferent language media.• 

2.- The present Form.of Standardization 

2,1 According to o f f i c i a l s of the Examinations 
• 1 

Department, the Government directed.them t o 
prepare a scheme of s tandardizat ion. This i s 
the scheme in operation today. The booklet 
i s sued by the Ministry of Education on the 
subject of standardization explains the present 
form of standardization - subjeo t -Hr r i . s e and medium-
w i s e . 

• • • 5 / 
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Pass marks are deoided for each subject by 

comparing the performance of the previous year , 

A constant percentage of passes i s aimed at* 

. Grading i s done for e'aoh subject depending on the 

pass mark. We quote from the booklet on 

Standardization, 

"Method of Standardization 

The method used for standardization of marks i s 

a un iversa l ly accepted one. There are several 

reasons why t h i s method of standardization i s . 

preferred. 

1, Measurement of. many natural phenomena and 

of many mental and s o c i a l t r a i t s tend t o 

be d i s tr ibuted symmetrically about the i r 

means (rrdd-poirits)which approximates the 

b e l l shaped figure' c a l l e d the normal 

probabi l i ty purve. Whether i t bo he ight , 

i n t e l l i g e n c e , memory span or barometrio 

readings, they tend t o approximate the 

normal curve i f a large enough sample i s 

used. 

The Normal Curve 

In the G.CE. (Advanced Level)Examination, 

the raw marks are standardized t o a soale 

whioh approximates t h i s normal curve or 

d i s t r i b u t i o n , t 

2 , This method of standardization does not 

change the or ig ina l rank-*'order of the candi ­

dates found in the raw marks of any part icular 

subject , 

3 . I t does not r e s u l t in standardized' marks 

exceeding one hundred or becomming 
• • .• *. . 1 . 

negative i . e . below zero. 
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3«2 Se l ec t ion of the mean for standardization 

The standardization of the raw mark i n the 

manner that i s being carried out at present 

by the Examinations Department i s i n pr inc ip le 

academically sound. However, although i t has 

been found in the previous years that the mean 

of the raw mark i s in the range of 35~*40$, 

standardization i s made t o a mean of 50$, This 

has resu l t ed in b lpat ing the aggregates t o 

u n r e a l i s t i c va lues , g iv ing the impression of 

a performance way above the a c t u a l . For example, 

i t has been found that three simple passes and 

a f a i l u r e on the b a s i s %of the raw marks at the 

G.C.E.'A 1 Level c o l l e c t e d a standardized 

aggregate cons is tent with a credi t grading. 

Also the cut off point for University Admissions 

comes in the region of 25Q out of 400« ( i f 

raw marks were considered, t h i s would usual ly 

be an aggregate of about 160) Since the public • 

impression of e l i g i b i l i t y for Universi ty Admissions 

i s guided by the aggregate, the use of the 

standardized aggregate in t h i s oontcxt has 

created the misconception that a large proportion 

of students f i t for University Education aro 

now being l e f t out* Also , the e a r l i e r example 

mentioned of three simple passes and a f a i l u r e 

adding up to a standardized aggregate consis tent 

, with a credi t g ives room for the b e l i e f that 

there has been an error or that the marks 

have been "manipulated". . 

The above short-comings would be l a r g e l y over­

come i f the mean of the standardization ourvo 

were f ixed c loser t o the actual mean of the 

raw mark v i z : 35-40$, 

3.3 Medium-wise.jftandardization ' 

3.3.1 Before resor t ing t o medium-wise standar­

dization,, one must bo quite sure that 

there are di f ferences in marking standards 

from medium t o medium, A good.check 

would be the remarking of a representat ive 

number of both Sinhala and Tamil s cr ip t s 

v , 8 / » . 



by a group of examiners prof ic icnt i n 

both media.. I t i s not. cer ta in whether 

such an object ive t e s t has been made. 

The arguments heard for the need for a 

modiuiTiHTfise standardization are based 

on an a l l e g e d difference i n the d i s t r i ­

bution of the pattern of marks between 

the various media in the essay type 

questions whereas no such difference i s 

a l l eged t o appear in the Multiple Choice 

Question paper, where there can be no 

subject ive*bias in the marking. The 

Multiple Choice Question paper i s 

supposed t o be a good t e s t of tbe 

' i n t r i n s i c a b i l i t y of a s tudent , not 

' merely a t e s t of h i s a b i l i t y to memorise 

f a c t s . The- same sort of mark d i s t r i b u -

t i o n shown i n the Multiple Choioe 

"question test's therefore indicate that 

the d i s t r i b u t i o n of i n t r i n s i c a b i l i t y 

of the students working in the di f ferent 

media are the same. The difference's in 

the d i s t r i b u t i o n of marks from medium 

t o medium must then be a t tr ibuted t o 

causes other than -the d i s t r ibut ion of 

the i n t r i h s i o a b i l i t y of the s tudents . ' 

I t i s net proper to jump to the hasty 

conclusion that the di f ference i s due 

t o d i f ferent marking standards. xAmongst 

the causes may be d i f ferent learning 

'habits or more a t tent ion t o d e t a i l being 

given by teachers in one medium than 

•in another. 

Prom the only s t a t i s t i c s ( i S ^ ^ l e v e l 

examination) made ava i lab le t o the 

Subcommittee from the Department of 

Examinations,, there i3 no evidence to 

support the case for medium-wise 

standardizat ion. We have already commented 

on the f a c t that the s t a t i s t i o s of the 

marlcs at the examinations of 1973 and 1974 



were not made ava i lab le t o u s . I f these 

s t a t i s t i c s had been made ava i lab le t o 

u s , i t i s conceivable that d i f ferent 

aspects of t h i s problem may have come 

t o l i g h t , 

3*4 14!.^9ypJ,jiyadii}gs . > 
The 'A' l e v e l grades are given on raw marks. I f 

there i s a need for medium-wise standardization 

for University Admission, i t must n e c e s s a r i l y 

fol low that t h i s need e x i s t s for ass igning *A' 

l e v e l grades t o o . I t i s qui te i l l o g i c a l t o have 

medium-wise standardization for one and not 

for the o ther , 

ADMISSIONS TO UNIVERSITY ON THE pi5TRIQT„QU0TA SYSTEM 

1• The need t o introduce, a D i s t r i c t Quota System of 

Admi33ion 
1.1 Prom the discuss ions that took.plJbe with the 

Education Department o f f i c i a l s , i t transpired 

that the Education Ministry was concerned about 

the continuing inf lux of students to Colombo 

schoo l s , seeking mainly the extra f a c i l i t i e s 

a v a i l a b l e . I t was therefore envisaged that i f 

admissions to University were decided on a 

D i s t r i c t Quota System, an incent ive for good 1 

students t o remain in t h e i r home towns would be 

created, -Thus one of the object ives of admissions 

t o the University on a D i s t r i c t Quota System i s 

t o ensure that the best scholars from rural 

schools gain admission t o the University from 

schools in t h e i r own. d i s t r i c t s , 

1.2 Comments made by the o f f i c i a l s with .whom wo had 

d iscuss ions on t h i s subject implied that the 

f a c i l i t i e s avai lable to G.CoE, »A* l e v e l students 

varied widely from d i s t r i c t t o d i s t r i c t . There­

fore , i t i s thought that s e l e c t i o n s on a D i s t r i c t 

Quota System would el iminate the handicaps 

oreated by the lack of s u f f i c i e n t s a t i s f a c t o r y 

f a c i l i t i e s i n oertain a r e a s , 
i 

, , 1 0 / „ 



2. The present form of admission.on a D i s t r i c t Quota System 

2.1 Prom the working paper issued "by the University 

of Sri Lanka and the discuss ions we had with the 

Registrar of the University on the D i s t r i c t 

Quota System of admissions, we gather that 1 

2 . 1 . 1 The e l i g i b i l i t y for fol lowing various 

oourses on guide l ines l a i d down by the 

University i s decided . on the raw marks 

of the Gf.C.E. »Af Level Examination. 

2 .1 .2 The marks of the e l i g i b l e candidates are 

stlandardized subject-wise and medium-wise ' 

and the aggregates of the standardized s 

marks are then sent t o the Univers i ty . 
• • 

2.2 Allocation of p laces 

We quote from the working paper on University 

"Admissions 1975. 

" 4« "The a l l o c a t i o n of places will* be done' on 

the bas is , of the following groupd of 

oourses of study: 

1 . Medicine and Dental Surgery _ 

• x 2 , Agricul ture ,Bio logical Science and 

Veterinary Science 

; 3 , Engineering and.Applied Science-

4. Ihys ioa l Science and Bui l t Environment 

5* Arts including Law and Management Studies . 

5, The. l a t e s t f igures for the mid-year popu­

l a t i o n ava i lab le with the Department of 

Census-.and S t a t i s t i c s w i l l be used t o o a l -

curate the a l l o c a t i o n for each d i s t r i c t . ' 

'" . Thus i f d i s t r i o t A has 15$ of the t o t a l 

population of the country, 15$ p laces 

avai lable for any part icular -group of 
courses would "be a l located t o that d i s t r i c t 

• .. . . ' 
where as a d i s t r i c t with a population 

equivalent t o 6% of the t o t a l population * 

w i l l get only 6% of p laces i n that 

particular, group of studies« 

6, " The s e l e c t i o n of students from any d i s t r i c t " 

w i l l be purely on the standardized aggregate 

marks in the four subjects at the G.C.E. 

• (A.L,) Examination, provided the 'candidates 

. . . . 1 1 / . . 



, have s a t i s f i e d the minimum c r i t e r i a n 

for admission for the part icu lar course 

of study. Thus, in any d i s t r i c t , twenty 

f i v e students have s a t i s f i e d the c r i t e r i a 

ibr admission t o a part icular course of 

study, hut only f i f t e e n p laces are a l located 

t o that d i s t r i c t the f i f t e e n students for 

admission w i l l he s e l ec t ed s o l e l y on the 

order of t h e i r aggregate mrirks. 

3. Al locat ion of u n u t i l i z o d p l a o o s 

. I t i s pos s ib l e that oerta in d i s t r i c t s v / i l l 

not he able t o u t i l i z e a l l the places 

a l l oca ted for a part icular course of study 

(when a lower number of students obtain 

the minimum c r i t e r i a for admission than 

the number of p l a c e s . ) 

Al l such u n f i l l e d places w i l l bo pooled 

and re -d i s t r ibuted amongst the d i s t r i c t s 

whioh have more students (qual i fy ing for 

admission) than the number of places-

a l located on the bas i s of populat ion. 

^ 1.G. r.̂ Tt̂ .?-1; f̂aVlJi'J?i. VJJ-iikJpiLA ĴLSSPJi 
ajsajjj.on. the r a t i o of the, population 

Where a student, ffains. ac^issipn. to . the. 

Uniy.ersity by. providing fa l se , informat ion 

regarding, h i s place of o r i g i n , he xvill bo 

l i a b l e to. be dismissed from the. University, 

at any t ime, eyen.after r e g i s t r a t i o n as a 

student." 

Determination of the ..Distriot 

Onoe"again we quote from the" working paper on 

University Admission 1975* 

" 7 . Determination of the d i s t r i c t 

(a) In the case of school candidates,' success fu l 

in the G.C.E. (A.L.) Examination, the 

d i s t r i c t i n which the school i3 s i tuated 

w i l l be considered as the d i s t r i o t of 

or ig in provided that ho has had — 

( i ) a t . l e a s t three, years . s tudy in grades 

10, 11, and 12 in that d i s t r i c t : 



OR 

. ( i i ) att, l e a s t 2 years study in grades 

'10, 11 and 12 in that d i s t r i c t and 

h i s family i s permanently resident 

in the d i s t r i c t f o r . a period of 

more than 3 years• 

In the case of school candidates- who do 

not f a l l i n t o the catergory in (a) the 

d i s t r i c t i n which they had the i r major 

part of education from Grade 5 2nd above 

w i l l bo considered in determining the 

d i s t r i c t of o r i g i n . 

In the case of private dandidates, the 

school in,which they have reoeived the 

major part of their ,seoondary education- • 

including Grades 10, 11 and 12 w i l l be 

regarded as the ir d i s t r i c t of o r i g i n , ' 

THE CENTRE FROM WHICH' THEY SIT THE' 

EXAMINATION TOLL NOT BE REGARDED AS 

,THE DISTRICT OF ORIGIN. 

To ensure that the scheme is . not abused, 

i n addit ion t o the above safeguards, the 

place o f b i r t h of the candidate and the 

place of permanent res idence of the-

parents' may a l so be taken into c o n s i d D r a -

t i o n where any doubt a r i s e s as to the 

place of o r i g i n . 

In the oaso of Government Soholars the 

d i s t r i c t in whioh they received t h e i r 

'education, ( i . e . the i r p lace .of b i r t h / 

res idence)prior to rece iv ing the ' * 

scholarship w i l i be regarded as the. 

d i s t r i o t of' o r i g i n . . ( T h i s procedure w i l l 

be e f f e c t i v e u n t i l 1976 only and w i l l 

be.reviewed in 1977)• 

Since there are only, very few Muslim 
Schools with General Cer t i f i ca te of 
Education (Advanced Level) Classes in the 
i s l a n d , "provision will<.be made in the 
oase of Muslim.students t o reokon 'the 

. . . 1 3 / . * . 



area in whioh they and the parent a 

res ide as t h e i r d i s t r i o t of o r i g i n . 

(This prooedure w i l l he e f f e o t i v e until . ' 

1976 only and w i l l he reviewed i n 1977)." 

Criti'pal Comments on Admission on Dis tr ipt Quota System 

3*1 The need for s e l e c t i o n on a D i s t r io t Quota b a s i s 

' i s based on the i n e q u a l i t i e s in the' various 

faotors a f f e c t i n g the performance of a candidate 

at the 'A 1 Level examination, . 

3,1 .1 Students at termination of seoondary 

sohool education w i l l have t o varying 

. degrees *-

(a) an inherent apt i tude for t e r t i a r y 

education 

(b) an educational attainment l e v e l 

(0) leadership q u a l i t i e s . 

Perhaps the only qua l i ty that i s measurable 

even t o some extent i s the educational 

attainment l e v e l - the measuring instrument 

being the G.C.E, Advanced Level Examination. 

3.1 .2 Factors^ af feot in^ the performance of a 

• student at the GjCgE..jAMJeyel 

The fac tors a f f eo t ing the performance of 

a student at the 'A' Level may be c l a s s i f i e d 

as — 

(a) I .Q . 

(b) School 

(c) Home Environment - , 

(d) Extra curricular a c t i v i t i e s 
(e) Attitude and aptitude for learning 
Although the p o s s i b i l i t y of laying down 
parameters for quantifying these faotors 
was debated, the Sub-committee f i n a l l y 
oatoe t o the conclusion that the only factor 
for whioh even broad parameters, could be 
considered was the schoo l . However j grading 
of schools even broadly i s d i f f i c u l t . For 
example, a so o a l l e d good school may have 

a bad chemistry teaoher i n a part icu lar 
year and for that year that part icu lar 
school w i l l be bad as far as chemistry in 
conoerned. 

. . 1 4 / . . 
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3»2 The Sub-oommittee considered the Role of the 

Universi ty in the context of the development 

of the oountry* 

3.2.1 The University i s one of the Ins t i tu t ions ' 

whioh must provide the future leadership 

of the country i n important f i e l d s of 

nat ional a c t i v i t y . Accordingly, i t 

should he geared t o produce people of 

the best i n t e l l e c t for a v a r i e t y of needs. 

For example — , , . 

(a) Researoh I n s t i t u t e s 

(h) Univers i t i e s 

(o) Medical Profess ion 

(d). Engineering Profession 

(e) Teaching Profession 

( f ) Management and Administrative 

Servioes e t c , 

3.2.2 On a br i e f ana lys i s of .the immediate , 

demands made of the Univers i ty . today, 

i t i s obvious that there, should be an 

inesoapable oommitment t o eduoate the , 

bes t avai lable t a l e n t . The determination 

of e i ther the percentage or the number of 

students t o be admitted' to the University 

on a pure performance bas i s could we l l 

be based on an estimate of the number of 

f i r s t and seoond c l a s s degree holders 

that should graduate to meet' the requirements 

s p e l t out above. Allowance must of 

oourse be made for students who shine at • 
t A l l e v e l but do not perform as we l l at 

the degree examination on the one hand 

and l a t e developers on the other . 

3,3 In the - absenoe of re levant data, the oommittee 
oould not as ses s the impact of the quota system 
as i t operated in 1973 and 1974o I f the point 
at whioh students in the so oa l led b e t t e r areas 
had been shut out were made known and t h i s compared 
with the performance of those from deprived areas 
who have succeeded i n entering the Univers i ty , 
a more informed comment could have been made,' 

f t . « 

. . 1 4 / . . 
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Generally, however the oommittee was anxious 

t o support the po l i cy of L^2^^^!^B^IS^L££^. 
the deprived areas hut not at tho oost of the 

% bes t students being shut out , Tho oountry 

oannot afford t o loose t h i s oategory of studentB 

- who have a v i t a l r o l e . t o play i n nat ional 

development,i Although r a t i o s ' o f say the f i r s t 

40$ t o be on merit and the balanoe 60$ on 

D i s t r io t Quota System appeared general ly 

aooeptable, the lack of data prevented submission 

of any bas i s on whioh prec i se f igures oould be 

worked out , •. 4 

3.4 The oommittee noted with regret that the so 

o a l l e d be t ter areas a l so had schools in whioh 

the f a c i l i t i e s ava i lab le oould we l l be l e s s 

than- the f a c i l i t i e s avai lable i n the bigger 

s c h o o l s . i n the so oa l l ed deprived areas . 

Further, whi l s t the Di s tr io t Quota System g i v e s 

a degree of weightago t o the rural d i s t r i o t s 

i t oreates a ser ious handioap for the urban 

working o l a s s e s , 

3.5 The oommittee f a i l e d t o understand the need for 

c lause ( f ) in paragraph 7 of the working paper 

on University Admissions 1975* The argument 

that has been advanced in that paragraph i s that 

beoauso there are very few Muslim schools with 

G,C,E,*A* Level o l a s s e s , d i s t r i o t a l looatcd 

w i l l riot be tfee d i s t r i o t in which the student 

attends school but the d i s t r i o t . i n whioh the 

parents r e s i d e . On the one hand, i f t h i s 

conoession was applied to Sinhalese or Tamil 

ohildren from deprived areas , the whole argument 

for the D i s t r i o t Quota System would be destroyed. 

On the other hand, -this ooncessioh oan wel l 

destroy the benef i t that the soheme intended 

t o oonfer on the students of deprived areas . 

The oommittee f e l t that opening , A I l e v e l ' 

o l a s s e s i n e x i s t i n g Muslim sohools would meet 

the problem i n a be t t er way, 
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RBCOMMENDATT.CWS. " • 

1 , ' Sub ,j e o t - y i s e n5tanc^jjj^ation. 

"Subjeot-wise standardization i s a s t a t i s t i c a l l y v a l i d , 

atfademioally desirable and easily.workable method," We 

endorse t h i s statement taken from.the booklet on 

standardization* As suoh, the subjeotHrdse^standardization 

whioh i s adopted at present should oontinue, 

2# Standard! zat i oji^ean 

fhe mean of the standardization,ciirve should be f ixed 

at a more r e a l i s t i o point - maybe by taking the 

average of' raw mark mean over a few years and not at 

50$ as i t ' i s done now, 

3 , Medium-wise Standardization *• 

Ins'pite of a l l e f for t s made t o obtain oonvinoing 

• s t a t i s t i c a l data fbr the neo'essity for medium-wise 

standardizat ion, We'were unable t o get any objeotive 

proof,' Medium--wise standardization i s indefens ib le without 

\ - proof. As suoh,' we reoommend that further study on t h i s 

• subjeot , supported by oomplete s t a t i s t i c a l evidence 

i s required before resort ing t o mediuirHwise standardi— 

z a t i o n , ^ 

4 , jA1 .^Qyel Oradings 

• I f there i s a need for medium-wise'standardization at 

the univers i ty entrance,' then thi3 must a l s o be i n t r o ­

duced f o r ' ' A 1 Level grades, 

5» The f i r s t 40$ "to be purely on merit - the balanoe t o be 

on a d i s t r i o t quota be-sis provided that i-ts r a t i o i s 

suoh that the cut out gap between be t t er and- deprived 

areas be around 2-5 marks out of .the aggregate. I t i s \ 

. further recommended that i t s r a t i o be reviewed annually 

•and modified in aocordanoe with the c r i t e r i a above. 

No exoeption of the type referred t o in c lause ( f ) ' o f 

paragraph f of the xfbrking paper on University Admissions 

1975* ( o . f , page'12 above) should be made, 

6, .. The- p o s s i b i l i t y of g iv ing some, kind of extra weightage 

t o students from schools with very po.or f a c i l i t i e s , 

s p e o i a l l y in the be t ter areas l i k e Colombo and Jaffna 

be further studied and a quota be assigned t o those 

• s tudents , •> 
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CgJCLUDTJTG REI1ARKS 

1, We oonsider t h i s report to -he of an interim nature, 

neces s i ta ted by the time l i m i t imposed for submission 

of v iews , 

2 , The committee i s s t i l l hopeful that necessary data 

requested from the Ministry of Education and the 

Examinations Department would be forthcoming i n the 

near fu ture . Immediately these data are a v a i l a b l e , 

the oommittee would be p leased t o make a d e t a i l e d 

study of those data and t h e i r impl i ca t ions , 

3 , The committee noted that the pos i t i on with regard t o 

prenuniversi ty qual i fying Examination would a l t e r 

with the introduction of N.C.G.E. and H.IT.C.E. 

Examinations, 'A further review of the p o l i c y on 

standardization and D i s t r i o t Quota System would then 

beoome necessary . 

«-/sr 
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