


RESOLUTION IX—GRANT-IN-ATD FOR SECONDARY SCHOOLS
MANAGED BY LOCAL BODIES. ;

Extract from the Proceedings of a Meeting of the Council of the Governor of
Fort St. George assembled for the purpose of making Laws and Regula-
tions under the provisions of the Acts of Parliament, 24 & 25 Viect., C.
67, 55 & 56 Viet., C, 14, and 9 Edw. 7, C. 4.

The Council met at the Council Chamber, Fort St. Greorge,at 11 A.M. on Tuesday,
the 11th day of November 1913.

PREsSENT:

His Excellency the Right Hon’ble JonN, Baron PentiaND of Lyth, P.0.,
6.C.I.E., Governor of Madras— Presiding.
The Hon’ble Sir JuuN ATKINSON, K.C.8.I.
The Hon’ble Mr. P. 8. Sivaswamr AYYAk, CS.I., C.LE.
The Hon’ble Sir HaroLD Stuart, K.0.v.0., 0.8.1.
The Hon’ble Mr. W, O. Hornr, 0.8.1.
The Hon’ble Surgeon-General W. B. Bannsruax, [LM.S., m.p., D.S0., 0.8.1.
The Hor’ble Mr. R. B. Crega.
The Hon’ble Mr. L. M. WyncH, 0.L.E.
The Hon’ble Mr. R. C. C. CARR.
The Hon’ble Mr. A. BUuITkRWORTH.
The Hon’ble Mr. N. S. Brobik.
The Hon’ble Sir ArLrrep Bournk, K.0.L.B., D.8Sc., ®.RS.
The Hon’ble Mr. H. E. CLEerk.
The Hor’ble Mr, C. R. M. SoamipT.
The Hon’ble Mr. 8. D. Prags.
The Hon’ble Mr. F. H. M. Corer (Advocate-General).
The Hon'ble Mr. H. F. W. GIirLLMAN. .
The Hon’ble Diwan Bahadur L. D. Swamigannu Prurar Avargal.
I'ne Hon’ble Mr. W. Francrs,
The Hon’ble Dr. T. M. NAvaAR.
The Hon’ble Mr. T. V. SESHAGIRI AYYAR.
The Hon’ble Rao Bahadur B. NARASIMHESWARA SArMA Garu.
The Hon’ble Rao Bahadur M. RAMAcHANDRA Rao PanTunu Garu
The Hon’ble Mr. A. 8. Krisana Rao Panrturu.
The Hon’ble Mr. P. Kxsava PILLAL
The Hon’ble Rao Bahadur A. SuBBARAYALU REDDIYAR Avargal.
The Hon’ble Mr. B. V. NARASIMHA AYYAR.
The Hon’ble Mr. K. P. Raman MENoN.
The Hon’ble Mr. C. V. S. Narasimua Rajv.
The Hon’ble Mr. K. CHIDAMBARANATHA MUDALIYAR. ¢
The Hon’ble Mr. V. KuNHIRAMAN NAYANAR.
The Hon’ble Shifa-ul-Mulk T. ZaIN-vL-aBIpIN Sanie Bahadur.,
The Hon’ble Mr. R. M. SavEGE.
The Hon’ble Mr. E. F. BarBEg.
The Hon’ble Sir Franois Spring, K.C.LE.
The Hon’ble Khan Bahadur Has1 Ismarr Sarr Sanis Bahadur.
¢ The Hon’ble Mr. V. S. SRINIVASA SASTRI.
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2 Grant-in-aid for secondary schools managed by local bodies.

(Mr. Srinivasa Sastri.)

GRANT-IN-AID FOR SECONDARY SCHOOLS MANAGED BY
LOCAL BODIES.

The Hon’ble Mr. V. S. Srinivasa Sastrr:—¢“ I beg leave to withdraw the
resolution which stands in my name, as regards the grant-in-aid for secondary
schools managed by local bodies; and in doing so, shall make a very short
statement. 1t was my object that the secondary sehools managed by local boards and
municipalities should get from Government a regular assignment year after year for
their maintenance and especially for the improvement of the salaries of the teachers
employed under them. For some years they have received no grant for this purpose,
because in 1907, when the Grant-in-Aid Code was revised, municipal and board schools
wore removed from its operation. I am, however, gratified to learn from the
Honourable the Director of Public Instruction that during the current year a sum of
Rs. 94,000 has been sanctioned for the benefit of the staffs of these schools. As I
only desire that money should be put into these schools for the improvement of their
stafts, I do not propose to make any distinction between aid through the Code and
otherwise. So long as they are assisted, I think it does not matter whether the Code
includes them or excludes them. For various reasons it is considered by Government
that they should be outside the Code. I do not want to press the resolution and
I withdraw it. I beg to express my great satisfaction that the schools have got close
upon one lakh of rupees and I am given to understand that this sum may be
increased iv the future.”

With the permission of His Excellency the President, the Honourable Member
then withdrew the resolution which was as follows :— ' ‘

IX. This Council recommends to the Governor in Council that secondary
schools managed by district and municipal boards, except those of which the
net cost is met wholly from Provincial revenues, be re-admitted to the
benefits of the Grant-in-Aid Code of the Madras Educational Department.

» #* * * »*

W. FRANCIS,
Ag. Beeretary to Government, Legislative L ept.

MADEAS : PRINTRD BY THE SUPERINTENDENT, GOVERNMENT PRRSS.
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WIV. This Counoedl recounbends to the
governor in Couneil taat secondary schools
nanaged by District aund Municlipel Boards,
except those of whicli the net cost 1is met
wholly from Provincial revenues; be re-
adnitted to the benefits of the (rant-in-
ald Code of the juadras Bducabtional Depart-
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Resolution on matters of General Public

Interest.

.,1bv

The Hon'ble Mr. V.S, Srinivasa Sastriar.
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(ii) that the grant given to board sechools with the fourth standard frequently

amounted to the total net cost of the entire school, though the board was under the

o Code responsible for the maintenance of

Page 3 ibid. schools up to the third standard, in conse-

quence of which many board schools came to be entirely supported by Provinecial

funds and ‘ had even been a source of profit to the boards at the expense of
Provineial funds; ”” and

(iii) that it was also necessary to simplify the system of aid by removing
from the scope of the Code aid to other publse funds.

3. The Government agreed with the Director that the application of the Grant-

- in-Aid Code to schools under the direct

Pagﬂ%ergpﬁ)tg Xf r(i}l.%ogo. 235, Educational, management of local bodies was an
= id: pamgraphpII iy .page R SR T anomaly and that to apply all' the rules ya
G.0. No. 958 ™ dueational, " dated. 19th the que to these schools in order "
April 1905, determiue the exact amount the Govern-

ment should contribute was quite un-

necessary. They directed that such schools might be taken out of the operation of

the Code and that the aid which the local bodies might stand in need of on aceount

of those schools should be given to them in the shape of additional subsidy. Aceord-

ingly local fund and municipal schools were excluded from the revised Grant-in-Aid

Code submitted to Government by the Director in December 1905, The Government

approved of this proposal and in doing so observed as follows :—

“ The Code is primarily intended to deal with institutions l;mde}xl' private manage-

o ; ‘“ ment and to regulate the grant of public

Pagz;tggspzhlsz Moafy Gl‘ri)(())é,No. 356, Educational, funds iF aid of the p.riva.te funds I;vhh:h

“ maintain these institutions; itis not

“adapted to determive how public funds should be applied in aid of other public funds

“raised for educational purposes. Any help which Government may give to local
“ bodies to enable them to maintain their schools or to pay their grants 1 aid wil] be

¢ gubsidies or allotments outside the Code and will be determined by such orders

“ as the Government may from fime to time issue” —vide paragraph 7 of G.O.
No. 356, Educational, dated 21st May 1906, :

4. The Additional Member now proposes that secondary schools under local
bodies should be brought under the Code. The main object of the resolution presuma-
bly is to secure a larger measure of aid from Provincial funds for these institutions.
The total expenditure from Provineial con-
tributionsto board* secondary schools from
1906-07 to 1911-12 is given below :-

* Including municipal schools.

; RS,
1906-07 e SO A R S TR e
1907-(8 - Reart e e CRRE R L
1908-09 Tkt FEELL G Al R s o e
1909-10 L oW R T S e S e :
1910-11 v s gt T S e SR
1911-12 e e . R RS IR s e T

A comparison of these figures with the corresponding figures + for 1905-06

Y ras prnciey and earlier years will be of little use in-

RS. asmuch as the eclassification of schools
1902<08° .. .. .. 43,828 has been completely altered since 1906
1903-04 .. .. .. :5’953 many schools which were classed as secon-
1904-05 .. v ee B4 dary previous to that year, having since
OB L e B0 J P

become * elementary.” From the first set
of figures it will be seen that the expenditure from Provincial funds on board secondary
schools has been gradually on the increase and it is therefore not likely that the
institutions have suffered by their exclusion from the Code. The criterion for aid
under the present system in respect of secondary schools under local b'o‘dles is the
ability of those bodies to meet the charges on account of institutions. The Govern-
ment are already meeting the net cost of the maintenance of the secondary schools

B Orders in respect of others have been in

f long prior to the alteration of the
00;32 (Gg.O}. No. 451, Educational, dated
926th June 1906 ; G.0. No. 468 M., dated
5th March 1907.)

.at the Anantapur, Bellary, Kurnool, Cuddapah and Ootacamund municipalities and at

Chittoor which is under the district board.
Of these the cases* of Anantapur and
Cuddapah furnish illustrations of the
policy pursued by Government since the
exclusion of the schools from the Grant-in-
Aid Code. It may be pointed out that the

The order dealing with the case of Ananta- | bringing of these ~chools under the Code

pur (G.0. No. 451, Kduecational, dated Z26th

June 1906) shows that besides undertaking to

ay the net cost, Government expressly called
or proposals to place the school on a “ really

_efficient footing.”

L. DavicsoN—27-3-]3.
Vide article 32 of the Grant-in-Aid Code.

wiil not be an uninixed good. Under the
present system Government contribution

! may be given towards the maintenanee of
| these institutions without compelling the
| local bodies to provide a portion of the cost;

however, should they wewe brought under
the Code, such a contribution would be a
necessary condition of Government aid.

5. The total number of secondary schools at the close of 1911-12 was 23 + under

4 Column 16 of General Municipal Review,
statement V1IL.

+ Column 13 of statement XXI of General
Local Fund Review.

the management of municipalities and 70 +
under local boards. From column 21 of
statement VIII appeuded to the General
Municipal Review for 1911-12 it appears
that in the case of almost all the municipal
schools where the net cost of maintenance

cational, dated 2nd February 1911.

ing Provincial contributions) is high, the entire net charge is borne by Govern-
S::ﬁldlilf tﬁzoremainiug cases the IZet.o‘utlay 18 not appreciable and probably therefore
within the competence of the municipalities to meet. It may also be observed that in the
distribution of special grants of 1'70 and 2 }akhs sanctioned for equipment of secondgry
hools in 1911-12, and 191213, respectively, schools under local hodies also partici-
ot pated. In the memorandum submitted by

\G.0. No, 308, Edncational, dated 23rd May the Director showing the outline of the

1911. policy to be pursued n the distribution of
the Imperial grant for educational objects

:3.0. No. 261, Educational, dated 20th March  ganotioned for 191814 it ' has been

1912, proposed to distribute a portion of the
recurring grant of 1:35 lakhs for secondary schools to such schools which are under the
management of local boards and municipal couneils,

. ent in respect of the maintenance of secondary schools by
The policy of Governm 5 local bodies is that they should not be

\f. Memorandum No. 802, Local and Muniei- gilowed to undertake expenditure on such

pal, dated 3rd April 1905. mstitutions to the detriment of elementar

education which is their prirﬁary concern. The Royal Commisgion on Decentralization

laid down the principle that rural boards

COf. items 11 and 21 on pages 9 and 6 obf G.0. and municipalities should have no concern
No. 59, Educational, dated 2nd February with secondary education, the matatensncs

o AL ; of high schools where teaching is given
ndia’s letter on page 3 of G.0. in English being a direct charge on

Paﬁaog.rggt’l 5E?1fu§ational, dated gnﬁ February  Government. Though the Govexjgnment
1911. of India were unwilling to accept this
recommendation this Government considered it very desirable. They stated that
: secondary schools under the management

Paragraph 5 of letter to India No. 60, Edu- ¢ 1o¢al boards and muni cipalities “ suffer

“ from the disadvantages of dual control

“ and that it would be in the best interests of education if Government made it their

« aim gradually to take them over and to place them under the undivided and

expert
“ gontrol of the Education Department.” As a matter of fact the Director a

ctually

submitted to Government in October 1909 the suggestion to take over such schools

under the mapagement of Government and in paragraph 2 of G.0. No. 86,
Educational, dated 21st February 1910, proposals in this regard were called for by

Government. 'Lhe matter is however held under abeyance pending the final settle-

ment of the model school scheme. In connection with the programme of educational
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xpendlture in the Presulency for t;he‘
that he cdntemg‘;ated suggesting that all seuon&l

10 Pa e 3 of notes with G.0. No. 1012, Edu-
eatmnal ‘dated 16th Novamber 191& '

tary aducatxon has ye; . o
- 6. The reaolutmn now pr0poeed can be f‘ p})owd on tlm fo uvgmg ;rqp
(a) That grants-inmd " as smeh are netmeant for sohoola und

(b) that though excluded from the Code, Board neanndary bédﬁ rm.

of md from Provincial funds in another form ; and

(e) that local bodies should not be encou
seeondm-y education to the detriment of elementary ec u
concern and for‘WdeveIopment of which ther wampla seo fm thearén

amounting to Rs.”,zoo have been sa,no_tioned“

trol of local boards and municipal councils.

2 Rs.
(1) Extension of the Board High G.0.789 Edle
gchool buildings at Tiruvalur. 31,000 / 23-8-1913,
(2) For library and furniture of
the municipal secondary gschool G.0.742 Edl.
at Vizianagram. 1,200/ 1281910,
(3) Lump contribution for the "
: maintenance of the Board Second- G.0:1076 L
ary school at Porto-Novo. 5,000 7/ 26-6=-1913,
: AVRPEITTRT
WNOom | ABROTIER

gince the above note was written, grants

+

mw _______

impmVement of secondary schools under the con- i

In the case of itemf (1) “ the amount‘
representy the total cost. If grants should be
paid under the Grant-ineaid C-ode Hhe school® would
ordinarily get bRsBszaneRru®.only half these
a.mount,,. As the resolution relates only to --
gecondary schools, no mention has been made of
the la,r'ge grants ganctioned or proposed to ’be
ganctioned for the mun;cipa.l colleges at Salem,
Palghat and Tellicherry. As regards recurrig
charges it is proposed to distribute a sum or

Re.78,413 among local boards and municipal coun-

cils for _incrga.sing the pay of teachers in the.

gecondary ‘schools under their management.

‘ Il' t
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' ‘Mofsv‘l,-c;ha ter IT pe e‘2 of the Grant-in-
~ Aid Code, 1885, s ol

Evvucartionar, DEpARTMRNT.

NOTES CONNECTED WITH RESOLUTION ON MATTERS O
GENERAL PUBLIC INTEREST. :

' [SusyreT.— Resolution which the Hon’ble Mr. V. 8. Srinivasa Sastri proposes to me-at

the meeting of the Legislative Council on the 11th November 1913 regarding
grant-in-ad for secondary schools mana jed by local bodies. |

¥V This Council recommends to the Governor in Council that secondary
schools managed by District and Municipal ﬂoards, except those of which the
net cost is met wholly from Provincial revenues, be re-admitted to the benefits
of the Grant-in-Aid Code of the h!adras Educational Department."?

The same additional member proposed to move an almost similar resolution at

. the meeting of the legislative Council

Page 11 of G.O. No. 602, Educational, dated held in AP%ﬂ 1918. but %t was withdrawn
27th June 1913. 3

with the permission of the Pres.dent.
The only difference between the two resolutions is that in the present one the schools

the net cost of which is already borne by Government are left out. The notes

~ prepared in connection with that resolution are reproduced below :—

The Hon’ble Mr. V. S. SriNIvAsA SASTRI :—

¢20. That this Council recommends to the Governor in Council that secondary institutions

‘“ managed by municipalities and local boards be admitted to the benefits of the Grant-in-Aid
¢ Code of *he Madras Educational Department.” ;

The system of grants-in-aid iy primarily intended to encourage and assist private

agencies at work in education. In their despatch of 1854 the Court of Directors
explained the system as follows :— :

“ Aid will be given (so fur as the requirements of each particular district, as oom;;ined
with others, and funds at the disposal of Government, may render it possible) to all schoo
which impart a good secular education, provided that they are under adequate local manage-

- ment (by the term *“local management,” we understand one or more persons, such as private
__patrons, voluntary subscribers, or the trustees of endowments, who will undertake the general

superintendence of the school, and be answerable for its permanence for some given time) ; and
provided also that their managers consent that the schools shall be subject to Government ins
tion, and agree to any conditions which may be laid down for the regulation of such grants.”
The system of grants-in-aid in this Presidency, which as pointed out above
originally applied to schools under private management, was, however, subsequently

- extended to sehools under public management, viz., municipal and local board schools,

The circumstances under which this extension of the system was effected are not
% TRl R clear. Even as early as 1885 the Code
appears to have admitted local board

; ' -. schools to aid under the salary grant
system. Gradually the institutions of local bodies seem to have been admitted to

~other forms of grants also. Please compare paragraph 255 of the Publie Instruction

Report of 1882-89 in which year the Code was amended so as to induce local boards

“ 10 apply for aid from Provincial funds with a view to the erection of suitable houses
or sheds for their primary schools.” :



e

_—

2. In 1905 the whole question of the system of aid came up under consideration.
In that connection the Director of Public Instruction pointed out— < A%

(i) that it was anomalous that local bodies' who stood in the relation of

‘ controlling agencies in regard to private

Pages 2 aud 3 of G.O. No. 255, Educational, bodies should be themselves treated as

dated 19th April 1905. private agencies in so far as they received
aid under the Code ;

(ii) that the grant given to board schools with the fourth standard frequently
amounted to the total net cost of the entire school, though the board was under the
o ('ode responsible for the maintenance
Page 3 ibid. schools u% to the third standard, in cons?j
quence of wkich many board schools came to be entirely supported by Provincial
funds and “ had even been a source of profit to the boards at the expense of
Provineial funds ; ”” and

(111) that it was also necessary to simplify the system of aid by removing
from the scope of the Code aid to other public funds.

3. The Government agreed with the Director that the application of the G rant-

¢ in-Aid Code to schools under the direot
P “5357%%& A’f ?1(!)90N0 255, Educational, management of local bodies was an
ated pri . .
anomaly and that to apply all
Vide paragraph Il on page 8 of note with y Dply althbriles in

X , . the Code to these schools in order to
%8)5 No. 255, Educational, dated 19th April determine the exact amount the Govern.

ment should contribute was quite un-
necessary. ‘They directed that such schools might be taken out of the operation of
the Code and that the aid which the loeal bodies might stand in need of on aceount
of those schools should be given to them in the shape of additional subsidy. Aceord-
ingly local fund and municipal sehools were excluded from the revised Grant-in-Aid
Code submitted to Government by the Director in December 1905. The Government
approved of this proposal and in doing so observed as follows : —

“The Code is primarily intended to deal with institutions under private management
and to regulate the grant of public funds ir
aid of the private funds which waintain these
inskitutions ; it is not adopted to determine how

public funds should be applied in aid of other public funds raised for educational purposes.

Any help which Government may give to local bodies to enable them to maiutain their schools .

or to pay their grants in aid will be subsidies or allotmfmts outglde ghe Code and will be deter-

mined by such orders as the Government may from time to time issue ”—uvide paragraph 7 of
*6.0. No. 356, Educational, dated 21st May 1906,

4, The Additional Member now proposes that secondary schools under local
bodies should be brought under the Code. The main. objeat of the resolution pre-
sumably is to secure a larger measure of aid from Provineial funds for these iustitu-

! tions. The total expenditure from Provinecial
contributions to board * secondary schools
from 1906-07 to 191112 is given below:—

“

Paragraph 7 of G.0. No. 356, Eduoational, dated 21st
May 1906.

? Including municipal schools,

RS,

1906-07 ik s i e ; 5 L S B
1907-08 4 s e &) 0 et b ot L OR
1908-09 25 o i L @ . % o 16,980
‘ 1909-10 % o b e i _ i .. 22998
1910-11 R RO o o o i 2 .. 18,042
1911-12 i o 4 ke Wt = or i Rat

A comparison on these figures with the corresponding figures ¢ for 1905-06
t Year. Shisu and earlier years will be o_t little use 1in-
RS. asmuch as the classification of schools

1902-03 .. .. .. 43826 has been completely altered since 1906—
1903-04 .. s e 45,979 many schools which were classed as secon-
1904-05 .. .o 48484

dary previous to that year, having since
become ** elementary.” From the first set
of figures it will be seen that the expenditure from Provincial funds on board secondary
schools has been gradually on the increase and it is therefore not likely that the-

e el

§
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institﬁtions have suffered by their exclusion from the Code. The eriterion for aid
under the present system in respect of secondary schools upde}' local bodies is the
ability of those bodies to meet the charges on account of institutions. The Govern-

ment are already meeting the net cost of the maintenance of the secondary schools . /

at the Anantapur, Bellary, Kurnool, Cuddapah and Ootacamund municipalities and at

* Orders in respect of others have been in
force long prior to the alteration of the
Code (G.0. No. 451, Educational, dated
26th June 1906 ; G.0. No. 468 M., dated
5th March 1907.)

The order dealing with the case of Ananta-
ur (G.0. No. 451, Educaticnal, dated 26th
une 1906) shows that besides undertaking to

pay the net cost, Government expressly called
?or proposals to Place the school on a * really

efficient footing.’
L. Davipson—27-3-13.

Pl arsicld 39 of the Grantein:Aid Code,

Chittoor which is under the district board.

Of these the cases * of Anantapur and |

Cuddapah furnish illustrations of the
policy pursued by Government since the
exclusion of the schools from the Grant-in-
Aid Code. It may be pointed out that the
bringing of these schools under the Code
will not be an unmixed good. Under the
present system Government contribution
may be given towards the maintenance of
these institutions without compelling the
local bodies to provide a portion of the cost;
however, should they be brought under
the Code, such a contribution would be a
necessary condition of Government aid.

5. The total number of secondary schools at the elose of 1911-12 was 3 + under

t Column 16 of General Municipal Review.
statement VIIL

¥ Column 13 of of statement XXI of General
Local Fund Review.

the management of municipalities and 70+
under local boards. From column 21 of
statement VIII appended to the General
Municipal Review for 1911-12 it appears
that in the case of almost all the municipal
schools where the net cost of maintenance

(excluding Provincial contributions) is high, the entire net charge is borne by (2overn-
ment. Inthe remaining cases the net outlay is not appreciable and probably therefore
within the competence of the municipalities to meet. It nay alsobe observed thatinthe
distribution of special grants of 1:70 and 2 lakhs sanctioned for equipment of secondary
schools in 1911-12, and 1912-13, respectively, schools under local bodies also partici-

G.0. No. 308, Educational, dated 23rd May
1911.

G.0. No. 261, Educational, dated 20th March-
1912.

pated. In the memorandum submitted by
the Director showing the outline of the
policy to be pursued in the distribution of
the Imperial grant for educational objects
sanctioned for 1913-14 it has been
proposed to distribute a portion of the

recurring grant of 1:35 lakhs for secondary schools to such schools which are under
the management of local boards and municipai eouncils. )

The policy of Government in respect of the maintenance of secondary schools by

Cf. Memorandum No. 802, Local and Muniei
pal, dated 8rd April 1905. :

edueation which is their primary concern.

Cf. items 11 and 21 on pages 5 and 6 of G.O.
No. 59, Hducational, dated 2nd February
1011,

Paragraph b of India’s letter on page 8 of GO,
No. 59, Educational, dated 2nd February
1911, ; :

local bodies is that they should not be
allowed to undertake expenditure onsuch
institutions to the detriment of elementary
The Royal Commission on Decentralization
laid down the prineiple that rural hoards
and municipalities should have no concern
with secondary edueation, the maintenance
of high schools where teaching is given
in English being a direct charge on
Government. Though the Government
of India were unwilling to accept this

recommendation this Government considered it very desirable. They stated that

Paragraph 5 of letter to (ndia No. 60, Kdu-
cational, dated 2nd February 1911,

@ apd that it would be in the best interests of education if
“ aimggradually to take them over and to place  them under the undivid

¢ control of the Education Department,”
submitted to Government in Qctober 190

secondary schools under the management
of local boards and municipalities ** suffer
“from the dig%ntages of dual control
Government made it their

: ed and expert
As a matier of fact the Director actually

9 the suggestion to take over such schools

N
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t of Government and in para.grapﬁ 2 of G.O. No. 86,
%ﬁiZ;titg:almgzggde?f; February 1910, proposals in this regard were called for by
Govern’ment’. The matter is however held under abeyance pending the final settle-

ment of the model school scheme. In connection with the programme of educational

i ; Presi » the next three years, the Director again intimated
A t&iaﬁrsslde:sgng;lfat all secondar}'y institutions for boys managed by
ok A i local bodies be provincialized, the
elementary Government girls’ schools
being made over to _them in tarn. It can
hardly be stated that anything like the maximum requirements in respect of element-
ary education has yet been provided for in any of the local areas. :

ith G du-
Page 8 of mnotes with G.0. No. 1012, E
acgationa,l, dated 16th November 1912.

6. The resolution now proposed can be opposéd on the following grounds :—
: (a) That “ grants-in-aid ”’ as such are not meant for schools under local bodies ;

(b) that though excluded from the Code, Board secondary schools are in
receipt of aid from Provincial funds in another form ; and

1 ) their funds on

t local bodies should not be encouraged to devote fung
condag'? :«lilzcatioon to the detriment of elementary 9dueatlon which is thelr_pnma_ry
(sz(ce)ncern and for the development of which there is ample scope for their entire

energy.
C. RAMANUJACHARI-—2T7-3~13.

i i uite certain that board and municipal secondary schools are
ecux}ita,:'?in fstz}rnlr)lgt,te% off under the present system of subsidies th&(iir_l if q111g1ble for
Essistance only in aceordance with the Grant-in-Aid .Code. The Ad 1thona Member
may have been misled by a comparison of statistics such as 1s made a‘at page 2
supra, the inferences drawn being fallacious owing to changes in nomenclature, as

the office-note points out. |
9. Taking local boards and municipalities together, their expenditure on secondary
4 o

education is of course much less than the educational subsidies they receive from

) ver purpose those subsidies are given, it is consequently the
gc;ge&geétgveri z;“e:]Vth?;g ifecgly,p ¥ ot di'rect.ly, bear the entire net cost of boa_rd
and municipal secondary schools, If local bodies were compelled completely to dis-
charge their responsibility for elementary education, they would have 1o funds left
over to spend on secondary schools which are not completely self-supporting.

T neral trend of policy ip this Presidenc.y.has hlthﬂ!:(‘() been towards pro-
vineizl'izgt?ge s;geiondary schoolspunder boards and municipal councils, The acceptance
of this resolution would be a retrogade measure in the opposite direction, and apart
from that general consideration it is not Ilke[y that .the Additional Member will be
able to show cause for a revoeation of the action delxperately taken 1n _190-5‘—06 for
the exclusion of these classes of schools from the. purview of the Grant-in-Aid Code.

The resolution must, I submit, be directly opposed.
L. Davipson—28-8-18.

Since the above note was written, grants amounting to Rs. 87,200 have been
sanctioned for the following purposes intended for the improvement of secondary
schools under the control of local boards and municipal couneils :—

RS.

(1) Exténsion of the Board high school buildings 81,000 G.0. No 789, Educa-
at Tiruvalar. tional, dated 23rd
August 1913,
(2) For library and furniture of the municipal 1,200 &.0. No. 742, Educa-
secondary school at Vizianagram, tional, dated 12th
August 1913, &
(8) Lump contribution for the maintenance of 5,000 G.O. No. 1076 L.,
the Board secondary school at Porto Novo. dated 26th June
1913- R » G

1z

b

In the case of item (1) the amount represents the total_ cost. If grants should

be paid under the Grant-in-Aid Code the school would ordinarily get only half the
amount. As the resolution relates only

B8 to secondary schools, no mention has

* Salem SWCcemd pl o us ?g’ggg been made of the * large grants sanctioned
gg}ﬁgﬁ‘:ny e PR B 40,000 ©Or proposed to be sanctioned for the

municipal colleges at Salem, Palghat
and Tellicherry.  As regards recurring charges it is proposed to distribute a sum of

Rs. 78,413 among local boards and municipal councils for increasing the pay of
teachers in the secondary schools under their management.

B. GorarAcHARI—31-10-~13,
C. RaMANUIACHARI—31-10-13.

His Ezcellency the Governor—
~ The resolution may be opposed and Sir A. Bourne be asked to take charge of it.

W. Francis—1-~11-13.

7%%\'5 o

4

The arguments here presented are not to my mind conclusive : and I should like
to discuss the subject first with the Director of Public Instruction.

The ‘mover’s object, I do not know. It may not be solely to obtain a larger
measure of aid from Provincial funds for these schools, though that cannot be con-

demned on its merits : it may be to secure a more regular income upon which the locul

authorities can surely reckon and base their educational administration. But I
should like to discuss, as I have said :

P[ENTLAND ]—1-11-15.
To the Director of Public Instruction u.o.

W. FranNcis--3-11-18.

Orrice or tHe DirEcTOR OF Pusric INsTRUOTION.

Discussed with His Excellenoy who agrees that the attitude to be taken up

depends to a large extent upon the disposal of the proposals to subsidise local bodies
to enable them to improve their secondary schools. .

I await further : instructions. If

these proposals are * approved I am to
oppose the resolution.

A. G. BourNg—5-11-13.

* Banctioned in G.O. No. 1007, Eduoational,
dated 5th November 1913,

-Seen.
W. Franors—5-11-13.
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