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Y | . - . addition to the present staff of 13 petmanent

Home (Edudagion) Departme

T ‘ | . i It has been ascertained for the Leglala-
tive Council coffice thmt. only 1tem('§ 8 been
admitted and the rest cisallowed.

5, The scheme for the reorgsnisation fax

. o | f)% of the superior inspedting agency provides for

2 the employment of ¢ additional 1nspectors in

inapectors‘and three temporary inspectors. The

. 1 provision of RsZO}OOO ma ® in the Budget is for = |

o : the employment of three additional inspectors
f | only for a period of six munths in the ensuing
year. No pazix portion of it is intended for

the employment of additional 1nspectom. The

Merber suggests a reduction éf» the provision by

a RsHP00 so as to make th8 appointments in the

Provincial Service. As a result of the recommen-

dations of the Public Service Commissior:) the

W ¥

Tducational Services have been recrganised om

the besis of the work to be done into two classes Vg".f

st P

neigety the Indian Educational Service and the

M.E.S. It has been recognised that posts of
j Jnspectors should be tilled by officers ot

. superior attainrents sud such posts are accordingly

= j . | . : vﬁ’) | now included in the I.E.S.(vide paras 2 and 4

I j \ﬁ_m @ of letter No.487 dated 23-4-1920 ) The AIembex’a

; W’g 1 2O suggestion that the new posts of anspecburq srkould
be createcin the M.E.S, cannot be accepted as it

o runs counter to the orders passed by the Secretary

of State for India on the récommendaticns of the

Public Services Commisasion.
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(Mr. Ramalinga Chettiyar ; Mr. Ramaswami Madal_iyai./ \'[26'1'}1_1\[/[/430&1921-.:

. “Bir, I take very strong exception to the provision made in therbud’get for inspection of

sohools in this Presidency. The Public Service Commission which quite reeently went into
the details of this ‘question state that these inspectors are to be increased by a very small
number, not more than one-third ; they should be called chief inspectors and paid a higher
salary than the inspectors, because there should be a distinction between the two. They also
suggested that each district ought to have an iuspector to look after the education in the

district. They also stated that the assistant inspectors should cease to exist the moment the

ingpector is appointed for the .district, and that the chief inspectors ought to be classed as
class (1) and other inspectors are to be classed as class (2). The district inspectors ought tc
classed as (2). They say that the-scale of salary for the chief inspector should be f1__/
Rs. 550 to Rs. 1,250, Rs. 250 to Rs 700 for other inspectors. They also state that the
atsistant inspectors, who were employed during the time, are all to be abolished as soon as the
district inspectors are appointed. We find these recommendations are not at all followed and
arrangements are proposed to the great detriment of the finances of this province. Last
year there were seven inspectors in the Indian Educational Service and six in the Provineial
Bducational Service. The salary on which the former are to be started is Rs. 400, rising up to
Rs. 1,750. That is the maximum that was fixed for-these appointments. The Provineial
Hduocational Service men are to be started on Rs. 250 and their salaries are to terminate at
Rs. 800. The differencé between the one and the other can easily be perceived. Now,
instead of having seven people from the Indian Educational Service and six from the Provincial
Educational Service, we have provided in the budget for 16 inspectors appointed from the
Indian Educational Service on the higher scale from Rs. 400 to Rs. 1,750, which, with their
travelling allowance, duty allowance, overseas allowance, etc., will probably come to a
maximum of Rs. 2,000 or more. To make such a provision for the whole Presidency with a
minimum pay of Rs. 2,000 for each district inspector is, I consider, something too extravagant

for any Government ; but still a provision like that has been made in the budget. And not -

only that, the assistant inspectors 'who are 13 in number at the time are not abolished as was
recommended by the Public Service Commission. They are to continue further, and are, I
suppose, to be placed on the Provincial Educational Service cadre. Now we have got 16 men
in our Provincial Educational Service and we are going'to get 16 men for the Indian Educa-
tional Service, and all these appointments are to be completed this year. I am objecting to
this course not because that a certain man who is recraited to the Indian Educational Service
belongs to a particular race. The question is not one of mere race at all. Only last week or so,
a number of Indians got into the Imperial Service. The question is one purely of economy or
expenditure, and not race atall. The Public Service Commission recommended that in the
Educational department the Indian element should be increased. They stated that in the
existing appointments, probably to begin with, 25 per cent ought to be given to Indians and
this percentage ought to be gradually increased. It was not their intention that this scheme
ought to be worked up by increasing the number of appointments. No doubt they thought,
8ir, that in giving effect to the recommendations more appointments should be made, but it was
not the idea of the Public Service Commission that it was by increasing the number of
appointments that the Indians ought to be provided for. Now, what has happened is the
number of appointments has been more than doubled, i.e., raised from 7 to 16, and then a fow
Indians are appointed to theso posts. That is not the way in which the service was sought to
be Indianized.

- “Now, by the arrangement proposed, the cost has become considerablo, very extravagant,
and also the assistant inspectors are not taken away. In addition to all this, we are now asked
to sanction a provision for the addition of more inspectors and inspectresses. Now we have got
three inspectresses. With regard to these inspectresses also, 1 have heard, Sir, there are some
Indian ladies who have acted as inspectresses for a considerable period of time, I think one
asgistant inspectress acted for five or six years, and/in spite of the fact that she was'competen )
hold the post, other ladies were got in and she has not found any chance of being made peri.«=
nent, and when a permanent vacancy fell in, some other lady was brought in. Again, Sir,
I heard within' the last few months that anotler lady who has put in smaller service has
superseded the claims of others who are as qualified or even better qualified.” ;

Mr. A--Ramaswamr Muopavivar :— May I know whom the “Honourabie Mgmber i8
referring to? ; :

Mr. T. A. Ramarinea CrErTivaR :—“ I am referring in the first case to Mrs, Srinivasa,
who was acting for a long time, and in the other to Miss Macleod, who has superseded
Miss Lazaras. We find quite competent people who are able to do the work quite satis-
factorily. / ~

“ I may. also mention in this connexion one other point which I mentioned last week or
week before last. For the purpose of inspection and for the purpose of doing district work, we
are appointing these inspectors and inspootresses. They have to come in contact with the
people of the district, and it is absolutely necessary that they must be people who know the

customs of those with whom they are moving and be able to converse freely and influence their:

~ notious and ideals. If people who are strangers are appointed, they will nobe able to do their
work as satisfactorily and as efficiently as others who know their customs and manners and
~understand their feelings. And it is both from the point of view of efficiency and of

economy, I submit that the provision made to give such huge salaries for inspectors and

inspectresses is quite unjustifiable and out of all proportion to what we can bear. AslI ngq :
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-already stated in another connexion, our country is a very poor country and it cannot afford to

pay even the salaries that are paid in other countries. ~We are now paying in India not only
-such salaries as are paid in other countries, but even much higher salaries,” THS

The Hon’ble 8ir LioNer Davipson :— I rise to a point of “order, which I should have

~taken at the very outset. The resolution refers to additional inspectors as well as to additional

dinspectresses, but the item in the budget refers only to additional “inspectors. My point

@) that €additional inspectresses’ should not come into the discussion at all. On page 140 of

e budget we find the side heading ¢ Appointment of an additional inspectress of schools, ’
- but the amount of Rs. 11,000 shown against it refers to the budget provision in the estimate
~for 1920-21 and the entry in the column for 192122 is blank.”

The Hon’ble the Prmstont :—“Do I understand the Honourable Member-to say that

; ‘Rs. 20,000 attacked by Mr. Ramalingam Chettiyar refers only to additional inspectors

The Hon’ble Sir Lironer, Davipsox :— That is my opinion. That is what the entries in

-the budget mean,”

The Hon’ble the Prrsipext :—“ Will the Hon’ble Member M. Ramalir;ga Chettiyar
~explain his position ? ”’ . v 2

Mr. T.-A. Ramarinesa Cnerrivar :—* The major portion of my argument was directed
-only against inspectors.” : :

. The Hon’ble the PresipENT :—‘‘ Then the Honourable Member will confine kimself to
_additional inspectors.” : ;

\

Mr. T. A. Ramavinca CHETTIVAR (continuing) :—* As I have submitted, without caring
-either for the recominendations of the Public Service Commission, or for efficiency or economy, and
without aleo considering the circumstances under which weare living and our eapacity to bear
the expenditure, this expenditure on inspection has been so extravagantly increased and is
now farther sought to be increased by this lump provision of Rs. 20,000, and I beg to submit,
Sir, that this sum should not he allowed. :

¢ What I want to press on the notice of the Counil is that I want to make this reduction
-of Rs. 5,000 by making new appointments on the lower ssale, and not on the scale provided
for in the budget.” A

Rao Bahadur A. P. PaTro :—* Sir, I am glad that the Honourable Member from Coimba-

tore has raised this important issue. I believe it is admitted on all hands that Indianization of
-edueation is absolutely essential in order that the national interests may be given greater import-
ance. Very recently we have had an article in one of the leading journals of India on national
education and supervising authorities. If we want that education -should be modern, and

-developed on national lines, there is very strong reason in favour of Indianization of education.

- It is on this principle that I beg leave to suggest that, as far as possible wherever opportunity
oceurs, that Indian inspectors to offices and Indian Hducational officers should have to. be
substituted, and their maintenance is essential on grounds of economy and efficiency. . While I

-do not diseredit the work that is being done by the European agency, I do believe and hold that
better work can be done by the same offices being held by Indians. Comparing the cost of

-education in India and the cost of education in this Presidency within the last few years, we
find that there is an enormous rise in the cost of-expenditure, and it makes one feel where we
shall stop. If we are to expand education—secondary, higher and elementary—-and if we are

-to expend so much money on inspection and supervision only, where is the room for development
s round ? Therefore, it seems to me that it is necessary to draw the attention of the department

' this important principle, viz., that, as far-as possible, Indianization of officers should be
adopted. 1t is for this purpose that I rise to speak on this matter.”

The Hon’ble Sir Lroner Davipson :— ‘I am sorry I have again to rise to a point of order.
1t is to enquire whether the whole trend of thelast speaker’s remarks is in order. He is per-
haps not aware that there is no racial qualification for appointment t6 the post of inspectors.

“The question of the Indianization of the Inspectorate, therefore, does not arise on- this motion.
As a matter of fact, the House will probably be told later on what proportion Indian inspectors
bear fo the total existing staff. There is no need for any racial feelings in this matter, and I

.am intervening at this: stage in order, if possible, to avoid side track the Council from any such

issue.” : s :
Rao Bahadur A. P. Patro (continuing) :=—* There is absolutely no suggestion of rasial feel-
ing in this question. I raise this question in the interests of my country, in the interest of
. economy, in the interest of efficiency and in the interest of national advancement and progress,
‘because Indian inspectors will be able to enter into the feelings of their countrymen.”

The Hon’ble Sir Lioser Davipsox :—“ May I rise again, Sir, to the point of order and ask
you, Sir, to give a ruling ?”’ A Graly
The Hon’ble the Presioent : — The Honourable Member is supporting the motion for the

: -reduction of Rs. 20,000 allotted under this head by a sum of Rs. 5,000. If he could show that

by the substitution of Indian agency for European agency that reduotion will be made practi=
.cable, he would be in order in raising this question. If, however, he could not show tbat that
- substitation could produce that result, then he will be wholly out of order. Now, I will give
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him an opportunity of showing how, by substituting Indianifor European 'agexioy, he oould savafl;
the amount of Rs. 5,000.” ; 3 z

Rao Bahadur A.P. Parro (continuing) :—* There would be a saving from " out. of the -
increased salaries and overseas allowances, and it requires no considerable perception to see that'

T want to show that epbnomy and saving could be effected.” ;

Mr. A, T. PaumER :—“Mr. President, ‘Sir, I have great pleasure in “supporting wha
Mzr. A. P. Patro has stated. I do not want to say anything about European inspectors, but=~
T have seen European inspeotors and I have seen Indian inspectors also.” :

The Hon’ble Sir LroNeL Davipsox :-— I am sorry, Sir, that I have to rise onee more to the

same -point of order, namely, as regards the irrelevance of the question of Indian versus -

“European. This speaker also is embarking on that issue.” '
The Hon’ble the PrestpENT :— His referénce to the question of European versus Indian

’ would be relevant only if he ‘could show that this saving of Rs. 5,000 could be brought " about -

by the substitation, If he could show that, he would be perfectly in order. So he had better

o to that point at once.” y :

Mr. A. T. PALMER (continuing) :— Thank you very much, Sir. Itis this very point I
was about to refer to. I was going to show that if we employ Indian inspéctors there would be -
asaving. 1t does not require much to say that, because we would be paying less in the matter
of allowances, overseas allowances, ete. There is no doubt there is greater discipline by
appointment of Huropean inspectors. But there is more sympathy, more fellow-feeling and.
more Indianization, if I may use that word, in employing Indian inspectors.” 3

Mr. A Ramaswans Muparnivar :— Mr. President, Sir, I beg shortly to oppose this resolu-
4ion on the main ground that this was a policy adopted by the Public Services Commission itself’
to which the mover referred and which has heen approved by the Secretary of State. I believe
that Mr. Ramalingam Chetti has overlooked some of the essential paragraphs of the Puablic
Services Commission Report. If he had read paragraph 5 to Annexure IV to the report, he
would have seen that the present policy of having an inspectorin the Indian Education Service
for each division is the very policy which had been advocated by the Public Services Commission
itself. With the permission of the House, I beg to read a few sentences from that Report. This*
is what the Public Services Commission Report says,— : § :

¢ Starting from this basis, and excluding from consideration the sabordinate service, we
are satisfied by the evidence which we received from all quarters that there are in fact two.
kinds of work-—one superior and one inferior—to be performed by educational officers, both on,
the administrative and collegiate side. On the administrative side this is particularly clear.
Here the superior work is that of general supervision and control and the inferior that of ordi-
nary inspection or teaching. For the former a highly and for the latter a less highly qualified ,
type of officer is necessary. ‘We recommend that this difference of fact be recognized and that
the administrative service be divided into an upper aund a lower class to give effect to this
decision Speaking generally, and to indicate what we have in mind, we would place
in class (1) tha Principals, and in most cases the Vice-Principals of the training colleges, the
headmasters of the specially important high schools and tbe present inspectors of divisions, but

we would call the last-named chief inspectors so as to emphasize the importance of their:

osition.’ : ey
i The report further says: ¢ We would also take the opportunity of the reorganization to
abolish the present class of additional inspectors and to create new chief inspectorships in their .
place, until ultimately there shall be at least one chief inspector to each revenue division.’

«This is in fact, Sir, the very policy which the Hon’ble the Finance Member has indicate

in his memorandum of having one chief inspector, an Indian Kducational Service officer,”
for cach revenue division. It is according to that policy provision has been made in the present

ear’s budget for three inspectors for an amount aggregating to Rs. 20,000. We are still very
short of the required number, and as each inepector of the Indian Education Service is appoint=+
ed, the assistant inspector will disappear. That is the policy which has been adopted by the
Government. At present there are 16 inspectors and the present provision provides only for-
three more inspectors, that is to say, it brings the total number to 19 inspectors of the Indian -
Bducational Service. I only wish very briefly to referto the remarks of Mr. T. A Ramalingam:
Chettiyar. At present, among the inspecting staff in the eadre of the Indian Educational Serviee

_ as a whole we have nearly 50 percent officers among the statutory Indians and the Honourable -

Members will have seen from tne Gazette notification that very recently 13 Indian gentlemen
have been promoted to the Indian Kducational Service. It has been thc‘s poliey of the Govern-
ment, nnder orders from the Secretary of Stat.e, to see as fi?l‘ as possil?le that 50 per cent of the
appointments in the Tndian Educational Service are occupied by Indian gentlemen.” ‘

Rao Babadur A. 8. Kr1saNa Rao :—<8ir, I rise to support this motion ‘T'he portion to -

which the Hon’ble Mr: Ramaswami Mudaliyar has drawn our attention requires some considera- -
tion. We are glad that, under orders from the Government of India and the Secretary of Statey .

Tndians have been promoted to the Indian Edqcatjonal Serviece. But the point v»:bich has been
raised by the Honourable Mover of this resolution is on grounds of e-onomy, regarding \vhxpll. this |
Council has been very particular from its inception. It. suggests that by reducing the provision
made in the budget. under that head it will be possible to secure persons at a c_ost',munh less tha;n_f
what has been provided for in the budget. - A reference to-the recommendations of the Public-
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Services Commission must make us pause a while before we accept them. 1f we have to-day to
regret the heavy cost of administration in the various departments, it is unfortunately due to

the recommendations of the Public Services Commission, It is not to-day in the year of grace

1921 that we are raising this protest, but it was'raised even after the recommendations were
published and widely circulated.”” My Hon’ble friend Mr. Ramalingam Chettiyar may
assured that my observations would be perfectly in order irrespective of the details which he
Qing to refer to. I am going to tell this House that merely because the Public Services
smmission recommended a certain course of action, we should not accept it. "We must view with
oconsiderable regret the increase in cost of expenditwre which has been brought about by the

7;863:

recommendations of the Public Services Commission in variousrespects. If this House is safis-

fied about that, it cannot and ought not to take a different view even with reference to their.

recommendations in this matter. Itis that aspect which I wish to plade before this Couneil.

Though this question has arisen upon a budget provision of Rs. 20,000 being the provision made
for Assistant Inspectors it raises @ very important question of principle. Though it may notbe
possible for us to eriticise and condemn the proposals made by the Commission, this Couneil
should when it has the opportunity of expressing its disapproval with some of the finaneial
provisions, avail itself of such opportunity by supporting the motion of Mr. Ramalinga Chettiyar.
With these few words I support the motion of Mx. T. A. Ramalinga Chettiyar.”

The Rev. E. M. MacpuaL :—“ Mr. President, it is difficult to say what one may or
may not say on this matter. But I do feel myself that it is quite possible to draw a distinetion
between the men who are already in service and the men who have to be recruited. If this
distinction is considered, it seems to me that it is not possible to cut down the expenditure. " It
cannot be cat down by reducing the salaries of two or three officers who are going to be appoin-
ted, I feel myself that of recent years there is a feeling that the salaries of some officers shonld
be cut down because men can be had for less and 1t is a question of supply and demand.
You can, no doubt, get heaps of people who would be happy to be appointed as Inspectors of
Schools on salaries much lower than those that are now paid, and I know there are a very
large number of people who would be happy to become Inspectors to-morrow, but are we sure
that they are well qualified to carry on the work of Inspectors ? 'What I consider to be very
important is that the man who inspects schools should have large experience. I am not going
to enter into the question of European versus Indian, and I do not care whether an Inspector is
a Buropean or an Indian. But'what I do think tobe very important is that he should know
something of education outside India. Of. course, the Honourable Member from Ganjam spoke
of nationalizing Indian education. I shouldlike to find out from him exactly what that means.

“Tf nationalizing Indian education meansto know what is being done in other countries in

connexion with education and follow them, then we may begin nationalizing education in that
way. Ido not want to suggest that we should blindly copy ‘what is followed in the West.
But I do think that in trying to improve our schools we should try to know what has been done
by other people in other countries, such as Great Britain, America and those on the continent
of BEurope. Personally, what I want to say is that every Inspector; whether Indian or
Buropean, should have a knowledge of educational progress in America and other places and
what is done there in such matters, and then deal sympathetically and intelligently with the
problems of this country. Tt is no doubt an excellent thing to talk of Indianization, but if the
man feels himself to be no better than a pupil, he cannot make any impression and will not be
nseful. What is really wanted is that he should have a high ideal and if we can get men with
high ideals then, I say they are worth the money we pay them.” , Hi

Mr. C. V. VENKATARAMANA AYYANGAR = I just wantto say a few words since th
@al question has been introduced. No attempt has besn made to show as to how the figure
7 5,000 has been arrived at. There are already 16 Inspectors, 18 permanent and 3 tempor-

“ary, and 3 Inepectresses for Girly’ Schools and if we take all the three scts together that

makes 19. - I understood Mr. Ramaswami Mudaliyar to say that there were going to be -three
additional Thspectors or 22 in all. Then apart from the old ancient history of this Royal
Commission and other things, it has been stated that 50 per cent should be Indians according
to the Secretary of State’s' orders. So thut out of 22, 11 should be Indians.  The fourth
entry on page 139 gives overseas allowances to 11 people already. That means that there
are already 11 Huropeans out of the existing 19 and there are only 8 Indians. If the 50 per
cent rule is to be enforced there will be no difficulty for the Government to say ¢ We will adopt
the 50 per cent. These addional Inspectors will be Indians,” The three temporary Inspectors
on page 139 seem to cost Rs. 14,400. I supposeall temporary officers are placed on a ‘lower
scale. If that is so, it is difficult to understand why the new Inspectors should cost Rs. 20,000.

The Hon’ble Sir Liowern Davipsoy :— May I with your permission, Sir, inform the

" Honourable Member that the provision of Rs. 20.000 includes establishment charges, travelling

allowances and various other items—not nierely the pay of the Inspectors themselves,”

Mr. C. V. VeENgATARAMANA AYYANGAR :—* There is a difference of Rs. 5,500 even after
allowing for establishment. I do not think that the cost of establishment for each Inspector
can be Rs. 2,000 a year. As we know, the establishment of these Lnspectors costs very Jittle.,
Therefore it is but reasonable to think, that the overseas allowance has -been included in this
Rs. 20,000. TIf an assurance is given that there will be no overseas allowance and that the
three Inspectors will be Indians we shall be. satisfied.” : ; :

Khban Bahadur Muuammap Usuan Samis :—“ I move that the question be now: put.”
o ;

-
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“means that in all these cases a very large majority
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¢
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as President, to adjust a debate with such a de
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. “ We are working the Standing Orders fo
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.. Government are. But Government membe
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_that questions should not be put before either the mover
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,that a debate in this House may be absolutely one-sid
.applied somewhat. indiseriminately in' this House.
prevalent in the last Council of a member of Gov

_proceedings and making a statement on

east in this sitting of the Council this is not the ca
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“ As a matter of prdctice, Sir, I suggest
has replied or before any member of

Otherwise I submit,

ed. I am sorry to see that c¢losure *is
I rogret to say that the practice which was
ernment getting up at an early s'age of the

so for T believe Mr. Ramaswami Mud

J

behalf of the Government is not being adopted. it

hasmade a statement on behalf of the Government.”

The Hon’ble Rai Bahadur K. Venkara Reppr Nayupy :—¢
against closure. I wish that the proceedings were not limited to
‘were allowed to speak. But on this question of closure there is a diso
information, certainly it is open to the Council to say so. T
‘vote a motion for closure made by an Honourable Member.”
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Members I should say a few words. So far as the President
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Personally speaking, I am
any time and that speakers
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Legislative Assembly may be followed

official member must' have a chance of
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“And that is the object with which the closure motion is
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by an overwhelming maj ority. I take it that that

of the members felt that they had had enough
at it would be ‘convenient t¢ this House gene-
e opinion not of this or of that party but of all
tage of the debate, the me
position of the Government. It will foeus the
House to know clearly what the issues are. 1 .
tbey should, instead of waiting until the closure
r to make a reply; in which case, it i8 true that

mber of the Govern- -

they run the chance of some members speaking after them, but they would be well advised not

eople have spoken on behalf of his motion that he nieed not make an
\ﬁevwill be perfectly entitled not to reply. It is no fun
: ga.ssing in the mind of the mover, whether

mouthpiece

“ The mover also may at times feel that the duebatebhas taken such a

he is waitin

ed 'that no reply is necessary; but it is the function
the debate has reached a certain stage and when he thi

gychological
gree of precis

will not agree to apply the

as had an opportunity of d

fairly early stage to show

18 are not bound to do it.

. do 8o if the Government feel at any time that in regard to any particul
interest-will be best served by allowing the discussion to go forward w

‘oin b :

he will be taking a

moment.. It is not expected of me;
lon and to watch over the proceed-
to offer his remarks at the last possible moment
dy else ready to speak after him. '
r all that they are worth and it must be re -

]

of ‘the House. He has no, authority

which he has to interpret and apply. I.
closure till the Govern-
oing 8o. It will be well
what the wishes of the
There is no obligation to
ar subject that the. publio
ithout their participating

turn and that so many
' other speech, in ‘which case
ction of the President to find out what s

g to be called on or whether he is gatis
of the President, when he considers that

nks that there is a

~ opinion in the House that the debate should be closed, to allow that con
‘ he does not do so, he will not be fulfilling his duty;
- himself in such cases by withholding the closure. e o :
-~ %1 therefore now call upon the House to say what their wishes are with
*smotion' for- closure.” - ° L ' '

The motion for closure was carried by 46 votes agéinst 30,

“. Rao Sahib U, Rama Rao demanded a poll.

 J LG

general consensus of

sensus to prevail, If
grave responsibility on*

B :

I

Q0=

14. Di

" "Inspec

13

14, Ra

.:},egar,a;'tp'.tixe, ‘
Ul e ~:15. Mr. P, Siva Rao.

. Ayes.
1. The Hon’ble Sir Lionel Davidson. 26.
e iy Mr. C. G: Todhunter. | 27,
B Khan Bahadur Muhammad | 28
~ Habib-ul-lah Sahib Baha-
i dnrx! . @ ‘ 29.
qre 0 Mr. K. Srinivasa Ayyangar. | 30.
oA Diwan Bahadur A. Subba-| 31
rayalu Reddiyar. 32.
6 A Mr. P. Ramarayaningar. < | 59.
7 £ Rai- Bahadur K. Venkata 3“}
Reddi Nayudu. 30.
8. Mr. F. J. Richards.
9. . R. G. Grieve. : 36.
10. , A. Ramaswami Mudaliyar. gg

11. ,, E. Periyanayakam.
13. R. Appaswami Nayuda.

-14. Bao Bahadur V. Appaswami Vainda,ygir.
15, Diwan Bahadur C. Arunachala Mudaliyar.

16. Rao Sahib P. C. Ethirajulu Nayudu.
17. Mr. K. P. Gopala Menon.
18, -,

19. Dr. C. Natesa Mudaliyar. ,

20, ‘Bao Bahadur A. P. Patro.
21. Mr. K. Sarabha Reddi.

- 22, ,, R. K. Shanmukham Chettiyar.
23. ,, S.T. Shanmukham Pillai.  °
24, ., N.A.V. Somasundaram Pillai. .
25. , A. Subbarayudu.

1. Bao Bahadur T. Balaji Rao Nayudu.
2. Mr. K. Gopalakrishnayya.

3. ; P.C.Mutha Chettiyar. -

4. ,, T.A. Ramalingam’ Chettiyar.

5. Rao Bahadur ‘A. Ramayya Punja.

6. Mr. A. Ranganatha Mudaliyar.

T. Sivasankaram Pillai.

it 8. Somasundaram Pillai.

9

A . : : ti | 283.
i v D Danadns (6, (Rt oisnamay anamard . Mr. Ii. Srinivasa Ayyangar.

Nayuodu. g
'10. Mr. A. Tangavelu Nayagar. .
11; Diwan Bahadur M. Ramachandra Bao.

’ 12, Mr. 8. Srinivasa Ayyangar.

'13. Diwan Bahadur M. Krishnan Nayar.

Ayyar.

ni Chettivar.| 43. :
2, & Muttkuwarasyam: Cheftiyar, . Khan Bahadur Muhammad Usman Sahib
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- 26ra MarcH 1921'_.] ,
A poll was taken with the following result : —

‘12. ,,' 8. B. Y. Ankinedu Prasad Bahadur. | 89.

40.

49,

wan Bahadur I.. A, Govindaraghava ;g

Mr. T..C. Tangavelu Pillai. =~

y»» 0. Tanikachala Chettiyar. -

Diwan Bahadur 'R. Venkataratnam
Nayudu.

Mr. W. Vijayaraghava Mudaliyar.

W M C.“Raja. ! ;

» 1u. C. Guraswami.

y R.'T. Kesavalu Pillai.

s, M. C. Madura Pillai.

Diwan Bahadur P. Kesava Pillai. j

D. Seshagiri Rao Pan-

© tulu. YRS

Mr. M. D. Devadass. -

5, A, T. Palmer.

» &. Vandanam.

Khan Sahib Muhammad Abdur Rahman
Sahib Bahadur, s y

Munshi Muhammad Abdur Rahman
Sahib Bahadur. ;

gyt

v

. Ahmad Miran Sahib Bahadur.
. Mr. A. D. M. Bavotti Sahib. .

Saiyid Muhammad Padsha Sahib.

9

Babadur.. : e

. Mr. A. M. MacDougall. i o

. Rao Bahadur 1. Namberumal Chettiyar.
. Rao Sahib P. Venkafarangayya.

. Rev. BE. M. Macphail.

Mr. R. H. Rencontre.

. Rao Bahadur A. 8. Krishna Rao Pantulu,
. Mr. P. Siva Rao.

. Sriman Biswanath Das.

. Rai Bahadur T. M. Narasimhacharlu.
. Mr. K. V. Ramachari.

. Rao Bahadur Dr. C. B. Rama Rao.

. Rao Sahib U. Rama Rao.

. Mr. K. Sadasiva Bhat.

Sriman Sasibushana Rath.

Mr. M. Suryanarayana Pantulu.

. Rao Bahadur K. 8. Venkatarama Ayydr.
. Mr. C. V. Venkataramana Ayyangar.
. Mr. 8. Arpudaswami Udaiyar.

The Raja of Ramnad. ;
Mr. K. Prabhakaran Tampan.

i : ting for, 30 voting against.
oti the c'osure of the debate was carried by 49 voting ) o
'};ﬁg glggm;fo(ﬁon eof0 M:r’l‘. A. Ramalinga Chettiyar (No. 47} to reduce by Rs. 5,000

" A poll was taken with the following resul :—

- 1. Rao Bahadur T: Balaji Rao Nayudu.
2. Mr. P. C. Muthu Chettiyar.

3. Mr. T. A. Ramalinga Chettiyar.

4. Rao Bahadur A. Ramayya Punja.

5. Mr. T. Sivasankaram Pillai.
N. A. V. Somasundaram Pillai.
A. Subbarayudu.
A. Tangavelu Nayagar. -

V. O. Vellingiri Gounder.

10. Iii,wan Bahadur M. Ramachandra Rao.

b}
»”

b3

P oo

: ‘11, My, S. Srinivasa Ayyangar.

12. Diwan Bahadur M. Krishnan Nayar.
A

N

Ayes.

A D)_.wan'Bahadur ) . N Gov;ndarajghéva 2 M OV Venkatrasids i

o Bahador A. . Krishna Rao Pantulu. | 29,

16.

" the provision of Rs. 20,000 for the appointment of an additional Tnspectress and of additional
. tors was then put to the vote and declared lost.
Mr. T. A. Ramalinga Chettiyar demanded a poll.

Sriman Biswanath Das. 4

Mr. S. Muttumanikkachari. o
Rai Bahadur T. M. Narasimhacharlu,
Mr. K. V. Ramachari,

. Rao Bahadur Dr. C.:B. Rama Rao.
. Rao Sahib U. Rama Rao.

Mr. K. Sadasiva Bhat. | : ,

Sriman Sasibhushana Rath. . W

Diwan  Bahadur: D. | Seshagiri Rao
Pantulu. SR

. Mr. R. Srinivasa Ayyangar.
§. Mr. M. Suryanarayana Pantulu.

Rao Bahadur K. S. Venkatarams Ayyar.
s» 8. Arpudaswami Udaiyar. = = * %
- A.T. Palner. it

29




Ayyangar.
Subbarayulu
_ Reddiyar. ;
- Mr P marayamngar. _
" Rai Bahadur K. Venkata Reddl'
N

Mr E.J. Rlehzrds.
" R.G.Grieve. .
A Ramaswami Mudahyar. 2
Dr. P. Subbarayan. '
Mr E. Periyanayagam. °
8, R.Y. Ankinedu Prasad
., R. Appaswami Nayudu.
Rao Bahadur V. Appaswami Vandaya:r.
" Diwan Bahadur C. Arunachala Mudaliyar.
. Rao Sahib P. C. Ethirajulu Na)'ndu. . M 2 '_ ]
Ms.\K Gopalakrishnayya. LT OA DM,
K P. Gopala Menon. - T ‘A. P. 1. Sniyid Ibrahim Rav:
LA Muthukumaraswam1 Chettlyar. . Khan Bahadur Mahammad Usman Sahib.
. Dr. 0. Natesa Mudaliyar. | 45, Mr. A. M. MacDougall. :
‘Rao Bahadur A. P. Patro. 46 Rao Bahadur T. Numb . ma;l ~‘Che
Mr. K. Sarabha Reddi. i
R. K: Shanmukham Chettiyar. . 48, Bev. E. M Maephaﬂ
' 8. T. Shenmukham Pillai. 49, Mr. R. E. Reneentre.

Thn'tv members voted for the motion and _4,9__a_¢mm.<t
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