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Pasumalal High and Training Schools - submitting te/-/.

Govermnment for approval schemes for a pumping plant and

installatien ofelectric 1ights.
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No. - 2957 D/23

Station B-a 4. iy Dated the..

Spare copies.
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From (9Tamne) Re

(@e/}iqwcwi

§o The Seer elazy fo the Sovernment of Madzas,

L a w (Bducation) Depaztment.

Siz,
In continuation of my letter R.C.No.2957 I/23
. dated 15-7-26 I have the henour‘fo. submit fer inclueien in
the 1ist of approved works maintﬁiped in pursuance of G.0.
N0.572 L.E., dated 10-5-22, The following two schemes
relating to the High and Training Schools at Pasumalai

(1) Installation of electric lights
(2) Instaliation of a pumping plent

2. I submit herewith 2 estimetes amounting te
Rs.17‘942 -and Rs.12'382 respectively for the above works.
; The
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. is satisfied that the electric installation and the pumping plent
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The Electrieklnspector vwho has inspected the works states that he,

* LAV (TDUCAT ION ) DEPARTIENT

are composed of good material and are well installed. Building —WM ) Mg
on umnalons
2o In regard to the estimate for the electric installatioen | B ‘itl A Lot Lffmnproved.m Thotuded.

the Flectrical Inspector states that the sum of Re. 985 shown as &
contingencies should be struck out as it cannot be substantiated H ¢ ; Read ia FoiTowing paperss
and the estimate accepted for Rs.16957 only. 3
4. The estimate for the 'pumping pla.nt includes a sum of
Rs.5000° for digging a well in regard to which the Gevernment have
already been addressed in my letter quoted in para 1 above. Deduct-

ing this amount from the estimate the cost of the works comes te ' 0RD I A:e Now [5}_3 Jated 3[,7/},.4;"

Re.7382 and the Ele ctrical Inspector recommends the acceptance
of this estimate. The Government sanction the inclusion, in
: the 1ist of approved works meinteined in pursuanqe

of G.0.No., 572 Taw(® uca« on);dated 10th May 1922
i m_.._;l:ﬂ,ﬂ & )‘ v ot e v PO

5. I recommend that the two works mentioned in para 1 supra

may be appreved by Gevermment at a cost of R9.16'95'7 and Rs.7,582

respectively and sanction accorded to their inclusien in the list ;4 of the “Mﬁ&k Y WM 2
of approved works. .
| B L thre L-?&J-. aand 1 OO

6. It has to be remarked that the provisions of para 5\7“‘7) ¥ - A b "M‘%
’ Qosnmmsheos ot an estimated cost of Rs.1b,4€7 while

approval does not convey any guarantee of grant,

of the Grante-in-Aid Code have not been observed. It is stated,

however, that the matter was explained in persen te the'ﬁemane!lt

Director, who was prepared to consider grant if, as i the case it will render the workgeligible for a grant under

J &
the work was preperly carried out. - the provisions of ‘:hg clear ‘Gr'z.:qzj-in -TAid Code -

o)

I have the honour to be, if and vhen funds become available, provided that
& .
211 the conditions prescribed in the code are duly

——

Sir hs
Yeou most obejj?t. servant, : Fa  compliedx Wwith. o
o '3 ke ey aaT ple
/‘ ( AU e cavlay 5

Fo¥ Director of Public Instructio; 7 e

T R 27/7 : ¥/ i
; : b v = Ao 5 o) ¥ ", ) r‘l(")"l,
a2 va ~adk Lde
/,‘ <! P r“ 7 ﬂ'/'r/

2 To the Director of public Instruction
s j (with reference to his letter ro. mb)m de.ted.i-av b S T
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