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'1698. To reduce the allotment of Rs.
 Direect grantﬂ t0 non~Gpve rmment Sbe01al Sghodls &

Haueation Reserved.

65,200 for:

the Hon'ble the Home .
(To inquire whether s ~Buropean
Member has brought the Huropeon gg;enggdguofpﬂnlesh J,

; recisely the
,g?hOGIF‘ugderhe hag 1oworeu up the 9erceﬂtageqm

Law (Education)Department
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The difference in the systaen of

grants-in-aid adopted 'for TBuropean and Indian

schools was a gubject of comment in the Legiglaw
tive Council in connection with the last budget
debatef and the D.P.F. was asked in June 1924 to

) ) y n ,
consider the question:of adopting the same rules

sin ‘bolll cases: In tonndttion with the address

presented to H.Re.the)\Governor by thé Angloe

Indian Association on 1J-u—°4)the D Bl rgkorted
; e —
gs under on the 6th Aurust 1924 :w

"I hope that the Inspector of ﬂuropea6~=;

“ ' .

achonlg’who is now engaged on:a rev1smon ogLfode
W ; :

of Regulations for Ruropean sehools ‘with a vlew
“to bring the system of grants-in-aid to Duropeg
u ; : AR

schools into line ‘with the s steﬂnf grunts ine-
Paid to Indian schools will have submitted Hint

prellmLNary report to me in about aweek",
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:& n on the 2nd October 1924 het uta1ec_1
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‘follpws:-‘ i
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; "The In%pu ctor of choois has had his
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W\"Jproposad_Ls reb;rdlng the revision of ‘the: Code of
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wi h me 13 necess V.
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"ao my best to g@ the file treated as soon as possible."
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2. It would be seen from the above that the

-

=ﬁw¢¢emNmR SR\ revision of the Code is likely to take

somerime. It may'also be stated that the question.of

‘ . - » . ln - - - .
the revision of the Grant-in-aid Code for Indian schools
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also is engeging the attention of the Director, and

- " that thds is likely to delay further the revision of
,1_" { Ed
the Code for Buvopean Schocls.
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5. The case may be circulated to.C.1. '
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