


Minutes of the prcceedings of a Sgecial Meeting of the Council held

on Tuesday the 20th January 1925 at5 p. m. S

Present.

Khan Bahadur Mahomed Usman Sahib Babadur (President.)
Mr. R, N. Dhanapala Mudaliar.

»» P. V. Nataraja Mudaliar
Rao Bahadur O. Thanikachella Chettiar, M.LL.C.
The Hen’ble Mr. G. A, Natesan

Mr. K. Sreeramulu Naidu

» A. 0. Asirvada Nadar

5 8. Venkatachalam Chetti, M.1..C.

»» R. Madanagopal Naidu
Dr. B. S. Mallya

Abdul Hameed Khan Sahib Bahadur
Mr. V. Chakkarai Chettiar
S. A. Shaffee Muhammad Sahib Bahadur
Mr. T. Sandara Rao Naidu

- 55D, Vasu
P. Ranganatham Chetti
T. P. Meenakshisundaran

»» R Krishnadoss Lala ;
Rao Bahadur Dr. C. Nutesa Mudahar M. L, C.
Mr. K. Vyasa Rao
Rao Bahadur T. Varadarajulu Naidu
Dewan Bahadur G. Narayanaswami Chetti
Mr. T. S. Ramaswami Aiyar
Mr. A. J. Powell
-5 JoGreen
» W. H. Nurse
Mr. P. Alagasingari Naidu
Mahomed Moosa Sait Sahib Bahadur M.L.C.
Dr. Arthur Wells
Dr. S. Swaminadhan
Mr. R C. Moss
Mrs. M. . Deva Doss
Mr. T. Arumainatham Pillai
Mahomed Ibrabim Salub Bahadur
Mr. H. A. Hart
» V. G. Vasudeva Pillai
Mahomed Abdul Jabar Sahib Bahadur
Khan Bahadur Haji Hakim Malomed Abdnl Aziz Sahib Bahadur
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The Special Meeting of the Council was convened for the adoption of

the following reslutions of the Standing Commistes (Elucativn) recommended
by the Standing Committee (Taxation & Finance) with a view to introduce
compulsory Elementary Elucation in the city of Madras, in terms of the scheme

adoptsd by vhe Council at its meeting on 23th March 1924.

~ 1. Under proviso (a) to section 45 (1) of the Elementary Bducation
Act the Corporation hereby declares its readiness to levy such
taxes under section 34 as may be necessary t> mee5 the expend i-

ture involved.

2. The Corporation resolves that an education tax of I per cent om
the annual value of property be levied from Ist April 1925.

3. The Corporation hereby undertakes to continue to contribute
annually to its elementary educa‘ion fund a sum of Rs. 2,40,000

out of 1ts general revenues.

1 .The Corporation resolves to recommend to Government that Muham-
medan girls be exempted under section 48 of the Madras Elemen-
tary Hducation Act from the effect of notification under section 46
of the Act.

Mr. S. Venkatachalam Chetty suggested that the consideration of the
subject be adjourned till after the consideration by the Council of the resolution
of Mr. Thanikachellam Chesty for a reduction in ths propsrty tax by 15 per
cent. He poimted out that his object in moving for the adjournment of the
sabject was to elicit authoritative information on the question from the Commis_

sioner.

The President stated that the Standing Committee (T & F) had gone
throughthe Budget very carefully and after allotting mouey for many progressive
developments such as improvement of slums, houses for the poor and other
necessary works had found it possible to have a reducbion of 11 per cent in the

tax on property.

Rao Bahadur Dr. C. Natesa Mudaliar pointed out that on g former

occasion when the Council reduced a certain percenta ge of the property tax and

wanted to levy an education cess by similar percentagn, the Government had
refused to accept 1t and make their contvibution to the Corporation .

Dr. 8. Swaminathan pointed out that the plesent proposal was essen-

tially different as the 1 per cent was an addition. & "~.
e

Rao Bahadur T. Varadarajulu Naidu read out &. Q. No, 971—L Educa-
tiondated 16-8-1922 1efexred to by Rac Bahadar Dr. C. Natesa Mudaliar and caid
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“that the objection of the Government Would not apply to_the propasal as the Cor=
pora.’olon had pledged 10 contmbute 2,40,000 every year to the E Edncabl.QIA.EQQda.nd
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the proposcd B Lagational ééss of } per cent was to be an additional levy.

Mr. K. Vyasa Rao stated that they should cousider the scheme from
the point of view of the entire cost rather than from the point of view of +the
year to come’ that it was not advisable to restrict the scope of the scheme %o
only a particular portion of tha city; that it seemed o him that the exemption

‘was larger than the operation and that the anomaly would continue without any

reason whatever. He pointed out that the Corporation had opened more
schools than what the Government had indicated; that when the attitude of the
Government was halting what seemed to him as practicable was to defer the
question till the rate of property tax was settled and to pursue its course of 1mpar-
ting free edacation, and accordingly moved ¢ That the considsration of the subjeet
be taken up after the property rate is decided and after the house has had time
to inform itself of the financial liabilities of the Corporation in consequence of

the introduction of compulsion after the year 1926-2/.”’

Me. S. Venkatachellam Chetty seconded the motion and observed that
the house should not proceed to commit itsalf to the levy of an additional taxa-
tion for education unlsss an assurance is given t9 the house by the President or
the Commissioner or the Chairman, S. C (T & F) regarding the reduction in

taxation.

Mr T. S. Ramaswami Iyer porinted out that unless elementary ednca-

t1on was made compulsory no country could make headway 1in progress and

-appealed to the Councillors not to hesitate in launching the scheme.

Dewnn Bahadur @. Narayanaswamy Chetty further opposed the motion

-of Mr, K. Vyasa Rao.

Dr. S. Swaminathan opposed the motion of Mr. Vyasa Rao and pointed

~out that the Corporation had as far back as 1911 supported compualsory and free

~elementary education,

The Hon’ble Mr. G. A. Natesan pointed out that the Corporation had in
1911 expressed 1ts hearty and unanimous approval of the Gokhale’s Bducation
Bill and 1ts willingness to incur additional expeaditure, if necessary, for the
extension of free and compulsory elementary ed ucation within the city. He
emphasized that the only common sanse and prudential way was to launch on
compulsion step by step and opposed the motion of Mr. Vyasa Rao for adjourn_
ment.

Mr. V. G. Vasudeva Pillal as representative of the Depressed classes
supported the recommendation of the Standing Committee and opposed the

motion of Mr, Vyasa Rao for adjouranment.
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Ran Bahadur O. Thanikachella Chetby drew attention to the cost of the-
whole schen e as provided in the scheme approved by the Council and said that.
there Was no point in adjourning the subject to a later meeting but observed
that the scheme required circumspection and that the houseshould be aware that

the increase in taxation on education will not rest with the present proposal

m years to come.

At this stage Mrs. M. C. Devadoss seconded by Mr. W. H. Nurse-
moved that the subject be now put.

Mr. R. Madanagopal Nayudu appealed to Mrs. Devadoss not to press-
her motion in view of the importance of the subject. He pointed out that-
under 8ection 44 of the Act there was provision for suspending the scheme if
$he Corporation found it impossible to extend compulsion to other divisions,
He urged that the experiment in regard to the 4 divisions during 1925-26.-
should be started without delay.

Rao Bahadur Dr. C. Natesa Mudaliar pointed out that the Corporation-

should be prepared to spend any amount on education.

The motion for closure moved by Mrs. M. C. Devadoss was at this

siage put to the meeting and carried.

The preposition of Mr. K. Vyasa Rao for the adjournment of the-

subject was put to the meeting and lost.

Clauses 1 to 3 of the recommandations of the Standing Committee were

then put to the meeting one after another and declared catmed more tha,n two

e '"'ﬁ‘.v,

thirds of the number of Counclllors pr esent votiag for.

In reﬂdm to Clause 4 of the recommendahon of the Standing Committee -
the Hon’ble Mr, G. A. Natesan moved that the consuleratnon of the clause be

postponed.

This was seconded by Mr. P. Ranganatham Chetty and put to the

meeting and carried,
The Special Meeting then (6-40 P. M.) terminated.
Corporation of Madras. N MAHOMED USMAN,

} :
20th Jamuary 1925. ] President.

S. Murthy & Co., Madras.
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i_scheme gradually in the ocourse of 7 yeaas.

d1n»4 d1V1sions(d1visions Nos.24,25 26 & 27)‘

- to pass orders on the preposal of the ﬂorpOfEt

‘yeare)the bAG 8 Corporation will have to raiseA

from provl.funds will &lso corceSpondingly 1ngf'

Subject-- Levy of Education'ra_"”
M a,d r a s.l

e

i The COrporation of Madras has reso
1ntroduce free and compulsory elementags

for boys and girls(excepting Muhamnadan_ :

The Corporation proposes to give effech;wg&

the year 1925-26, compulsion will be introd'”

original papers on thse 81bject hadebeen ref

to the P.D.E ,,Madras,and,the D.P.It,Madrgs.

2.In the meanwhile it appears desirable

to levy &n educatiom tax in its jurisdiction.
From the copy of the resolution in the e f{,i
will be seen that the rorporation has decided

on the annual value of the property in 25#264
The estimated proceeds of the educ:tion tax
amount to Rs. 41,250 and én equivalent amount
peyable from H® provincial funds ander,s.B?,
the»Ely.Edn.ACt,lgzo. AS the scheme 1s extends
to other divisions in the-Bity in she succeed:

rate of education tax, and the contrigstion pa;

I also‘&ppears thet the corppfhtion~ha
reduced its general property tax by one &nd
pefkunt. In the ysar 1922 the Corporation
to lavy an education tax at three-quarter p
on properpy rentals and}at the same tfme/to

the generel property tax by a similar percent:
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) 3.0.N0.971 Law(Edn) dated the {$-8-22 the

“,Govt declined;to accord sanction tdfi&vf%bhef-

ﬁ education tax for the following reasons:-

itﬂlementary'wdacation £;=»was passed with a Eé'

« view to provide addl.facilities fo the nxpansion

“ of slementary education and every locel body § .

proposing the levy of an gducation tax is expected

to contribute from its gensral revenues the

mmount usually spent- by 1t on elementary education

‘snd to utilise the proceeds of the educetion taw
only to provide for addl.expenditure for the pur-
poses of expansion of education by opening new

*-schodls etc. 'The prOposal of the corporation

“as now submitted to Govt does not appear to ba in

“ consonance with the spirit of the Act and there fs

“ no 8xXpress undertaking on its part to continue the
pe
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usual contributlon for elementary education from
4" its gensral revenies.”

‘uk, On the present occasion however the Gofporatiéh
has agreed to contrwblte annuallJ to its 8lementary
| 8ducation fund a s of R8.2,40,000 from

its general

revenugs which is also the amoint contributed by e
I [ L X JUPY
{ for 1924-26 . Thems is therefore sanctlon being

;'acco"ded to the lavy of.an-edacgtﬂon tax-au;prOposed

| by the Corporation of Madras. In this connsction

. b 4
{dttention is sollclted to the Hon. the Chief Mingsters
iNote dated 18-7-22 at pp.26 & 27 of notes to G.0.No.

_ 4 draft order is submitted. eme 9t may be sent o
3.3.G. and Finance for arceptance.

Lo
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856 Law(&dn) dateJ 21-7-22, ; ; 426
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. READ ALSO:—
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0 No- = - Erom the-

Under Section

Blementary Ilducation

/
“

sanction the proposal of the Corporation '

of Madras to levy an educationfytax in

sanction is subject

tary Bducation fund
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a sum not less than

2. The proceeds of the education
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? bk ' s ' & B | tax, -and the gguivalent Govt. ‘contribu-
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i e e ; 1 - tion should be utilised solely foz‘"‘f't_h_;é»

‘expansion of elementary education and:

e i Lo waa i otominss S

\

e s vl o i




not be dfverﬁéd for the m

existing sehools or for raising the |-

salaries o _ : Db s ; e :
7 S e R : 4

| 7o the President, Corporation o
Madras. S

P.D.B.C., Madya
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¥ Bxr. L.F.A.¢ v | |

# o L.S.G; deptts . : T b ! _ : A / )

" Pinance deptt. - i . ; T [ : :

"  Registrar General ; : 2 : : : RS il : : i

Panchayats.
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