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A deputation of missionaries waited upon the

Hon'ble the Minister on Saturdqy the 6th 1nstant.'

They represented that the rule

regardlng fee in -~

secondary schools for u1rls though passed in 1920§<

has not been given effect to till now and the deci-

sion to give effect to it at once will cause hard-

ship. They t¥redre requested that for the ourre

year the grants be assessed on

the old sysfgh and

the rules passed in 1920 Be given effect to from‘

next year. The D.P.I. may be &sked to offer his

remarks on this suggestion.

They also requested that the limit of income'f

of parents flxed by the Director Sﬂp determlnlng

the ell 1b1lity of glrls for fee concessions may

st TRCHPCIS, e

be raised from:& 200 to say &5500 per year. The

D.P.I. may be asked tooffer his remarks on this

Suggestion also.
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ractiece up til1l 1920 %a* take intor

chnools fox all pupils irrespective of the wealth

OFf the parents and oompene aetion equal to an amount

of

o0 o
uLJ war

eet to

Rule

rule,

given to all gided

dvclasses

the condition that

Poverty certificate was broduced, certain modificg-

108 of the I‘;l.l?xof(o




_;tSince this rule was only publiched in August
‘? ~'92(,) it could ordinarily have effect only from the z
‘eglnning of the next year, that is to say, from

ince the grunirln-aid that are pald in

any year are based upon the financial statements of
fEE prev1ous year and since the revised rates of fees

)
should have taken effect only from July 1921 the

cherd on :
; rani—in-ald should have been only/the grants

‘whieh Qo.‘awczrded in the year 1922-23 on the basis
0‘*tpq.financial statemente of the year 1921-22.
folmbe change however was not observed by my office
Rtfpﬁ(the year 1922-23 and the old procedure of giving

o
‘;ull compensation for the entire fee income at half

fca;tions'of the@ parents or guardians was continued

had = Deputy Directress in this office.

;_Ibrly-in'the.currsnt year however ny attention
iéwn to the. practice adopted hitherto and I ordered
ham while half fees might be admitted for girls belong-

to the poor and also‘to the Tiddle claose% fees

rd rates. 4 circular was also 1 sucd by me in

st impressing on all 1n§h§ct;ng officers the
- ¢ 50 3 i il
_r strict adherence to the: rules of Governrent.
v:&w

 ssment of grants to girls schools has been
zy’slightly'modifiéd this year over the amounts

%heyireceived'last year; this wodification being

v;will*be presumed t0 have been paying

1’&gls df»fees instead of helf the standard

rates of fees.

I have done my best to temper the wind to =
the shorn lamb and I should have reported the
matter to Government: Thig poimt however escaﬁedi
the notice of my office. The Missionaries Ned ‘
very little compliintﬁin the current year in
view 'of the modified action hlcn has been taken. i'
If Government deblre to show any fulthez con-
cession I suggest that I be instructed %o continuef

for next year the same practice that has been
adopted this year in assessing grents-in-aid

leaving the full effect of the reduced assessment -

the yeers 1922-23 and 1923-24. During this period /i

over until the year 1926-27.
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f pupils accordifig to wealth hag
already been considered and Government have been
advised by me. after I consulted Dr.Mathai on «
the matter as will be seen by a reference to &
U.0. note of mine dated E;gjéuéuSt 1923 which
will be conteined in thenetes¥to ¢.0.No,1292

h September 1923, Poorer classes

Ko

were formerly those with an income OQ(RS.BCC per

annum ee—=tesP, middle classes those with an /% f
income 0fJRs.5000 ap=tem® and richer closses Kose '

with an income a;z.e Rs.éngé The present v 1

classification however is that those below

6%

i

Rs.40C per annum are classified as poor, those

kEizw with an annual income of Rs.400 and upwards ~§‘
but below Rs,.7000, ewen¥e—>be classified as middle s

%4
and those with an annual income of Rs.7000 and 7 1
&
more as rich. The deputation of Misgsionaries 15
does;nat seem to be aware of this revision. It 1

suffices for the present purpose, and so long as

4/

Rs.400 per annum I 40 not consider $hat we should
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SChOOllHO‘ of his children does not depend*upon his theoretical
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¥ /e 1ncome alone. ""hat «i's poverty imceach case has accordingly
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b been left to be datefnlned by one or ot of the certifving
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h i5- shown that the assessment of grants in the current M
year hd.S not worked any appreciable hardship on Mission %oLL' L ‘y /ﬁ, .
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