


gtarred Question o
Mr., d. A danha b s
THE LOCAL SFLF-GOVFRVMENYT TEPT,

THE TAW (EDUCATION) DNPARTMENT
2649. Will the hon, the Minister for ’

 Rducation and the hnn.'the.&inister for Local s'f

gelf-Government be pleased to state
(a) whether representations have been reé&i}'
ved from proprietors or managers of private |
aided schools or whether Go&erﬂment have noted
resolutiorns recorded at meetings to meve them"_
with a view to equalise the. treatment of privatévg
aided schoolse with that of municipal or lecal ‘
board schools;

(b) what is the exact or approximate
extent of the difference in the trestment
of érivate aided schools on the one side
and local boaJWZ*Wunicipal schools on the
other in regard to grant-ir-alid;

(e} on what ;rounds the differential

 treatment is justified;

(d) what attenpts have been made to

remove as far as possible the differential

treatment;

(e) what conditions §3 Covernment de=-

mand for this purpese?

A.R, 8,



proceeds of the‘éducatidn_tax
the local bod}pﬂ under sec;37i
Flementary Education-Aot,'Lﬂ ‘

(2) contribution equal to

provincial funds in 1920-21 o

schools under the contrbl‘bfAt
body,undér‘the proviso to;sé@
Hay»or .
thq(ﬁl.mentary Bducation Act

(3) special subsidigps‘ﬁwv"

Aoedean to enahle ddwem to open

elementary schools.
The principles adonted ?of
mining how public
applied in aid of
(local fund@@ are

\

have been made
zfenove as far as possible the differ- (ﬁﬁlNoﬁgw
alljreatment;

e)l ﬁhat,conditions Govt. demand

r ihis-purposé &




L the Hon'ble the Minister for
on and the Hon'ble the Mini f,r

Qdai Self-Government be pleased

same treatment as that ace

\ f

tioné'reéorded at meetings to move them schools under local bpdie

5th a view to ‘equalise the treatment ter of grents-in-aid.

(b) & (c) fthe Hon'Blé

referred to rules 32 and 3

ent'ofiprivate aided schools on the) Grant-in-aid Code andjt‘e
‘e aﬁd lafal‘board and mun éipal under section 42 (zj'offt

schools on‘fhg‘othef'inAregar%bto grant-| Elementary Education Act

A1

of the locality, ti

and other faétor




SUBM TTED that two copies of this Question may be forwa







v

:'1‘-1"10 R L&)\")‘Department. :




jﬁD;

MML%A'W“°°%’JL4~PA" was forwarded to Govt. last vear by the MlSSlonarv

- MML' WAN—TAA

e
”w% dies are now pald are as follows:-

cation" prepared by the Rev. Dr. Meston, copv of,’“"

Edl. Council, ¥t was stated that local bodies recelved
‘preferential treatment in resardito grants from G¢v4
for education (particularly secondarv educatioh)ﬁﬁﬁ‘
a suggestion was made that the treatment accorded to
local bodies and private»mhnagements-in-thié'matteﬁ~
should be similar. It does it appear that any obthe

representation on this subjeet has been made'to Gov

2 Clauses (b) & (c)lyﬁingkJﬁbv
Up to the year 1906, pawment of grants to
schools under private management as well as those

under local Boards and Municipal @ouncils was gove"ned

.

by the same codet Tn the order sanctlonwwv the re-

vision of the code in that vear it was stated_as

follows:~- 5 A

"With regard to tke withdrawal of the local board
and Municipal aided schools from the oneration
of the code, the principle of this has already
been approved ~v the Govt. The code is vprimarily
intended to deal with institutions under private
management and to regulate the grant: of public
funds in aid of the private funds which maintain
these institutions; it is not adapted to determine
how publlc funds should be avplied in aid of other‘
public funds raised for educational purposes.’
Any hebp which Govt. may give to local bodies to

enable them to maintain their 'schools or to pam
their grants-in-aid vill be subsidies or allotme
outside the code, and will be determined by suc%
orders as the Govt mav from time to time issuel

@Eom that time the pr 1n01p1es on which orants
are given to schools under pr1vate'manaoement and
those under local bodies have remained different,

The prlﬂlcples on which grants in ald and sub-

cpmamgu RWMW ivga s

ayment of ofabbta to ﬁecondary schools




the cost.

c; Clauses (d) & (e) of the guestion

local bodies under the same svstem of aid. M?;Stéf1
in hi%fg%%$g§'5fJSecondary Dducation in the Presi- |

dency has recommefded that subsidies to 1oca1=bddié?é

215 §¢16thhé basis of
of the teachers : o
L e the net cost of schools except in the case of v

1

backward and poor districts. Mr.Statham's rePbrt  

is separately under consideration.

1.
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2227 Q.—Mnyr.J. A, SALDAN
be pleased to state—

. (@) whether representations have been reeelved. from prop
; ma,n'gers of private aided schools or whether Government have n
resolutions recorded at meetings to move them with a view to equali
treatment of private aided schools with that of municipal or local

7 scho 's 2

(b) what is the exact or approximate extent of the difference :m the |
treatment of private aided schools on the one side and local board and
mun1e1pal schools on the other in regard to grant-in-aid ;

_ (¢) on what grounds the differential freatment is ]uqmﬁed

(d) what attempts have been made to remove as far as possib
dlﬁerentlal treatment ; and

_ (e) what conditions Government demand for this purpose?:

A.—(a) The Government have received a representation that scbpols
under private management should receive the same treatment |
as that accorded to schools under local bodies in the matter o
grants-in-aid. :

(¢) The hon. Member is referred to rules 32 and 33 of the

Grant-in-Aid Code and the rules framed under section 42 (2)

of the Madras Elementary Eduecation Act, 1920, in regard to

grants-in-aid to secondary and elementary schools and to

section 87 of that Act as regards subsidies to local bodies for

elementary education. Subsidies to local bodies for the |
maintenance of secondary schools ave fixed after considering in
each case the financial condition of the local bodies, th 'néeds
of the locality, the funds available and other factors. s

(d) & (e) The Secondary Education Remgamza,twn Oomm ttee i
consxdermg the questlon,
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