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2 2. With reference to G.0.No. 1476 Mis. Law.(Edn)

department dated 25-8-25, I have the honour to state that the information

given by the Director of Public Instruction regarding the expenditure

on the main building appears wrong a.%d the following is the correct

-\

=}
5J

&“%

information. %ﬂ_ 13,3275 |

(@) The cost of the site purchams Rs 4635 g-the cost of construdkedl
Rs 13393, There was only a donation of Rs 7000/- when the building was
commenced-ana brought to completion, W this and the amount of
grant by the Government from the total of the above two expenditure, the
net sum met from the Municipal funds was Rs 6628/~ and not 18628 as reported '

by the Director of Public Instruction, In para 4 of the Director's
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but this is not the case. It was only a little dver 1/3

[3) Regarding the additional building_the cost came up to Rs 10726/~

Deducting the sale proceeds of the building gifted by the father of

the donor for the main buildlng for school purposes
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¢ 6 was ks 5726 and fiot ks 1255488 réported bysbhes B:Lz'actor of Public
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Instruetion on this building.
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was therefore Rs 12504/« axdtiis~wpeJret  Sx0mAnadciral Rendent -
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The remarks of the Director of Public Instruction that he found

The total amount met £rom Municipal funds on the above two
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no case for increasing the grant are baseless. The site and the
construction of a school building were already approved by the

Goyernment and as the main building was found insufficient, it was

i? only extended.I do not see any rule under which the departmental

sanction was necessary in cases ¢f extensions, Even granting that

ST

l 1t was necessary,the Government should not take advantage of the
techinical omission to obtain the previous sanction but should view
v

sympathetically and make & suitable grant towsrds the constructions

In the inspection reports of the school the Educational Officer had °

e have the honour to be,
Sir

j
f Your most obedient servant

y

CHATIRMANTN.

F ‘ e

:

the net expenditure

J I "
Sl e (7%
e AN, B EAN {i&ﬁ)

| remarked that the management should provide for additional aceommodation
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The fngurea as grven by the NP, I. end th@*

»uncll are snown telow in tabul ar form

AP L 5. figures Council's figures, s b a2z, L

374 JDonations 12,000 — : S Ton0 = “w s [-2C.F.

B8 Government- 5

ngA grants . % 4,200 7 « 4,200 - &

3 Council's 1,828 « o ' ; |
E : a0 L Woay % %gé‘ﬁ ;mv C>

Donations ni : p o

( axten- ) nil 9,000 |

f] sions, Council's {10726 Y v

iR { funds } : S T

| | ool ¥ L 28,754 <

'l"guf tne total expenditure of'Rs, 28 754, a portion *fgtthh7}h0*‘t'ﬁ\\ﬁjﬂatm
| L N e 32 S ¢ y
Rs. 12 QOO was met from donations, The balance is : i }k £ ‘C;)
Rs, 16,754. Against thi 5 Lie Someoxmmmi o ant xmniﬁgskrkba

<6 a®

B 884,200,/ The L.S. G Uepartment proposes th
{ Srant of Rs. 4,177 suouly

d-be sa:nc’rficma"1 80 a8 to raise the
| total 8rant to one-nalf of tae net cost (Rs, 16, 754)
6 il
| nGO No. % 'atedm

f-sanctlbn

at a further

ne Government refused to

any further Subsidy mainly on tne ground that the
need of 9ny 3391stance If a

4,177 should be sanctioned as proposed by

the file myy be sent to T‘\lnnnce.\-/p, oeenfofommen

| coun€il did not stang in

subsidy of s,
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-total cout ol the maln building and extetrélons (t }

The actual cost of the Tlruvannamalali
School buildings is [.28,754 as shown below:=

; i 6
1) Main buildi 18,028 :
éZg Extensions.mg 10 7d§ - e
e ¢ 28,754P

0f the total expenditure of k.28 lgs ke ajportlon
(@ 12,0“Q)Was met from public donations and the

Government gave a grant of k.4,200. The expendit‘i{

met from Municipal funds was therefore (&.28754- "
12,000, — 4,200 3)12,554 :

2 The main building was estimated to cost
ks, 16 700 in 1917,

Against this, a donation of

L K5.44.,508 was. anticipated JuGovernment gave a sub
of 15,4200 being the difference between the estime
cost of the building and the amount of donations

.anticipated by the Council. The actual cost of tl

building amounted to‘ﬁ?18,028, and the donations-"
B.12,000.

The amount actually spent by the Council
from its own funds on the main building was only
Bs.1,828.

In-Beptember 1924 the Council ‘asked:Govh., ot
bear one half of

R.18,028.

the total cost of the building’vi
It did not mention the fact that it had
already got private donations to the extent of

k. 12,000,

The request was negatived in G.0.1516
Law (Edn) dated 16-10-1924.
3.
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Again in ﬂeorUdry 1920 - the pOQ?Cll
out that ,excluding

F R 'Bnsl-
the donatlIon of Is.12,000

’At e
latter were carried out without any prev1ous 1nt14

o
15 345 and
asked Government to meet this expenditure. Aftel

tion to Govermment) amcunted to about B

examining the financial position of the Hunicipal/
Council, the L.S.G. Departument pointed out that b {

preT



iu:gread}( incurred by it and(that the Councll was Go QifgjﬂS“ ji
| (3= blame@ for not obtaining the' sandtion of Govt. |
_/4./, The Chairman, has once % addressed the .h:.\w d e Ii

overnment on the subject. ' The only additional

Lhat’of the private donations s e s M

i ’.12,000, a sum of F.7,000 has been takenlprealt i

Bt niormation furnished is

1

_the main building and the balance of k.5,000 to

e —

| ) credit of the extensions which”were carried out
?ffi thout any previous intimation to Goverulent The
o

_qﬂhuirman also states that there is no rule under
{ich departmental sanction is necessary in cases:of
xtensions to school buildings. G. Secretary L‘ﬁ"““ﬂ“

that
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after deducting ;¢F?WTI;~‘-

fhet) f ek Codl =
mey be borne by Government,i. e.,;Al,st=mcbmx
Adert ) G

given by hssst L0,

o

e8ts half of -the net expenditure on account

L.Q)

)I the main building and extensions
S orivate contribubiong

;,(uau(aadltlonal subsidy of R.4,177 may be

C‘
;overnment. : §

f¥ o, It is submitted that grants to local bodies sT &b/
% # ! o o - . . ; : ! T
@ ior Secondary School buildings are not®given as a /-6
| AuiaAL:auduwacvdh

gl tter of course; % relerence to the financial

i :

|8 R 2 : : ¥ i W ;n.,xl/ f‘\
’!poultlon of the local bedies. The general question 3~“~<*"¢;
| 8

filiether a half-grant should be given in all cases

4@fb under separate consideration in the Law (Edn)

b
%myartMCht. The present practice is to giwve & grant

Bnly in cases where the ‘local bodies are not able to

flheet the entire cost from thetr own funds. ERach
] & »
ficase is considered on -its merits., In the present 1

gcase, the financial position of the Municipal Council

i satisfactory as noted by the L.S.G. Department

vnemselves. The Council has already incurred the

uxpenditure from its own funds. In the circumstances,§

it is submitted that there seems to be no necessity

[ i sanctlon any additional sub51dy.
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Date.

Law (Educatio DEPARTMENT,

Subsidy - e 4

Municip=1 nign scndol, Tiruvannamal

buil ding-~-recunsideration of orders--

declined,

Sa st et

. 8nd orders in G. 0. No, 1476Law (Edn.), d_' !l

(7]

R L 1082 ,é 1

| Mel_ ' i ‘¢'-
The Government are wuicrmwserss |

to reconsider tunelx orders in G, 0, No.
) 1476 Law (Bducation), dated 25--8--25,

declining to sanction any additional

!

|
i of buildings for tne lunicipal uigh

subsidy towards tae cost of construction

| school, Tiruvannamalai,
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Attention is solicited to tue ;ggtes 1':_3]

A
b

2b-8-20, especially e tn7hotes on page

| 9 on tae financial condition of the &

council,  Draft may be sent to Ly 8.G.
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