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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

EDUCATIONAL DEPARTMENT.

Ruap—the following paper :—

From R. A. NELSON, Esq., .4, LLx., Barrister-at-Law, Principal, Law
College, to the Right Honourable the Secretary of State for India (through the
Government of Madras), dated Madras, 2 st March 1904,

T have the honour to request that the appointment of Principal of the Law College,
Madras, may be included in Chapter XXIV (articles 546 to 550) of the Civil Service
Regulations (4th edition, 1902) as to length of service, pension and leave, or that such
special terms may be granted as may be deemed suitable having regard to the
requirements of this particular office. . ;

2. Accordingly I beg leave to draw vour attention to the enclosed copies of
correspondence (marked A and B) which has passed, on this subject, between the
Governments of India and Madras and myself, and which I pray may be read as part of
this memorial, and I would refer specially to the reasons set forth in paragraph 5 of
my letter to the Government of India, dated 23rd September 1903, read in G.0,
No. 530, Educational, dated 26th Oetober 1903 (enclosure A-III).

3. It will be seen that the Government of Madras has seen ¢ no reason to propose
to the Government of India the inclusion of Mr. Nelson’s appointment in article
547 of the Civil Service Regulations ”, G.0., No. 223, Educational, dated 16th May
1903 (enclosure A-l1); and it will be further seen from enclosure B that the
Government of India “agrees in the decision of the Government of Madras that there
are no reasons for including his appointment in article 547 of the Civil Service
Regulations.”

4. I would submit that in addition to the considerations set out in the enclosed
copy of correspondence, there are other cogent reasons for recognising the Principalship

. of the Madras Law College as a Barrister appointment.

5. (i) Under the rules regulating the constitution and working of the Madras
Law College, the general management is, subject to the control of the Director of
Public Instruction, vested in a Council, the members of which are appointed by
Government. Jn March 1900, the Government of India having requested the
Government of Madras to consider and report what arrangements should be made for
the future working of the Law College, the matter was referred to the College Council
for an expression of its opinion. At that time the Council consisted of the following
members:—

Mr. Justice Sheppard, Mr. Justice Subramaniya Aiyar, Mr. Justice Benson,
Mr. Justice Boddam, Sir V. Bashyam Aiyangar, Mr. R. B. Mitchell (Chief Judge of the
‘8mall Cause Court) and Mr. M. O. Parthasarath{ Aiyangar (Judge of the Small Cause
Court), besides the ex-officio members of the College staff. ) This Coupcxl ata meeting
held on the 4th April 1900 unanimously passed the following resolution :—

“ The Council are of opinion that the Law College should be a whole-time college, and
that it should now be permaunently established as one of the Gover_-nment professional colleges.
That, unless it is sv established, it 18 impractieable, for the reasons given by Government in G.0.,
No. 167, Educstional, dated 26th March 1596, paragraph 2, o work the college ss a full-time
insf:itutio’n and that in putting the college on a permanent footing the cpndxtnops as to leave and

nsion should be framed 80 as to be suitable to the requirements of this particniar ing‘iiution,
the staff of which should in the opinion of the Council, be composed of members of t‘bq profe sion
of considerable experience.” (Read in Madras G.0., No. 538, Iducational, dated 26ith October

1000.) ;
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I submit that unless special conditions of service are made applicable to the

'Principalship of this college due effect cannot be given to the foregoing resolution,

which embodies the highest professional opinion on the subject obtainable in Madras,
a8 it will not be possible to obtain for the staff the services of members of the profes-
sion of considerable experience, which the Council deem to be so essential to the success
of the college.

(i1) There are no prospects for promotion. Should the Principalship be treated
a8 an ordinary educational appointmeut there is no office within the department to
which the Prineipal can reasonably look for promotion, owing to his special qualifica-
tions and the character of the appointment he holds  Nor can ke, for the same reason,

+ and also he is debarred from practice, look for advancement generally open to members

of the Bar.
These restrictions also apply to the Junior Professorship. \
(iii) Both the Principal and the Junior Professor are debarred from exercising

 their profession. It is true that the concession of Chamber practice is granted them,

but under the conditions in India such practice does not exist for a nou-practising
Barrister, opinions being confined to counsel who will appear in eourt, and such convey-
ancing as there is being done entirely by Solicitors and Attorneys. Under these
circumstances not only are they deprived of any chance of promotion, as indicated
above, but the salaries, which ure considerably lower than those drawn in the other
Government Professional Colleges in Madras, afford no compensation for this restrie-
tion. Having thercfore no prospeet of promotion, unable to exereise their profession,
and receiving no countervailing advantage, I submit that the only way to permanently
secure the services of a staff with qualifications suitable to the special requirements
of the college is, under these circumstances, to make the conditions as to length of
service and pension attaching to the Principalship as attractive as possible.

(iv) If such concessions are not conceded it is submitted that no permanent or
efficient staff can be maintained in the college. It would not be permanent because
Barristers would accept either of the appuintments merely provisionally, while await-
ing an opening at the Bar. It cannot be efficient because it follows that there will
be a succession of more or less temporary professors whu, arriving in the country
unfamiliar with Indian Law, will relinquish their appointments, just as they have
acquired a knowledge of the subject, and ability to afford instruction in it.

(V) The financial success of the colleye.—Since the Law College was estab-
lished as a separate institution in 1891, the balance of receipts over expenditure up
to the end of 1903 has amounted to Rs. 1,25,000, which sum has become part of the
general revenues of the country. In view of the substantial benefit which the
Gosernment has thus derived from this institution, I submit that it deserves some
special and favourable consideration.

6. Finally, for the reasons referred to in paragraph 2 and for those set out im
paragraph 5 above I have the honour to request as follows : —

: (i) That the Principalship of the Law College, Madras, may be declared a
farrister appointment under section 547 of the Civil Service Regulations (4th edition,
902).

(i) That all such privileges as are consequent thereon may be declared to
attach to the said office as from znd April 1896—the date from which my pension-
able service has been declared to commence. it :

(iii) That if the Principalship of the Law College, Madras, is not declared
to be a Barrister appointment, as prayed for herein, that such special terms and
conditions as to length of service and pension be granted, as may be deemed
suitable, having regard to the requisite qualifications for the office {vide enclosures

A—I and A. III and paragraph 5 (1) and (5) (i) above] und the restrictions attached'
thereto, as set out above.

(iv) That in the event of such special terms and conditions as are refarred to
above being granted, they may be declaved to attach to the office ag from 2.d

! April
1296, aforesaid. .
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' 93, Educational, dated 16th May 1903, Read—the fo g pap
G.O,No. 223, g onal, i by X :
Read—the following paper:=—= .~ ...«

7 PASe B 5 4 ....x. e Sh : : : : to tho‘
Hon’ 8 RT, Mm.a., Director of Public Ins ruction,
metagoabgwle[r;m?itfl j*}dﬁ'ggi‘:nal Depax’-tment, dated Madras; ¢Rth April 1903{
Ref. on CL No. 25. e s ‘

it for tl isi t. the enclosed copy of a letter
bmit, for the decision of Goyemmen . ] al :
S hﬁgﬁw;:n:;;al, ‘Law College, applying for grant of !;lh:A sPPcm}lge m:?::: g
from 3.'“ B. & '?'sté "s appointment under articles 546 to 55.0 of the va1.4 ,.frvnce g
a_:ttzcl:;n g;:a :h]asta ;:ihu; /acs";er. Nelson appears to have a claim to such privileges.
an

From R. A. NELSON, Esq., m.4A., LL.X,, Ba.rrister;at-Law, to the Director of Pui)lio
Instruction, dated Madras, 10th August 1903, No. 112.

P
4

no reason to propose to the Government of India the ; '
5 of the Madras Law College in Article 547 » Civil Bervice Regulations, T have the honour to request

that my letter to you No. 70, dated 2nd April 1903, may be forwarded to the Government of
India and the Secretary of State as requested in paragraph 2 of my letter under reference.

2. For the reasons set out in my letter referred to, I submit that all the necessary conditions
having been fulfilled, my appointment has been constituted a “ Barrister appointment ” within

chapter XX IV of the Civil Service Regulations, 4th edition, and that therefore it should be
‘recognised as such.

ExcLoSURE,

Pri i ' i d April
inci ras, to the Director of Public Instruction, dated 2nd April
e Madm’woa, No. 70. _

i 30th July 1902, communicating to me G.O.,
Wi'h "’f"""”‘jg {0“{910)‘?'11\]1':;39;{13; dl?(t):x(}mr to obs);rye that from the copy of tl%e lettt}«:r
ba o 2“‘1 e for Tudia No: 46, Publia (Educational), dated 16th May 1902, to =
Sl ‘f)I d?a in Counoii- which appears therein, my service for.penslon is tf(i)rs ctogn
Gotasw ety § ’11;8196 the:Segre,tary of State having disallowed as pen_swnable th.e -t.ve
e A'p“l:hon l; that period was included in the recommendatl.on on this question
yﬁ%ﬁ’io‘fv: z,:&l:{)e;’thé vaeiﬁm’ent of Madras and the Government of India.
whic ! Governmy

g : ¢ 35 ataall am desirous of ascertaining the length of service

: -. 2. In view espeql:}ilyf_ ':-(c)){n thi;setxzzhfxm {)f the consequent ’pensiox_x, and, as rega}.:da the_sel‘
which v.;vould b".mﬂmr that I am entitled, as holding a Barrister’s appointment, to 1t e spe(z:h
tv‘vo.pomtl. bqhev;axgb chapter XXIV (articles 546 to 550), Civil Servies Rggu.atm;xs, e
privileges S h y;mr to request that this letier may be treated as an applmatlont Ol;l -
slitin, & the.vﬁx; and that my application may be laid before Government an

g rgnt. tt(:g:l gﬁe?uep?owg::. the Government of India and the Secretary of State.

submi ¥

—

Ref. on Cl. No. 48, dated 15th August 1903,
Submitted to Government, with reference to G.0., No. 223, Educational, dated 16th May
1908.

“G. H. STUART,
Director of Public Instruction.

".;"5 ;A‘?,*,",‘iw,ﬁ‘,~'f““‘ IT R A L e e

Order—No. 399, Educational, dated 26th August 1903.

The Governor in Couneil is not prepared to address the Government of India as requested.

: e
inei ip o College, Madras, is and was on my ﬁrst’adrplssxon

‘ 2. T o ?nnl‘)np:l;lil)?m:fngl:tl‘t:wtha% .;%ie‘se a ‘ Barrister’s appt_)lntmen*,’ .Ethin the

' Govsx:;l;e:ft tl.ne:g'i?il Syex‘viee ‘Regulations, is, I think, clear for the following reasons :

P mean _ _

h 6, it is stnted;
: tional, dated 7th November 1888, paragraph 6, :
' ”u (l)énwen?n:eg :p‘:)i’:;é?g;l 2;@: %lfar(;ctor’a proposal that t’l’le Principal shoufd be an English
'h:tm-,ge of0 romise and, if possible, of experience in teaching ”. SR : 2 s :
a2 . il h posed rules for the college when founded (see G.0., No. hall b‘:ac:l: ible o ;
: (2) In the {;01889 appendix), it was laid down in rule 11 that qot:nets.l:w of nofgleu E ; A-III
(fi.*‘:}l lt:;Nogv;:nﬁiP‘l who is ot a graduate of a Umvefg:tye(ainthnBta{:smg: were revised in 9 : i
or the Mg i lification was reaffirmed w PR o - ‘ .
' : %;% ‘EZ?dZ :l,:» f}}"{ﬁﬁﬁ’mﬁn& ﬁilgo‘zl“(‘;ide o ] 3 ). The scéxetl{:; %ff :}l:: éﬁi’;ﬁ;’iﬁ:ﬁ?‘fﬁa}: o G.0., No. 530, Educational, dated 26th October 1903.
ko i recommendatl : g & - ’
proposed rules Wﬁmw“fdegdfo&ghsee:;‘ﬁ;ﬁ Iél:a;te in due course advertised in ?‘h}tgl.and u\:lif:(; 4
3:“, :l'}:th havlnsber !ig;g?fo, a;)plications for the Prin&}ip%shl[.) ::at;:gL ?;er wal:?sh ; u]‘(; ::;lxbine

Decem iversity and a Barrister-at-Law, ¢
that the Principal shall be ; sil:t:'ot;i fgavg?}ivaotu{l ractice at the bar ”. What Govlerma:mt
if possible, some Bx.Pe?el:h services of a practising Barrister of some standing (of not less ? i it )
desired was accordingly i:in Barrister 1 was appointed to the Pm.xcxptzlshxp. _ On these grout;d: I have the honour to say as follows —
five gea:rs), and as 8 %d t% the privileges attaching to a Barrister’s appointment as regfaﬁ : : (1) That under agreement, dated 2nd April 1891, T was appointed Principal of the Law
s mﬁfu'fe:‘:de:elnnion as from the 2nd April 1896, s.e., :xsclu:lve (;f mgl ?;st}?oe:;()d 03 ive - 3 College, Madras, by the Right Honourable the Secretary of State for India for a period of five
length of servic X : ing of the Secretary of State, referr above. i B yen.

) : rdance with the ruling of the A ‘

years’ service, in acco: .‘;

(True Extract.)

A. G. CARDEW,
Ag. Secretary to Government.

To the Director of Public Instruction.

Read—the following paper :—

From R. A. NELSON s Esq., M, 1o, Barrister-at-Law, Princi'pa], Law Céliege, Madras,
to the Secretary to the Government of India, Home department (Education), Caleutta
(through the Director of Public Instruction, Madras), dated 23rd September 1903.

N

Qrder—No. 223, Educational, dated 16th May 1903.

A - g :7 ‘ (3) That the Secretary of State for India in his letter to His Excellency the Right
Governor in Council sees no reason to propose to the Govemmept of India the inolusiom 3 ' Honourable the Governor-General of India in Council, No. 46, Public (Eduoational})’, dated lg
- B , %f xfh&d.‘m’. appointment in article 547 of the Civil Service Regulations. :

6th
s § May 1902, sanctioned my service being pensionable with effect from 2nd April 1896 without
: : reference to the future position of the college.
(True Extract.) ; " A G.CARDEW - PO (4) With regard to the length of servie

: ; . . ’

: e, leave rules, pension, ete., I submit that, as
e L i holding a Barrister's appointment, I should be
g. Secretary to y

accorded the privileges conferred by  chapter
XXIV (articles 546 to 950) of the Civil Service Regulations, 4th edition. o

.
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‘o the Dire(;for of Public Instruclion,
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Law College, Madras, is and was, on my first admission
to that office, a “ Barrister’s appointment ”, within the

, i, I think, clear for the following reasons:—
Educational, dated 7th November 1888, paragraph 6, it is stated
approve of the Director’s proposal that the Principal should be an English

Barrister of promise, and, if possible, of experience in teaching .

; _proposed rules for the Law College when founded (see G.0., No. 714,
ber 1889, appendix), it was laid down in rulé 11 that ** no one
Principal who is not a graduate of a University, and a Barrister-
years’ standing ” ; and this qualification was reaffirmed when the
 rule 11T (11i)) and in 1902 (vide rule 10). The scheme of the
: os were forwarded for the sanction and recommendation of the
,and that having been accorded, the Secretary of State in due course
ngland, under date 17th December 1890, for applications for the Principalship
stating, énter alia, “ it is required that the Principal shall be a graduate of a University and a
Barrister-at-Law who should combine, if possible, some experience in teaching with actual
m& the bar ”. What Government desired was accordingly the services of a practising

i di of not less than five years), and as a practising Barrister I was
.ppointedotfo ﬁm gp. On these groundsy.r[ submit that I a.?n entitl«_agd to the privileges
attaching to a ister’s appointment as regards length of service and pension as from the 2nd
April 1896, i.e., exclusive o¥ my first period of five years’ service, in accordance with the ruling
of the Secretary of State referred to above.

‘Endt, B. Cl. No. 58, dated 25th September 1903.
Submitted.

G. H. STUART,
Director of Public Instruction.

Order—No. 530, Educational, dated 26th October 1903.
Mr. Nelson’s memorial will be forwarded to the Government of India.

(True Extract.)

A. G. CARDEW,
Ayg. Secretary to Government.

To the Director of Public Instruction.

B
G.0., No. 19, Educational, dated 9th January 1904.

Road—the following paper :i— .
‘From the Government of India, Home department, No, 729, dafed 16th December 1903.

MMVilO,ﬁmtwul, ‘dated 9th January 1904.
0 his .memorial, dated 23rd September 1903, Mr. Nelson will be informed
ot o T e

idered his representation, and that it agrees in the decision
o t there are no reasons for including his appointment in artiole

m =t 1) ,{—,. yﬁbm’

(True Extract.)

A. GALLETTI,
for Becretary to Government.

" A o >~ 2 - v * ? .
To B A. Nelson, Esq. (through the Director of Public Instruction).

" To the Director of Public Instruction.

e

SRACAIIA

M on Cl-kﬂ. 10.“,
Submitted. "

OrvEr—No. 359, Educational, dated 9th June 1004, b i
The memorial will be transmitted to the Government of India in the .

epartment. : T
2. The following letter will be addressed to the Government of India.

-

3

(True Extract.)

H. D. TAYLOR,
Acting Secretary to Government.

Lerrsr—No. 360, Educational, dated 9th June 1904, to the Secretary to the Govern-
iy ment of India, Home Department.

- I am direeted to forward a memorial addressed to the Right Honourable the
ecre of State for India by Mr. R. A. Nelson, Principal of the Madras Law
College, in which he appeals against the orders of the Government of India, communi-
cated with your letter No. 729, dated 16th December 1903, declining to admit him
to the special privileges detailed in chapter XXIV of the Civil Service Regulations.
2. Tam to say that the Government have little to add to the observations made

n Mr. Cardew’s letter No. 531, dated 26th October 1903. I am, however, to point out
that the statements made in paragraphs (5) (iii) and 5 (v) of the memorial are
‘misleading— ; '

: (@) It is stated in paragraph 5 (iii) that the salaries of the Principal and
Junior Professor of the Law College are ¢ cousiderably lower than those drawn in an
other Government Professional College in Madras ”. I am to observe that the Junior
Professor has not made any representation to the Government on the subject ; and
that the salary of the Principal of the Law College is Rs. 1,000—25—1,250, while
the Principals of the Agricultural College and the Teachers’ College and the Superin-
tendent of the School of Arts receive Rs. 500—50—1000 with a special allowance
of Rs. 100 after fifteen years’ service, and the Principal of the Engineering Colle

- 1,000—50—1,250. Tt is true that the salary of the Principal of the Medical
College is Rs. 1,600; but he is debarred from private practice. B

: (6) In his remarks on the financial position of the Law 'College in para-
graph 6 (v) of the memorial, Mr. Nelson leaves entirely out of account the charges,

~amounting to Rs. 3,78,748, which have been incurred by the Government for the
erection of the Law College buildings and fof subsequent improvements. ik

H. D. TAYLOR, ,
Acting Secretary to Government. !
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1y to secu e peffriiimntly"th’é,’éeﬁiéé\s' of a sl
ial requirements of the college is to make the

, df_.,,bé;v’iee and pension attaching to the principalship as ‘ ! 5 ; ‘,(. onsulted on this Poiﬂt.- Sored that the Gox n@tf&"
ractive as possible. This again, it is submitted, is not a point for Mr. Nelson’s ‘ 2. But even it it is considered that the Government of India
:at)tnsi'de::tiomwg%ﬁwnt has fixed a scale for the staff ot the Law College and has , g ~ list without the permission of the Seeretary of State, the permissi

AR ‘ i : ; et i i it will not seek this pe
secured the services cf officers of the class it was in need of. | by that Government, and it has suid that it wi ' s
~(4) TIn paragraph 5 (iv) Mr. Nelson says that if the conditions as to length of Le present memorial is, therefore, an appeal "‘i";:to:h: (ﬁg;;ﬁﬁg;;eg V
service and peusion are not made as attractive as possible, no permanent or efficient s S el n it by Sule s Thivaas fa e
staff can be maintained in the college. It is submitted, however, that Mr. Nelson, the R o , at rule aal __.___m s (9) i thwe; 2
present Prinecipal, anid Mr. Odgers, the present che-}?rmmp;;l, are both considered ' “ Broy A, Gu.m:n_r. . Zr paragrap ) < .
: efﬁci.;ni; the former has been Principal for the lagt thirteen years and the latter has e e R T ey es.
been Vice-Principal since 2€th August 1902. Neither of them has left as yet. ‘ S P, T. THarvay—3-5-04.

(5) In paragraph 5 (v) Mr. Nelson says that the net receipts from the Law

gy T Submitted that Mr. Nelson was selected by the Secretary of State, that ’his:w'
College since its establishment as a separate institution up to the end of 1903 have

00 L 6 e i s the ond of T902 wero Be. 119871 "The : : : ;was fixed by the Secretary of State, that the sanction of the Secretary of State to his
been Rs. 1,25,000. The net receipts u - 1,12,871. ! :

: L ; £ re-engagement has to be obtuined at the end of each quinquennial period, and that the
figures for 1903 have not yet been received but Mr. Nelson’s total of Rs. 1,25,000 may A iemorial rules do not permit us to withhold memorials of officers who have entered
on the whole be taken as correct. 1t is submitted, however, that the fact of the college X nto a tewmporary engagement with the Secretary of State: it is only fair to let thew
bl ea s Bt profits as yet paid h“‘”"ghbe"l"; ;‘1 s?urcil?.f profit to Govern- : 5 correspoud about their eontract with the person with whom they contracted.
But B i e B IRt BRod nave Rating {0 dir G fhe | & 2 Itisproposed to make Mr. Nelson permanent in 1906. The Government sent
iur the ofs (3. 8. F| onprs]—5-5-04. present question. The establishment of R ? ey

the Law College was sanctioned on the ¢ 8 | ‘ T S RS e (;1 Iijropgsal,:vhich ;vasstné)t Mr, N;Isboon’g‘,;

St ; o : B eorse we shoald n ‘ - and the Secretary of State agreed to i

understanding that the institution wonld be self-supporting —vide paragraph 3 of the 1 .é'i Slal . ety modiﬁcat'i?)yns. M I?}%lson now
despatch from Secretary of Mtate on pag}(: 1:' 2{1 G.0., No. 360,1dated11tS;h Mf;y Iltbel. 3 S ' G.S. Flozses]. " the Secretary of ‘State to modify
t 1s therefore bound to see that there is some surplus. as also to be : , o 45 : B . 5
:'}e(x)x‘l':::blz:j:d tl;ét an expenditure of about four lakhs has been incurred on the building. - ‘his docision on certain points : surely be has a Fht: fo. e Romd,

This has been excluded from calculation in arriving at the above figure. ' 5 3. As to 12 (9)—-I understand by ¢ dispensatory discretion ”’ power to dispense

. ~or exempt from a rule. No rile applies to Mr. Nelson: he is under a contract: and
3. Under paragraph XII (9) of the Memorial Rules Mr. Nelson’s memorial is : jeither l[his Government nor the G«?\R!rnmeut of India bave power to alter that epn’tgact.
g b apparently liable to be withheld, but it e , Under the coutract of 1891 Mr. Nelson was not to earn pension by his service from
Don’s think it applies. 1s submitted that it is advisable to so 7 3 1891 to 1396 : he requests that his service during those years be made pensionable.
A. GaLLETTL. withhold it. Orders are solicited as to There is no question of any rule. He is petitioning the Secretary of State for an act
If the inclusion of officers’ anitigs in thk({}eliit i:'xhethrzrnl': lfxorbwgfrdiltnsgh(Iltllttih‘l))::ﬁ:;:etz 3 | of grace which only the Secretary of State has power to perform. B3y
f:ﬁ:ﬁ:,n :itl: fiiif ]zhr:;;o%:;lry o;vgfate, %he or The%hef only attention simply drawn A gy i I feel pretty certain thal the Government of India have 1o power to add to the
rule would not apply. 1f Tudia can sanction 4, ¢} Jetter of this Government, No. 531, e t in Civ;l Service Regulations, 547. It seems to me even more probable that the
the inclusion in the list, the rule would Educational, dated 26th Qctober 1903, i ~ gould not put in with reirospeciive effect a person who hqs agreed with the S.ecretary
apply. T 9504 with the remark that the Government g ~ of State that his service should not be considered pensionable. If they did, they
58 : has nothing further to say on the subject. A | - would be over-riding the Secreta y of State.
P. T. TraRYAN—30-4-04. y : 3 ; 5. In any case, we have to forward the memorial to the Government of India as

: ; Nl £ this Government certainly have no power

5 (iii) and 5 (v) of the memorial misrepresent facts. It isnot true that the ‘ g ¢ g"“}f g ";e:ms thatl ﬁ{-"dﬁa S to decide such questionsyabout thePCivil

i “ iderablv lower than those drawn in the other Government Professional IR 8 memacia’ beonude, Tndus hg Service Regolations.* It is for the Gov-
N t true that Government makes a profit on the Law ‘ (2ufosod to grant what it requests. It is fr v : B

Colleges 1m M‘}‘}““‘s . alIt L ;“'s ofmlzs fO 406 i 1ocs' (han tha” Ehiial tutercll 2a -l;ilinr?:‘ to decide whethor or not to withhold e}t;nmle:lntl:) of 'It[;(::aldto e&gslder Z:u;ths-a;;

(!0119 Lo ful' the annu S‘CI:p }1 : ) : ) | b p t case. shou e withheld. e cann or ‘
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