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NOTE FOR THE CABINET

MADRAS EDUCATIONAL RULES - Fee concession to
~children of Harijan M.L.As. and M.L.Cs.

According to Ruié 92 of thejM;E;R. pubils belonging
to béekwgrd‘communities, Harijans and non-Hari jans ,
‘whose.pérents are in receipt of‘an income less than‘
R&142OC/- a year in réspect of pupils in high schools
 and Rhi,500/3 a year in'reépect of students in colieges
| are eligible for fee éoncessién.. A11 Harijan pupils
whose parents have income above the@Qimits mentioned
‘gbo¥® have to pay full tuition fees in-educational

institutions.

In February '49 Sri D.Kadir@ppa, M.L.A., Hindubur/‘

_'requested the Govt. to exempt his son from payment ’
of tuition fees for his studies in the Muniecipal High
~ School, Hinduburlon the pleasm that his salary was

|
not a permanent one. He is in receipt of a salary of

annual ‘&

Rs.150/- a month. He was informed that as his/income

exceeded the limit of Rs.1,200/- his son was not eli-

gible for the grant of fee concession.

Thereupon Sri Kaidérﬂppa and 21 other Harijan

M.L.As. sent a joint representation urging the Govt.

to exempt children of Harijan legislators from the

income limit. In that connection they wrote as
" follows:-

" These M.L.As. have no other property than
their salary. There is =n alternative for each and
every M.L.A. either to accept the monthly salary or
travelling allowance plus daily allowance. The salary
fixed for M.L.As. should not be construed as salary
drawn by permanent officialsand Govt. servants. Only
as long as we continue to.be M.L.As. we draw the
salary. And if our children are asked to pay tuition
fees, our children will be in a disadvantageous position
after we vacate our seats in the Legislatures. Rajaji,
as Premier, definitely said that the salaries drawn
by the members of the Legislatures should not come
under salary drawn by the permanent officials and should
not be construed as an anmial permsnent income."

On this Mr.M.V,Subramanianlas Secretary for E. &

P.H. noted as follows:-
!

" If the salary can be taken to be only an

| alternative method of payment of allowances then it
need not be counted as income for the purposes of these
{ educational concessions,

\ - :
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f > Tt is possible to argue that it is open to the legislators
/. to opt in favour of T.A. plus D.A. if they find that one of the
]ﬁincidences of opting for salary is the 1iability tc have the
| salary reckoned as income for the purposes of educational con-
cessions for their children. But I rather think this would be
| introducing an unnecessary element of complication in the
| process of election and any way it will not be valid if the
§ principle of A is valid. I am inclined to think a ruling
may be given gs at 'A!", ‘

&

;
i ! :
il The Finance Department made the following remarks on

{ this:=

’ ."With<reference to section 9 of the Madras Payment
| of Salaries and Removal of Disabilities Act, 1937, every member
. of the Legislative Assembly or of the Legislative Council
! (who does not hold any of the offices referred to in sections
. 2 to 5 of the Act) is entitled to receive--

‘(a) s alary of Bs.150/- Pel.

(b) travelling and daily allowances in accordance
with such rules as may be prescribed by the Provincial Govt.

Salary is thus drawn by the members in addition to d
travelling and daily allowances and not in lieu of the allow- {
ances., With reference to section 10 of the Act, a member
may relinguish the whole of his salary and get T.A. and D.A,
alone at rates higher than those admissible to a member who
has not relinquished the whole of his salary3 but this does
. not affect the position at 'B' above as far as meémbers who
. do not relinquish the whole of their salary are concerned.

|

a
In the above circumstances, this Department may advise
that if a member of the Legislature draws salary under section
' 9 of the Act, it should be construed as income for the purpose
of rule 92 of the Madras Educational Rues."

Mr.Lobo Prabhu, the present Secretary of E. & P. H,

noted:=

CmaX
"that 1f salary in this|can be equated against the

higher T.A. and D.A. gvailable to the members, it can be
“Tegarded as a consolidation of surrender in the T.A. and D.A.
In other words, the term 'salary' is a misnomer for what is
2 consolidated payment of the difference in T.A. and D.A."

He wanted the advice of the Legal Department on the point.

The Legal Department,which was cohsulted,noted as

followé:—

nTt does not appear that the salary drawn by

the M.L.As, can be regarded gthzzwiseAthan as income.

Travelling allowance and allowance are pald to

members to defray the expenses incurred byxk them by reason

of having to come down to Madras and staylng away from their

homes. These are pald to them only during and for the period

of their =xx stay at Madras. The salary on the other hand

ig pdd to them irrespective of theilr attendance at Madrss.

T+ is a monthly payment which is pald to ?hem'whether the

legislature is in session or not. Attentlion 1is 1nyitedko

the following definitlon of income given by the Privy Council
periodicgl monetary

P , -

in I3L.R. 59 Calcutta 1343: "Income connotes a
regurn 'coming in' with some sort of regularity or expected
regularityy from definite sources". There is no doubt that
in this case there ks regularity and there is no question df
a mere windfall, The faect that if the member foregoes his
salary he will get higher travelling allowance agnd daily
sllowance does not appear to matter in view of the fact that
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gets both salary and allowances, though

; are at lowerrates. - That would rather be

Y _ : a case for considering the difference between the

f : higher and lower rates as income in respect of members

| drawing the higher rates than for considering the

i salary as allowance. In fact, this provision agbout

] giving up the salary .seems to have been introduced

| to satisfy the sentiments of some legislatars who
had a moral compunction against accepting a salazny
for voluntary public service for which, while they
had ho.objection to receiving allowances for expenses
out of pocket, they considered it infra dig to '
receive salaries. There is no doubt &t all about the
‘income character oft the -salaries and thére is no
question' of equating them to higher travelling
" allowance and dearness allowance."

- R the M.L.As
the latter

The present Secretary for E. & P. H. Dept.
noted further:- |

" I still consider it is-a moot .point
: whether the salary of M.L.As. is not an equivalent
o/ for their surrender of the higher rate of T.A. and
D.A. If, as suggested by Legal, it is possible
to compensation for salary surrendered it is equally
: possible to accept the converse view. M.L.As. do
R 7 incur expenditure on travel and absence from their
residences for which they may be compensated in.
one form or another. They are not employees, bound
to do specific work, on payment of salaraes,,

xe If the M.L.As. elect to take hi

| D.A. and T.A. they are not liable to be 22§2§§ed

‘ to profession tax, and to be deprived of the con-

. cessions under M.E.R. Some concession therefore

1s due to them, at least on a par with the con-

cession available to M.L.As. who draw D A, and i

It iif?ot poss%blefto assess this conceséioh in .0

spec C_amounts,. fo ¢! s 3

e 2.10% which neason the hlghgnv,
! s

_may be justified.™ \
H.M.(Fin.) minuted that"the Salary kmwzx drawn
by members of the Legislatures is income and kkxk

1t may be construed as such,"
b A H.l. (B. & L.) agreed with H.M. (Fin.).
H.M, (R.D.)/however‘ﬁuggested that the question

of raising the income 1limit for purposes of granting

fee concession might be examined and recorded the

followd minuteé :-

"In view of the increased cost of living
M.L.As. belonging to the Harijan community feel
that the full fee concessions at preseng granted
| \ | under Rule 92 of M.E.R. should be grasnted to pupils

BY | belogglng to Harijan community whose parents are in
o | recelipt of an income of léss than Rs.2,400/- a year
1 y | in respeet of pupils in High Schools and Rs.3,000/-
ISSTIRRE a year in respect of pupils in colleges. Please
examine whether the present limit of Rs,1200/- and
Rs.1500/= specified in Rule 92 cannot be enﬁ%ncad to
Rse2,400/- and Rs.3,000/- respectively . " S
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With reference to the minute of HE. (R.D.) the. Iy

D.P.I. was asked to furnish an estimate of the cost in-
" yolved in the proposal to raise the income limits.; His
reply has not yet been received.> Meanﬁhile with reference b Be
to the letter from Sri Kadireppa on the éubject H.M.(E, & L.)
recorded the following minufé - |

"The whole question revolves on the question &8 N
whetheﬂthe salary drawn by M.L.As. is income -for purposes ’ '

. of this concession, ~“The complaint is theirs.. For purposes

of profession tax we have held that it is not income I think,

Whether we should do this for educational concession also

is a matter of policy to be decided by the Cabinet. And

any further action 1s necessary only after the Cabinet decides.

So this may be placed before the Cabinet. Otherwise it is

2 mére waste of energy and time. H.Pr. please."

i KQMQ' i
25-8-49. ' "

H.Pr. has agreed that the subject might'bé'piACed
before the Cabinet. .

ixxmaxxhaxpmxmtxdxmmkxinxkhixxxaHKEKXﬁmmxxhxx

The subject is accordingly placed pefore the Cabinet
for a decision as to whether the salary drawn by M.L.As.awﬂdt7i-aL~C!5
should be treated as income for purposes:of educational
income

concessions under the M.E.R. andiif so,whether the

limits laid down in the rule shoul R% ialsed as proposed)—b L 2qee
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, i g Government of Madras; |
" - : Meeting of the Council of Vinisters hel

TRICTLY C 1 1,1; S TAL,

W

grat
' George, on Tueoday the llth October 1949 at il 2 M.
g ey P i Hon'ble-the Premlerwpres1ded. "f/ : ;
‘ PBESENTi‘” 3 - ‘,fﬁ
gou e Liee Hony: Dr. (B S 0 BRajan
The Hon. Sri . Rhaktavatsalam A1 ?

oy Wiiaer Hon, Srd. B. Gopala Reddi
... The Hom, SrigkiMaghava Menon
The Hon. Sri H. Sitarama Reddi
The Hon. Sri A.B, Shetty i

ey SRR . The Hon. ‘€ri X. Chandramouli
o L Qi The Hon. €£ri B, Parameswaran

Laal ‘The Hon. Sri N, Sanjiva Reddi
v‘] The Hon. Sri C. Perumalswami Reddi
% The Hons: Sri. J.2.1. Roche Victoria,

AGENDA. - ; .
4, laucatIOB - _1&?33 ¥hucat1uu;1 uules A
cessions to children cf Haurijan M ee cof~,

ORDER. -

It was decided that the salary drawm by I.1.As and
t.;.Cs should not bg treated as income for purposes of wdu-
cational concessions, The question of increasing the income

limits does not arise,

D

P, 8, Kumaresvami Raja
Premier,

Lo As and M, L, Cs, ‘ ;Aff
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‘[ , ~of the -Legislative Assembly and Council - Not

Qé.uu’ | & W : | ; : ] | to be reckoned s income for purposes. of fee

s 2ma P . B S S o
, - ; e, : L concessions. '

Sk i . %«M lﬁ@ixj,eul o

In G.0.No.3312 Edn., dated 29+10-49, it was
ordered that the salary drawn by M.L.As. and M.L.CS.

should not be treated as income for purposes of

AR

granting educational concessions to their childrenl under
G / > ' rule 92 of the M.E.R. Though the question was discussed
e \ . . . | with reference only to Harijan M.L.As. and M.L.Cs. the
I\ Cabinet ux decided that the salary drawn by M.L.As.
1
|

' and M.L.Cs. should not be treated as income for .
. purposes of educational concessions. The D.P.I. now
| enquires whether the order applies to all M.L.As. and

| M.L.Cs. or only to Harijan M.L.As. and M.L.Cs. The
intention of Government seems to be that the order

will apply to all M.L.8s. and M.L.Cs. and not to

Rarijan M.L.As. and M.L.Cs. alone. If this order will

| | . ‘ apply to all M.L.As. and M.L.Cs. then M.L.As. and M.L.CsE
‘ 3 q : who belong to the backward communities including

: S | Muslims“ﬁf;v benefitted under rule 92 of the M.E.R.

' The remarks of Public (Special) and Finance may

be invited u.o. prior to circulation.
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per annum in the case of colleges.

<y / . , | | (fi:j) 1 S;,f"

@opy of Memorandum No.51243-A/59-1-C.1 Education, dated 13th July,

: 1949.

k%

Sub:- Madras Educational Rule--Rule g92--Fee concessions--Proposals

for raising the income limits.
% %%

There is a proposal under the consideration of Government
to raise the eéxisting income limits of parents for purposes of fee
concession under rule 92 of the Madras Bducational Rule to ‘
Rs.2400 per annum in the case of secondary schools and Rs.3000/-
The Director of Public
Instruction is requested to furnish an estimate of the additional
cost involved in the proposal. Separate figures may be furnished
(1) For Harijans (2) For Backward Classes other than Harijans.

(True copy)

Copy of letter dated 27-7-49, from Kadireppa, M.L.A. Chairman,
Hindupur Municipality, Hindupur, %o Rxx®x Sri B, Parameswaran,

Minister, Madras.
3% %%

Your kindletter dated 9-7-49 to hand and contents to mind. I
am much obliged to you for your kindness in praying God for the
recovery my daughter and good has favoured your wishes and she is
recovering slowly. OShe was having 95.50 but now Bhe has come %o
98.8 normal. I could not theréfore meet you here on your visit
but some officers are talking ill of me on a party system. I am
really mmer free from all such things, but I feel sorry for not
being able to meet you and I trust you have not thought anything
unpleasant about this mishap. This is all God's making and
we cannot avoid.

By the xife bye I had been inform that you are formulating tules |

about the fee concession of Harijan M.L.,A.'s soncs in High School
Classes and am gure you have finalised them and will get them
passed in the meeting so that Harijan boys are exempted from
payment of fees in the Hdigh bchool classes and.even refund the #

amounts already paid by them, if any. Beg %o be excuse for the
delay inwriting to you.

Thanking you.
(True copy)
EDUCATION AND PUBLIC HEALTH DEPARTMENT (C1).

NOTE FOR THE CABINET,

MADRAS EDUCATIONAL RULES--Fee concession to chil
Harijan M.L,As. and M.L.Cs. dren of

According Bu Rule 92 of the Madras Educational Rule pupils
belonging to backward communities, Harijans and non-Harijans,
whose parents are in receipt of an income less than Rs.1l,200/-
a year in respect of pupils in high schools and Rs.1,500/~ a yvear
in respect of students in colleges are eligible for fee concession.
£11 Harijan pupils whose parents have income above these limits
have to pay full tuition fees in educational institutions.

In February '49.5ri D. Kadireppa, M.L.A. Hindupur, rgquested
the Government to exempt his son fgom paym?gt of tuition fees for
his studies in the Hunicipal High School, Jlnqupgr’ on ﬁhe nles
that his salary was not a permanent one. He is in receipt of

(P50

g



@

a salary of Rs.150/- a month. EexzsxinxreceipizefzaxBaXATE
He was informed that as his annual income exceeded the limit of
Rg,1,200/- his son was not eligible for the grant of fee concession.

Thereupon Sri Kadireppa and 21 other Harijan M.L.As.
gant a joint representation urging the Government to exempt
children of Harijan legislators from the imcome limit. In that
connection they wrote as follows:- ’

"Phese M.L.As. have no other property than their salary.
There is an alternative for each and every M.L.A. either to
accept the monthly salary or travelling allowance plus daily
allowance. The salary fixed for M.L.As. should not be cons-
—trued as salary drawn by permanent officials and Government
servants. Only as long as we continue to be M.L.As. we draw th:
salary. &nd if our children are asked to pay tuition fees,
out children will be in 2 disadvantageious posdition after we
vacate our seats in the Legislatures. Rajaji, as Premier,
deficintely said that the salaries drawn by the members of
the Legislatures should not come under salary drawn by the
permanent officials and should not be construed as an annual
permanent income." '

On this Mr. M.V, Subramanian, as Secretary for E. & P.H.,
noted as follows:i-— 98, 2 il

"Jf the salary can be taken to be only an alternative method
of payment of allowances then it need not be counted as income
for the purposes of these educational concessions.

It is possible to argue that it is open to the legislators

to opt in favour of T.A. plus 8.A, if they find that one of the
incidences of opting for salary is the liability to have the
salary reckmmed as income for the purposes of educational conces-
—sions for their children. But I rather think this would be "
introducing an unnecessary element of compl#cation in the process
of election and any way it will not be valid if the principle of
% ;I_s'vg,lid. I am inclined to think a ruling may be given as at

AV ", i

The Pinance Department made the following remarks on thisi-

"With reference to section 9 of the Madrag payment of
Salaries and fRemoval of Disabilities #ect, 1937, every member of
the Legislative Assembly or of the Legislative’Council (who
does not hold any of the offices referred to in sections 2 to 5
of the Act) is entitled to receive--

(a) salary of Hs.150/- p.m.
(b) travelling and daily allowances in accordance with such rules
as may be prescribed by the Provincial Government.

Salary is thus drawn by the members in gddition to |
travelling and daily allowances and not in liew of the { B
sllowances. With reference to section 10 of the fct, a
member may relinquish the whole of his salary and get T.A.
and D,A. alone at rates higher than those admissible to a
member who has not relinguished the whole of his salary;
but this does not affect the position at 'B' above as far as
members who do not relinquish the whole of their salary are
concerned.

In the above circumstances, this Department may advise
that if a member of the Legislature draws salary under sectlon §
of the Aet, it should be congtrued as lmc%me for the purvoge of

. & " 8\ y - "N
rule 92 of the Madras Bducational Rules.

{f wn
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Mr, Lobo Prabhu, the present Secretary of Education and °
Public Health, noted:-

"that if salary in this case can be equated against the
higher T.A, and D.A, available to the members, it can be
regarded as a consolidation of surrender in the T.A, and
D.A. In other words, the term 'salary' is a misnomer for
what is a consolidated payment of the difference in T.A.
and D.A,"

He wanted the advice of the legal Department on the point.

The Legal Department, which was consulted, noted as follows:-

"I+ does not appear that the salary drawn by the M.L.As.

can be regarded otherwise than as income. Travelling allowance
and daily allowance are paid to members to defray the expenses
incurred by them by reason of having to come down to Madras and
staying away from their homes. These are paid to them only during
and for the period of their stay at Madras. The salary on the
other hand is paid to them irrespective of their attendance at
Madras. <+t is a monthly payment which is paid to them whether

the legislature is in session or not. Attention is invited to

the following definition of income given by the Privy Couneil

in I.L.R. 59 Calcutta 1343: "Income connotes a periodical monetaryl |
return 'coming in' with some sort of regularity or expected
regularity, from definite sources". There is no doubt that in thig |
case there is regularity and there is no guestion of a mere windfall |
The fact that if the member foregoes his salary he will get higher-i
travelling allowance and daily allowance does not appear to matter |
in view of the fact that the M.L.A. gets both salary and &
allowances, though the latter are at lowepfates. That would rather |
be a case for considering the difference between the higher and !
lower rates as income in respect of members drawing the higher
rates than for considering the salary as allowance. In fact, this
provision about givéngup the salary seems %o have been introduced
to satisfy the gentiments of some legislaturs who had a moral
compunction against accepting a salary for voluntary public
service for which, while they had no objection to receiving
allowances for expenses out of pocket, they considered it infra
dig to receive galaries. +here is no doubt at all about the
income character of the salaries and there is no question of

equating them to higher travelling allowance and dearness i
allowance."

LA
. The present Secretary for Education and Public Health r
Department noted further:- \

e o T

L] l ; "
"I still consider it is a moot point whether the salary 6f t
M.L.Ae: is not an equivalent for their surrender of the higher f
rate of +.A. and D.A. If, &8 suggested by Legal, it is possible
to look at the higher T,A. and D.A.,, as equivalent to compensation
for salary surrendered, it is equally possible to accept the
converse view., M.L.As, do incur expenditure on travel and absence
from their residences for which they may be compensated in
one form or another, They are not employees, bound to do
ppecific work, on payment of salaries.

o e

If the M.L.As. elect to take higher D.A, and T.A. they are
not liable to be assessed to profession tax, and to be deprived of
the concessions under M.B.R. Some coneession therefore is due %o
them, at least on a par with the concession available to M.L.As. who
draw D.A. and T.A. It is not possible to assess this concession in
gpecific amounts, for whichnreason the higher minima, proposed
Homourable Minister (Rural Uevelopment below may be justified,"

(PQTQQQ}
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Honourable Minister (Finance) minuted that "the salary drawn
by members of the Legislature is income and it may be construed
as such.2

i

Honourable Minister (E & L. ) agreed with Honourable Minister
(Finance).

Honourable Minister (Rural Develoggdpment), however, suggested
that the question of raising the income limit for :purposes of
granting fee concession might be examined and recorded the
followed minute:-

"In view of the increased cost of living M.L.As. belonging to
the Harijan community feel that the full fee concessions at present
granted under Rule 92 of Madras Educational Rule should be granted
to pupils bdonging to Harijan community whose parents are in receipt
B8f an income of less than Rs.2400/- & year in respect of pupils in
High Schools and Rs.3,000/- a year in respect of pupils in colleges.
Please examine whether the present limit of Rs.1200/- and Reg,1500/-

gspecified in Rule 92 cannot be enhanced to Ks.2,400f- and
Rs.3,000/~ respectiwely."

With reference to the minute of Honourable Minister (Rural
Development) the Director of Public Instruction was asked to furnish
an estimate of the cost involved in the proposal to raise the
income limits. Hig reply has not yet been received. Meanwhile
with feference to the letter from Sri Kadireppabn the subject
Honourable Minister (E. & L.) recorded the following minute:-

"The whole question revolves on the question whether the
gsalary dra n by M.L.As. is income for purposes of this concession.
The complaint is theirs. <or purposes of profession tax we have
held that it is not income I think. Whether we should do this
for educational concession also is a matter of policy to be deided
by the Cabinet. And any further action is necessary only after
the Babinet decides. So this may be placed before the Cabinet.
Otherwise it is a mear waste of emergy and time. H, Pr. please."

K.M.
25-8-89.

s R

has agreed that the subject might be pl
the Babinet, . 8 plesed before

- *he subject is accordingly placed before the Cabinet for a
decision as to whether the salary drawn by M.L.As. and M.L.Cs.
should be treated as income for purposes of educational concessions
under the Madras Bducational Rule and if so, whether the income
limits laid down in the rule shduld be raised as proposed to
Rs.2400/- and #h respect of M.L.As. and M.L.Cs.

(True copy)
copx of¢

Meeting of the “ouncil of Ministers held at
Fort St. George, on Tuesddy the 11th October 1949 at 11 A .M,

*‘!‘*
The Honourable the Fremier presided,

BRESENT b
The Hon., Dr.T.S5.8. Hajan.
The Hon. Sri M. Bhaktavatsalam.
The Hon. Sri B, Yopala Reddi.
The Hon. Sri K, Madhava Menon.
The Hon, Sri H. Sitarama feddi.
The Hon, Ori A,B. Shetty.
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Chandramouli
Parameswaran

. Panjiva Reddi

. Perumalswami Reddi
.P.L. Roche Victoria.

The Hon. Sri
The Hon. ®Sri
The Hon. Sri
The Hon. Sri
The Hon. Sri

(o J=Hv: -5

AGENDA .

4. Eduecation - Madras Bducational Rules--Fee concessions
to children of Harijan M.L.As. and M.L.Cs.

ORDER @

It was decided that the salary drawn by M.L.As. and M.L.Cs.
should hot be treated as income for purposes of educational

concessions. The question of increasing the income limits does not
arise.

K.R.
12-10-49.
P.S5. Kumaraswami Raja
Premier.
(True copy)

Copy of ¥,0.Ms.No.3312 Education, dated 29-10-1949.
' 3* %%

Sub:- Badras Educational Rules—-Rule 92--Fee concessions to the |
children of Harijan M.L.As. and M.L.Cs.--Salary drawn by
M.L.Ag. and M.L.Cs.--Not tréated as income for purpose of
educational concessions. :

Ref:- From Sri D. Kadireppa, M.L.A. Vice -Chairman, Hindupur

Municipality, dated 27+7-49.
¥

ORDER:

The Government consider that the salary drawn by M.L.As.

and M.L,Cs. should not be treated as income for the purposes of

granting educational concessions to their children under R
of the Madras Educational Rules. s

\

(True copy)

Copy of ®.0.Ms.No.3312 Education, dated 29th October, 1949,
HEH
Subs- Madras Educational Rules--Rule 92--Fee concessions to the
+ children of Harijan Members of Legislative Assembly and
Members of the Legislative Council--Salary drawn by M.L.As.

and M,L.Cs, ~-Not treated as income for purposes of
educational concessions--Orders passed.

Ref:~ From Sri D, K.dirappa, M.L.A. Vice Chairman Hindupur

Municipality, dated 27th July 1949.
#% K ‘

ORDER: _

The Yovernment consider that the salary drawa by
M.L.As, and M.L.Cs. should not be treated as income for the
purposes of granting educational concessions to their children
under Rule 92 of the Madras Bagucational Rules.

(True copy)

K?e?chE
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@mpy Sxtract of minutes of Honourable Ministers on file bearing
C.No.19917 C1/49. ¢

In view of the increased cost of living M.L.As. belonging to
the Harijan community feel that the full fee cgncessipns at
present granted under Rule 92 of Madras Educatlogal Rules should
be granted to pupils belonging to Harijan community whose parénts
are in receipt of an income of less than Rs.2400/- a year in
respect of unxingmmaxnfxinxxxxhxnxﬁxxﬁxﬁﬁtﬁxg
pupils in High Schools and Rs.3080/- a year in respect of pupils
in colleges. Please examine whether the present limit of
Rs.1200/- and Rs.1500/- specified in Rule 92 cannot be enhanced
to Rs.2400 and Ks.3000/- respectively.

B.P.
b:¢ X X b
The draft need not issue as it is you may say in the
draft that the Government are advised that the salary of

Members are income within the rule. But the question of
raising the income for exemption is under consideration.

K.M e

BB

Telephonic message/By_Post dated 15th November, 1949,

-
2 00 0

From the Yirector of Public Instruction,
to Bovernment, Hemaktiy Education and Publ
Madras-9.

Madras, to the Secretary
ic Health Department,

¥* %%

Sub:- Madras Educational Rules--Rule
Members of Legislative Assembly
~Xakive Ammexkix and Members of
--lot to be reckoned as income f

92 --Salary of Harijan
b a4 ﬂnmhnxsxnixkknxﬁugis~
the Legislative Council

Ref:- G,0.No.Ms.3312 Education, dated 29-10-1949,
*¥w

In the abstract of the above G.0. the word
mentioned but in the bod

éxpression is used.

"Harijan" is
y of the order, no such restrictive

Kindly therefore let me know whether the
+ applies to all members or only to Harijan members of the

Legislative Assembly and of the Legislative Council.

(True copy)

Copy of Memorandum No.90042-C1/49-3 Bducation, dated 19-12-1949,
* xR

Subs~ Madras Bducational Ruleg--Rule 92--Salary of M.DL.As.
and M.L.Cs\~~Not to be reckoned as income for purposes of
fee concessions.,

Reads: G.0.No.3%312 Education, dated 29~lQ»49.
Head also: From the Director of Public Instruction,
No.3284-B4/49, dated 15-11-49,
#h%

|
|

|

or purposes of fee concessions.!

i
¥
|
[ |

“
d
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The Director of Public Instruction is informed that the orders
in 6.0.80.3312 Bducation, dated 29-10-49 will apply to all M.L.As., and
M?L.Cs. and not to Harijans only.

(True copy) i

Copy of Memorandum No.90042/49-3-Cl Education, dated 19th December,
' 1949.

¥k

Sub:~- Madras Educational Rules--Rule 92--8alary of Members of the
@egislative Agsembly and Membhers of the Legislative Council--
Not to be reckoned as income for purposes of fee concessions.

Hef:- G.0.N0.3312 Education, dated 29th Oftober, 1949.
From the Director of Public Instruction, No.3284-E4/49
dated 15-11-49,

*¥ %

The Director of Public Instruction is informed that the orders
in Y.0.No.33%312 Bducation, dated 29th October, 1949 will apply to

a1l Members of the Legislative Assembly and Members of the

Legislative Council and not to Harijans only.,

(True copy)

VPS.30/12. SUPERINTENDENT.
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remarks are awaited.

Ruk , TR
Please see the minute of H.M.(R.B.) on

, 1
p.4 c.f. The question of raising the income .-
1imit of parents of Harijan pupils for the grant |

sf RBducational Concessions has been referred to .‘

the Director of Public Instruction and his )

May be circulated to H.M.(E. & %k.) and A
H.M.(R.D.).

‘H.Ido Eo & Lo . ; ,\J‘
H.M.(R.D.) i

Why should it have been referred to the

D.P.I. at all. It is a matter of policy |
3 =)

whether the income limit for Harijans ;
should be increased. I at all ?
i/

i
=

reference should have been to the

A
!

tiarijan WelSaredOfficer or Collectors ol

Districts. This should not have beem ',

délayed. ’ | |

P NS ey o

22-8-49, A

The reference to the U,P.I. on pp.l-2 vi

c.f. was issued with a view to ascertain the $5£

additional cost to Govt. by increasing the i
income limit as proposed. The D.P.0.'s

reply has not been received yet.

The existing income limits of pareénte for the
purpose of ng grant of fee concessions under |
rule 92 of the M.E.R. afe Rs.1200/- for secondary
gchools and Rs.1500/- for college. It is now Q}
proposed to raise the limits to Rs.2400/- a@iﬁﬁ}
Rs.3000/- respectively. It is presumed that 88/
thie income limitsr&re to be doublgd ‘the addi~-
_tiomal eost to Govt. will be very high. T
méy be notéd iﬁ this connection that thke pufyﬂﬁcf
is mot to réise the intome 147 pe* wECase of

. R A : \ 8 W {4
e - B . - ; 3
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¢ +he M.BE.R. i.e. Muslimé and lion-Harijan Backward

~,ases. If it is conSLdered not necessary to

PRhit for the repiy for the D, P.I. regarding the extr%
‘?}st to Fovt. Yha proposal may be proceeded with. \
Bhe rile may be sent to Finance for remarks. \
o e

he gquestion 1nvolves large financ1al commitments,

e S

and though tne ULrector may notvbe abie to . give precise
informagion, as he will only assessing hyvpothetical ;

“,members, which Wlll be affected it may be approprlate

b to wail for his report.

Personally, I thlak that iqstead of extending

the conceSSLOnb on ground f porerty only, they shoul&

ha mere on merit, irf we }re to realise better value
|

for our expenditurec on education and the students are
/ Y L 4 | € q

4o be proierly sti@u}ated. Un a povert;vassees

. ly:ﬁis, concessions may be given, even of the hié&ér»

of income proposed, without appreci&bléjﬁf
T

| financial cost. : g

Udn e ® a2 e ®

25—8-590

¢
The whole question revolves on the question

.M. (B, & L. b i ‘1
whether the Salary drawn by M.L.As. is income
for purposes of this coneession. ‘he complai#t

; is theirs. For purposes of Prof. tax we have|

y held that it is not tocome I think, whether wé

g matter of Po}ic o he daeﬁaaa.&qﬁj

'h?}3;_ 1nd amy further aetion is nece%sarw only afte’

yced befarﬁ

decides. OSo thie may be pla
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