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s PROCEEDINGS OF 71" DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC INSTRUCTION, M A;Q A S,
A.C.K0.9347-D.2/46 Dated 6-1~1980. ’

Grant - Bullding = gri Scmasundara Kanya Vidyalaya Girls High School,
Kancheepuram = Pxemption from the serutiny of IXEk £itle deeds -

1

Gra n.t d ° -ifl
Reads 00 . 1=3-C/49 dated 12-12-1949 of the In:pectress of Girls
‘Gehoole, 11T cirele, Madras.

1n the circumstances reported, tha managem nt of Sri Somasundare
Kanya Vidyalaya oirls High Schopl, Xancheepurai is axempted from the
production of the title deeds and the axecution of the mortgaze deed.

5, As unappreved i1tams were executed without the permission
3P<' of the Director the grant will be based on the original approved es=-

timatess o

3, The recelph of the consolidated voucher promised is awvaited,

‘Q 5 T.P.SAN 'HANAKRISHNA NAIDU, -
| {{9 ‘ for Dirsctor of Public Instruction.
J (5\'}-1’1{013 coPY) FORWARDED (BI ORPER)

T T R
SU.S_’E‘*‘IJ..:. RRDAEHT o

TO ) . :
fne Inspeclress of Girls Schools, 111 circie, Madrase.
coby to Ltue corre S}JO‘!‘IGBI"L‘C} S W«_ w UWI

RVR 16/1/-
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S it Education Department " t§7 !
the' W Eirom To ,

. The Director of Public Instruction,Q.The‘Secretary to Government,

: ' § Education Department, k.

e ‘Madras. ¥ ' ' j Madras. -
I &5 . *t*i*l*!*t*l*‘t*l*l*l*t*l*l*t*t*v*r*|*t*|*1*t*|>:<1*1*:*;*:*.*1*,*';*;_
i LT B L SRR L Re.9347-D2/46, dated 24-5-50.°

| F -
| ;"j " 1 é. y i

-

GRANT - Building - Sri Somasundara Kanya
Vidyalaya Girls' High Sch%pl, Kancheepuram
Unapproved items - Execution of - Enhanced
Grant. :

: ﬂu*;ﬂﬁm” N, J?» wovk qu_tu;t«.d. wrt thout PW' pion ana othunuios
% lfi%-b—;ﬁ’%’?! ‘.».'.f!..i-*; o G5 et :’*f?} < 4 B ks “\; Ny ol '

Govt.Memo No. 5158-Bl/50-1—Education, dated H&‘} 'S'mst : ;
25elle 50 : : ‘

"

{
§o NerSamsxrd - .rr"?-m,o.“_,:,v'- s ren?l | e Ade ApiH  owng \

s saded Yo iu 2an st | ﬁfw\),ﬁ-rmu In their order.Wo.Ms.391, Education, dated 28-2-48,
~“160.. Y '(i‘ i yoe xS o S 1 . government sanctioned the inclusion in the 1list of approved works
2 . _ : = \ ”GW}/V” ‘ ¥ of the scheme for the construction of tTwo additional class rooms
! QEEEE;" - : Ay ' for the Sri S.K.V.Girls' High School, Kancheepuram at an approximate
IS0 ko 3 Cam ) I repemih B 25T R seoned The BP9 /i th ' cost of Rs.9,700/- as recommended by the Joint Consulting Architect.
599" o T Rt = L PORBIID SR LTRSS TR e b o ' As the cost was less than Rs.10,000/=- competitive tenders were not
: a2 i B ¥ TP I TE .”%fg \ called for. The work has been completed at a cost of Rs,23028/-
! L GAIORIERT. TR M- Cﬁ ' The building stands on a site purchased in 1946 foreRs.2,150/~.
! . 2 How the management claims half grant on the’ actual“eost of both
—— OLV cli'/ A ) the building and the site - i.e. on mh25178/--~\f.;“
i -1k O - LR = ) S50 Lty s{‘Pxﬁ l 2 o, o.The irregularities in this case are as follows:--
- oty 2 i) No tenders were called for:
: 4 | . : As the original estimated cost was less than Rs.10000/-
it ey o8 =) fs g p8H. 85 Lo wimo W ' tenders were not invited.
s R T AR L » L i 11) Certain unapproved items of work were executed:
e & J, el oak g Fersde IEETE S 82 RORAN AL 0SS | The following weTe constructed without prior sanction -
a2 O e ; : ‘ side wallj; stair case; compound wall and extension of the
e N ' Ipae 3 W ron | csok g S col » , . roar verandah by 4' with a view to using it as a class
" ] ‘ e I Ak S Y TOOM.
AN S3e O v TR LB LS S R 1 1ii) Failure to report the increase in the approved estimate
S ! S e i , " and obtain approval of the revised estimates -
o apm s re Sk pE AT S0RI i o, S Ay o IR PP Y ) | The estimated cost increased conﬁ}derably owing to price
' ' ' fluctuationss the management did teport the increase |

‘ except at one stage.

iv) Failure to include the cost of the site in the original
application for building grant:

Though the site was purchased only with a view to putting Y
up a building, its cost was not, by mistake;included in }
the original application for building grant. The site ha
been devoted to educational purposes. \
, The_items of work referred to in (ii) above aif ’
:Z/" necessary for the school. T e ¥
il ek fwD) | .
3.The Sub-Divisional Officeg, Chingleput has valued !
the building at current schedule of rates at Rs.23,200/=. The :

management claims a grant of Rs.12,589/-, 1.8 half of the actual

\ cost of Rs.25,178/- (cost of site éf§1é07- plus actual amount K,

_ . spent on the building Bs,23028/- which is less than the P.W.D. ;
‘ \ ;/ | valuation). In the above circumstances, I recommend that the |
jmegularities may be condoned and that the estimated cost |
and the maximum grant for the sheme comprising the purchase of ;

gite and the construction of building be inereased to RBs,25
and ®s,12,589/- respectively. L1

B

% 4.As the maximum grant for the scheme was limited teo H
. d 5 agg0de Tl G,0,M5, 30,8080, Bdn. dated 28-6-49, the mandgement 1
| applied for exemption from the production of documeois At

()
&

4
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J}Q\J execution of morthage deed. This Tequest was complied with

Kk

T

L ote.

*to be in qufr.

2000/- sanctioned in the above G.0O

and the advance grant of Ts.
March,50,

was authorised for payment in

o.With reference to
dated 25.1,50, if the gra
recommended in para 3 above,

nt for the scheme is enhanced as
the management will be-required
rutiny by the Government Solicitor.

Government }Memo No,5158-B1/50-1-Education,

|

|

to produce the documents for SCT=b-.
tnorlsed‘afterjthe«title is declaredF

The balance of grant_will be au

&

Yours.faithfully,
9. 0f4;244,2:ay&_4,QLh,2_4_.
f : i 13{Y

For Director of Public Instruction
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Qgpy of letter of the Correspondent, Sri Som
Vidyalaya Yirls' High School, Kancheepuranm,

sk ok e sk sk

Teundarakanya
dated 20-10-48.

Ref: Your Office proceedings Re.No.934/D2, dated 17-9-48.
T wish to submit the following:--

1)Regarding the inclusion of the cost of site, I wish to write
thgt we purchased the same only with a view €O erect the new
building on it. But, it was a mistake +that the cost of the
same was not-lncludeé in the original estimate. However, I
wish to submit in this connection that it may not be difficult
for you to recommend the inclusion of Rs.2150/- in the revised
istimate being the cost of the gite as it will be very easy

nto convince the Director that this plot previously purchased
has been devoted for educational purposes only" (vide ryles 52-

Grant-in-aid Code).

f work I wish '
the new block :
the suggestions

tairs for

2)Regarding the execution of unapproved items ©
to submit that (1) the old wall to the east of
had to be constructed only in accordmace with
of the consulting Architect; 2)that regarding s
gaining access to the first floor from the old premises we
canted to avoid undue load on the old terrace; 3)that the
construction of a compound wall and the extension of the verandah #
were found to be useful and necessary at the time of actual

construction.

In this connection T wish to point out that as soon as we found
te a letter on

the necessity for the above alterations we WIro

e 095 to the Tnspectress of Girls' Schools, IVth Circle, Madras |«
representing to her our difficulties, suggesting ouwr GO

alterations and requesting that these alterations may be approved.

We hoped that These get your entire approval.

Regarding the increase in the cost of construction I wish to write
thad FﬁsfirSt put in our application on o4 .4.46 for a Grant-in-aid
puilding. After some preliminary correspondence the plans and
estimates were finally submitted on 16-6-47. ©n this, the
Consulting Architect proposed certain alterations and the same
was communicated to us in D.P.I's Re.No0.9347, dated 14.10.47.
Though our plans and estimates were approved, permission for
construction was accorded only in May, 48 (Vide Re.No.95-F/48

of the Inspectress of Girls' Schools, LV Circle, Madras. It may,
therefore be seen that from the date of our.applicatlon (16.6.47
to the date of permission for construction in }May, 1948 el
nearly one year had elapsed and in the meanWhlle the cosSlo
iabour, the cost of materials etc. had increaged enormousiye i

Kak
XX XX

XX

9. O‘TézggpkdilnLA~4&52~;*-
a)fr
For Director of Public Tnstruction.
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execution of morthage deed. This request was complied with
and the advance grant of 7s,2000/- sanctioned in the above G.O
was authorised for payment in March,50. . =  ° ¥

5,With reference to Government lMemo No,5158-B1/50-1-Education.
dated 25.1.50, if the grant for the scheme is enhanéed as :
recommended in para 3 above, the management will be-required

to produce the documents for scrutiny by the Government Solicitor.

The balance of grant will be authorised. after the~title is declared

*to be in order. Eale™ -
TN

—

Yours.faithfuliy;"
S. 0f4;24JLJ:uLA~,LJZJ‘JL,__

For Director of Public Instruction

ey T T T2

. Y

Copy of letter of the Correspondent, Sri Somaéundarakanyé
Vidyalaya Girls' High School, Kancheepuram, dated 20-10-48.

o sk sk e ek
Ref: Your Office proceedings Rc.No.934/D2, dated 17-2-48.
T wish to submit the following:--

1)Regarding the inclusion of the cost of site, I wish to write
that we purchased the same only with a view to erect the new
building on it. Butz it was a mistake that the cost of the
game was not. included in the original estimate. However, I
wish to submit in this connection that it may not be difficult
for you to recommend the inclusion of Rs.2150/- in the revised
netimate heing the cost of the site as it will be very easy
nto convince the Director that this plot previously purchased
has been devoted for educational purposes only" (Vide ryles 52- '
Grant-in-aid Code).

2)Regarding the execution of unapproved items of work T wish
to submit that (1) the old wall to the east of the new block

had to be constructed only in accordmace with the suggestions

of the consulting Architect; 2)that regarding stairs for

gaining access to the first floor from the old premises we

wanted to avoid undue load on the old terrace; 3)that the
construction of a compound wall and the extension of the verandah &
were found to be useful and necessary at the time of actual
construction. :

In thig connection I wish to point out that as soon as we found
the necessity for the above alterations we wrote a letter on
14-7-48 to the Inspectress of Girls' Schools, IVth Circle, Madras
representing to her our difficulties, suggesting our new
alterations and requesting that these alterations may be approved.
We hoped that these get your entire approval.

Regarding the increase in the cost of construction I wish to write
tpgg ygqfirst put in our application on 24.,4.46 for a Grant-in-gid
bulialné. After some preliminary correspondence the plans and
estimates were finally submitted on 16-6-47. On thig, the
Consulting Architect proposed certain alterations and the same
was communicated to us in D.P.I's Rc.No0.9347, dated 14.10.47.
Though our plans and estimates were approved, permission for
construction was accorded only in May, 48 (Vide Re.No.95-F/48
of the Inspectress of Girls' Schools, 1V Circle, Madras. It may,
therefore be seen that from the date of our.application (16.6 .47
to the date of permission for construction 1n.May, 1948
nearly one year had elapsed and in the meanwhlle the cost of
labour, the cost of materials etc. had increased enormously.
Kmk

X > 6.6 XX

TRUE COFY.

«‘L')[ I
For Director of Publie Instruetion.
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| Mo aem pateck () | Go Ms. No.2080 Eclmol/28-6-49
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In G.0,No,391 Education dated 28-2-1948, the Government

sanctioned the inclusion in the list of approved works the i'

acheme for the construction of two additional class rooms

in the M Kanchi Somasundara Kamya Vidyalaya Kancheepu-

Tam and a grent not exceeding Rs.4,850/- towards mmee one-

joned in G.0.No.Ms.2080 Education

L e Wil R
}aow.q.cm H\[,'].;6

half of the cost was sanct

47 28epeae. . dgithelimantibRYRIEId LRt e RESRAEERETE 00

the D.p,I, exempted the management from the execution of ‘

‘ ' jsed the d
- the mortgage deed and author |
or in the estimates of exvenditure

Lt W= Colt D oo finw )

atair case; !

l

isbursement of a gl‘anﬁ’;

of Rs.2,000/- m'ovided f

o) Rr
for 1939'5%,“%%

SL THe oL management had constructed a side wall;

compound wa1)] and has extended the Tear verandah by 4' with /

a view to using it as a class TOO
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3. The management has requested tha\%“” the irregularities . ? 27 I 4 _

committed by it may be condoned and that grant may be sanctioned

towards one-half of the actual expenditure incurred on the scheme

viz., BRs.25,178- i.e. cost of site Rs.2150 vlus Rs.23028 the actual

cost of construction of the building. In the circumstances o
exoplained by the management, the D.P.I. recommends that the irregu- Il
larities may be condoned and that the maximum grant pe.yable towards |
the scheme may be enhanced from Rs.4,850 to 33,12,5/. He has f w3 en ’ )
also suggested that the balance of grant payvable toc the institution H
may be disbursed after the scrutiny of the title deeds by the Govt. 1'

Solicitor. As it is reported that the items of wwic not in- Z o7 g

' cluded in the original scheme are essentia] for the school, it is

. | for consideration whether the recommendations of the D.P.I. may be |[pa =77 [/

!
i |
|

¥ accented and the grant payable enhanced from Re.4,850 to Rs.12,580/4 /

At eih o) . 2 5“6’7 ,&Mgmr At AHL diads
condoning the irregularities commi ) i “L ; ; | :
: egularitles committed by the managemen . [Wj:_f | {Coar V. 14 2 W“ 1{(& éﬂv\; s __w 5~
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