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.664-D2/48. ice of the Director of
R / . _ “Pablic Instruction, Madras.
e o3 sDated 12-=7=80.
- From : :
The Director ‘of Public Instruction,
Madras.
To
The Secretary to Government,
- Education Department,
Madras.
5 sir, _ . | |
r/ 5] » Sub: GRANT - Building - Navajivana High School,
¢ Perdala - Construction before inclusion - .
) Condonation - Enhanced grant. shad of (B
- = et Ref: 1.My letter C.699-D3/48, dated 17-1-49 D
A= 7 s - (@) 2.G.0.Ms.No.3258-Education, dated 25-10-49
B el B ' ' i ;33.Government Endorsement No.752=-B/50=-1-Education,
X = “ L : PR J\k\\.‘ dated 8-3-50. -
o ok ook
i y ;j; %94 el B
AN S b 2on pA cf o W The management of Navajlvana High School, Perdala started
ink Vs | ) "~ Uthe construction of the building in 1946 in anticipation of
S Gl L R ' = approval of plan. The plan was subsequently approved. At that
i o s S e B ‘ z 5 time there was no application for grant, presumably because the
: ST j | . ' management thought that no building grant would be sanctioned
sietoD =riod , ‘ for a newly started school. After having constructed portion

of the building, an application for building grant was submitted
in January, 48 by which time a sum of Fs,21,365/- had already been
spent on the work. In the abstract estimate sent with the appli-
cation for grant, the amount required to complete the construction
. of the building was shown as Rs.294510/-. Thus the cost of the
| puilding was taken as Rs. 50,875/ for purposes of grant (i.e.
| Rs,21,365 plus 29,510/-). This did not include a sum of Rs,21935/-
being the cost o} construction of three rooms completed before the
the application for grant was submitted.
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i ed (B 5.With reference to my letter C.699-D2/48, dated 17-1-

| ~~Goverrnment in their order No.Ms.3258-Education, dated 25-103439,
sanctioned the inclusion in the list of approved works, as a ’
special case, of the scheme for the construction of a building
for this School at an estimated cost of Bs.50,875/- rendering the
institution eligible for a grant upto one half of the cost of

o struotion 1.e. Rs,25438/-. As the work was started before the
Government have stated that the irregularity |
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3.The Correspondent has now requested that
cost of the building scheme may be taken as Rs,72 883;_estimated
(Re.50875 plus 21935 = 72810 OF Bs,72800) instead of Rs, 50875/~
thus including the cost of three rooms irrnadvert‘;osantly.left : u%
jj by him in furnishing the cost of the work alrecdy Sine. zhe This
| request 1is reasonable and the rooms are necess for the School.
| therefore, recommend that the ary for
152 b i estimated cost of the building
/| scheme and the admissible grant may be revised as Rs.72800/- and
f\muas,ooo/- respectively, the grant being based upon'the S i
;%gi thghéuilgings by the local Public Works Department after comple-
{ tion thereof.

4.I may add that this 1s not a case ﬁeejbxecution of
| SEapiroved items of work% but a case of an momission on the part
| of the management to state correctly the expenditure already
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incurred by them at the time of ?u‘bmission of the application

for grant.
may be overlooked and the, 1

as recommended in para 3 above

of grant raised to Rss35,000/=

/{j;urs faithfully,

For Director of Public Instruction

Sh, 0'7 ° \
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In the circumstances explained above, the omission
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Finance (Expele) . Edm, Lio.ps.

Th G.0.No, 3258 Edn, dated 25-10-49, the Govt.{ &;}:}

3 1nm-,xomd & half grant of Rs. 25,438 to the Nav:a.;]ivan.»‘i %y
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High School, Pce'rdalﬁ-«tr;\\grds the cc@'uction of schoel
~ buildings at an estimated cost of RS. 50,875. It is now. .
pointed out that the estimated cost of the building pre-
viousiy furnished did not include the cost of Gsee three
rooms due to omission and that thev rooms are necessary for
the school., The DeP.I. accérdingly recommends that the
estimated cost of the building and the admissible grant
may be revised as Rs. 72,800 and R:& 35,000 fe_spectively.
It is reported that thié is not_a case of execution of un-
approved items of work but a case of an omission on the
part of the management to .$tate correc’;:ly the expenditure
already incurred by them at the time of submission of the

application for grante. The Education department recommend

f-.

Finance may agree.

the proposal.'
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