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~Sub:- Tax - Education - Rates of levy - Fixation in
’ accordance with the provisions of the Elementary Edn,
Act - Orders passed.
Read again:- G.0.No,1606, Education, dated 22-6-48.
e T ! G.0.No.554, Education, dated 28-2-49.

G.0Mis.No. TF4 ]~  Edn, dated M’ﬂ%

With reference to G,0.No.1606, Edn7 dated 22-6-48;
proposals\were submitted by all Municipal Councils for the
revision, in. accordance with the provisions of the Madras
Elementary Education Act, of the rates of levy of Education
fax on the various properties in the respective Municipalitieﬁ
These proposa1§ came through the Examiner of Local Fund
Accounts who f&rwarded them in batches along with consolidated
statements, But before these proposals could be examined
in a complete;ﬁorm, the ratesof levy of Hducation Tax we€e
altered bjfggvernmenﬁ,either of their own motion or at the

l/ci? f”“f’d(gw/instance of the Municipal Coun01lq,under Section 35 of the
Madras Ely.Fdn, Act, 1p many cases in connection with the

examination of the E.E, Budgets for 49-50 of the respective

1]

» Contrt .
bh;gg%)q(g j) M?nicipalitéssf_ ;F some cases, orders fixing or revising
fhé“taxesfhave3beegtis§ued even 1ndepquﬁPtly of orders on
the Ely.Edn. Budgets. Further, in G.0. No 554, Education,
dated 28-2-4?}orders were is§ued fixingﬁpates of levy of

The proposals forrmodification'of even these orders and i

‘RBducation fax on vacant lands\qf as many as 44 Municipalities.

g ;aqiy requests for further 1nstructions and clarlfications have
e Y ‘Fecelved from many Mun cipalities, eSpecially

O ;ith referenée to G.0.,No.1778, L.A., dated 24-0=48, Orders

‘se preposéi’é”ﬂso *Frave Eé’én issued in some cases,
el % ‘b’..,

ol Lgmereag ig raspectlef others ne oraer' c%%ld be issued so
‘( e A
FRT. % Thygy»the yroposals for revision originally éhhmittqd

gt | J'* -
by Municipal Councils have become out of date

in many daées
anﬂ 1t has been found impossible to examine the proposals

and 1ssue final orders thereon without making further

references to Municipal Councils, Under the circumstences,

il
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the Gbgernment consider that the most practicable thing
to do 1é\§9 re-examine the case of each Municipal Council
completély\in\gonnection with its E.E. Budget for 50-51.
The Commissioné;é\gf all Municipal Councilg are)thereforg,
requested to re-exgﬁipg the proposals with reference to
the latest position ang\tg resubmit them along with their
E.F. Budgets for 50-51, g{%igg all details regarding the
existing manner of taxation aﬁ&«the rates of levy on the
different classes of properties éndkon frofession iax

and referring to all previous G,Os. éﬁd\correspondence.
The Commissioners of those Municipalitie;‘who have already
submitted their E.E, Budgets for 50-51 should submit the
proposals called for in this order in continuéfion of

the Budgets. Pending receipt of the revised proﬁbsals
now called for and issue of orderé thereon, Municipal
Councils are permitted to continue to levy Zducation fax

at the previous rates except in cases in which the rates

have been subsequently revised by definite orders from the
Government,

>

Edn.& P.d.(C1). -

' i in accor-
s - tion - Ratesgef levy - Fixation :
Bk TgﬁnceEggii the provisiomns of the Elementary Education

Act.

X
o G

The papers“below relate to the revision of rates of
levy of Education Tax by Municipal Councils in accordance
with the provisions of Sections 34 and 35 of the Madras Edy.

Rdn. Act, 1920)as subseﬁuently amended. proposals for

such revision were called for from all Municipal councils i

q/;‘ in G.0.No,1606, Education, dated 02=6=48, necessitated by }

the factsthat no uniform procedure was followed by Municipal 1‘

:
:

; i t by
Councils in the matter and some properties were left out by |

|

”L some of them untaxed. The proposals have been submitted 3
| by the ML. 3

councils through the Examiner of Local Fund Accts.i

As far as practicable they are tabulated in the statement /)

at flag@. s !

2 1t may be noted that the proposals are Very old, M

dating from July '48. Such of these proposals as related

to the levy of Edn, Tax on vacant lands were examined in

149 and orders were issued in G,0.No.554, Education,

February

e 2 dated 28-2-49. The proposals for modification of even

these orders have also been received since.
I | 3 It may be pointed out in this connection that in

The Commissioners
of all Municipali=
ties (thro!' the
Chairmen)

respect of certaln Municipal councils, proposals for revisioy

of rates of Fdn, Tax have been considered {ndependently of

The Examiner of |
Local Fund Account b

7

the proposals in this file in connection with the examina-

<

tion of the Ely.Edn. Fund Budgets for 1949-50 of the 7.ePec™

tive Municipal councils., In many of these casesS, the

<

tx s ((R) © ised.
‘ﬁ,;gtfgjtaxes have been rev

Puﬁahzciéu‘cr(gu With reference to these revisions

the proposals in this file are out of date in many cases.

It seems to be [4mpossible now to take into consideration
| B sBflo QA NdiA R -
: the various revisions effected since the«ﬁropgguig’in fthis -

file were called for and to fix in the case of each Mumgei=

e &‘N‘ﬁ—‘&_h .

pality the rate of tax, without{@dnsulting the Munici?ﬁl' f

o, Councils and the Examiner. It’therefore,seems necessary

to call for revised proposals again from all‘ﬁle Councils,
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having in view the latest revisions ordered by Government

and given effect to by the‘%h But, such revised proposals
collected in a single file may not again bé feasible

of easy examination, Considering. all the above factors,
it seems better to address the Mun1c1pa1 Councils to
submit up-to-date proposals for revision of taxes in
connection with their respective Elementary Education

Budgets for 1950-51, giving all necessary details, so that

the case of each Municipality may be examined separately

e

and thoroughly and orders issued along with those on

their Budgets. This will also facilitate the examination ; Secretary's note above presumably refers ﬁ“‘é};the

of the rates to be levied by each Municipality with refce, conventional rates of maximum taxation referrcd to at 'at on f

|
to the conventional rates of maximum taxation, the questionf | VAW j the previous page and the recent decision of the Cabinet at
regarding‘which has recently been discussed in connection 4% /ﬁ :’ } ‘ 'X' below. i
3 with the E.E, Budgets for 1949-50, Fer—orders—whaether E ; 5t " The conventional rates of maximum taxation o ul
this—meybedone, Pending the receipt of the revised ; ~t | - e 4 adopted in respect of total property tax leviable by f
proposals and issue of orders thereon, Municipal Councils “ - ' é 'Munkcipdl\Counczkkxare:-
may be permitted to continue to levy the existing rates 3 ; L} 1) Mun1c1pa11t1es Whilchy Gobmbt protids
of tax except in cases in which they have been ordered | §i§f§§§g.llght or water supply or b

to be revised by Govt, subsequent to the submission of \ = 2 ) Municipalities which provide

»  the proposals in this file, Subject—to—ordorg a—dreft ﬂ"b”“fk ~ electric lights only. 15% plus 1

order is submitted below for approval., L.A, may see : 3) M?niCipalities with electric
lights and water supply. 20% plus 1
7 before issue, L) M
\ - _Jep= | oo lunicipalities with electric , :
| %‘Msp A wne: S 1747/4&1 & T lights, water supply & drainage. 22% plus 1

5) Municipalities with electric
lights, water supply, drainage
and housing scheme for the poor. 23% plus 1

; 7 lJ%L 8 ;Lf$T>

It was decided in G.0.Ms.No.2957 Edn. dated

| P WTTRATION o
" W / .‘:’w . 5 9 p 1 Ab \’\ \\
3 if ;q . )5 |

(jj> 23-9-49 that the rate of Education tax that may be permitted
\\ to be levied by Munieipal councils should not excedd 25%

of property renteds per annum.

fbw“‘ ;' Q‘P ' e s g - \ Th : :

’ ; | € above rates are only conventi

| ' . ¥ | entional and it
belpy oy e e ;gﬂﬁglJN“JQ lﬂ' SN

~ ] = ‘-V ! % |

seems that they are intended for the guidance of the G
QvVtE

3
{
:

! They need not perhaps be communicated to the Municipal
Councils especially in view of the recent decision of the

;}. Cabinet at 'X', The latter may be communicated to Municipal
! ﬂbammwm&—m&mn

ur lost and soO much labogp/“’
Councils,

g ig sO much 1abo
T would 1ike to know why we should not
77_)

)

Thi

more to do.
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