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ExcLosURES.

No. G.A.433- 4 &%

From
A. MONTAGU BRIGSTOCKE, Esa., 1.C.S.,

AcCOUNTANT-GENERAL, MADRAS,

Tae SECRETARY 1o T™HE GOVERNMENT o MADRAS,
Tducational BmDBPAaTMENT.
SIR,
With reference to G.0.M0.52 Rducational, dated 315*1

Januvary 1910, permitting the Director of public Instruc=-

tion under Article 57, Civil Service Regulations, to proceed

. to Kottayam and Hyderabad for the purpose of inspecting the
-
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Fee Fund under clause (d) of Article 824A, Civil Account
Code, Volume II.

As the Hon'ble Dr. Bourne has informed me that
"

he was not a member of the cormission arpointed by the

Syndicate, the travelling allowance claimed by him has

been provisionally debited to "22 Rducation-Direction."
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C.No.466, from the Accountant General, No.AS{]’/16488, dated 7-3-1910.
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Subject.
Debit of travelling sllowance of
the Director of Public Instructicn

fodhis Journeys to Kuttayam and
Hyderabad.

O W h o S SR et Iy
January 1910, the Director of Public Instruction
(b%. Bourne) wee permitted t¢ proceed to Kottayam
and Hyderabad for the purpose of inspecting
the colleges there which are affilisted to the
University of Madras.

2. With reference to the &bove order, -
the Accountant-General enquires whether the

travelling allowance of Dr. Bourne for his

uot-
Journeys to Kottayam and Hyderabad should be

charged td the University Fee fund under clause
(d) of Article 824«A of the Civil Account Code,
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\\.1 M U‘;‘“’"’““‘“cme (d) of the e Article bs—:u,.
: : : .‘{4' X % x Haﬁze travelling alliowance

"of an officer paid from the General Revenuesg,

"when travelling on duty connected with a

"Local Fund, may be charged to the Local Fund».

4, The Accountant Generml's contention
seems to be that because Dr. Bourne travelled
to Kottayam and Hyderabed on duty comnnected with
the University, his travelling allowance

should be charged to the University Fee fund.
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. On the former occasion when Dr. Bourne

/‘?ﬂm/{%/_p;;a z was sppRbyded President of the University

| Inspection Cormittee &4 1905 and inspected the

€olleges affiliated to the University of Madras
on behalf of the University, the Goverrment
3' <8 of India ruled that no honorarium should be

f’ Qo paid to Dr. Bourne on account of work done

in inspecting affiliated Colleges and that the

charges of his travelling should be debited

to his departmental budget - vide paragraph 4 -

of India's letter on page 3 of ¢.0. N0.609 Educa=-
;< }F tional dated 1llth September 1905-and Dr.

Bourne's travelling expenses were accordingly

deblted to the departmental budget. fuxa- 5
Eb\/m’ oq‘a?ot, 1 g- o5

. The circumstances connected with

Dr. Bourne's recent visit to Kottayam and

Hyderabad are precisely the same as those in

1905, and tkere appears to be no reason why

the ruling of the Govermnment of India above

I : quoted should be departed from on this occasion.

*’ ! From paragraph 2 of the Accountant'— General's
| B f%}z 2'” S letter it appears, moreover, that Dr. Bourne
| on this occasion, was not a member of the

Commission appointed by the Syndicate to

d
o Toh Seume bode
inspect the colleges and ¥embex an additional,
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allowance to the University Fee un%‘

ground for not charging Dr. Bourne's travell in%
also be noted that the charges of the University
Inspection Cormissicn are to be met from the

specfal grant to the University to be rma
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this Government end that Dr. Bourne's travelling
allowanceleven if it were nominally debited

to the Universit;

Fund will in reality
’
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be met from the General Revenuel

% In these circumstances it is for
consideration whether the Accountant-General
may bhe informed that Government see no reason
for debiting the tra\ii]ing allowance of the
Director of Public Instruction to the University
fee fund.omd “h* lt; l\»:\,-.»a VB,/E‘ 5*1/*
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