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Six, . i 5

With reference ,to para ¢ of G.0.No.987 Educational dated
the 9%h September 1915 stating that the a}pointmer}ts of Sub
Assistant Inspectresses -are not included ‘in the subor:ciinate Equ-
cational Service and that tne‘ a;ppoin\:menﬂ;s af Assistant Inspec~ :
tresses are not included in the Provi'ncial Educational Service,
and thai;. the ordinary rules rsgulating acting allb;.va.ng‘;_,e,s‘ should
arply, I have the'honour to’ state that prior To the receipt of «

the above.G.0., these aypoiﬁzmehts had beén treated by my of‘ficeéj
as belg)nging to bhe Subordinate Educational Services and the
?rovirfgial Educational Services} respectively, and the acting
allowances of the hild'ers- of these apyointlgerits had been re-.
gulatedvunder Article 139 of tl.le Civil' Service Regulations.
2. The Deputy Aud’it\?r General.when he inspected this

’ office




. . : S -% : .

Office in August 1915 objected to this view and pointed out

that nhare had heen overpaymcnv-; in tné chses ll’ldlCath be,low' £
(,1) to Miss J. PaLLarson, First A551staz}u Inspecbressof
Schools while acting a8 Ingpeciress of"‘Girls' Schotls from 11th
March 1910 to €th December 1913 and éggain from 25th January 1915
fo 30th April 1915
(ii) to Mrs. M. A. Srinivasa Second As_sisya'nt Inspectress of .
Girls' Schools during the period she_.officiated as Inspcc‘.réss and
(iii) to Miss Maud C. E. Karney on account of payment of
acting allowance of Rs.50 pexr mensem from the 16th Mearch‘ to 30th

September 1914, while ghe acted as Second Assistant Inspectress.

s
3. In Mr Todhunter's letter Noc.988 Educational dated the 9th &

September 1915 it was intimated “to th(}over‘me,nt 0*‘ India that

the allowances overdrawn by the Assistant Ingpectresses while e
acting a5 Inspectresses since 1908 had been waived by the Local
: .

Government under Article 279-A of the Civil Account Code..

4, In the case,, however, of Miss Mgud Karney, acting allowance

at Rs.50 per mensem from the 16th Harch to :the 30th Sep tenﬁ;er
1914 was admctad ingtsad of at RS.‘#O/' resultmg in an over-
,.u\/'xe:m. of Rs.65-R2-6. As Lhc-Comﬂz’ollur General has now made
enquiries in regard to' the regularisation of this overpa‘yﬁeﬁt(
I have the honeur to as}c.for_the orders of Government in the
matbier 61’ its ad'justment. As the increased rate was drawn by‘ s
Miss garney under a reasonable l;elief that she was entitled to it
and the claim Wwas admitted in audit in the same belief, I venture = ®
To ‘sugpest, thal Government might walve recovery of the overpayment
in this case also under the provision of Article 279Y-A of the
Ciyil Account Code. o ‘

5. In This connection I enclose a copy of the Com],troller
Genera.l's letter No.712 A & A/471-15 dated The 24th Aupust 1916 N&J&;/({

'~¢anveymg his declﬁmn in regard to ‘the procedure to be adopted b

.in the adjustments of erroneous payments admitted in audit for'a

for a considerable time in circumstances similar to those under

reference.

I have the honour to-be,
St

Your most obedient servant
;]

At et

" Accountant-General.
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Letter No.712 A & A/471-15 dated the 24th Aupust 1916 i

from the Comptroller and Augitor Generai, Delhi, to the Account=

ant=-General, Madras.

With refevrence to the correspondence ending with your
letter No. T.M./2.5-L$¢13527, dated the 2nd October 1915, regard-
ing the procedure iha‘c should be adopted when erroneous payments
have been admitted in audit for a congiderable time owing either
to wrong interpretation of financial rules or to oversight, I
have the honour to isgue nhe\followim{ orders.

(a) When a wrong interpretation of a financial rule has
been followed in an audit Office, the new interpreation should,
in the absence of special binstructions to the contrary, be given
effect to from the date of issue, by the Comptroller General or
the Government of India, of the orders stating the correct in-
terpretation.

(b) When erroneous payments have been left unchallenged
owing to oversight, the Audit Office should not of its own
motion undertake a reaudit of bills paid more than six months
previously, but should report the facts of the case to the Local :

Government for orders and a reaudit should be made only if so

desired by the Local Government.
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(True copy)

Superintendsnt,
Correspondence Section.
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