


Council Qffice

6th Jan. 26

Starred Question
lir. 8. Satyamurti
THE LAW (EDUCATION) DEPT.

® 4707. Will the hon. the Minister

for Bducation be pleased to state —

(a) whether it is a fact that unpassged 4

candidates who were confirmed prior to -f 21
6th August 1917 and beforg{that period

with reference t6 the notification sp-

pearing on page 472 Part 1 B of the

Fort St. George Gazette dated 13th August J 2
1918 were allowed to draw their increments §

;by the head of the department from the i é t
ldate of inbrodustion of thedtime sonle NE
pay i.e.(from lst liarch 1921);

(b) whether these clerks wefe subse-
quently not only deprived of the benefits
of the time scale of pay with reference teo
G¢.0. No 164 law Education dated 4th Feb-

ruary 1925 but also ordered by the heads

of offices to refund fhe amount of excess
pgy over the minimaw of RsZd already drawn
by them from 1st March 1921 up to date and

(¢) the reasons for this step?

o
"

—TI

o




Question No,’ 1797
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(b) & (c) Yes. Pa:'é,g"aph 40
No. 164 Law (Education), dated 4t.
sex 1925 reterred 'to by the.,H‘on'A"

axplains the reasons,

Hegds of departments have ho

Leen inforred tnat tne Crovernqu‘l'
pared to consider applications fo

of recovery of ovserpayments by wa

car/
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.‘ ‘SFBlli;[{TTED that two copies of this Question may be fors

ol :

A

| | i ¢ S T a C%M"ﬁepaﬁtment-

aw (Bducation

1auss (a)

As a result of the enquiries made

Revenue DNepartment in 1924,.i$ "as Iound‘th'

almost ell heads ot departmants had allbﬁQdA

i fact from the ist March 192%,

dwhilo,g"
Megrr nad not allowed tuis, The an wer‘

"yes, in some departments.”

2.6 ses (b) & (¢)-

The reasons sre explained in

cLausqv(kb,f




M. gg;ﬁbxi’n : 'Will the hon. the Member for Revenue
fotte— T T o ; :

(@) whetheritisa fact that unpassed candidates who were confirmed

~ prior to 6th August 1917 and before that period with veference to the notifi-

gation appearing on page 473, Part T-B of the Fort St. George Gasette, dated

O

- B ¥ * o Tk £
13th August 1918, were allowed to draw their increments, by the head of the
department, from the date of introduction of the time-scale of pay,i.e., from
1gtMarch 1921; ‘ , ' e
(b) whether these clerks were subsequently mnot only deprived of the
enefits of the time-scale of pay with reference to G.0. No. 164, Law (Educa
tion), dated 4th February 1925, bub also ordered by the heads of offices to
vefond the amount of excess pay over the minimum of Rs. 35 already drawn

y them from Isb March 1921 up to date ; and
(¢) the reasons for this step ?

'A.—(a) Yes, in some departments,

(b) & () Yes. Paragraph 4 of G.0. No. 164, Law (Education),
dated 4th February 1925, \veferred to by the hon. Member
explains the reasons.

Heads of departments have, however, besn informed that the
Government are prepared to consider applications for waiver of
vecovery of overpayments by way of inerements to the clerks

- in question,
 Qpiman SastBUSHAN Rare Mahasayo :— Sir, it is stated in the answer

¢ Heads of departments hav however, been informed that the Government
: . in question,” May I know if the Government intend to refund the -

recoveries already effected ?
The hon, Mr. N. E. Marsorieaxks:— That depends on the circum-
~ stances.”

ENEATARAMANA AYYANGAR :— May I know whether any

s have been ‘rec,eived*from the heads of departments ? "’
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‘The hon. M, ”N. ‘E. MARJORIBANKS :—* Yes; Sir, they are under

consider:
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