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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS. &

EDUCATIONAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following papers :—
G.0., Mis. No. 1491, Judicial, dated 24th July 1893,

Read—againgghe following papers :—
G.0., No. 158, Judicial, dated 24th J anuary 1891,
35t s B »  8th September 1892,
etoif b »  Bth April 1893,
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Read—also the following paper :—

From D. DUNCAN, Esq., m.4., D.8c., Director of Public Instruction, Madras,
to the Chief Seeretary to Goovernment, dated 4th July 1893, No. 7422.

In submitting the enclosed application from the Superintendent in charge of the
Reformatory school, -Chingleput, I have the honour to recommend that the local
allowance of Rs. 100 per mensent' be passed as usual to Mr. Lewis for the time he
retains the charge of the Superintendent’s office during the absence of Sargeon-
“Major Thomas on privilege leave. In this connection ] beg to refer Government to
G.Os , No. 158, dated z4th January 1891, No. 1676, dated Sth September 18y2,
and No. 716, dated 6th April 1893.

ExcLosurEs,

From J. P. LEWIS, Esq., Deputy Superintendent in charge, Reformatory School, Chingleput
ro to the Direatf:%f Pnglic Instruetion, Madras, dated 8rd June 1893, No. 859, ingleput,

In submitting for information and orders the enclosed extract from the Superintendont’s
journal, I have the honour to state that I have, subject to your approval, assumed charge of this
institution without prejudice to my appointment with effect from this date. Ag the duties and
responsibilities of the Superintendent will now d.evolve on me, T request you will be so good as
to obtain the sanction of Government to my drawing the local allowance of Ks. 100 for the period
I shall be in charge. In this connection I beg to add that Government sanctioned the local
allowance to me on two previous occasions.

2. I am entitled to the local allowance under section 300 of the Civil Service Regulations.

e

Extracr from the Journal of the Superintendent, dated 2nd June 1892,

isited. Proceeding on one month’s privilege leave this evening in accordance with Gazette
e Sy g S e g g e charge of the office of Superinteadent

g o 23 W. F. THOMAS, Surgeon-Major,
Ag. Superintendent,

i e

Order—Mis. No. 1491, Judicial, dated 24th July 1893,

‘The Government considers that the orders heretofore .passed granting on
occasions this local allowance of Rs. 100 to the ,Deputy Superintendent are wrong.
Under the scheme, the actual control and management of the institation are vested in
the Doputy Superintendent subject to the general supervision of the Civil Surgeon
who receives for such supervision the allowance of Rs. 100 per mensem. When the
Civil Surgeon is absent, there is no difference whatever in the dutics or responsibili-
ties of the Deputy Superintendent; he merely conducts them without general
supervision over him, and it is absurd to give him an allowanee for supervising him-
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self. The allowance is a local one and may be given to any officer to whom
Government assigns the duties. In the case of short absence of the Civil Surgeon it
may be possible to allow the institution to go on without any general supervision ; but,
if it is not so, some officer other than the Deputy Superintendent ought to be found to
exercise it. Whether, if no such provision is made, the Civil Surgeon absent on leave
or otherwise should be allowed to draw the money is a question for the Aceountant-
General. But the Deputy Superintendent should not in any case have claim to it.

(True Extract.)

J. F. PRICE,
Claef Secretary.
To the Director of Public Instruction.
» Accountant-General, &

From W. DOBBIE, Esq., Accountant-General, to the Secretary to Government,
Educational department, dated Madras, 11th April 1904, (}; No. 2189/247.

Adverting to Madras G.0., No. 1491, Judicial, dated 24th July 1893, T have
the honour to enquire whether it was the intention of Government to grant the local
allowance of Rs. 100 per mensem attached to the appointment of Superintendent,
Reformatory school, Chingleput, to the Deputy Superintendent when he is appointed
to officiate as Superintendent without prejudioe to his own duties.

On the two occasions noted in the margin Mr. J. P. Lewis was appointed to
' act as Superintendent and was allowed
(1) As per notification No. 10, Part I-B., the local allowance of Rs. 100 for the
page 55 of the Fort St. George Gazette, periods, but the Director of Publie
. dated 29th January 1901. 3 .

T e 4 struetion doubts the correetness 6f the
{2) As per notifieation No. 59, Part I-B., ; hi
~ page 539 of the Gazette of 20th August action Of‘ this oﬁice, ang hence the refer-
1901. ence. The ruling in_ the Government
order quoted above was understood to
mean that the Deputy Superintendent cannot claim the allowance as a watter of right
by being merely put in charge of the duties of the Superintendent during temporary
alzsences of the latter. When the Deputy Superintendent is made to -act as Superin-
tendent, the former must presumably get the allowances attached to the post of the
latter. It was on this understanding that the local allowance of Rs. 100 was passed

to the Deputy Superintendent on the two occasions mentioned.

3. As the point, however, is not very clear, I request I may be favoured with
the definite orders of Government.

————

OrpErR—No. 271, Educational, dated 30th April 1904,
When Mr. J. P. Lewis was appointed in January and August 1901 to act as

i Superintendent of the Reformatory School at Chingleput without prejudice to his own

duties it was the intention of Government that he should be paid the allowance of
Rs. 100 per mensem attached to the post of the Superintendent. In future, however,

‘the Deputy Superintendent will be held ineligible for this allowance even when he

officiates as Superintendent, and the Accountant-General will be requested to note
this.
(True Extract.)

H. D. TAYLOR,
Ag. Seerclary to Government.

To thé Accounfant-General.

Director of Public Instruction.
»”
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to go without any general supervision and this

~ Wwas practically what was done in 1901,

. although the Deputy Superintendent was

, dated 6th February nomin Llly appointed as Superintendent in
v 8 g;ly Pl‘;:;gizl '-Elf:;‘ ‘.zdgit;on to his own ?luties. Government
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hing. drawn ween Eh? even this should nbt%)e dor?e any lo e ?ff

S on v Hinde 81O, No, 61, Educational, dated 61"
mow o e e B DT, | February 1902 also page 5 of the notes,
7. In view of these reasons the Accountant-General may be informed that the
local allowance attached to the Superintendentship ought not to have been passed to
the Deputy Superintendent on the two occasions referred to and that the amount paid
should now be recovered. Mr. Lewis, the Deputy Superintendent, has just retired

~ from service and the recovery, if ordered, will have to be made from his pension.

P KArAxAsmc’nnAk_ Propar—23-1-04
2.1 Tm"x;rﬂf—-&ﬁ-"i—ot.

It is not a question of what is reasonable or what is consistent with the Govern-
ment Order of 1893, but of what was actually done in 1901 and whether it was done
intentionally. Mr. Lewis was actually appointed to act as Superintendent in 1901
(and not merely to be in charge) and in Mr. Hammick’s note in G.0., No. 50, dated
29th January 1901, it is clearly stated that the appointment to act would carry with
it the allowance of Rs. 100. Presumably the office of 1901 had a short memory or
‘was careless and the 1893 Government Order was pot put up : but that does not affect
the validity of the order of 1901. The Accountant-General’s query is : “Did Govern-
ment mean what they said when they said Mr. Lewis was to act?” Did they know it
would involve his drawing the allowance ?” T think the answer must be Yes,

A. GALLETTI—27-4-01.
H. D. " Tavion «-27-4-04.

The allowance was paid to Mr. Lewis according to the intention of Government
that he should get it. \ ;
2. But, hereafter, the Deputy Superintendent will be held ineligible for this
allowance and the Accountant-General will be requested to take note accordingly.

» J. T[roMsoN]<29-4-04,
:  The draft placed below is submitted for approval.
- P.I.T.—29-4-04.

A.G. —=29-4-04.
H.D.T.--30-4-04.

(8.0, No, 271, Educationl, dated 30th April 1904.]
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