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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS,

EDUCATIONAL DEPARTMENT,
‘ | .

Reap—the following paper :—

From the Hon'ble Mr. A. G. BOURNE, D.Sc.,
Instruction, to the Secretary to Government, Ed
Madras, 9th May 1904, Ref. on Cur. No. 8236.

One K. Ranganadha Mudali, a clerk of my office, who

suffering from leprosy was sent before the Surgeoxfr, First zlistriei‘: izrﬁg;i?:logg to be
tion on the 1st March last, and he was invalided on the 5th April as will be obamma-
from the enclosed medical certificate (to be kindly returned when done sex_":}fd
In the meantime, the clerk applied for privilege leave for three months and i.'ur‘lvl %1
for one year in continuation thereof under article 233 of the Civil Service Re ulaz}lg
in consideration of his past service of 15 years. Under article 457 of the Civi{f7 Serlvo.ns
Regulations privilege leave could not be granted to him. So I asked the Accounta lie
General whether he might be granted furlough for one year prior to his retiremn 1-;
and he informs me in his letter No. Pen. V. 38/1074, dated 2und instant (¢ oen
enclosed) that furlough had been granted under similar circumstances to g Su};z
Registrar and suggests that, in the absence of a definite ruling on the subject, a
reference be made to Government. I have the honour accordingly to request that
I may be informed at a very early date whether I can grant the clerk furlough for
one year with effect from the 5th March 1904, the date from which Le was permitted
to be absent from duty, on the understanding that he should retire at the expiry of
the leave. I should like to do so if it is permissible.

2, Pending decision of the above question I have allowed his pension papers to
lie over.

¥ '

F.R.S., Director of Publie
ucational Department, dated

ExcLosures.
No. 96.
(Certificate for retivement on invalid pension or gratuity.)

Certified that 1 have carefully examined K. Ranganadha Mudaliyar, son of K. Kolandavelu
Mudaliyar, a clerk in the office of the Director of Public Instruction, Madras.

2. His age is by his own statement 35 years, and by appearance about 85 years.

8. I consider K. Ranganadha Mudaliyar to be completely and permanently incapacitated for
further service of any kind or in the Department to which he belongs in consequence of leprosy.

4. His incapacity does not appear to me to have been caused by irregular or intemperate
habits. |

Mabras, F. C. REEVES, Lieut.-Colonel, I.M.S.,
1st March 1904. ’ Surgeon, First District.
: e (Countersigned).
MaRag, -5 v W. R. BROWNE, Colonel, I.M.S.,

bith April 1904, Surgeon-General with the Government of Madras.
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" No. 357, EpvbarioNar, 9t Jnnﬁwmﬂ.{“‘“i : :

Statement of case.

(1) Rank—Clerk.

(2) Name—K. Ranganadha Mudaliyar. '

(3) Department—Educational Department. i

(4) Marks of identification—A scar on the right cheek and another on the right ]

(5) Age—35 years. : | R
- (6) Service—15 years and 2 months nearly. -

(7) Sick leave granted during the service—Nil.

(8) Disease or cause of disability—Leprosy. _ ; s & ke

(9) Abstract statement of case.—Has well-marked signs of tubercular leprosy in both feet.
There are also anasthetic patches on face and back., He is therefore unfit for er service,

From the Accountant-General, Madras, to the Director of Public Instruction, dated 2nd May i
1904, No. Pen. V. 38/1074.

In reply to your letter No. 3236, dated the 23rd April 1904, I have the honour to state
 that the case of the clerk referred to is somewhat analogous to that of Mr. T. K. Sankara Aiyar,
Sub-Registrar of Vriddhachalam, disposed of by Government in their order No. 1586, Judicial,
dated 18th October 1902. In that case the Sub-Registrar was declared by the Medical Board to
be unfit for further service in consequence of leprosy. As he, however, applied for furlough for
which he was eligible, he was first granted one gear’s furlough, which was afterwards extended
~ to another year on the understanding that the Sub-Registrar should be retired at its expiry if %
~ he be declared to be still unfit for duty.

; In the absence of a ruling that that procedure should be observed in all similar cases I would
~ suggest that the case under reference be reported to Government for orders.

* OrpER—No. 357, Educational, dated 9th June 1904,

) The Government are unable to sanction for K. Ranganadha Mudali any leave after
the 5th of April 1904, the date on which he was granted an invaliding certificate of
incapacity for further service. For the period from the 5th of March to the 5th of
April he may be granted furlough or leave on medical certificate. FA

(True Extract.) o

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

the Director of Public Instruction.
 Accountant-General.
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edition is submitted.
P,T.'l?.——lﬁ—5‘-¥04.. ‘
 The Director of vi’ﬁﬁfie;-_lnstruction réports thaé one K. Ranganédha Mudali, a
y)

: i e e -ﬁoﬁﬁh,g.m th&iﬁira’,—:anﬂ fourth editions i3 identical. A coﬁy of thé'thﬁd ;

clerk in his office, was invalided from 5th April on the ground ¥
frm'n‘lepros'y‘ ;‘thé’ clerk has applied for privilege leave for i’ugm_onthst :ztl lflg rﬁa{f }s;ufﬁ:rmg
year. The Director of Public Instruction wishes to grant the turlough, if gm_o 'ﬁ?e
: bl'llt.makes no recommendation as to the privilege leave. The clerk }’msg 19;1 s
from duty from 5th March 1904, ‘ : e e
2. Under articles 465—457, Civil Service Regulations, r ' ,
appear that in the case of an officer invalided from “aotive :ae’rvei)s:a1 ttl?eg eﬁif r’}é; w?ﬁld
can be granted is subsidiary leave preparatory to retirement, though an oécer veh i
actually on leave when the certificate is granted need not retire till the end wf(;gs
leave, and, following the Government of India’s ruling of 9th December 19((])2 ':
would appear that there is no objection to the extemsion of such leé G’ "
No. 1586, Judicial, dated 18th October 1903—note page 2. DT

3. In the precedent quoted, the clerk was on privilege leave wh
was granted in consequence of ’a medical certificate of ugnﬁtness ;:)rel(lluttl;ye fuf}loiih
fre;e;nt gusetn(} leavedw:s :;pparegtllly ;dpeciﬁeally granted, but the clerk was.permitteg
o absent from duty from 5th March, and the medical i
completed on 5th April. : ; T ratiente e ity

- 4. If the clerk was not on leave on 5th April, the date of the certifi
: : A ficate, then he
cannot be apparenfly granted other than subudu’ir leave t o et
under article 455, Civil Service Regulations. 5 ELEAAL s

5. The Accountant-General, however, to whom the Director of Publi i
referred the matter, does not apparently offer any objection to the ;;i{]?szm:ftl}?p
predecessor being adhered to but asks for the specific orders of Government. He 1;
do not think & further reference by Government necessary. . e

6. I consider that the clerk should, after 15 years’ service, be tre i
v % . Y ) at
_possible consideration, and it seems to me that the difficuly pointed out nf:v g;t};v:}}

.come, and the case placed on the same footing as the precedent quoted if the Director

of Public Instruction were to grant the clerk privilege leave from 5th M:
Apri],edatter whi?v]}l datelhe ca? }ll)e granted the furlgugh applied for, il:rgln:lzts‘:}t;
granted any privilege leave (which counts as active service) af
 oortiRite DO AL _ : rvice) after the date ‘of the
H. D. Ta¥Lor—17-5-04.

After the grmit of the certificate on bth  April, which virtually declares th
inc?pac;mt&d, 1;1;10 t;cl:irlt; cannotbajustly be given a,ny leave, and t{xe applica.tioenmiz!:
urlough after that date must be rejected. He will have privilege 1
i S ] privilege leave from. 5'th

_ G. 8. F[orBrs]—18-5-04.

: Snbu;igtéd that under article 264 of the Civil Service Regulations the clerk cannot
~ bave privilege leave from 5th March to 5th April unless he returned to duty on the
latter date. He may therefore be regaxjded a8 having been on furlough or leave on

. 4 19 - 3

~ medical certificate for this period.
P. T. THARYAN—20-5-04. A. GaLTEITI~20-5-04.
Sir Yu,ag“ﬁeapparentlydl& not return to duty. Please draft accordingly.
it % H.D.T.—21-5-04..

A*draltls *snbinitted for approval. If approved Financial may be asked to
~ mcceptit. ‘ ¢ ‘ ' ‘

o AEBrslobll 0 i A.G.—21~5=04.
' H.D.T~-28-5-04.

,_ To\ the Iinmhl Departmendt.

, ted that the draft may be accepted. £Poalis (26
 There seems to be no account objection to the grant of furlough in the §
s as pointed out by the Accountant-General—letter No. Pen. V. 38/1074,
| May 1904. o Mk

)

Pension had better note first. They bave precedents of leave grant&ﬂ béforo

. )

“To the Pension Depariment.

)
e e o 3

Pexstox DEparmamNt.

- No precedent can be traced in which leave after the date of the invaliding
fcate was granted in a case similar to the one under reference. '

9. Please see paragraph 4 of the letter to Tndia, No. 593, Pension, dated 21st June
893. P. Srinivasachari, the individual therein mentioned, was granted two years’
rlough towards the end of his service and when only four months had expired he
as recalled to duty. He subsequently fell sick and was invalided. He, however,
plied that the unexpired portion of his furlough might be granted and retired at the
of it. The Government held that the grant of a medical certificate of incapacity
for further service in the case precluded the grant to him of any leave other than
diary leave prior to retirement—article 499, Civil Service Regulations, third
tion (article 457, fourth edition); and this view was upheld by the Government
dia and the Secretary of State—see paragiaph 2 of despatch to Secretary
State, No. 227, dated 25th July 189%, and despatch from Secretary of State,
184, Financial, dated 14th September 1893, in G.O., No. 1199, Pension, dated
November 1893, : !
3. In the present case the man was not on any leave prior to retirement and the
yplication for furlough after the date of the medical certificate must be rejected.
,- : 4. In his letter No. 147, dated
dorsement No. 15, dated 24th April 17th March 1903, the S,“:"WW :
B e enquired whether he could take the orders
od in G.0., No. 1586, Judicial, dated 18th Octobert 1902, as guidance in
ture similar cases. The Surgeon-General’s attention was simply drawn o article
, Civil Service Regulations. dfbignic e aler Ly

K. Smxants Arvar--31-5-04,

The Sub-Registrar, whose case formed the subject of G.O,, No. 1586,
18th October 1902, was in the first instance invalided while on privilege I
Medical Board afterwards withdrew the invaliding certificate, and recommended
Sub-Registrar for a year’s furlough. At the end of this furlough he was 2
lided, whereupon he applied for an extension of leave for another year. Tk
n was one of an officer who produced a medical certificate of incapacity
and it was therefore held by the Accountant-General to fall under article
Civil Service Regulations. The extension of leave was granted on the condition that
e Sub-Registrar retired at the end of it. \ ke e
2. The case in G.0., Nos. 592, 593, Pension, dated 21st June 1893, quoted in the
sion department note on the previous page, is in no way similar to the present one.
as that of an officer who, three years after bLis retirement on medical certificate, '
applied to be granted the balance of furlough due to him at the date of his retirement,
that his pension might be increased. ’




A v A | do not know why both Financial Department and ou
. No precedents being available in the Pension department I have obtained one snts for an obnoxious course, which in any

oin Pubhc, please see G.0., No. 515, Public, dated 6th May 1899. Major Patch, g | 1 < for trying to pursue in this case. In my previpus
‘ ] ﬁ"“iipt’:“ justly ” get leave. PESAT A

I.M.S., reported sick and was relieved of his duties as District Medical and Sanitary
officer at Kurnool on the 9th December 1898. He proceeded to Madras to appear : :
before a Medical Board, and was finally invalided there on the 28th February 1899. : : ' I ; ‘
‘He desired, however, to be granted all the leave for which he was eligible prior to 5 A\ 3> s : et
retiroment. The Accountant-General held that if Major Patch were granted leave & oo o HDPw
from the 9th December 1898, the invaliding certificate might be regarded as having (- : : ‘ I o
been produced while he was on leave, and that the case would thus be brought under : { TR [G.0., No. 357, Educational, dated 9th June 1904.]
article 501 (present article 457) Civil Service Regulations. The matter was arranged f 0 E. ; : el e
- accordingly. Major Pateh was granted leave for a year and eleven months, with the

proviso that his retirement should have effect from ‘the termination of his leave.

4. Inthe case now under consideration,clerk Ranganadha Mudaliyar of the Director
of Public Instruction’s office was struck off duty on the 5th March and was finally
invalided on the 5th April 1904. The case is very similar to that of Major Patch.
The clerk may be granted a year’s furlough with retrospective effect from the 5th
March. The medical certificate may be regarded as having been produced while he
was on leave, the retirement may have effect at the termination of his leave under
article 457, Civil Service Regulations.

5. The Educational Department may be informed accordingly ?

C. S. SiMpsoN—3-6-04.

For myself I eannot see how the permission can be given in the face of article 457,
Civil Service Regulations. That article to my mind forbids any such course unless
the officer is on furlough. He is not so in this case. He has asked for privilege
leave—that seems to be forbidden.

2. It Edne;;tion decide to sanction the proposal I shall be obliged if they will
send the order here for counter-initial.
M e o ' M. Hamyick—4-6-04.

To the Educational Depariment.

EbuvcatroNan DEpARTMENT.

It is submitted that so far as Educational was concerned it was settled that the

clerk should not bave any leave after the 5th April 1904. The Chief Secretary does

* not object to the draft,|but, on the other hand, seems to accept it. Submitted therefore
that the draft may now issue.

P. T. TrARYAN—6-6-04.

Perhaps Honourable Member would wish to see Major Patch’s case, which is an
exact precedent. Major Patch was granted fr.-longh with retrospective effect after he
~ had been invalided by the Medical Board, and it was held that he was invalided while
on furlough and was entitled to the furlough remaining due to him. The decision in
~ Major Patch’s case was based on the Accountant-General’s opinion. :
: e | A. Gariatri—7-6-04.
itted to T Member for approval of the draft which is slightly
pamy Hononr@le o alzpvariance with the orders passeﬁ by
e Honourable Member, “ furlough ” having
.S Flomsme].  poo; substitated for privilege leave from
' 5th March to 5th April. |

i 2. I am not prepared to recommend
e precedent in Major Patch’s case
0 should be followed.

H. D. Tayror—7-6-04.
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}rf 1o request that I may be informed at a very early date
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from«~~the 5th Mavch 1904 the date from whieh he was perml‘l‘ted

to be absent from duty, on the derstanding that he should
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retire at the expiry of the leave. I should like to do so if 1t"1s

permi sai‘ble.

» have allowed \h;ln pension paper's to lie over,
I have the honour to be,
8ir,
a.t : obedien}t servant,

2.: Pending decision of the ahove question I

AGAIN G.0., No.

ORDER
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No. 3 57 , dated
i
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