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Medical Schools.

sesting the Accountant-General to pass till 16th August 1903, the allowanoe of Rs. 100
formerly drawn by the Surgeon of the First District for nﬁonha clinical

s of the hospital assistant class, and declining to address the Government of India

2 ‘nmgv_retroepective effect to_the local allowances granted to the staff of the -




i ‘m‘ g ';,15“; June 1904, e
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS,

EDUCATIONAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following paper :— T

From the Hon’ble Mr. A. G. BOURNE, D.So. src. T i
Instruction, Madras, to the Secretary to Gove’rnmkeﬁ;c, I}])dl;iiigz :lf e
ment, dated 28th March 1904, Ref. on Cur. No. 775, ual Depart-

With reference to G.O., No. 34, Educational, dated 18

the honour to state that there seems to have been, some mis:gpg:ﬁ?s;iy 1994, I have
to the dates from which the local allowances referred to therein were to %n Wwith regard
presume that the Government of India had not before them the facts meaz_e effect,

- letter Ref. on Cur. No. 7257 of 1902, dated 2nd December 1903, read ip é] g’ned in my
Educational, dated 22nd idem, while issuing their letter No, 1:151 dated'31" No. 637,
ber 1903. I beg to state that the Medical schools, Vizagapata;n and R;t Decem-
were opened on the lst Ju.ly. 1902 :}nd 1st April 1903, respectively, 5 dyapuram,
Superintendents have been giving elinical and other instruction from {ﬁe nb that the
besides bestowing much labour and attention on the provision of bui]dinﬂ'saf;l?eV zudatles
oM pp y

of furniture and the requisite appliances and on a host of other things that
were

were engaged in teaching work from the dates of their assumpt; hoo!S
appointr%ent, viz., 10th July 1902 in the one case and 13th fglgrll ng%h?;gthf their
To withhold the teaching allowances up to 17th August 1903 ip the ¢ other.
Superintendents and up to 31st December 1903 in the case of the first 03186:; of the
merely on technical grounds seems hard. There is yet another matt Structors
should, I submit, be taken into consideration in this connection, Th ebl: which
First District, was, prior to his appointment as Superintendent of tl?e nl,l[rge(,n’
school, Réyapuram, in receipt _of an allowance of Rs. 100 per mensem e-dl.eal
clinical imstruction to the hospital assistant pupils, and this allowanece wa°l‘ givin

by the Accountant-General from 1st April 1903 in the belief that the SsstOPRed
tendent would be allowed the higher rate of local allowance, viz, Rg 2\6penn-
mensem from that date and the first instructor of the same school h,ad = 5 0 per
forego from 13th April 1903 the extra allowance of Rs. 50 per mensenm Whi(l,»nhl ﬁrly to
in receipt of as Assistant to the District Medical and Sanitary officer Sonth Xr was
It has further been represented to me that the income of the first instfl,lctor M cot.
school, Vizagapatam, _from private prac.tiee has sufferred considerably sinee hj s, 3 ed}cal
ment to that institution as his educational duties absorb much of his time IPPOmt-
circumstances and in view of the facts stated in the enclosed copy of the le ttexfl tfhese
Superintendent, Medical school, Vizagapatam, Ref. on Cur. No. 21, datedozihe
February 1904, I beg to request that Government will he pleased to recommeng thth
the Superintendents and the first instructors of the two Medical schools be at
their local allowance from the dates of their connection with those schools, S

necessary for starting the schools. Similarly, the first instructors of the two s

ExcLosurE.

From the Superintendent, Medical Sehool,. Vizagapatam, to the Director of Publ ”
Madra}a)f (through the Personal Assistant to the Surgeon-General with tl?e éi)vlr;j;;“;on’
Madras), dated 24th February 1904, No. K.C. 27. oy

With reference to your No. 436 of 25th January 1904 forwarding resolution No,
315t December 1903 of the Government of India, Home Department, T have the hongn: ifla‘f
whether, in view of the fact that it seems certain that there has been a misunderstanding of t;,
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No. 372, EpucarioNar, 15tH June 1904.

B s o

matter, steps can be taken again to address the Government of India on the suﬁjeot. It seemlv
clear that there has been a misunderstanding both from the circumstances of the case, from tho
reason given in paragraph 2 and from paragraph 3 of the resolution.

The circumstances of the case are briefly as follows :—

The opening of a Medical school here was ordered by G.0., No. 320 of 10th June
1901 (which detailed and approved all the necessary expenses, including the allowances of the
staff), but by some oversight the sanction of the Secretary of State necessary for the Superin-
tendent’s allowance, and that of the Government of India for the first instructor’s, were mnot
applied for at the time, and apparently not till Tune 1902 (G.O., No. 356 of 14th June 1902).
I was ordered to make all the necessary arrangements (which involved a good deal of extra work
during the first half of 1902) and to open the school on the 1st of July and accordingly did so;
another order (G.0., No. 573 of 29th July 1902) expressly sanctioning the allowances referred

~ to with effect from 1st July 1902 being issued. These were drawn for July and August, but the

fact that no intimation of sanction by either the Secretary of State or the Government of India
had been received was noticed by the Accounant-General in September, the amounts drawn were
refunded, and the Government of India were again addressed, apparently in November 1902,
No action seems, however, to have been taken by the Government of India till June 1903 when
the Secretary of State was addressed as regards the Superintendent’s appointment. The sanction
of the first instructor’s allowance seems to have been overlooked, though this might have been
‘sanctioned in June 1902, and was allowed to stand over till the matter of the Superintendent’s
appointment had been settled. In addition the fact was not made clear to the Secretary of State
that there had already been a great deal of delay, and no request was made that, as his sanction
would, by rule, take effect only from the date of its arrival in India, some special wording such
as “ with effect from 1st July ”’ would be necessary. Had this been made clear it seems certain
that the few words necessary would have been added to the order and the original mistake have

been corrected.
He, however, merely sanctioned the appointment in July and the order reaching the

Government of India on the 16th August 1903, that date, more than a year later tham the
 commencement of work, became mechanically the date of sanction of the allowance of the Superin-

 tendent. A further delay then occurred till the 31st December 1903 when the Government of

India sanctioned the first instructor’s appointment; that is a period of a year and a half after

~ his commencement of work.

9. The reason given now by the Government of India for declining to again address the

: .“ Secretary of State as regards the Su.pcfintendex}t’s case, or to take action themselves as regards
~ the first instructor’s, viz., the objection entertained by them to the recommending of a grant, or
‘the granting of allowances, with retrospective effect suggests the view that the circumstances have

been misunderstood as these are not cases to which the general objection to retrospective sanctions
X apply. There is no proposal to give an allowance with retrospective effect for work done
jously without any allowance, the kind of case presumably in which it would be objectionable

to admit any retrospective effect, but it is a case of new appointment, involving new special and
‘extra work for which allowances are due and in which there is no question of retrospective effect
as such, but merely one of special wording of an order, since, owing to accidental delays, sanction
is being applied for later than the commencement of the new work, to prevent the injury that
ould otherwise be incurred amounting eventually to the loss of about Rs. 2,025 and Rs. 1,800,

respectively, in the two cases. :

- 3. It seems clear, also, that there has been a misunderstanding ; and that there i's.nothing
ﬁ jire'ent special wording when needed as the order in paragraph 3 of the resolution of the
;. ernment of India sanctioning the allowance of the fourth instructor at Réyaimram, a parallel

~ case, is expressly worded “ with effect from the st June 1903 ” that is a date seven months

to the date of the order. ’
4. As it is not possible that the Government of India would, in view of the cireumstances

i %ilod above, allow any official to be thus deprived of remuneration promised and arranged for

y his own Government and actually earned, it seems probable that there has been a misunder-

ding and that a clear explanation of the case to them and to the Secretary of State is all that
necessary. .

lhe Accountant-General will be requested to continue to pass till the 16th of
st 1:{03 inclusive the allowance of Rs. 100 per mensemsformerly drawn by the
on of the First District for affording clinical instruction to the pupils

l assistant class. ¥ e




n Juxe 1904, e
The Government do not consider it desirable to again address the Government

of India in regard to the other allowances referred to in the Director’s letter,

~ NOTES CONNECTED WITH G.0., No. 372, EDUCATION
e e e 15ta JUNE 1904.

213 ~ (True Extract.) = : A ; o : : 3

H. D. TAYLOR, v g
4g. Secretary to Government. - g1 o

To the Director of Public Instruction. ~ ‘ ; Lt _ e S : o
,»  Accountant-General. b F wd ~ In their letter No. 1451, Medical, dated 31st December 1903, recorded in G.0
W %‘?rgem’:lesner:ll;ﬁ : : : i b No. 34, Educational, dated 18th January 1904, the Government of India conveyed
t» Financial department. . 5 ' tion necessary to the grant of local allowances of Rs. 200 and Rs. 150 a month
uperintendents of the Medical schools at Riyapuram and Vizagapatam, respect.
~and to the grant of a local allowance of Rs. 100 per mensem to each of the

Instructors of these schools and refused to give retrospective effect to the sanction

2. The Director of Public Instruction now requests that a representation may be
made to the Government of India to sanetion the grant of the allowances fmmﬂ;e
of the opening of the schools. In fact this representation was made to the Gov-
ment of India in our letter No. 383, Educational, dated 15th August 1903, and it is
lly with reference to this recommendation the Government of India refused to
retrospective sanction. Moreover in communicating the sanction of the Govern-
t of India, the question of making a further representation was considered, and it
- concluded that such a representation would be of no avail—side notes 10,00y
384, Educational, dated 18th January 1904, kel ok b

‘3. The only new point that the Director now advances for a reconsideration of
«question is that the Superintendent of the Riyapuram school was in receipt of an
wance of Rs. 100 per mensem for giving clinical instruction to the hospital assist-
ils, and the First Instructor of the same school was in receipt of an allowance

G

50 per mensem as Assistant to the District Medical and Sanitary officer, South
and that these allowances ceased when these. officers joined the Medical school. =
is fact does not appear to alter the case very much. In the case of the Super-

Tt ‘te ik SHERT e intendent the allowance eea%ed yecause th
B oW orn T €% clinical teaching ceased ; butin the
m 8 oxw sAchQéIA.LLBTl‘l of the First Insﬁructor‘ 1t{eeaaedbm
S FAGEE ; "~ hewas transferred from South Ar
‘Medical school where it was thought he would get a higher allowance
case therefore there is a real hardship. A K DA
f’é’é&m are therefore solicited as to whether a further representation in the matter
ye made to the Government of India. VR R e
G.0., No. 34, Educational, dated 18th January 1904, was received onl
Vi ning from the Press to which it was sent on the 20th January last to
the delay in the submission of the current. ] G L

[, TraryaN—15-4-01.

fact that two of the persons affected wonld in all probability,
made, have drawn certain other allowances, is a new fact, whie
vernment of India to address the Secretary of State im respect of the
ent of the Riyapuram school and to accord their own retrospective sane-
oct of the First Instractor, Réyapuram.  The school allowanees are Rs. 2




ool posts, Rs. 100 and 50,
Ra. 50 retrospectively or

t ctor do not seem to 'ha've 1

veq, | other allowance when they weré‘!pp%?ngdy
T Dl ='_Sﬁpfr_iné‘endent,' however,  sends
SRR SRR T erall C The wrpnment

. 2 of the memorial seems qﬁu&ﬂ.[ It may be adopted ? and India gmay Illoe '1."4“311::;(‘1.a g?e}:

and give retrospective sanction if they agree that the rule about rotr

i .
(i

‘does not apply to this me? or if they think the rule does apply to treat th

~ the Réyapuram "ﬁﬁeﬁmm&mrﬂqmrmg a special eoncessg’on ? mhoi o
8. The alleged loss of private practice by the Instructor,
be mentioned ? It is impossible for the Government to stand surety for a statement
about a man’s private practice. "8

A. Garnerri—15-4_04,

The sanction of India may be applied for, for the continuance o
ances where they existed, in respect of the Superintendent ang
Rdyapuram school, until the new allowances came into force ? The q
private practice caunot be taken into consideration.

f the old allow.
First Instructor,
uestion of logg of

l i LB TavLor-—25_4 (4

I think that the ﬁh‘ol‘e niatter should be clearly set forth and the elajme
But as, so far Hon’ble Mr. Forbes has transacted the case and ag ¢ 41ms supported,

f i iy 8 1t had )
full Government subject, please circulate to him and Honourable Colleaagu:etter be a

kol J. T[Homaog]-.23_4_04’
0% : , i B The Hon'ble My, Forbes.
' 2. The Hon’ble Mr. Stokes, C.I.E.

H-D-T-"'26-4..04.

1 am notin favour generally of any departure of the sound ’ it _
allowances are to take eﬁe%t from date of sanction. wlo that spacial

2. In the Vizagapatam case, I see no good reason for an exception. T

h

rst : CHRVeE . ples that at the
admitted. An officer’s whole time belongs to the State. The fallacy of the i
put. forward lies in the ..assumption that there is a right to extra l‘emuuemtfon
18 not so ; it is_a mere concession. The Superintendent and First Assistant -
“have been required to do all this extra work on their grade pay. N, right might
until the sanction of the authority which can give the sanction is obtaineq "Ten
“misapprehension or ignorance in the mind of any one as to who that 'uthc;rity li!. .

- cannot be recognized.

Pirst Instructor believes he lost some private practice, is not a

Ulnentg

3. The case of tho Rdyapyram Medical school is somewhat different,
case an allowance of Rs. 100 drawn b

* Accountant-General, in the beljef 1: 1;{ statzeélo th;,lltt tllllg Superintendent haq yc(g:'
~ entitled to the higher allowance of Rs. 200. this was 50, I would girene B8
ok Mo bt AL b of 100 up to the date op ccct the

' date on whigl

d to the Re. 200.  The Accountant-Genera] - =" the
r he segs auy objection, gt mlght be

First Instryctor he appears to have lost Re. 50 per e

6 b8, Apaiibi 4

"

‘of war”, he might have lost it by tran-’.fse?%%

| .che‘og'“&é 100, double of the allowan g
M}? ' 0hmw jihe el D et

+

4

ospective sanctiop..
ol

Vizagapatam, need not

s. 100 drawn by the Superintendent wag stoppec in this

to. Districi Modieal and Sanitary O fHich

ce he lost, gpg

e s o g

v

"B

3
. We have twice asked the Government of India to aanct‘ion these allowances
from the dates when work started, and they have refused. The only argument we
g put forward is that the officers ]‘{St allo‘.rance! the;_r would Oth(‘lf‘WllB; bave
drawn. I am very doubtful whether this consideration will move India, for the
Becretary of State hus Jately taken objection to his sanction being antxe,lpiated and
they therefore are no doubt unwilling to ask him to do what he objects to doing. =

. 2. I would prefer therefore to see whether the Accountant-General will not
spass the allowances drawn by the Superintendent, Réyapuran_l. The allow?.npe of
Rs. 50 to the First Instructor cannot, I should think, be passed in any case as it is thg
charge allowance of a particular appomntment.

G. B[roxms]—9-5-04.

Forwarded to the Accountant-General for favour of remarks as to whether the
old allowance of Rs. 100 formerly drawn by the Superintendent, Riyapuram sghool,
and subsequently stopped, can be paid from date of stoppage up to the date when the
Buperintendent became entitled to the allowance of Rs. 200.

H D Taerokie 1058 68

To the Aceountani- General.

The allowance of Rs. 100 a month was sanctioned to the Surgeon o_f the First
Distriet for affording clinical instruction to the pupils of the Hospital A‘sslstagt clags
in the Rdyapuram infiimary, not in the Medical College—Mudras G.0., No. 389,
Educational of the 27th July 1887. 1In the sanction accorded by the Govgmment of

- India in their letter Nu. 692 of the 1Gth December 1x+7, the allowance is stated to
have been given for the supervision of the clinical instruction of these pupils, and
in this duty he bas always had an Assistant. At first Mr. Wynne, an Assistant
Apotheeury, was the assistant. ' :

9. The Director of Public Instruetion in his lefter under consideration states

" that the Surgeon of the First District continued to give clinical instruction after the

ing of the Riyapuram Medical school. - If' this is the case I am prepared to
mopemx;gminue to pa}ss}the allowance of Rs. 100 a month up to the date from which
A the increased allowance of Ks. 200 a month is admissible. In this connection,
however, I would invite attention to paragraph 10 of the Surgeon-General’s letter
No. 140, dated 7th February 1899, recorded in G.0., No. 320, Educailona[, dated
10tk June 1901, from which it would scem that from the datgof the re-establishment
! of the Riyapuram Medical school the clmlca.l instruetion would no longer be
lgivon by the Superintendent but by the instructors. But even then the
Superintendent would be required I presume to supervise that instruction, and the
orders of the Government of India of 16th December 1887 already referred to would

s It appears to me, therefore, that I showtd be quite justified in passing the
Ei :ﬁglz.ance of PII{)S. 100 a month to th(’i Surgeon of the Flrs!; Dlstmgt from the date on
~ which the Medical school was re-opened to the date on which the increased allowance
- of Rs. 200 a month became payable.

'8, In the orders that may be issued on the reference from the Director of Publio

" nstruction will you include directions to the. Accountant-Geperal to continue to pass
Vs .:t[:e. :i‘l‘(:)wanee ofyRs. 100 a month for the period I have mentioned.

W. Dosre—27-6-04.

Forwarded u.o. to the Surgeon-General and Director of Public Instruction for

prad : . )
, f further remarks with reference to the portions of .thp Accountant-General’'s
e :o't:“;:rkel:i “A”and “B?”, as to actual duties of the Superintendent. AR

H.D.T.—-30-5-04.

To the Surgeon-Gemeril,
To the Director of Publie Imairuciion.




Ll 4 25 P

% letter No. 140, dated 7th February 1899‘,' )

ant-General does not really mean that the Superintendent
v wm instruction. - The paragraph refers to the help to be
cal instruction to the classes and this instruetion was to be supervised

: ot the Superintendent has continued to give alinical instruction
‘go ou doing o, as the ““supervision” of the instruetion impli

the wards, so that the Accountant-General is clearly

the old allowance of Rs. 100 a month.
D Rl W. R. Browse—31-5-04.
: ; :‘fé_'ﬁe-birector of Publie Inctru\ctz'on.
I agree with the Surgeon-General,
A. G. Boursg—5-6-04,

The following statement shows the date on which the Superintendents and
First instructors joined their duties at the Vizagapatam and Rdyapuram Medical sehool
respectively and the dates on which final sanetion was conveyed to the allowance :—

School oponod.v Baperintendent First Instructor
Jjoined. Joined,

et o e S G L el Tely 1903 16t July 1902 108 Fal
Réyepuram Sk i i% ol o #a 1st April 1903 18t April 1403 13¢h A‘;n}i‘lllgg?g

* Banotion to Superintendent’s allowance * .. e i 17th August 1903 s
Do.  to First Lustructor’s allowance * .. ds tah i

* Letter No. 1451, dated 31st December 1903.

3

will be entitled to the allowance of Rs. 100 from Ist April 1903, when 1t was stopped
to 17th August 1903 when he became entitled to the allowance of R, 200. "

2. The Accountant-General is prepared to pass the allowance of Rs. 100 from 1st
April 1903 to 17th August 1903 to the Superintendent, Riyapuram Medical school
This will meet the views expressed by the Honourable Member ang the Hon'ble

Mr. Stokes on page 2 of the notes. It would therefore appear to be unnecessary
to address India in respect of the other allowances claimed with retrospective eﬁec{
‘as proposed in His Excellency’s (the Hon’ble Mr, Thomsow’s) note on page 2 supra, y

Under the above note of the Aecountant-General the Superintendent, Réyapuram,

3D TavLor—10-6-04,
- Quite go..
G. 8. Flores]—10-6-04.

I agres with Mr. Forbes that it is not desirable in the circumst :
: gzwi%g:éss Indiaagain. Inthe case of the Vizagapatam school the Sua;:;;: t:: ;hm
has had to work from the 1st July 1902 to the 17th August 1903, or for 5 yer
" and a month for nothing, but he has lost nothing he got before. The Pipst Instm):;:r
has had to work for nearly 18 months, but his loss is problematical as i i only th :
Bainlo pUNERNII i I tak?n by Mr. Forbes in thig case ?l
A oL S B e Bt

fice e

ing. The first instructor will Joge 1?:“?;1’: i
Il be made up to him in eight monthg op hrzoggi
1 Qe 18 hetter off thay the

ya,gnmn sehol tnder the Acdoant.
o

St
? '

31st December 1903

/

. PT.T.—-15-6-04.

:‘;s; I ths ,.oiténmsﬁnces of the case I do not ;ﬁh'i‘tﬂ": ‘we can | :
, as no officer will have lost anything except the First Instructor of thy

e‘m'a'tter miy, I think, be dispoéed of in the _;in@,nnefp‘ ,
in his note of 10th June 1904. :

There is no use in writing more on the ‘sub'jeet. But I : dégﬁnév’
Hﬂn’ble Mr. Forbes’ doctrine regarding local allowances. Government ma;

% certainly— ; they are not given except for good reasons: and when gran
; 2;3: z;:::nstanyoes as theyso present, should be paid from the time the work began
" If I were adversely affected by these orders I should consider I did well to complai

ad T do not think my Honourable Colleague would act differently. ]
9. The Government of India is itself in a measure to blame for late sanction.
: . 8. Hereafter it should be a rule that when men are put on duty for which we mean

: @ pay extra but require sanction to do so they should be warned that the particular

wances proposed are claimable only according as sanctioned. &5
A Jd; T[Housom}-—’lM'.m_

/

Please draft in accordance with my note above. . s
H. D. Tayror—15-6-04.

The draft placed below is submitted for #pproval.

A

A. GaLLETTI—15-6-04.
H.D.T.—15-6-04.

[G.0., No. 372, Educational, dated 15th June 1904]
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