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G.0., No. 479, 8th August 1904.

AUGUST.

Madrasa-i-Azam.

"Sanctioning the acceptance by the clerk of the — of a remuneration ior domg
the manager of the hostel attached to that institution.
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cf"MdNAL DEPARTMENT.

% ‘

Reap—the following puper A
From the Hon’ble Mr. A, G. BOURNE, D.Sc., r.~.8., Director of Public Tnstruc-
thx:ito the Secretary to Government, Educational Department dated Madras,

June 1904, &Ref on Cur. No. 4597.

I hive the honour to request the sanction of Government, under article 72 (b) of
the Civil Service Regulations, to the acceptance by the clerk of the Government
Madrasa-i-Azam of a monthly remuneration of Rs. 10 from July next for doing the
duties of.the managerfuf the hostel attached to that institution.
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Omxa—Na. 479 Was& August 1904.
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{True Extract.)

He D, TAYTLOB,
Ag. Secretary to ‘Government.
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m stndents as.
s from prxvale funds Therefore the su' al]
nd not under 72 (3) of the Civil Service Keg ations, There is however

fon t according the sanction asked for by the Director of Public Instmétion

under article 74 (a), it being lim
- Educational, dated 15th ote yauk Ton e g tb:;ngas o

the case of the managershxp-

"z-haetel attached to the Teachers’ College at Saidapet. A draft is su

' follows precedent but from the fact that Fmanmal is ew na
nce to the Government of India on the power of Local Gwmm
acceptance of fees like these it would seem ‘that this g
. Financial may therefore see the tike b

question in Firancial is about recurring fees. 1t ﬁns order is 'renew S
r, the limit of Rs. 500 will be exceeded in the ﬁfth'ym' :
 this order, but may perhaps see it in case they 'gh iy
1n their letter to India. %0
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‘na'lj" on the 17th June 1904 and has lnort °°me baok S

matter is under reference in that department.
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TN nwh &éalthh ths; fresent case. Examine please. The
- whether this Government can sanction recurring payments at all, and it lmksplg;x’;t:;

sanetion a recurring payment on the basis that the sum total of

e the payments is within the powers of this Government as regards non- i
payments. In this case, supposing the rules remain as they are, our powers of'f.Zﬁ'.L%E
Il be exhausted after a certain period and we might be forcing ” Tndia’s powers

by the proposed procedure. ‘

C. M. Sonumr—6-7-04 ¢

With regard to the question whether this Government can saneti n i
‘payments at all, it is submitted that under the note to article 72 (b)oofr’celf;1 rcl)‘:eﬁ
~ Service Regulations recurring payments from General revenues or from Local funds

administered by Government come under the term Salary ” as defined in the note
to article 70 of the Civil Service Regulations and under article 76 ( 1) 10 such recurpin
payments can, without the sanction of the Government of India, be granted to mgl
officer whose salary ineluding such payment would exceed Rs. 3,000 a year. Attention
Page 3 of G.0., No. 624, Revenue, dated 25th 15 10¥ited to paragraph 4'of the Govory.
FRiEIO00, o I BT e, ment of India resolution No. 167-Ex
; G5 Bt 101 _ dated the 12th January 1899, where in
the case of overtime fees paid to Customs officers that Government said that allowances
for overtime work are recurring payments and_ cannot therefore be dealt with under
*72 and 74, fourth edition. artioles 89 -and . 91%, \Civil Bergise
St e Regulations (third edition), but shoylq

oLk ; e be dealt with under articles 87 T and 93 +
(third edition). Attention is also invited to the note under article 71 in the Madras
Supplement to the Civil Service Regulations containing extract from the letter from
the Government of India, No. 4948-Ex., dated the 16th October 1900, stating that an
officer of Government should not, save in exceptional and ecasual cases, be allowed to
receive recurring allowances from a local body.

9. The present ease comes under article 74 of the Qiyil Service ilations
which regulates the conditions under which an officer may receive foes le'zfg h;:it\l;?:
persons, or private bodies whose funds are not administered by the Government
There is no provision allowing the Local Goverpmenp to sanction a recurring fee undex:

6.0, No. 111, Educational, dated 15th this article, but there gre precedents in

Febroary 1904, ...+ . . which iu similar cases sanctions haye been
.0., No. 756, Public, dated 24th August accorded for the acceptance of recurring
1903, L) fees by Government officers, Attention
G.?ébgo. 132, Public, dated 17th February is also invited to the Accountant.-
4 iy Gt e PN TR Beneral’s Endorssmeint No. 166
G.0., No. 435, Political, dated 14th September 4. jop August 1903, in whichol’xedate’g
1903. E S : 2 81

: e | | : that there was no objection to Govern-
~ Page 4 of G.0., No. 435, Pohuc;l, dated 14th ment ganctioning under article 74, Civil

e goptgmu{“lﬂoa.“‘ 5 Pl Service Regulations (fourth edition), the
-~ acceptance by some of the elerks of the Collector’s office, Tanjore, for work in connec-

tion with the Mangalavilas estate, of the allowance of Rs. 5 per mensem for periods

I which in some eases exceeded four and-a-half years.

3. Looking to the Accountant-General’s view quoted above, the draft order may,
it is submitted, be accepted, but as there is no specific provision in the regulations
under which sanction can be accorded by Government for such recurring payments
under article 74, the Accountant-General ‘may be consulted whether by sanctioning

the acceptance of such payments any evasion of the rules is made.
P.G.—11-7-04.

© Ttis the case that the article to be applied here is article 74 of the Civil Seryiee
Regulations s,na”thgt,‘ under that article, there is no such note as appears under artielo
- 72 (b) which declares thejt‘r@tmen‘tf of recurring honoraria or rewards to fall uyger

]

he rules regulating increascs of salaries, but it seems to bo vgry
4 was intended to apply to recurring fees or to more than

i zbedents all scem to evade the rule by keeping the total amount

limits laid down by article 74 (¢), but this procedure seems t
With the concurrence of Educational the Accountant-General mi

. Inthe Government of India Resolution No. 167-Fx., of thailﬁth r(:,-‘gl

AT L. 1899, referred to in the notes it is mwl
% ; -0.' NO. 624’ Bevenue, dﬂtﬂi 20th that recurring paymenw motmde’lt\
e 1900. with under article 91 (74 of the present

but fall within the scopo of articles 87 and 93 (70 and 76 of the present

- , Article 74 relates to fees to a Government officer paid hy a private person

tly requires, when such fee is a recurring one, that the sanction of the
y of State should be obtained if the result of the grant of the fee should raise
salary of the oficer above Rs. 5,000 a year or of the Government of India if the

s to be clearly the scope of the Government of India ruling. :

-8

L ggle and not to recurring payments. I think this is evident from the way in which

owers of sanction of the several authorities are expressed in article 74 ('3): 'I‘ho ‘

ons are expressed by amounts without reference to any period.

3 Tt does not follow that because the note under article 72 (#) is not ’.‘epn; duced Kk

article 74 that the provisions of article 74 ;\uthorize the acceptance of recurring
: fees from private persons. The* orders
- th ] 2oL a e
; EZrlv:ofa g‘:gullﬁﬂ:s CRUp a1y of the Government of India that it is only
mm exceptional and cascal cases that an
* of Government should be allowed to receive recarring allowances from a local

i

A bndy and the Resolution of the Government of India above referred to therefore
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is raised above Rs. 250 a month, but not above Rs. 5,000 a year. The above

nother point for consideration is that the provisions of article 74 clearly reloy = o

apply, it appears to me, with added force to the case of allowances from private ;

i}

From an administrative point of view I should have thought that the

nce by a Government officer of a recurring allowance from a private person is A

: possible explanation of the omission from article 74 of the nbteiﬁdel,?#gifefeﬁg

) is that the provisions of article 70 manifestly refer to payments from gene
+ local fll)lnds administered by Government—note umf:;? general
from private sources are not .included in the term % gala;
8 from such sources can have the effect of raising an officer’s
). In the case of article 76 the restrictions are n
@ term “ salary ” given in article 70. el
The orders in the case of recurring fees from private persons are not
plicit and I have ventured in the above remarks to refer generally to the
should be glad if Government would refer the question to the
have the matter settled beyond dispute. As regards the
 gonsideration I do not for a moment wish to call in’ question the power
ot to sanction the recurring allowance of Rs. 10 if thoy b A 0o S0 b
ds well within their powers under article 76, That article rela 5
from Provincial revenues, but in paragraph 4 of the Resolution of the 12t
- 1899, page 3 of G.O., No. 624, Revenue, dated Z5th June 1900, the

ent of India scem to bring withiu its scope the case of recurring payments

by private persons. It is a question under what article of the Civil Service
ations the eanction should be given. With reference to the orders of the




1899 already referred 1 |
the sanction cannot be given under ‘ : - : IGRLR
- without reference to any article.  If Ros = ST el R Wi

ar s inserted in the proposod order foy th. S (s e B
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doubtful on the point and suggests a reference
‘that the present case falls wit%glxel the powers f; ¢ R
o get out of the difficulty he suggests the omission ‘
e article under which the sanetion is granted,

hether the Educaticnal draft may be accepted with the

Accountant-General or whether the orders of the Goy-
are separately being applied for on the poiut of aceeptance of
) icers, may be awaited. :

ntant- _é‘gierg'l's suggestion may be adopted to gef rid of
question is going up to India.
ot oL - C. M. Senumr—1-8-04,
s Yes. T agree.
S M. Hammick—6-8-04.

2% the Educational Department.
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ForDirector of Public Instrustion,
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