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Proceedings of the Madras Government, Financial Department,
23rd June 1863.

No. 55. Read the following letter from E. H. LUSHINGTON, Esq., Secretary to the
Government of India; to the Chief Secretary to the Government of Fort Saint
George, dated Fort William, the 2nd June 1863, No. 2,307.

In reply to your letter No. 201, dated 2kth March 1863, Iam directed to forward the
accompanying copy of an explanation from the Officiating Accountant General to the Govern-
ment of India, and torequest that you will be good enough to make further enquiries of the
Postal Authorities in Madras, as to the delay that occurs between the arrival of the renewed.
Government Promissory Notes at Madras and their receipt by the transmitting Officer.

9. The Director General of the Post Office in India has also been addressed on the subject.

From J. L. LUSHINGTON, Esq., Officiating Accountant General to the Government of
India; to the Secretary to the Government of India, Financial Department, dated

Fort William, Loan Office, the 8th May 1863, No. 160

I3.

1 have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your office docket, No. 1,564, dated 17th
ultimo, forwarding for report copy of a letter with annexures from the Chief Secretary to the
Government of Fort Saint George to the effect that certain Government Securities sent to this
office for renewal on the 5th November last were not received back till four months alter
despateh, and that there is generally a delay of about 21 months in getting Notes renewed.

With reference to the particular case above alluded to, I beg to state that no letter from
Madras bearing date the 5th November last can be traced in this office, but if allusion is made
1o a letter No. 467, dated Gih November, from that Presidency, I beg to explain that the letter
was not received here till the 20th idem or fourteen days after date, while all the Notes to which
it gave cover were renewed and despatched with
letter from this office quoted in the margin,*
the due despatch of which by the ouf-going
Mail of the 220d December 1862, is acknowledged in paragraph 1 of the accompanying lettor
from the Postmaster of Caleutta, No, 14, dated 6th instant, so that this office can be held respoa-
sible only for a delay of twenty-eight days, of which ten days would have been avoided were it
not that an unusual demand from Bombay for the issue of 632 new papers iu lieu of certificates
happening at this time, prevented the completion of the Madras packet in time for the Mait which
closed on the 8th December 1862. Why the Notes thus despatched should not have reachied their
Jdestination till the middle of March or thres months after, it is impossible for me to determine.
On this point, however, 2 reference has been made to the Madras Postmaster by the Postmaster
here (vide 2nd paragraph of Mr. McGowan’s letter), and the result will, on being reported to this
office, be communicated to Government.

Itis equally difficult for this office to account for the general delay of 2} months stated to
occur between the despatch of old Notes from Madras and the receipts of new Notesin lieu.
The annexed Tabular Statement carefully compiled from the Register of Mofussil Notes received
here, and embracing the covering letters received from Madras between July and Dec.mber last
year, shows that while some Notes have been renewed and despatched in four, six, and eight days,
the average number of days against the Department is fifteen only.

Assuming fifteen days as the average period of detention in this office and allowing tent days,

more in transit to and from Madras (five days being the average number
t12 by dfk ench day. in which a letter reaches Madras from Calcutta, (vide 3rd paragraph of
Mr. McGowan’s letter under reference), the average detention between despatch and receipt,
should be tweuty-five days and not 2} months ; the additional delay of one month and a half
between the arrival of the Notes at Madras and their receipt by the transmitting office is inexpli-
cable, and is clearly a matter for local investigation, and one demanding the closest serutiny as well
for the inbterest of G svernmant as for the satisfaction of its public creditors.

#No- 2,898 . . 4 19th Doeember 1862.
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