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No. 1014, Fixancrar, 141 Decenser 1895.

N s

A ——————

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

L

Reap—again the following papers :— ,
4.0., No. 354, Financial, dated ond May 1895.

L

V'Read—the following papers :—

Extracts from an Office-note from the Examiner of Public Works Accounts, to the
Secretary to Government, Public Works Department, dated Madras, 4th
February 1895, No. 379-A.

In reply toa reference made to the Accountant-General, Public Works Depart-
ment, as to the interpretation &t certain points in the application of Civil Service
Regulation Article 1205, that, officer has stated that the case with full particulars
and dates should be submitted, through the Local Government, for the orders of the

Government of India.

9. The actual cases that necessitate the present reference are given below, and T
would beg that they may be roferred to the Government of India for an authoritative
interpretation. .

* * # “ *

7. Cuse IT—M.R.Ry. 8. V. Sankara Aiyar, Accountant, 7th grade, was trans-
ferred in June 1894 from Madura to Rushikulya, Whic;h he joined on the forenoon of
the 14th July 1894, to act as divisional accountant vice M.R.Ry. 8. Seshiah granted
two months’ privilege leave. It was subsequently arranged that Sankara Aiyar should
continue in the Rushikulya division as a permanent arrangement. While at Rushi-
kulya, Sankara Aiyar got ill and applied .for one moq‘th and seventeen days’ privilege
leave supported by a proper medical certificate. This was granted to him with effect
from 5th October 1894, His transfer to another division at the end of his privilege
leave having been found necessary, he was posted to the Trichinopoly division and
ordered to join that division on roturn from leave.

8. Sankara Aiyar did not claim any travelling allowance under Civil Service
Regulation Article 1205 on the occasion of his transfer from Madura to Rushikulya,
apparently not having taken his family with him. On his posting to the Trichino-
poly division, he claims travelling allowance under the above article for his family
from Sérmidévi (where he received the order of his transfer) to Trichinopoly.

9. From the wording of Civil Service Regulation Articles 1204 and 1205 (c), it
would appear that travelling allowance to members of family is allowable only if they
actually travel with hLim or follow him within the time preseribed by rule. If this
reading of the rule is correct, the claim preferred by the accountant would be inadmis-
sible, as his family did not travel with him from Rushikulya to Trichinopoly nor are
they to follow him from the former place or any other situated in the route between

the two stations.

10. At the same time, it appears to me that the claim preferred is an equitable ‘

one, for if the accountant, when transferred to Rushikulya, had taken his family with
him, Government would have had to pay the expenses of their journey (i) from
Madura to Rushikulya and (ii) from Rushikulya to Trichinopoly.

- i
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No. 478-C.
Transferred to the Financial Department for the necessary action.
ransfe

ig . PENNYCUICK, Colonel, R.E.,
(Signed) ’ Seeretary lo ’Goz-'crmne,nt, P.W.D.

7th February 1895.

Extra m a m : ne Government of Madras,
he Accountant-General to ‘the ; : :
" Cot f}l;o Chil(SftteSre(lex"ztart io Government, dated Fort St, George, 1st March
t ¢ y

1895, No. 488.

i Ry.8. V. Sankara Aiyar raised in para-
i Rirto the diﬁ_iculty ot ﬁie egiilo(f)sgégf? {vhat the elaim on account of his family
graph 9 of the Exammer’snnxﬁ:stiof with his second transfer, viz., to 'l‘n?}nnnp’u'l_y. : hzlx:
I8 dak ot preferredlljnRCO Sankara Aiyar was on privilege leave at Surm;_idu\ 1, e
it g hf tyr:anefer at that station, and that his family cither u.(.-cu?llpa:ni 1; :
e echiod e, GRiex | T 'ciﬂnopoly or preceded, or followed him within t e1 e
him from that place ot(?’ nif the pre’snmptiun is correct, there would be no fml:lm aa !1] o
specified in Artmle}-\ lab the Examiner, as under Article 1214 Qavellmg :1 ha.;lw 1
for the difficulty rluls;;omy 8érméddévi to Trichinopoly, the cost being less t:
or

———
—

\ 1895.
\o. 354, Financial, dated 2nd May 1 Bl e 39
TS i f1 ,dia will be addressed as regards the ‘]uestlo',‘s 1‘]:: . lved in
The GO‘;f rgx)nflgu(t)ionléd in paragraph 1 of the Acqountaut-(ieneral SR
PQﬁ’lts (2) and ( (True Extract.)
i (Signed)  J. F. PRICE,
Chief Secrelary.

t
lic Works Department,
- To the ilz}:o‘fntant-(ieneml.

——
”»

G.0., No. 504, Financial, dated 8th July 1895.
. 3 .

g e Accountant-General

or Sath L Department ]and_the 1 r

5 the Public Works : : ccountant-General

g nme;t tofgifx(c‘iia agreeing in this Government’s interp A
Gover

letter from the Gove

1205 of the Civil Service Regulations.

i i ; September 1895.
G.0., Mis, Nos. 692, 693, Financial, dated|14th Sep

Read—the follfowing pa(I))fﬁrze:;)te from the Examiner, Public Works Accounts, to the
Extracts from an x

18956
to Government, Public Works Department, dated 8th July )
Secretary to ' )
No. 2420-A. =
* ;
» : P ; f "Accountant-
o d in paragraph 4 o : ;
the opinion expresse Bl TS . yanied him
Bile 2 preseiltttceﬁ'se that it‘P the accountant’s family u!illeirn ?}(;g(?illllll)e specified
General’s (Ma@mszr 'ehin:)poly or preceded or follgwcd }um' W} 11', his family
e Séma(ll%85toher1;ould be entitled to trav{u“tll% a‘l‘lf()l\;gliign ’(’r(in another case)
in Article ) b 1d be negatived by the o ¥ o head
Sérmédévi to Tnehmop()l{l,QW %uiz. that inasmuch “as the \Hl.lten (ﬁdfﬁz 031;.1111?1 \ius
contained m hl(si paia%:;ﬁ ob;ainc-(,l before the jou_rne),f, was performed,
9f o ‘Oﬁ'lt(:felifndgf the letter of Note I to the artlcl‘fh these :—
madrzlsfll‘he facts of the case under reference are brliﬁ}’t ’l'etl g o da b g | e
" ra Aiyar, Accountant, 7th o ificate
1k 8 o
with effect from b October 1894,

» -

the letter of Note I to Article 1205, Civil Se

rst case travelling allowance on account of the family
inadmissible. In the

little doubtful and it
the Government of Indj; j

arv.w

WMM

(v) He was at Sérmddévi when he received the order of transfer to Trichino-
poly.

4

(vi) He claims travelling allowance for his
Trichinopoly.

The Government of Indig having since decided that a man ig not entitled to
travelling allowance for his family unless he obtains the

Previous approval of the
head of his office to the Proposed charges, the accountant would appear to be dig-
qualified for the allowances claimed, unless the circumstance of his absence on leave
at the time of his transfer i taken into consideration,

5. But the point on which an authoritative ruling appeared to
this: Are travelling allowances for a man’s family admissible wh
another part of the country ?

. To take two extreme caseg :——

(1) A man who is without his family at Vellore is transferreg to Madura where
his family has resjdeq for some time. 1Is he entifleq to travelling
allowance for his family from Vellore to Madurg ?

(if) A man who is stationed g} Madras has his famj

family between Sérmddévi and

be necessary was
en it is located in

on his transfer to Calicut 9

The case of Sankarg Alyar is somewhat parallel to the secong of- the above
Suppositious cases; and I am still of opinion that it needs 3 reference to the Goyern.
ment of India in the F inancial Department, as Article 1205 clearly Pre-supposes that
a man’s family is at the same station with him when he Proceeds on transfer,

e

No. 2292-C,
Transferred to the Financial Department,

(Signed) 7, PENNYCUICK, Colonel, R.E.,
15¢h July 1895, Secretary to Government, P, W.D,

From F. C. HARRISON » Esq., Officiating Accountant.

Secretary to Government, dated Fort St. Ge
No. 2361.

General, to the Chief
orge 3rd September 1895,

With reference to your endorsement, No. 1904, dated the 14th of August 1895,
forwarding for MY remarks office-note of the Examiner of Public Worksg Accounts re-
garding the question of the travelling allowance of Accountant M.R.Ry. Sankara Aiyar
and his family on the occasion of his transfer to Trichjnopoly, I have the honouy to
state that this office presumed, when giving the opinion contained in letter to Govern-
ment, No. 483, dateq Ist March 1895, that written orders passing his probable
expenses had been obtgined by M.R.Ry. Sankara Aiyar prior to his starting, ag thig
Point was not raised in the Examiner’s letter,

If this was not the case, travelling allowance to the famil

rvice Regulationg,
Ses put by the Examiner in Paragraph 5 of his no

¥ 18 inadmisgible under
As regards the ca te, T beg to
§ clearly
e point ig g
0 refer it to

second case I incline to the

Same opinion, but t},
would be advisable, when g ¢
ia

ase actually arises, t

No. 1014, FiNancrar, 14te Decpyppg 1895, 3
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e it

Order—Mis. No. 692, Financial, dated 14th September 1895.

The Government of India will be addressed.
(True Extract.)
(Signed)  J. F. PRICE,
Chief Secretary.

To the Public Works Department.
» Accountant-General.

———————

Letter—to the Secretary to the Government of India, Finance and C | 3
»ent, Mis. No. 693, Financial, dated 14th September 1895. merce Depart-

With reference to Article 1205 of the Civil Service Regulations, T am directed to
submit the following case for the orders of the Government of India. o :

9. An Accountant, 7th grade, in the Public Works Department, was transfer:ed
in June 1894 from Madura to Rushikulya to act in a privilege leave vacancy. 1t
was subsequently arranged that he should continue in the latter division as &
permanent arrangement. e was at Rushikulya alone, his family being at Sérmadévi.
While there, he fell ill and was granted privilege leave for one month and seventeen
days with effect from the 5th October 1894. Iis transfer at the end of his privilege

Jeave having been found necessary, he was posted to the Trichinopoly division, which -

he was ordered to join on the expiry of .his Jeave. He has, in connection wich b
transfer to Trichinopoly, claimed travelling allowance under Article 1205 for his
family from Sérmadévi to that station. Under the strict letter of Note I to the
article, the accountant would appear to be disqualified for the allowances claimed
gince he did not obtain the previous approval of the head of his office to the proposed
charges. e was, however, not aware when he left the Rushikulya division that he
would not return to it, and it seems doubtful whether the circumstance of his absence
on leave at the time of his transfer should not be taken into consideration.

3. In the course of the correspondence connected with this case the general
question of the title of an officer, whose family is not at the same station as he is
when he receives an order of transfer, to claim allowances under the article, has been
raised. As an extreme case in point, the following question might arise :—

« An officer is stationed at Madras and his family ‘at Mysore. DBetween what
two stations is he entitled to travelling allowance for his family on his transfer to
Calicut ?”’

The article seems to clearly presuppose that an officer’s family travels with him,
but I am to ask the favour of an authoritative ruling from the Government of India
on the point.

(Signed)  J. F. PRICE,
Chief Secrelary.

Reap—also the following paper :—

From R. NATHAN, Esq, Officiating Under Secretary to the Government of India,
Finance and Commerce Department, to the Chief Secretary to the Govern=
ment of Madras, dated Calcutta, the 4th December 1895, No. 5627-Ex.

1 am directed to refer to your letter, No. 693, dated the 14th September 1895,

requesting, with reference to the case of an accountant in the Public Works Depart- s -

ment who was transferred from Madura to Rushikulya and thence to Trichinopoly
(his family being at Sénpédén), an authoritative ruling on the question of the title
of an officer, whose family are not at the same station as he is when he receives an
order of transfer, to claim travelling allowance under Article 1205 of the Civil
Service Regulations. B

B o Xk + i TR RN S

e et S

v

———

Orper—No. 1014, Financial, dated 14¢h December 1895.
The accountant will be permitted to draw travelling allowance for his family for

the joiu‘ney from Madura to Trichinopoly.
9. Paragraph
guidance.

(True Extract.)

Public Works D
, Accoun

wst, A Baith

No. 1014, FiNaxciat, 141 Decenser 1895.

’s transfer.

A

2. As regards the particular case which has given rise to the reference, I am to
gay that the Government appears to have 10 concern with the stay of the officer’s
family at Sérmédévi. The atmost that could under th
is travelling allowance for the family for the journey
This the Government of Madras are authorised to admi

e circumstances be conceded
frpm Madura to
t if they think fit to do so.

3. On the general question I am to say that the principle of the rule is that
. expenses of journey of family should be admitted only as far as they are caused by,
and would not have been incurred but for, the officer :

the letter from the Government of India will be recorded for

Chief Smcm

Trichinopoly.

>
i
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-

e
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G. 0., No. 1014, 14th December 1895.

DECEMBER.

Article 1205 of the Civil Service
Regulations,

Permitting Accountant M.R.Ry. Sankara
Aiyar to draw travelling allowance for his family
for the journey from Madura to Trichinapoly,
and recording, for guidance, paragraph 3 of the
letter from the Government of India stating the
principle that should govern —.
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No. 562 &
GOVERNMENT OF INDIA.

FINANCE AND COMMERCE DEPARTMENT.,

Calcutta, the
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No. 1014, Frxaxcian, 14t Decemser 1895,
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT. j

TN

Reap—again the following papers :—
G.0., No. 354, Financial, dated 2nd]May 1895.
Read—the following papers : — :

Extracts from an Office-note from the'Examiner of Public Works Aocounts, to the
Secretary to Government, Public Works Department, dated Madras, 4th
February 1895, No. 379-A. ; »

In reply to a reference made to the Accountant-General, - Public Works Dépar‘t':'-

ment, as to the interpretation of certain points in the application of Civil SBervice
Regulation Article 1205, that officer has stated that the case with full Particulars

and dates should be submitted, through the Local'Government, for the orders of the-

Government of India.

9. The actual cases that necessitate the present reference are given below, and I
would beg that they may be referred to the Government of India for an authoritative
interpretation. a8

- * * * *

7. Cadd —~M.R.Ry. 8. V. Sankara Aiyar, Accountant, 7th grade, was trans-
ferred in June 1894 from Madura to.Rushikulya, which he joined on the forenoon of
the L4th July 1894, to act as divisional accountant vice M.R.Ry. 8. Seshiah granted
two months privilege leave. It was subsequently arranged that Sankara Aiyar should
continue in the Rushikulya division as a permanent arrangement. '~ While at Rushi-
kulya, Sankara Aiyar got ill and applied for one month and seventeen days’ privilege
leays supported by a proper medical certificate. This was granted to him with effect
from 5th October 1894, His transfer to another division at the end of his privilege
leave having been found necessary, he was posted to the Trichinopoly division and
ordered to join that division on return from leave.

8. Sankara Aiyar did not claim any travelling allowance under Civil Service
Regulation Article 1205 on the occasion of his transfer from Madura to Rushikulya,
apparently not having taken his family with him. On his posting to the Trichino-
poly division, he claims travelling allowance under the above article for his family
from 8érmddévi (where he received the order of his transfer) to Trichinopoly.

9. From the wording of Civil Service Regulation Articles 1204 and 1205 (¢), it
would appear that travelling allowance to members of family is allowable only if the
actually travel with Lim or follow him within the time prescribed by rule. If this
reading of the rule is correct, the claim*preferred by the accountant would be inadmis-
sible, as his family did not travel with him from Rushikulya to Trichinopoly nor are

they to follow him from the former place or any other situated in the route between
the two stations.

10. _At the same time, it appears to me that the claim preferred is an equitable
one, for if the accountant, when transferred to Rushikulya, had taken his family with
him, Government would have had to pay the expenses of their journey (i) from
Madura to Rushikulya and (ii) from Rushikulya to Trichinopoly.
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No. 1014, Frxanciar, 14ma Decxser 1895.

No. 478-C.
Transferred to the Financial Department for the necessary action.

it 4 (Signed)  J. PENNYCUICK, Colonel, R.E
v ¢h February 1895. : Secretary lo ,Govemme’nt, P.W.D.

Juar——

Extract W a letter from the Accountant-General to the G ¥
of Madras, to the Chief Secretar %5’ Governnient the Government
1st March ’1895, No. 488. y ent, dated Fort St. George,

4. As to the difficulty in the case of M.R.Ry. 8. V. Sankara Ai J o0y

graph 9 of the Examiner’s note I would observe {hat the claim on fclg:lfn?:)sfeﬂi;nfpag
5% in effect preferred in connection with his second transfer, viz., to Trichinopol am Iyt
is presumed that M.R.Ry. Sankara Aiyar was ou privilege leave at Sérmddis. that
he received the order of transfer at that station, and that his family either acco:,a od
him _from.that place to Trichinopoly, or preceded, or followed him within thg :ile
specified 1n Article 1205. If the presumption is correct, there would be no foundah.me
for the d,li:ﬁcnlty raised by the Examiner, as under Article 1214 travelling allow on
can be claimed only from Sérmidévi to Trichinopoly, the cost bein lessg th ?}ch:
for the journey from Rushikulya to Trichinopoly. 8 R

e ——

Order—No. 354, Financial, dated 2nd May 1895.

'The Government of India will be addressed as regards the i i i
points (2) and (3) mentioned in paragraph 1 of the I‘A%gcountant-&‘;i?:{’]: lgt.lt‘::'lved s

~ (True Extract.)

(Signed) = J. F. PRICE,
Chief Secretary.

To the Public Works Departmént.
Accountant-General.

»

Lo, e
G.0., No. 504, Financial, dated 8th July 1895. :
Ans'raAcr.——CommunicatingIto the Public Works Department and the Accountant-General

letter from the Government of ndia agreeing in this Government’s i : :
1205 of the Civil Service Regulations. e e s mte‘rpretatmn of Article

G.0., Mis. Nos. 692, 693, Financial, dated 14th September 1895.

Read—the following papers :—
Extracts from an Office-note from the Examiner, Public Works Account:
. to the
Secretary to Government, Public Works Department 5 e
No. 2420-A. g partment, dated 8th July 1895,
* * » » L

3. Tn the present case the opinion expressed in paragraph

General's (Madras) letter, that if the accountant’s farﬁily g:;ill)ler 4ac(:3fomAp‘;cl?izl¢;tah!il;
#rom Sérmédévi to Trichinopoly or preceded or followed him within the time specified
in Article 1205, he would be entitled to travelling allowance for his famillmc from
Sérmadévi to '!.‘richinopoly, would be negatived by the * decision” (in anothei case)
. contained in his paragraph 2, viz., that inasmuch ¢as the written orders of the head
of the office had not been obtained before the journey was performed, the claim was
inadmissible under the letter of Note I to the article.”

4. The facts of the case under reference are briefly these :—
(i) M.R.Ry. 8. V. Sankara Aiyar, Accountant, 7th grade, attached to ‘the

Kushikulya division, was granted privilege 1 . -
with effect from 5th October B e certificate

o~ . 1

r.'www

No. 1014, FINANCIAL, 14 DecemBer 1898. 3
M”MWWM"M”"'"—"

- o was at Rushikulya alone; his family being at Sérmbdévi.
((111]1) ) A(: the :nd ofshis 1e§ve-heh!,’as transferred to the Trichinopoly division.
{iv) Not having known when he Jeft the former division that he would not

return to it, it was impossible for him to have obtained the previous

orders of the head of hig office as required by C.8.R. 1205, Note I
(v) He was at Sérmédévi when he received the order of transfer to Trichino-

oly. . : !
. (7) Hs c{;ims travelling allowance for his family between Sérmédévi and
Trichinopoly.

The Govemment of India having since deeid.ed that a m?.n iB not entiﬂed to
travelling allowance for his family unless he obtains the previous approval of the

_head of his office to the pro osed charges, the accountant would agg:ar to be dis-
ualified for the allowances claimed, anloss the circumstance of his absence o leave

at the time of his transfer is taken into consideration.
5. But the point on which an authoritative ruling appeared to be necessary was

this L4 Are tmveuing anowanoes for q man’s fﬂmily admissible Whell it is located in
another part of the country ? ‘
To take two extreme cases :—

(i) A man who is without his
his family has reside

family at Vellore is transferred to Madura where
d for some time. 1s he entitled to travelling

allowance for his family from Vellore to Madura ? .
(i) A man who is stationed at Madras has his ﬁ'ﬂml{l at Mysore. Between '
what two stations is he cntitled, to travelling allowance for his family A

' on his transfer to Calicut? | .
The case of Sankara Aiyar is comewhat parallel to the second of the above
suppositious cases ; and 1 am still of opinion that it needs a reference to the Govern-

ment of India in the Financial Department, 85 Article 1205 clearly pre-supposes that ?

a man’s family is at the same station with him when he proceeds on transfer.

b en—
|

No. 2292-C.
“Transferred to the Financial Department.
(Signed) - J PENNY( UICK, Colonel, R.E,,

15¢th July 1895. Secrélary to Governmenty P.W.D.

.

From F.C. HARRISON, Esq., Officiating Accountant-General, to the Chief
Secretary to Government, dated Fort St. George 3rd September 1895,

No. 2361.
With reference to your endorsement, No. 1904, dated the 14th of August 1895,
forwarding for my remarks office-note of the Examiner of Public ‘Works Accounts re-

rding the question of the travelling allowance of Accountant M.R.Ry. Sankara Aiyar

and his family on the occasion of b8 transfer to Trichinopoly, I have the honour to

state that this office presumed, when giving the opinion contained in letter to Govern-
ment, No. 483, dated 1st March 1895, that written orders passing his probable
expenses had been obtained by M.R.Ry Sankara Aiyar prior to his sterting, as this
point was not raised in the Examiner’s letter.

If this was not the case, travelling allowance to the family is inadmissible under
the letter of Note I to Article 1205, Civil Service Regulations.

As regards the cases put by the Examiner in paragraph 5 of his note, I beg to
observe that in the first case travelling allowance on account of the family is clearly
jnadmissible. In the second case 1 incline to the same opinion, but the point is a
little doubtiul and it would be advisable, when a case actually arises, to refer it to

the Government of India.
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Order—Mis. No. 692, Financial, dated 14th §eptember 1895.

To the Public Works Departmend.
”
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The Gorei;nment of India will be addressed.

(True Extract.)

(Signed) J. F. PRICE,
Chief Secretary.

Aocountaﬁb-ﬁenem&.
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: :a. Tinanee and Commerce Depart-
iv to the (Gtovernment of India,
Lettor—to the Seereteey 493, Finanoial, dated 14¢h Soptember 1895-

, Mis.

£ ivi ice Regulations, T am directed to

¢ Article 1205 of the Civil Service Regulations,
bmgfi?erffﬁiﬁgtzm for the orders of the Government of India.

su

i Public Works Department, was transferred
. Acc;) untaﬁtz;gtf:}}agtrgdlg:x;ﬁiltgl\ﬁya to act in a.privilege leave vacancy- .
in June 1894 irom oed that he chould continue in the latter division 32 A
i mubeaquesty azx;lat N He was at Rushikulya alone, his family being at Sérmd . \lri
ermanent arm‘:lg?ll\l il and was granted privilege leave for one month an};ii seven! le;e )
While there, be fe the 5th October 1%04. His transfer at the end of his pmnhogh
days with effect r;)m d necessary, he was posted to the Trichinopoly division, 'v;l }3(131
Jeave having been quiz on the ex’piry of his leave. He has, n copnecn;g;v}t hies
he i O iy, et traelng T L ot 1 s, the
e : i nder :
;:nﬂly f:ﬁmaiigglxiﬂw?ul(g.hztpsgimt% pe disqualified for the allowances claimed
article, the ace

tain th u ‘ i the proposed
i 1 i roval of the head of his office to th

e dl&em;ts;b h:)rxlwzvzrprz? a:v:}-g) when he left the Rushikulya division that he
charges. ) ) Yy

i his absence
: : tful whether the circumstance of
to it, and 1t seems doubtfu ! A eratian.
e w tr‘:g;mtin‘l)e ozf his transfer should not be taken lnto.consl ’era i e
4 19&V°Ia the course of the correspondence connected :v;tgl tshal::l ecasstz i ES o
o A ily is not at the
: : fficer, whose family *
gestion of the tlt}leo:fle?'nog tran;fer, to claim allowances under ;Lx}tlea:i?;c'lfi has been
e ¥ rAec?;e:xireme case in point, the following qu.estlon mig B N !
mme(}‘. A SOﬁicer is stationed at Madras o, fm;nlyh?: fmalgl?i);i;n h?s vtvransfer to
two statlilons s he entitled to travelling allowance 10T
Calicut ?” hat an officer’s family travels with him,
i to clearly presuppose that anl  Todi
'{_‘he ar:;c::kseégs&mur Ofyaﬁ authoritative ruling from the Government of India
but 1am

on the point.

(Signed) J. F. PRICE;
Chief Secretary.

lowing' ri— g
PR X {01}1 &\Ig]il‘jpe Officiating Under Secretary to the Government of India,
Ben iy nd éomg;erce Department, o0 the Chief Secretary to the Govern-
Fmﬁ? g;- ;Z[I;dmg dated Calcutta, the 4th December 1895, No. 5627-LEx.

men )

i : Jetter, No. 693, dated the 14th September 18995,

1am o ({fed f::egie:ot:h?:al;e of aI,l accomn’_cant in the Public Work§ l';li)l;apar{c--
requesting, with re ferred from Madura to Rushlku.Eya and thence to Trie Olz.oﬂi'
ment who was transsé 4dévi), an authoritative ruling on the question of the &
ot 45 mi ; are ot at the same station as he is when he reeewes_mill
}fmse tf)anéia}im travelling allowance under Article 1205 of the ) e
er,

(his family be
of an officer; W
order of transi€
gervice Regulations.

Exd. A, Raitt.
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case which has given rise to the reference, I am to
to have no concern with the stay of the officer’s

that could under the circumstances be conceded
is travelling allowance for the fami

ly for the journey from Madura to Trichinopoly.
This the Government of Madras are authorised to admit if they think fit to do so.

3. On the ge,neral question I am to say that the principle of the rule is that

«expenses of journey of family should be admitted only as far as they are caused by,

and would not have heen incurred but for, the officer’s transfer.

2. As regards the particular
say that the Government appears
family at Sérmédévi. The utmost

Orper—No. 1014, Financial, dated 14th December 1895.

_The accountant will be permitted to draw travelling allowance for his family for
the journey from Madura to Trichinopoly. |

daZ Paragraph 3 of the letter from the Government of India will be recorded for
guidance. ‘ ;

(True Extract.)

Chief Secretary.

%o the Revenue Department.

» Public Works Department.
» Accountant-General
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No. 1014, Fivanciar, 14t Decemser 1895. - 5
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