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: 1 | OroEn TuExrow, Sth Deceraber 1881, No. 1329,
- & g g E g s : E : 1 These papers relate to the recovery from pensioners of leave allowances ‘rgforted
& a > «§ £ 3 g § B EE 4y 2 P - é to have been irregularly drawn by them during service, but not discovered until their
357 § BN o E A ) El §:§ g4 | & X , services for pension were under verifieation.
5 = Pan 80 & B | SF 2. The practice of recommending sueh recoveries is of recent origin and is stated
g § : O e g i g % 3 by the Accountant-Genersl to have arisen from the instructions of the Government of
4495 gIF 5 8 B g 8% &3¢ 2f o § ‘ Tndia eonveyed in G.0., No. 696, dated 14th July 1880, but it is chserved that the
555» E e e g bk A % B4 BN et s 8 Order quoted contains no directions on the subject. The Accountant-General was
i 4 & | & 2 b b | ' simply asked to explain how he had allowec an infringement of rule in the matter of
i s & St £ leave granted, and the Government of India*_ sanctioned the pension without directing
2 oe e LN GRS P §§ RIS - any recovery to he effected from the pensioner on account of the irregular leave.
X > g 82 iy 3 2 e 2 & . R From the fact of the case being then directly under the consideration of the Govern-
3 3 2 g AT SN A g e E —~ ment of India, this omission may be taken t» show that they did not, rather than that
| g A RE FF e a sgags > PR they did, intend that such recoveries should be the rule. :
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‘ T TP Pt o e e, - R, e e : such recoveries barred, and in cases of modern instance, where there was a clear breach
£ * -3 - My P S oi e Efz: :ggésow = ' of the rules, it will bed’no more than equitable {o recover allowances that were inadmis-
o EBE | Swn a b A e BT B 4 sible when drawn. The Accountant-General does not approve of any period of limita-
S bl RS RS e e 3% g goa” tion being fixed, and the Government will therefore settle each case that comes up on its
2 . ekl own merits, but in future practice the pr;lzl}ie above stated will be followed in deciding
S LS e R Sl R L Sg e T whether the recovery is or is not to be madc. It often happens that the character of
b 4 £ 2 e 5 ‘ é T < g LA the leave granted affects the admissibility er otherwise of the allowances draw;n, 50
E i g s o 5 eé sl el Tl 5 ; ﬁg .§§ that what would be regular under one head%';s.»wgrcn'gl_.-ﬁﬂ{iel.‘ a;;othqr; Ijn'sz'fmh”ca.ses
g £ {%‘g.—g’ £ 5% - o é“ & é’ g bl 25 832 the Accountant-General is requested to exercise discrimination in recommending
S g Le ERS AR B EE R b AR 4P ’ recoveries. 8 R e e
$ g R S B o il St IR L 4, In paragraph 7 of his letter of fhe 24th October the Accountant-General
=z S o e e TR e explains that it has been found beyond the power of his department o check all the
g g §é§§§3 SoggEmg .k B8, .58 §§' -4 various descriptions and periods of leave granted to Uncovenanted Ungazetted Officers,
g 1 ¢ : ,;3;25;5 82 ":’é g §"§v‘_’§ '§§é§1§§'§ ' “gﬁ fhg i and it therefore behoves the heads of all @ ﬂgqfth‘rongfhout the Breqdengy to maintain
8 3§ F | ‘epetgaie gﬁ'w%?ge§“§:5ﬂ8§ pie €5  E&3 the closest check possible so as to ensure that all leave and allowances granted by
& p 3 §3dS°SFs RRstiba F¥ofessie o oo | them are strictly within the rules, and this ¢ven in the interests of their subordinates
Bl 3 | sfsiioce Dotgedni-guiiecyis & 3 | " who may ultimately be called on to refund payments improperly passed and that at a
§ 1§ | madl Bpedeiatsntiet 3 2% | ime when porbapthoy can loastafford it Tho atfention of distriot ofiers wil slso
“o |oawibassg Bedisgecsfafdsdsly 7 S be called to the Accountant-General’s remaris regarding the greater acouracy required
B 25223884 f82sdegnfadzadiocy i £ in the preparation of pension applications. The Government have themselves seen
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