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¥8re Frsruary 1888, No. 191, Pusuic.

Endorsement by the C

To the Sécretg.ry t6 Government, Revenue Department,

" for leave, or extension or commut
* officer in superior gervice. v
(1) The application should be accompanied by a statement from the applicant’s = -

sllootor of Madura, dated Kodaikénal, 28th September 1887,
No. 568 - .7 |

Submitted to the Acting Secretary to the Commissioners of Land Revenue,

Madras. The undersigned begs the favor of the Board’s instructions as to whether the

under the circumstances reported, is ‘bound to comply with the requisition

Collector, ported )
of the District Surgeon, and whether 1t 18 indispensable for the applicant for leave to.

: produce the District Medical Officer’s certificate even in cases where the head of the
department is otherwise personally satisfied that the applicant is really sick and in

urgent need of leave. of absence.

(Signed)  E. TURNER,
e Collector.

-

- ————

. L ~ :
Resolution—dated 31st October 1887, No. 683.

. Submitted to Government for orders. * o ik =

9. The Board consider that" the- Deputy' Collector was right in req'lii,ring the

medical officer to certify for how long he considered leave necessary. All, however,

that the chief medical officer of the station seems required to do is to certify that
the applicant for leave is in such a state of health as to require leave for a certain
period, and he is to do this nmot after personal observation, but after personal
investigation (paragraph 143, rule 1 () and (), Civil Leave Code). The applicant’s
medical attendant, in this case Dr. Chester, certified in full as to the nature of the
illness, its symptoms,
should have certified: for how long leave was, in his opinion, necessary. 1t is clearly
open to objection to compel an officer to leave his own medical attendant and place
himself under the care of the Government medical officer against his will.

causes and duration, and the medical ‘officer, after investigation,

(A true Copy and Extract.) :
' (Signed) = M. HAMMICK;
A Acting Seeretary.

: with seven enclosures., 3 s
Copy to the Collector of Madura. : . .

—e

No. T137.
Transferred to the Public Department.

Forr St. GEORGE, | (Signed) - . J. F. PRICE,
"21st November 188T7. s ' : Secretary do Government. - .

PRERSES-
.

- - v 1 ! ! ]

From H. F. CLOGSTOUN, Esq., Accountant-General to the Government of

Madras, to%he Chief Secretary to Government, dated Fort St. George, 22ud
Tecember 1887, No. 3641, ¢ - : . &

" With reference to Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, Land Revenue, No. 683, g

dated the 31st October 1887, submitting, for orders of Government, papers in connec- .

" tion with the sick leave applied for by Gopal Rao, vernacular .clerk of the Collector’s
office, Madura, forwarded to me for remarks, with Mr. Assistant Secretary Meyer’s

dated 10th December 1887, I have the honor to state that, under

" endorsement No.—, ! ,
section 143 (b), rules.1 and 2, there are thrde requirements in the case of applications -

ation of leave, on medical certificate in India by an -

" medical attendant, distinctly stating, from personal observation, the
_ pature of the illness, its symptoms, causes and duration ; ' :

*

. 3

18ta Fesruary 1888, No. 191, @mmc

o GOVERNMBNT OF MADRAS.

PUBLIC DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following papers :— X

ProceﬁdinGgSs'gof the Board of Revenue (Land Revenue), dated 31st October 1887, :
. No. 683, 3 ~ PR 2 -

Read——%le following  letter from M.R.Ry T. RUNGA RAO Avargal, D
Collgetor in charge of Treasury, Madura, to the Collector of A »epu S
S4th August 1887, No. 1376 A T o

In forwarding, herewith, the papers as per acéo;apan in'g list, I have the hor
state that Gopal Rao, vernacular clerk in the Colleczor’s oﬂi’ce, applieg f?)zo'l(');g

: " - month’s sick leave; that, on his ;appearing before the District Medical and Sanitary

Officer, Madura, the latter addressed me letter, No. 763, dated 12th July 1887, i
which he states that he is ““ unable to certify as to how long VérnacularyClerkTi\IT
Gopal Rao should be granted sick leave, as he reports to me that he is under

Dr. Chestér’s, treatment,” gnd suggests that Dr. Chester be asked to-certify to the -

period of leave necessary and send the certificate to me for countersignature;” that
the clerk accordingly produced Dr. Chester’s certificate to the District Medical and
Sanitary Officer, but the latter officer refused to countersign it unless Gopal Rao put
himself under the treatment of the District Medieal and Sanitary Officer in the c?vil
dispensary. In my letter, No. 1286, dated 10th August 1887, 1 pointed out to that
officer that I had not come across any ruling whereby the course he suggested should

" be adopted, and that it seemed very hard lines to use compulsion in such a matter.

I should think that the object'in enforeing a medical certificate bein '

Government medical officer is to see that no foul play is resorted to.g gﬁzﬁedinb{hz
present, instance, Gopal Rao.is underDr. Chester’s treatment, and Dr. Chester ,may in
my opinion, be surely taken for his declaration in the certificate he has grant,ed
Dr. Chestér is popular in these parts, and he would not be so if ko failod to.be

"useful to patients, and probably on this ground Gopal Rao is under Dr. Chester’s

treatment. To ask Gopal Rao fo put himself under treatment as the District Medical
and Sanitary Officer suggests would be tantamount'to ask him to do a thing against
his will and inclination. I confess I have serious doubts whether any compulsion
could at all be used in such & matter. Under these circumstances, I believe that
the authority to grant the.sick leave applied for by Gopal Rao would best be
secured by his being merely examined and subjected to observation for such time as

may be fecessary, and certified to, respecting the leave required, by the Distriet
Medical and Sanitary Officer. I request, therefore, that the District Medical and

‘Sanitary Officer may be addressed by you in the matter. p

2. As the foregoing is a typical case, and as it is very likely that such oases P
_often present themselves in this as well as other districts, I beg that a definife

ruling may be laid down for future guidance.

————

Excrosvres Nog 1 10 7.—Copies of norrespondbn._oe,‘ &e.
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2 " 18ry Pumavarr 1883, No. 101, Ponuc.

Endorsement bj the Gollector of Mud&ra, dated Kodaikénal, 28th Se'ptember 1887,
; : 0. 565. ‘

Submitted to the Acting Secretary to the Commissioners of Land Revenue,

« Madras. fhe undersigned begs the favor of the Board’s instrnctions as to whether the

(ollector, under the circumstances reported, is bound to comply with the requisition
of the District Surgeon, and whether it is indispensable far the applicant for leave to
produce the District Medical Officer’s qertiﬁeate even in-cases where the head of the
department is otherwise personally satisfied that the applicant is really sick and*in
urgent need of leave of absence. ‘

(Signed) . E. TURNER,
_ ; Collector.

Resolution—dated 31st October 1887, No. 683.

Submitted to Government for orders.

9. The Board consider that the Deputy. Collector was right in requiring the

_mtedical officer to certify for how long. he considered leave necessary. All, however,

that the chief medical officer of the station seems requiredseto do is to certify that
the applicant for leave is in such a stdte of health as to require leave for a cerfain
period, and he is to do this ot after personal observation, but aiter #personal
investigation (paragraph 143; rule 1 (a) and (b), Civil Leave Code). The applicant’s
medical attendant, in this case Dr. Chester, certified in full as to the nature of the
illness, its symptoms, causes and duration, and the medical officer, after investigation,
should have certified for how long leave was, in his opinion, necessary. It is clearly

* open to objection to compel an officer to leave hi own medical attendant- and place -

himself under the gare of the Government medical officer against his will.
" (A true Copy and Extract.)
(Signed)* . M. HAMMICK,
: Acting Seeretary:
To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department, .

with seven enclosures.
Copy to the Collector of Madura.

. No, 7137." .
Transferred to the Public Department.

Forr Sr. GEORGE, (Signed) J. F. PRICE,
91st November 1887. ‘ Secretary to Government.

—_—

Trom H. F. CLOGSTOUN, Esq., Accountant-General® to the Government of
Madras, to the Chief Secretary to Government, dated Fort St. George, 22ud
. December 1887, No. 3641.

With reference to Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, Land Revenue, No. 683,
dated the 31st October 1887, submitting, for orders of Government, papers in connec-
tion with the sick leave applied for by Gopal Rao, vernacular clerk of the Collector’s
office, Madura, forwarded to me for remarks, with Mr. Assistant Secretary Meyer’s
endorsement No.—, dated 10th' December 1887, I have the honor to state that, under
section 143 (b), rules 1 and 2, there are three réquirements in the case of applications
for leave, or extension or commutation of leave, on medical certificate in India’ by an
officer in superior service. :

(1) The application should be accompanied by a statement from the applicant’s

medical attendant, distinctly stating, from personal” observation, the
nature of the illness, its symptoms; causes and duration ;
, .

18te FEBruary 1888, No. 191; PusLic. : o

(2) A certificate from the chief medical officer of the station or district to the

effect that, after careful personal investigation, he considers a certain
period of absence absolutely requisite for the restoration of health, and

(3) The counter-signature of the Surgeon-Gteneral, or Deputy Surgeon-General,
In certain circumstances. J

: With regard to the first, it is clear that an officer has perfect liberty to select, as
his medical attendant, a private practitioner or a Government medical officer, as he
may choose ; so far, therefore, the medical statement of Dr. Chester. in the present case
18 in order. e ' : :

2. As regards the second requirement, there can, it appears to me, be no doubt
that a medical officer who is required to give a medical certificate regarding the health

of an officer, after personal investigation, is entitled to require, and.bound to require, .

where possible, that the applicant for a certificate shall place himself under his exam-
ination. ook gl

——

Orper—dated 18th-February 1888, No. 191, Public.

The Accountant-General’s remarks, in which the Government fully concur, will be

communicated to'the Board of Revenue. His Excellency in Council fails to see that"

it involves any hardship for a Government servant requiring sick leave; whose treatment
by the Civil Surgen is gratuitous, to place himself under the*observation of that officer
for a short period when such observation is deemed necessary. In most cases the
Distriet Medical Officer would be satisfied .and able to fi< the peried of leave to be
recommended ori the perusal of the medical case and after interrogating the applicant,
but where he thinks further observation necessary he is entitled to insist on it.

(True Extract.) _
, .+ H. E. STOKES,

Chief Secretury.
. " .
-
»
To the Board of Revenue (Land Revenue), with enclosures returned.
,, the Surgeon-General with the Government of Madras,
,, the Departments of the Secretariat.
. ,, all Heads of Departments,
.
. »
. 5 "

Exd. E. Fernandez. o ' : &)
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FEBRUARY.

éick Leave.

Pdssing orders on a question of the neeess'ityi'for

applicants for sick leave placing themselves under

3reatment of the Civil Surgeon when required to
0 80, . : o

o

(2) A certificate from the chief medical officet of the station or district to the
effdet that, after careful ‘personal investigation, he considers a certain
peri(ﬁ of absence absolutely requisite for the restoration of health, and

(3) The counter-signature of.the Surgeon-General, or Deputy Surgeon-General,
in certain circumstances. : : '

With regard to the first, it is-clear that an officer has perfect liberty to select, as’
his medical attendant, a private practitioner or a Government medical officer, as he
may choose ; so far, therefore, the medical statement of Dr. Chester in the present case
is in order. Koz

2. As regards the second requirement, there can, it appears to me, be no doubt
that a medical officer who is required to give a medical certificate regarding the health
of an officer, after persoral investigation, is entitled to require, and bound to require,
where possible, that the applicant for a certificate shall place himself under his exam-
ination. '

Orper—dated 18th February 1888, No. 191, Public.

The Accountant-General’s remarks, in which the Government fully concur, will be
communicated to the Board of Revenue. His Excellency in Council fails to see that
it involves any hagdship for a Government servant requiring sick leave, whose treatment
by the Civil Surgen is gratuitous, to place himself under the observation of that officer
for a short period when such observation is deemed necessary. In most cases the

. District Medical Officer would be satisfied and able to fix the périod of leave to be

recommended on the perusal of the medical case and after interrogating. the applicant,
but where he thinksfurther observation necessary he is entitled to insist on it.

(True Extract.)

H. E. STOKES, *
. Chief Secretury.

To the Board of Revenue (Land Revenue), with ‘enclosures returned. _
,, the Surgeon-Greneral with the Government of Madras. = .
the Departments of the Secretariat. :

»

,, all Heads of Departments.

, 18t Fesruary 1888, No. ‘1!‘91, PusLrc. 8 '
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No. 92 B.
GOVERNMENT OF INDIA.
PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT.
CIVIL WORKS.

Buildings.

Calcutta, the 22nd February 1888.

The following is
fowarded to the Local
Governments,Admin-

Coorg. . i i
The Resident at Hyderabad. istrations a'.n‘i Otﬁcers

The Agents to the Governor General for Central India, Rajputana, and Balu- marginally noted, for

chistan. s . =3
The Accountant General, Public Works Department. l;lfOl’matIOD and gllld
: nce.

The Governments of Madras, Bombay, Bengal, the North-Wiestern Provinces and
Oudh, and the Punjab.

The Chief Commissioners of the Central Provinces, Burma, Ugper

Lower

4
. Assam and

By Order,

/

Under Secy. to the Govt. of India.

Fziract, paras. 3 and 4, of letter from Government of India, Public Works
Department, No. 91 B., dated 22nd February 1888, to Government of
Bengal, Public Works Depariment.

3. The sanction given in Public Works Department No. 1479 G., dated 3rd November
1882, remained in force till the issue of the fifth edition of the first Volume of the Code, when
it was abrogated by the ruling in Chapter I, pars. 3. This alteration does not appear to have
been specially brought to the notice of the Goverament of Bengal, but nevertheless the powers
of Superintending Engineers in Bengal are row those defined by the Code in Chapter III,
paras. 57 and 67, which limit their powers of sanction to new works or additions to Rs. 2,500. .

4, The Government of India, however, having taken the matter again into cohsideration, , .

is of opinion that the powers at present possessed by Superintending Engineers may, in the * + £ ¥ [

case of selected officers, be advantageously expanded, so as to enable them to sanction estimates
to the extent to which they may now finally approve designs and details. 1 am aecordingly = = .
directed to state that when, in the opinion of a Local Government, any Superintending

.

Engineer can, with due regard to his qualifications and business-habits, be entrusted with the "=

power, the Local Government may, in supersession of existing rules, confer upon him authority |
to sanction estimates for individual Civil Works or parts of Irrigation projects, up to a maxi-
mum of Rs. 10,000. It must, however, be distinctly understood that no work thus sanctioned
can be commenced without a specific appropriation of funds sanctioned by the Local Govern-
ment, or such other authority as may be necessary in each case.

N ey
g o

o "

—

Government of India Central .:.‘z!gf.
-
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18te Fesruary 1888, No. 191, PusLic.

w

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

PUBLIC DEPARTMENT.

‘ 8 . -
Reap—the following papers :— ,
o ' . Proceedings of the Board of Revenue (Land Revenue), dated 31st October 1887,
i s No., 683. -
. o * : ? Read—the following letter from M.R.Ry. T. RUNGA RAO Avargal, Deputy
_ i Collector in charge of Treasury, Madura, to the Collector of Madura, dated
s L /s : 94th August 1887, No. 1376 :—

Wy iy éi In forwarding, herewith, the papers as per accompanying list, I have the honor to
| ) state that Gopal Rao, vernacular clerk in the Collector’s office, applied for one
' T *3 - /i month’s sick leave ; that, on his appearing before the District Medical and Sanitary

. 3 . A / "{*L_‘ Officer, Madura, the latter addressed me 1(&91', No. 763, dat(\,d'l‘_’th July 1887, in

: ST A : : ‘ i which he states ;sthat he is ¢ unn?)le to certify as to how long Vernacular (.'.h,:-rk Mr.

i g 2 5 I Gopal Rao should be granted sick leave, as he reports to me that he 1s under

- Dr. Chester’s treatment,” and-suggests ¢ that Dr. Chester be asked to certify to the

& g ‘ period of leave necessary and send the certificate to me for countersignature ;2 that

£ g the clerk accordingly proglucod Dr. Chester’s certificate to the Distriet Medical and

f ) L Sanitary Officer, but the Iatter officer refused to countersign it unless Gopal Rao put

o himself under the treatment of the District ‘Medical and Sanitary Officer in the eivil

) ,,}: . dispensary. In. my letter, No. 1286, datgd 10th August 1887, 1 pointed out to that
] 1 officer that T had not come across any ruling whereby the course he'suggvstcd should |
i ¥ be adopted, and that 1t seemed very hard lines to use compulsion in such a matter. ‘

o T should think that tie object in.enforcing a medical certificate being granted by a ;
Government medical officer is to see that no foul play is resorted to. Here, in the
present instance, Gopal Rao is uudel: Dr. Ch('st.er’s .trenhuent, :}nd Dr. Chester may, in
my opinion, be surely taken for his- declaration. in the certificate he has granted.
Dr. Chester is popular in these parts, and he would not be so if he failed to be .
useful to patients, and probably on this ground Gopal Rao is under Dr. Chester’s
To ask Gopal Rao to put himself under treatment as the District Medical

o L A

A Tt L
.

b LR . treatment. : : ' 1
| ! ¢ and Sanitary Officer suggests would be tantamount to ask him to do a thing against '
’i - his will and inelination. I confess I have serious doubts whether any cempulsion o
' M b S o could at all ‘be used in such a matter. Under these circumstances, I believe that °
k. | / 4 : 1 ' the authority to grant the sick leave applied for by Gopal Rao would best be
6 2,~ i secured by his being merely examined and subjected to observation for -such time as
. ///// l i may be necessary, and dertified to, respecting the leave required, by the District
" !3 £ Medical and Sanitary Officer. I request, therefore, fchut the District Me.dlcal and 5
.‘ //7 s o . Sanitary Officer may be addressed by you in the matter. .
i ' : : 9. As the foregoing is a typical case, and as it is very likely that such cases may ; i .
' s often present themselves m this as well as other districts, I beg that a definite . :
‘ “ i M____ { : ruling may be laid down for future guidance. «l
. A‘ X a h_.,g./éz‘J —_ .
- - b
i X J. § A O : ]
‘ e 3 S b 4
‘ . Excrosures Nos. 1 o T.—Copies of correspondence, &e. : 8 R

i W&l M/cubm 7-6/ 7 ‘5 ‘, . : : ‘ .

2 ¥ t.

‘6 mg. '_’7___ g ~gp .; 7 R ‘. - . h— = : . 2 * s gt




18rs Freruary 1888, No. 191, PusLIc.

Endorsement by the Collector of Mad%ra, é_’:hzted Kodaikdnal,, 28th September 1887,
% \ ™ 0. 565, &

Submitted to the Acting Secretary to the Commissioners of Land Revenue,

Madras. The undersigned begs the favor of the Board’s instructions as to whether the

Collector, under the circumstances reparted, is bound to comply with the requisition
of the District Surgeon, and whether it is indispensable for the applicant for leave to
produce the District Medical Officer’s certificate even in cases where the head of the
department is otherwise personally satisfied that the applicant.is Yeally sick and in
urgent need of leave of absence. . . "

(Signed)  E. TURNER,
: Oollector.

Resolution—dated 31st October 1887, No. 683.
Submitted to Governmentfor orders.

9. The Board consider that the Députy Collector was righf in réﬁuiring the
medical officer to certify for how long he considered léaye necessary. All, however,

$hat the chief medical officer of the station seems required to do is to certify that -

the applicant for leave is in such a state of health as to require leave for a cerfain
period, and he-is to do this nof after personal observation, but after personal
investigation (paragraph 143, rule 1 () and (%), Civil Leave Code). 'The applicant’s
medical attendant, in this case Dr. Chestef, certified in full as to the nature of the
illness, its symptoms, causes and duration, and the medical officer, after investigation]
should have certified for how long leave was, in his opinion, necessary. . It is clearly
open to objection to compel an officer to leave his own medical attendant and place
limself under the care of the Government medical officer against his will. :

(A true Copy and Extract.) :
(Signed): M. HAMMICK,
: A ] Acting Seeretary.
To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department, : e -8

; with seven enclosures.
Copy to the Collector of Madura. '

No. 7137.
- Transferred to the Public Depa;ftmént. .

(Signed) - 'J. F. PRICE,"
Secretary to Government,

Forr S1. GEORGE,
915t November 1887.

. b .
From H. F. CLOGSTOUN, Esq., Accountant-General to the Government of

Madras, to the Chief Secretary to quernment, dated Fort St. George, 22ud

‘e December 1887, No. 3641.

; With' reference to Proceedings of the Board of Revenue, Land Revenne, No. 683,
dated the 81st October 1887, sibmitting, for orders of Government, papers in connec-
tion with the sick leave applied for by Gopal Rao, vernacular clerk of the Collector’s
office, Madura, forwarded to me for remarks, with Mr. Assistant Secretary Meyer’s
endorsement No.—, dated 10th' December 1887, I have the honor to state that, under
' section 143 (b), rules 1 and 2, there are three requirements in the case of applications
for leave, or extension or commutation of leave, on medical certificate in India by an
- officer*in superior service. :

Rk (1) The application should be accompanied by a statement from the applicant’s
TR ~ medical attendant, distinetly stating, from. personal observation, the
- nature of the illness, its symptoms, causes and duration ; ‘

. that a medical officer who is required to give a medical eertificate regarding the healtk

/

A

‘ ' = 8 ' :
18t FeBrusry 1888, No. 191, PusLic.

.

(2) A certificte from the chief medical officer of the station or | dlstnot i‘;ﬁe l" i g

eff '

ect that, after careful personal investigation, i certain
_ ] gation, he considers a i
~ period of absence absolutely requisite for ?he res’toration of health, and

(3) The counter-signature of the Surgeon-Geeneral, or Deputy Surgeon-General,

. In certain circumstances,

. With regard to the first, it is clear
his medical attendant, a priv
niay choose; so far, therefore,
18 1n order.

2. As regards the second requirement, therer can, it appears to me, be no doubt

of an officer, after personal investigation, is entitled to require, and bound to require,

h ible, th : _ .
;;a:ir:n? ossible, that the applicant for a ’cer.tlﬁcate shall place himself under his exam-

OrpEr—dated 18th February 1888, No. 191, Publie. ; , % Sl i

.

The Accountant-General’s remarks, in which the Gove s will B
communicated to the Board of Revenue, His Exeellencyrgmgzﬁggy&:f}zf ’s:t:H thl::
it inyolves any hardship for a Government servant réquiring sick leave, whose treatment
by -the Civil Surgen is gratuitous, to place himself under the obse‘rvat,ion of that officer
for*a short period when such observatipn is deemed necessary. In*most cases the
District Medical Officer would be satisfied and able to fix the period of leave to be

recommended on the perusal of the medical case and after interrogating the applicant, .

bllt where he thinks further observation necessary he is entitled to insist on it.
{(True Extract.) .

~ Chief Se.cremry,,
5"

e

To.the Board of Revenue (Land Revenge), with enclosures returned.
,, the Surgeon-General with the Government of Madras. '

,, the Departments of the Secretariat. L

,, all Heads of Departments.

Exd. E. Fernandez.

' that an officer has perfect liberty to Bela:t, as
ate practitioner of a Government medical officer, as he

the medical statqment of Dr. nge\stet in the present @B‘ : \ A
. W . EN 5 \.?\ _. A
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