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Jury 1889, No. =

2 MiLitary DEPARTMENT,

5. With regard to officers at present serving below the rank of Major, it may be pointed
out that by the introduction of the Royal Warrant of 3lst December 1886 (Clause I, Arn y
Circulars, January 1887), promotion to the rank of Lieutenant-Colonel is by selection, and
therefore no difficulty on the question of supersession is, in future, likely to arise.

: 6. The number of Lientenant-Colonels which it is intended to allot to the Imperial estab-
lishment will be the minimnom number necessary to perform the duties entrusted to the corps .o{
Royal Engineers elsewhere than in India, and it is proposed that, in accordance with the desire
expressed in 10 of letter of the Government of India, No. 166, of 18th October 1886,
the number allotted to India shall bear the same proportion to the total number on the Indian
establishment as this number doessto the total number on the Imperial establishment.

7. As it is essential that, if approve” there should be no delay in the introduction of the

foregoing proposals, I am to request thz: you will be enough to move Viscount Cross to
consider the question at his early convenience and favor me with his observations thereon.

: ' & No. 2.
From Lieutenant-Gensral ALLEN JOHNSON, Military Secretary, India Office, to the Under
Secretary of State for War ; dated India Office, 27th July 1888, No. M 6247—88.

I am directed by the Secretary of State for India in Council to acknowledge the receipt of
vour letter of 26th Jnne 1888, No. 20 (R.E.—1887), relative to the number of Lieutenant-
Colonels to be apportioned to the establishment of Royal Engineers in India. i

Before taking this question into consideration, Viscount Cross will be glad to be informed
whether it is the intention of the Sec of State for War, as seems apparent from para. 6
of your letter, that the number of Licutenant-Colonels to ‘be allotted to India shall bear the
same proportion to the total number of Royal Engineers on the Indian éstablishment, whether
of continucus service or otherwise, as the number allotted to the Imperial establishment
does to the total numbq{)eon that establishment, while promotion to vacancies on the Indian
establishment shall only be made from amongst those o&oers who have elected for continuous
Indian service. .

. I am also desired to inquire whether, in the event of a proposal to that effect being put
forward at any later period, the of State for War and His Royal Highness the
Commander-in-Chief would have any objection to continuous Indian Service officers of Royal

ineers being promoted to the rank of Lieutenant-Colonel after 26 years’ sdrvice, as is the
case with officers of the Staff Corps. ' 3

No. 8.

From RALPH THOMPSON : Esq., War Office, Pall Mall, to the Under Secretary of State for
Tndia ; dated War Office, Pall Mall, 16th Augnst 1888, No. 20 (Engineers—99).

1 am directed by Mr. Secretary Stanhope to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the
97th ultimo, No. M 6247, and, in reply, to acquaint you, for the information of the Secretary
of State for India in Council, that, with reference to the guestion as to the number of
Lieutenant-Colonels to be allotted to India, the proposal is correctly described in the 2ud

; of your letter, but it would appear advisable to extend the rule laid down, so that,
should an officer serving in India, but not on continuous service, come to the head of the list
for promotion to the rank of Lieutenant-Colonel, it should be open to the Government of India
to name him fqr promotion to an Indian vacancy if his retention in India be considered
desirable in the interests of the public service. He would otherwise be promoted to a vacancy

- on the Imperial establishment, and ordered to England.

_ It_ is, however, ible thn_t, should it eventually prove that the majority of officers servin
in India are not continuons service officers, it may be necessary to modify the rules now proposef.
As pointed out in the letter from this office of the 26th June <ast, No. 20 (Engineers

—1887), the principle of selection can be much frool " -
S e R S s g AW Tt sk o

4 nary 1887, and it is probable that any adjustment
i;gsrgah necessary could be made without difficulty under the Royal Warrant of 81st December
The relative number of lhjorn on the Imperial and Indian establishments promoted previ-
ously to the 1st January 1887 are such that no diflicult i ise 1 he date
i t‘l{e pmwﬁonﬁof o et ffﬂlm no difliculty appears likely to arise before the
. As regards the question of applying a time rule for promotion to the Majors of the Royal
Engineers who have elected for oo’l:tgnuonl service, it 4 o most andesirable that there
_ ms of promotion for officers on the same list and in the same corps, and as,
according to the calculated rates of ion under the present warrant, it is not expected

that Lientenant-Colonels will attain that rank with less than 27 to 28 years’ service, it is evident

' that the adoption of a 26 years’ time rule would entail a considerable amount of Supersession,
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No. 4.

From Lientenant-General ALLEN J OHNSQN, Military Secretary, India Office, to the Under
Secretary of State for War ; dated India Office, 258th August 1888, No. M 7891-88.

I am directed by the Secretary of State for India in Council to acknowledge the receipt of
your letter of the 16th Aungust 1888, No. 20 (Engineers—1899), and to acquamt you in reply
hat it seems desirable that the proposed system of promoting officers to the grade of Lieutenant-
Colonel shall be further elucidated. : s 3

In your letter under reply Mr. Becretary Stanhope considers it advisable to extend the rule
laid down in that of the 26th- June 1888, 20 (Engineers—1887), so that should an officer
gerving in India, but not n c}ontmuous service, come to the head of the list for promotion to the
rank of Lieutenant-Colonel, it shou!d be open to the' Govermrgent of India to name him for
promotion to an Indian vacancy if his retention in India be considered desirable in the interests
of the public service, but that otherwise he should be promoted to a vacancy on the Imperial
establishment and ordered to England.

It is not quite apparent what the position of the non-continuous service offiger promoted
by the Government of India would be. Unless by the fact of such promotion the Lieutenant-
Colonel’s service were made, continuous in India he would, it is apprehended, at any time after
the completion of five years’ Indian service be entitled to revert to England, when, although a
Lieuueuaut-Colonel ou the Indian est.abh_shment., he would come on the Home establishment
either in excess of if, or as 2 block to the promotion of Imperial officers by absorption. On the
other hand, should the Government of India not see fit to'})romote him to the Indian vacancy,
the promotion on that list would apparently be stopped until the occurrence of a vacancy on the
Home list, the Indian establishment remaining for that period incomplete.

Viscount Cross would therefore be glad to know how the Secretary of State for War would

ropose to meeb such contingencies, either of W.hlch_ mlgh_t easily happen, even should it not
eventually prove that the majority of officers serving in India are not continuous service officers.

No. 5.

LpH THOMPSON, Bsq., War Office, Pall Mall, to the Under Secretary of
From RAIndia ; date<)1 War Office, Pall Mall, 8. W,, 21st September 188?’;’0 .o 2(??%?32{
—1919). ;
neers |
: ference to your letter of the 28th ultimo, No. M 7891, on the subj
Propzzggh retom of promoting officors of Royal Engineers to the rank of Lieuteszal:txxl:;o(golgialt,ll 1
am d a(.osg Mr. S

: . ccretary Stanhope to acquaint you, for the information of t
of Stlar:; for In{ﬁa in Council, that— ’ f of the Secretary

- 1n the event of the Government of Indi.a. desir_ing to promote to a vaca :
émblli-s}f::wnt of Lieutenant-Colonels the senmr,liajor.on the list, althoughn:ZtO: zl;zt}gm
service officer, bub only performing a five years’ tour in India, His Royal Highness the Com-
mander-in-Chief oowd::l?wtg%:“;iih promotion should be made conditional on the officer’s

ting continuous 5€ = ‘ »
scoepzl Sghould the Government of India not desire to promote to an

i Indi
2 India under the conditions stated above, the promotion should = Aigivap: .
selected officer on the list, who, if a non-continuous service officer, would be treated as in

para. 9 » . i IEGO . v
n-continugus service oticer ming superseded through 3 son
3. Anynn:he continuous service list would remain in India until the %om;?:ﬁﬁa::‘]‘:; g::

otion O . : i )
;:::, tour of duty, oF 'mt'.{} selected for pm@onm on _ﬂl'e Homwe list, whichever should take

place first.

e —

No. 6. .
. tenant-General ALLEN JOHNSON, Military Secre C M
Fl‘onéeI;;eta.ry.:f State for War; dated India Oﬂ’ice, 14th .N°V°'::r_y ‘138%: gm tg_;‘s ) i
I am dircoted by the Secretary of State for Iudia in Council to aokhowlédge the receipt of

i i - iaint yon in
: roposals with regard to the establishment of Lieutenant-Col uaint you i
?le&trl;es gf }[;zysl Engineex:s. made in your letter of the 26th June 1 %g?ﬁno'tgabaﬁxeé
,,g,._.wsn, have been under His Lordship’s consideration in Couneil, (Engi '

et Cross agroos with, tho Secrotary of State for War that it is desirable that a

- fixed number of Lientenant-Colonels shonld be apportioned for both the Imperial and Indian

. f Royal Engineers and he has no objection to offer to bt ﬂn ;
“tabhshmen::dof,o Izdia ghall bear,the same proportion to the total nu mtheh - :}‘E:; ml that the

nm:}l::rlsgiw establishment as the number allotted to the Imperial est Mk I%
::t.l aumber on that establishment. : e ok 2 e

f
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3. In your letter of the 26th June you propose that only officers who have elected for
continaous [ndian service shall be promo

: : e noted to vacancies on the Indian establishment, all other
o%ﬁ;:si:clndmg. i those serving in India not on continuous service, buing promoted to yacancies
%?m SOt to‘ a m“mm:‘ You observe that this would in some cases entail supersession,

4. In your letter of the 26th 1888 it thi

Lot e 1gust » you qualify this proposal to the extent of
ie;iwlmgs;:v(i)pe'n' G‘i‘g‘: Government of lndia %o select for promotion to an Indian vacency sau
promotio :!?o:d l;xis 5 oA on continuous service, who may come to the head of the list for
Borvice, and r eb s reteation in India be considered desirable in the intercsts of the public
Chief e’bwdeumsx o mlm"l’ you state that His Royal Highness the Commander-in-
continuous Indian lerviu.p_» M only be made conditional on the officer accepting

5. Viscount Cross désires s L
lishment should, as a m‘}e Bk ﬁﬁ-:dh h{eﬁﬂ he considers that vaeancies on the Indian estab-
service, but he would nu;wwtlzt Ppromotion of officers who have elected forscontinuous
provided he could, and did, elect for mﬁn““m Promotion of & non-continuous service officer,
of the 20th February 1886, chnuons service under the terms of the Royal Warrant

~_ 6. Tt is presumed that the selection of officers f- . : s
of Lieutenant-Colonels will be Moby t%fez‘nm. MWM p'ggmm W Vicuucios op WheTndisn tisk
AgEE 7. ¥ -continuous service officer bocoming’ !
promotion ﬂn:;: continuons service list 'WG superseded fhrough non-selection for
- completion of his five yeara’ tour of dmm’ 28 you e, remain in India until the
whichever should take place first. » or until selected for promotion on the Home list,

8. Viscount Cross observes ¢ ‘

~ the total establishment of the Corps o£, 'Royal Enei a special Army Order of the 7th May 1888,

€ers is B
Home and Colonies B o

e SRR S e e L L s BED
I R s T Mgy
I Totaal ves 896

9. Upon being informed of the namber of

Lisuta 4 (9 bt - !
allot to' the Imperial establishment, the necessa tenant-Colonels which it may be decided to

ment of Indi_a. oK) 7 ry Wmménicanion.will be made to the Govern-
From RALPH THOMPSON, Ea%, Wa‘r'()ﬁde, Pall Mall,

i g M 8. W, to the Under
State for India; dated . W., l4th February 1889, No. 20
g (Engineers—1986). ‘ . , s

With reference to your letter of the 14th November last, No. M 9267, and previous corre-
spondence respecting the proposed system of promotion t6 the rank of Lieutenant-Colonel of
officers of the Royal Engineers, I am directed by the Secretary of State for War to acquaint
you, for the information of the Secretary of State for India in Council, that the estabmmgnc
of Lieutenant-Colonels in the Royal Engineers for the financial year 1889-90 has now been
fixed at 90. :

9. The total British establishment of officers referred to in para. 8 of your letteris 511.
From this shuld, however, be dedacted 31 officers for the Coast Battalion and Quartérmasters
and Riding Masters, leaving 480 as the number on which to calculate for promotional purposes.
.~ 8. It is proposod to allot 50 Lieutenant-Colonels to the British establishment.

4. The remaining 40 Lieutenant-Colonels would be the proportion for India, in accordance
: ‘ with the principle agreed to in para. 2 of your

letter above quoted.
5. The number of Lieutenant-Colonels
now on ‘the Indian establishment, excluding

ar Office, Pall.Mall,

. % ‘

Colonies ... o - s wee B11

mw Coast Battalion, &c. ..

. ' rarily lent to the British establishment, is,

g?)wever, 44, or an excess of four over the

number proposed to be regarded as due to

~ India, the British establishment being corre-
% ; spondingly below. .

6. Mr. Stanhope therefore sug; in Bnler to attain the proportion due to each establish-

ment as early as possible, that the four vacancies occurring among the Lieatenant-Colonels

employed in India should be filled by officers serving on the Britich establishment.

Indian ... it N P TN P
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Lieutenant-Colonel Cunningham, who is tem-
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MiLitarY DEPARTMENT, Jury 1889, No. 5 5

7. T am to request that yon will be good enough to inform me at your early convenience
when Viscount Cross concurs in.these proposals. It is very desirable that they should be
carried into effect as early as possible.

No. 8.

- RALPH THOMPSON, Esq., War Office, Pall Mall, 8. W., to the Under Secreta of
From 8 iate for India; dated War Office, Pall Mall, 8. W., 15th March 1889, No. 20
( Kngineers—2008).

1 am directed by the Secrehary‘ of State for War to request that you will be good enongh
to state whether the Secretary of State for ‘Indm in Council coneurs in the proposals contained
in the letéer from fhie ofhce. of th? Ak Eelzruary 1889, No. ?0 (Engineers-—1986)- relative
4o the reduction of the nnu_lber of Lieutenant-Colonels on the Indian establishment, o as to bring
them down to the proportion suggested for that establishment. : _ 4

The question has become very pressing owing to the insufficiency of the nnmber of
Lieut,enant-Colonels on the Home est.a.b_hshment. to perform the duties of that yank.

Vacancies will occur on the '19t,h instant, vice Colonel N. G. Sturt (Imperial s
retives, and on the 28th instent, vice Colonel G. L. C. Merewether (Bombay List), who will be
removed to the Indian buEernume?ry List. The first step would, under ordinary circam-
stances, fall to Lientenant-Colonel Firebrace, half pay, a continuous Indian s

: ervice offi
as this would make the excess of Lieutenans-Colonels on the IndlZan establishment tg)veciex:;t::(;
O.f four, Mr. Stanhope proposes to fill the vacancy by the promotion of an officer on the Home

esmb'?i:‘z‘::‘:;‘ d vacancy would, in accordance with the proposals submitte

this office referred to above, Feh;egatrded as the first Indian absorption,
g blishament. ‘
an officer of the British esta arions rank . J
he successions 11 the various ranks cam‘mt be carried out wuntil g repl
i é:d t Lfr,ssmnhol’e would be glad if Viscount Cross would favor him with an I;ailyh szz?zz

on the subject. ™

d in the letter from
and also be given to

. No. 9, » /
ant-General ALLEN JOHNSON, Military Secretary, Tndia Of
Under Secretary of State for War ; dated India Office, 19th March 1889, No. l: (-)2’5??7). -

; by the Secretary of State for India in Council to acknowl -
. o?‘llﬂhyFebruary and 15th March 1889, No. 20 (Royal Engineer:;eggg the receipt

ofy our | : in reply, that Viscount Cross concurs in the proposal 6 and 2068),
ﬁﬂ“&ﬁ&%‘ﬂ&iﬁi‘; to be allotted to the British and: Indian’ estah Hsbmante. —o. 0 2omber of
e

i uts, i .

: +d to the suggestion made in the 7th para. of your letter, His Lomijd:“
regs d be hard on the senior Ma]ors of the Royal Engineers on A ot
co to stop their promotion en bloc till the new establishments are eq :

servi

ires me to submit, for the consideration of the Secre of
that E.Ihee tfl:;:::o;fsgezgnld be to follow, the usual coarse when reductionn:-rzmag ] e,
a

§ . e, and

every third promotion which would otherwise go to the Indian officers till the twoa!;gt:&z;}-:
*

ments are complete. :

: No. 10.

From RALPH THOMPSON, Esq., War Office, Pall Mall, 8. W., to the Under Secretary of
)

State for India; dated War Office, 25th March 1889, No, 20 (Engineers—2070).

: to your letter of the 19th instant, No. M 1650, and previons co 2
thl;lhr:f:;?:c?of ‘51{3 promotion to the rank of Lieutenant-Colonel in lt’ha E"n ;ponm i
f;n:; (:;i’r @ subj the Secrotary of State for War to acquaint you, for the information of the

Secretary of State for India in Council, that, if the absorptions were carried out at the rate of -
£

ird promotion, the proposed establishments on each list would not be arrived
om:ilto ,%?:Z mnsg 1891. In the meantime serious inconveniemce would be occasioned i‘:
un

. ties of officers of the Home establishment, for, as already pointed out in the
r;g:.gl f:f;h:h?: office of the Z6th June' 1888, No. 20 ’(Engineers—lég;’, the nnml::r of

3 nels allotted to the British establishment is “ the minimum number n
gent:f:;*fl’;“f,um entrusted %o the Corps of Royal Engincers elsewhere than in India, »
P°2 T'he difficulty of providing a sufficient number of Lieutenant-Colonels for the actual
dutios of that rauk hes been much felt latterly, and it has been necessary to appoint Majors to
s:me commands without any increase to their emoluments, :
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