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promotion
neers who have cted for continuous service in India.

2. In reply, I am to say, for the informationjof the Commander-in-Chi

s Major S. J. Lambert, R.E.; will not attain the dge of60 years until
April 1892, it does not appear to the Governmenti of India to be n
4 Q i

gonsider hisindividual case at present. The Se@rfetary of
recently directed that action d be suspended on the Public
ment Circular directing the compulsory retirement of Executi
that Department on attaining the age of 50 years, and it 1

measure \\'iH be ¢ 1‘1'{‘(1 out.

; ks Departm 1 compuls
state, for His E ency’s information, that$he decision
cated in Military Department letter No. 1438<AS, dated th
did not strictly interpret the Secretary of Stafe’s ruling

L exempt
ed the 7th October 1886 (copy, be »“C’(‘H]'L‘(-E_

979

2
5 4 \ AITITOS an swoad ) 1
with enclosures annexed). subsequent

-‘\p[:iillud tl to mean that
emption from retirement from the service might be secured i
if necessary.
4, It does not therefore appear that the Home
Royal Engineer officers of the Military Works Departme
the conditions in regard to half-pay and retirement to .
the corps are subject under the Royal Warrants at present in force;

, that

of

request that, under the-orders of the Commander-in-Chief, all offic whom the
previous decision was communicated may be informed of the precise instructions of

the Secretary of State on this point as above explained.
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: Wy » Inpia O¥FICE,
* Siz, AL b ; 10th September 1886. .

I am directed by the Secretary of State for Tndia in Council to acknowledge the receipt of
your letter of the 20th August, and to reply as follows to the questions therein enclosed : —

(1) Officers of Royal Engineers who have elected for continuous Indian service will be
eligible for employment in any position to which they may be appointed by the
authorities in India, and, if appointed to the Army Staff, would be appointed as
Indian officers.

(2) The object of the Royal Warrant being to assure to the Government of India the
certainty of continuous service ou the part of officers engaging for its perform-
ance, the election is binding on the officer. An officer could return to the
British Establishment by exchange only. :

(8) “ Elsewhere than in India,” in Article 11, of the Warrant, includes service in

’ England under the Indian Government on the part of an officer who has, as

in the case of Lieutenant-Colonel Courtenay, never rendered any service in

~ India, but otherwise such service and duty at the School of Military Engineering
~under Article 7, would be reckoned as equivalent to service in India.

(4) The Furlough Rules of 1868 cease to be applicable to officers electing for continuous
i_?drvice- After election they are no longer eligible for furlough under those

es.

With reference to the concluding paragraph of ‘your letter, I am to state that Viscount
Cross proposed, after communication with the Government of India, that employment in the
Military Works Branch should be military employment for all purposes except those of
Article 8 of the Warrant. The Government of India, however, consider that the service of
retired officers (though mot of officers on half-pay) in this branch is impracticable. Iam
therefore to inquire whether it would not be possible to issue a Royal Warrant in respect to
such officers substituting transfer to an Indian half-pay list for retirement from the service as
laid down in the Royal Warrant of the 10th June 1884 (in cases where it may be considered
desirable to exempt officers from such retirement) until such time as officers would cease to be
employed under the rules which apply to other personsholding similar appointments. ILam to
request that Lord Cross may be favored with a very early reply on this point.

I have, &c.,

(Signed) = ALLEN JOHNSON, Major-General,
; Military Secretary.

The Military Secretary, Horse Guards, War Offfice.

No."20/Engineers/1399.

o : War OrricE,
Sm, ; 27th August 1886,

T am directed by the Secretary of State for War to transmit, herewith, for the consider-
ation of the Secretary of State for India in Council, a memorandum of further questions which
‘have been raised on the sabject of the recent Royal Warrant respecting the conditions of
service of officers of Royal Engineers in India, and I am therefore to request that you will be

‘80 good as to cause me to be informed what replies Viscount Cross comsiders should be
~ sent thereto. - '

4

I have, &ec.,
(Signed) RALPH THOMPSON,

o _ MEMORANDUM,
g‘éi_‘ Jpﬁ_r}ers in the Military Works Department (which is ruled to be the
yal Engineer officers in India) be by ,»l'egiu;enta.l or departmental seniority ?

g&erg of Royal Engineers, ordex:ed to India in fature, be liable to be merely
Military Works Department with o 8. 50 in addition to their regimental

at, or will they ?be gradpdvnth t}leir cog’;;nporaries in the Department at once ?
after serving in India under new rules, exchanges to Home service, d

a ¢1..mw Indian ‘xm which hlfhioy have eargt,;ed i3 00

th_'e'leghs‘ for -‘In&hﬂ‘?ﬁrﬁce, what vfﬂ! ‘be his regimental pay in the rank of

a vajor, Royal Engineers, or only éaﬁ present, that of a Staff Corps Major ?

-




To the Adjutant-General.

By 1

Public Works Department.

Mpatoh No. 272, dated
y to the Government

A, C. TOKER,
Becy. to the Govt. of India.

C‘ommander-m-cmef for favor of
of Government No. 6451, dated

~ (True Extract.)
A. KENNEY-HERBERT Bigdr.-Genl.,

Secretaryr to Government.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

MILITARY DEPARTMENT.

. Appointments—Royal Engineers..
Read the following paper :—

Ne. . From Lieutenant-Colonel B. COLLEN, Secretary to the Government of
India, Military Department, to the Adjutant-General in India ; dated Simla,
the 8th June 1888, No. 1286-4. ’

Engineers.

I am desired to acknowledge the receipt of your letter * No. 2480-C, dated
the 15th May 1888, submitting certain
* Enclosures herewith returned. questions as to the employment and
: promotion of Majors of Royal Engi-
neers who have elected for continuous service in India. . ] 2

2. In reply, I am to say, for the information of the Commander-in-Chief, that
as Major S. J. Lambert, R.E., will not attain the age of 50 years until the 15th of
April 1892, it does not appear to the Government of India to be necessary to
~ consider his individual case at present. The Secretary of State has, moreover,

‘recently directed that action should be suspended on the Public Works Depart-
ment Circular directing the compulsory+retirement of Executive Engineers from
that Department on attaining the age of 50 years, and it is doubtful whether the
measure will be carried out. - ’

3. With regard to- the exemption of continuous service Royal Engineer officers
gerving in the Military Works Department from eompulsory retirement, I am to
gtate, for His Excellency’s information, that the decision on this point communi-
“cated in Military Department letter No. 1488-AS, dated the 14th October 1886,
~ did not strietly interpret the Secretary of State’s rulihg, which was to the effect
: that exemption from retirement would
No. 372, dated the 7th October 1886 (copy, be secured * if necessary;” and in a
~ with enclosures annexed). subsequent despatch + His Lordship
PO : explained this to mean that special ex-

n from retirement from the service might be secured in any particular case

it ¢ '

not therefore appear that the Home authorities intended that
* officers of the Military Works Department should be exempt from
in regard to half-pay and retirement to which all other officers of
e subject under the Royal Warrants at present in force; and I am to
under the orders of the Comman er-in-Chief, all officers to whom the
ras communicated may be informed of the precise instructions of

tate on this point as above explained. -

»
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No. M 8154.
: Inpia OFFICE,
Bir, ‘ ’ 10th September 1886.

I am directed by the Secretary of State for India in Council to acknowledge the receipt of
_ your letter of the 20th Angust, and to reply as follows to the questions therein enclosed :—

(1) Officers of Royal Engineers who have elected for continuous Indian service will be
eligible for’ employment in any position to which they may be appointed by the
authorities in India, and, if appointed to the Army Staff, would be appointed as
Indian officers.

~(2)* The object of the Royal Warrant being to assure to the Government of India the
certainty of continuous service on the part of officers engaging for its perform-
ance, the election is binding on the officer. An officer could return to the
British Establishment by exchange only.

(8) «“ Elsewhere than in India,” in Article 11, of the Warrant, includes service in
England under the Indian Government on the part of an officer who has, as
in the case of Lieutenant-Colonel Courtenay, never rendered any service in
India, but otherwise such service and duty at the School of Military Engineering
under Article 7, would be reckoned a$ equivalent to service in India.

-(4) The Furlough Rules of 1868 cease to be applicable to officers electing for continuous
service. After election they are no longer eligible for furlough under those
rules.

With reference to the concluding paragraph of your letter, I am to state that Viscount
Cross proposed, after communication with the Government of India, that employment in the
Military Works Branch should be military employment for all purposes except those of
Article 8 of the Warrant. The Government of India, however, consider that the service of
retired officers (though not of officers on half-pay) in this branch is impracticable. I am
therefore to inquire whether it would not be possible to issue a Royal Warrant in respect to
guch officers substituting trausfer to an Indian half-pay list for retirement from the service as
laid down in the Royal Warrant of the 10th June 1884 (in cases where it may be considered
desirable to exempt officers from such retirement) until such time as officers would cease to be
employed under the rules which apply to other persons holding similar appointments. "I am to
request that Lord Cross may ‘be favored with a very early reply on this point.

I have, &c.,

(Signed) ALLEN JOHNSON, Major-General,
Military Secretary.

The Military Seeretary, Horse Guards, War Office.

No. 20/Engineers/1399. ;

A War OrricE,
B, - 27th August 1886.

~ Iam directed by the Secretary of State for War to transmit, herewith, for the consider-
ation of the Secretary of State for India in Council, a memorandum of further questions which
‘have been raised on the subject of the recent Royal Warrant respecting the conditions of
gervice of officers of Royal Engineers in India, and 1 am therefore to request that you will be
80 good as to cause me to be informed what replies Viscount Cross considers should be
sent thereto. '
. I have, &c.,

| ' (Signed) RALPH THOMPSON,
. The Under Secretary of State for India. .

LT Y

MEMORANDUM,

e V‘V‘lﬂ the gmdmg of officers in the Military Works Department (which is ‘ruled to be the

nehmalﬁn’bro Royal Engineer officers in india) be by regimental or departmental seniority ?
2. Will officers of Royal Engineers, ordered to India in fature, be liable to be merely
ol ‘the Mlhtary Works Departmegt: w1th_ only Rs. 50 in addition to their regimental
pay as at present, or anl they be graded with their contemporaries in the Department at once ?
‘an officer, after serving in India under new rules, exchanges to Home service, does

rfeit all claim to Indian pensions which he may have earned ?

[f an officer elects for Indian service, what will be his regimental pay in the rank of
that of a Major, Royal Engineers, or only a8 at present, that of a Staff Corps Major ?

-
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e - No. 1286-A.
above, and of the Secretary of State’s Despatch No. 272, dated

and enclosures, forwarded to the Secretary to the Government
Department, with reference to the telegram from the Military

nt, No. 1485-A8, dated the 13th October 1886.

(By Order.)

(Signed)  A. C. TOKER,
Dy. Secy. to the Govt. of India.

Orper TEEREON, 4 July 1888, No.L/525~

Communicated to His Excellency the
sary action, with reference to Proceedings ©

Commander-in-Chief - for favor of
f Government, No. 6451, dated

(True Extract.)
(Signed) A. KENNEY-HERBERT, Bigdr.-Genl.,

Secretaryr to Government.

To the Adjhtant-General.
;, Public Works Department.
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MILITARY D‘EPA‘B.TMENT.

‘ Appointments—Royal Engineers.

. Read the following paéer —

Nee. - From Lieutenant-Colonel B. COLLEN," Secretary to the Government of
India, Military Depastment, to the Adjutant-General in India ; dated Simla,
the 8th June 1888, No. 1286-4.

Engineers.
I am desired to acknowledge the receipt of your letter * No. 2480-C; dated
the 15th May 1888, submitting certain
* Enclosures herewith returned. questions as to the employment and
promotion of Majors of Royal Engi-
neers who have elected for continuous service in India..

2# In reply, I am to say, for the information of the Commander-in- Chief, that
as Major 8..J. Lambert, R.E., will not attain the age of §0 years until the 15th of
April 1892, it does not appear to the Government of India to- be necessary to
consider his individual case at present. The Secretary of State has, moreover,
recently directed that action should be suspended on the Publie Works Depart-
ment Circular directing the compulsory retirement of Executive Engineers from
that Department on atba,mmg the age of 50 years, and it is doubtful Whether the’
measure will be carried out.

3. With regard to the exemption of continuous service Royal Engineer officers
serving in the Military Works Department from compulsory retu'ement I am to
state, for His Excellency’s information, that the decision on this point communi-
‘cated in Military Department letter No. 1488-AS, dated the 14th October 1886,
: dld not strictly mterpret the Secretary of State’s ruhng, which was to the eﬁect

that exemption from retirement would
). 272, dated the 7th Qctober 1886 (copy, be seeured “if necessary;” and in a

_mf»h enclosures annexed). subsequent despatch + His Lordship
] explained this to mean that special ex-
3 ?phon from retn'ement from the service might be secured i In any particular case

Qgﬁcers of the Mlhtary Works Department should be exempt from
negard to half-pay and retirement to which all other officers of
yject under the Royal Warrants at present in force; and I am to

nder the orders of the Commander-in-Chief, all officers to whom the
sion was communicated may be mﬁt‘;rmed of the precise instructious of
S%i! on this pomt as a.bove e;plamed
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No. M 8154,
. Inpia OFFICE,
Sir, 10th September 1886.

I am directed by the Secretary of State for Indiain Council to'a.cknowléflge the receipt of
your letter of the 20th August, and to reply as follows to the questions therein enclosed : —

. (1) Officers of Royal Engineers who have elected for continuous Indian service will be
eligible for employment in any position to which they may be appointed by the
authorities in India, and, if appointed to the Army Staff, wonld be appointed as
Indian officers. : :

(2) The object of the Royal Warrant being to assure to the Government of India the
certainty of continuous service oun the part of officers engaging for its perform-
ance, the election is binding on the officer. An officer could return to the
British Establishment by exchange only. P i)

(8) ¢ Elsewhere than in India,” in Article 11, of the Warrant, includes service in
England under the Indian Government on the part of an officer who has, as
m the case of Lieutenant-Colonel Courtenay, never rendered any service in
India, but otherwise such service and duty at the School of Military Engineering
under Article 7, would be reckoned as equivalent to service in India.

(4) The Furlough Rules of 1868 cease to be applicable to officers electing for continuous
service. After election they are no longer eligible for furlough under those
rules.

With reference to the concluding paragraph of your letter, I am to state that Viscount
Cross proposed, after communication with the Government of India, that employment in the
Military Works Branch should be military employment for all purposes except those of
Article 8 of the Warrant. The Government of India, however, consider that the service of
retired officers (thongh not of officers on half-pay) in this branch is impracticable. Iam
therefore to inquire whether it would not be possible to issue a Royal Warrant in respect to
such officers substituting transfer to an Indian half-pay list for retirement from the service as
laid down in the Royal Warrant of the 10th June 1884 (in cases where it may be considered
desirable to exempt officers from such retirement) until such time as officers would cease to be
employed under the rules which apply to other personsholding similar appointments. I am to
request that Lord Cross may be favored with a very early reply on this point.

I have, &c., .

(Signed) ALLEN JOHNSON, Major-éeneral,
; . Military Secretary.
The Military Seeretary, Horse Guards, War Office.

No. 20/Engineers/1399.

War Orrice,
Sz, : 27th Auqust 1886.

I am directed by the Secretary of State for War to transmit, herewith, for the consider-
ation of the Secretary of State for India in Council, a memorandum of further questions which
have been raised on the subject of the recent Royal Warrant respecting the conditions of
service of officers of, Royal Engineers in India, and I am therefore to request that you will be
80 good as to cause me to be informed what replies Viscount Cross considers should be

‘sent thereto. . «
I have, &c.,

A (Sigmed) RALPH THOMPSON,
The Under Secretary of State for India. ‘

MEMORANDUM.

Will the grading of officers in the Military Works Department (which is ruled to be th
normal duty of Royal Engineer officers in Indiaj be by regimental or departmental seniority ? 4

- 2. Will officers of Royal Engineers, ordered to India in fature, be liable to be merely
attached to the Military Works Department with only Rs. 50 in addition to their regimental
pay as at present, or will they be graded with their contemporaries in the Department at once ?
- 8. Ifan officer, after serving in India under new rules, exchanges to Home service. d
he Eﬁereb;' forfeit all claim to Indian pensions which he may have ear%ed ? ki b o
T If an officer elects for Indian service, what will be his regimental pay in the rank of
Major, viz., that of a Major, Royal Engineers, or only as at present, that of a taff Corps Major ?



Secretary of State’s Despatch No. 272, dated

forwarded to the Secretary to the Government

th reference to the telegram from the Military
the 13th October 1886. -

' (By Order.)
(Signed)  A. C. TOKER,
Dy. Secy. to the Govt. of India.

to His Excellency the Commander-in-Chief for favor of

6?‘11:}1 reference to Proceedings of Government, No. 6451, dated
. (True Extract.)

~ (Signed) A. KENNEY-HERBERT, Bigdr.-Genl.,

Secretaryr. to Government.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

MILITARY DEPARTMENT.

. ‘
Appointments—Royal Engineers.

Read the following paper :(—

Nolvii, From Lieutenant-Colonel E. COLLEN, Secretary to the Government of
India, Military Department, to the Adjutant-General in India ; dated Simla,
the 8th June 1888, No. 1286-4.

Engineers.
I am desired to acknowledge the receipt of your letter * No. 2480-C, dated
the 15th May 1888, submitting certain
* Enclosures herewith returned. questions as to the employment and
\ promotion of Majors of Royal Engi-
neers who have elected for continuous service in India.

2, In reply, I am to say, for the information of the Commander-in-Chief, that
as Major' S, J: Lambert, R.E., will not attain the age of 50 years until the 15th of
April 1892, it does not appear to the Government of India to be pecessary to
consider his individual case at present. The Secretary of State has, moieover,
recently directed that action should be suspended on the Public Works Depart-
ment Circular- directing the compulsory retirement of Executive Engineers from
that Department on attaining the age of 50 years, and it is doubtful ‘whether the
measure will be carried out. ‘

- 3. With regard to the exemption of continuous service Royal Engineer officers
serving in the Military Works Department from compulsory retirement, I am to
' state, for His Excellency’s information, that the decision on this point communi-
cated in Military Deparpment letter No. 1488-AS, dated the 14th October 1886,
" did not strictly interpret the Secretary of State’s ruling, which was to the effect
e ‘ . that exemption from retirement would
L ¥ No. 272, dated the 7th October 1886 (copy, be secured ‘“if necessary;” and in a
-0 with enclosures annexed ). subsequent despatch + His Lordship
LS S - explained this to mean that special ex-
: ‘;ﬁ'pﬁon from retirement from the service might be secured in any particular case
~Aln iy w ¥ ,,,;%,, T R R R PR .
¥ ‘%M; 8. ﬁf&dbes not therefore appear that the Home authorities intended that

ditions in regard to half-pay and retirement to which all other officers of

are subject under the Royal Warrants at present in force; and I am to
;} %,’i{ﬂﬁa’jﬂae‘ orders of the Commander-in-Chief, all officers to whom the
yus decisic ;Lr_ﬁég_domy‘mnicated may be informed of the precise instructions of
y of State on this point as above explained.

., yal Engineer officers of the Military Works Department. should be exempt from
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I am directed by the Secretary of State for India in Council to acknowledge the x_waipt.of
your letter of the 20th August, and to reply as follows to the questions therein enclosed :—

(1) Officers of Royal Engineers who have elected for continuous Indian service will be
eligible for employment in any position to which they may be a ted by the
authorities in India, and, if appointed to the Army Staff, would be appointed as
Indian officers. ' : »

(2) The object of the Royal Warrant being to assure to the Government of India the
certainty of continuous service on the part of officers engaging for its perform-

3 ance, the election is binding on the officer. An officer could return to the
British Establishment by exchange only.

(8) “ Elsewhere than in India,” in Article 11, of the Warrant, includes service in
England under the Indian Government on the part of an officer who has, as
in the case of Lieutenant-Colonel Courtemay, never rendered any service in
India, but otherwise such service and duty at'the School of Military Engineering
under Article 7, would be reckoned as equivalent to service in India.

(4) The Furlough Raulss of 1868 cease to be applicable to officers electing for continuous
selivice- After election they are no longer eligible for furlough under those
rules.

With reference to the concluding paragraph of your letter, I am to state that Viscount
Cross proposed, after communication with the Government of India, that employment in the
Military, Works Branch should be military employment for all parposes except those of

_ Article 8 of the Warrant. The Government of India, however, consider that the service of
retired officers (though not of officers on half-pay) in this branch is impracticable. I am

therefore to inquire whether it would not be possible to issue a Royal Warrant in respect to
such officers substituting transfer to an Indian half-pay list for retirement from the service as
laid down in the Royal Warrant,of the 10th June 1884 (in cases where it may be considered
desirable to exempt officers from such retirement) until such time as officers would cease to be
employed under the rules which apply to other personsholding similar appointments. Iam to
request tHat*Lord Cross may be favored with a very early reply on this point.

I have, &c.,
(Signed) ALLEN JOHNSON, Major-General,
Military Secretary.
The Military Seeretary, Horse Guards, War Office.

No. 20/Engineers/1399.

War OrFICE,
Sir, : 27th August 1886.

I am directed by the Secretary of State for War to transmit, herewith, for the consider-
ation of the Secretary of State for India in Council, a memorandum of further questions which
have been raised on the subject of the recent Royal Warrant respecting the conditions of
gervice of officers of Royal Engineers in India, and I am therefore to request that you will be
8o good as to cause me to be informed what replies Viscount Cross considers should be

sent thereto.
g I have, &c.,

(Signed) RALPH THOMPSON,

o ' The Under Secretary of State for India.

i

" ; . MEMORANDUM,

Will the ding of officers in the Military Works Department (which is ruled to be the
normal duty of Royal Engineer officers in India) be by regimental or departmental seniority ?
2. Will officers of Royal Engineers, ordered to India in fature, be liable to be merely
attached to the Military Works Department with only Rs. 50 in addition to their regimental
pay as at present, or will they be graded with their contemporaries in the Department at once ?
8./ Ifan officer, after serving in India under new rales, exchanges to Home service, does
be thereby forfeit all claim to Indian pensions which he may have earned ?
. 4. If an officer elects for Indian service, what will be his regimental pay in the rank of
Major, viz., that of a Major, Royal Engineers, or only as at present, that of a Staft Corps Major ?




Despatch No. 27, dated -
Secretary to the Government
telegram from the Military

Opves memmzow, & July 1888, No. 4, 525~
od to His Excellency the Commander-in-Chief for favor of
 with reference to Proceedings of Government, No. 6451, dated
: (True Extract.)
(Signed)  A. KENNEY-HERBERT, Bigdr.-Genl,,

Secretaryr to Government.

Ad tant-General.
- Public Works Department.

~ Exd E.C. Shunker.
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