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was stated :-

" The Examiner should have reported
vhat arrangement was made for the
pmn of Mr.Royton's work
during his suspension, and whether
sny o;trg w.o wag thereby in-
curred to the State.
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inl-ry during the period of hi: suspen-
sion m ﬂn,uptmbor 1887 to 25th.
m! 1888. As stated in para 8,this
l-nm. Was saved to Govermment,so that
there will be no violation of the prin-
ﬁmm«mmmzm clause of
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