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| GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS, 3 .

PENSION DEPARTMENT.

4
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Rmn—-—agam the follgwm g pnper —
GO dated 12th Apnl 189 1\0 319, Penswn

ABSTEAET. -(rrantmg an invalid pension to *! Knsttah late head gumastah, Ré.mwchan-
drapuram taluk, Godévar: district, and directing that the olficer responmblc for the irregolar
payment of leave allowance to the applicant while on privilege leave from 27th January 1891 —
to 2nd February 1801, be called upon to show cause why the n.mouut should nr-t be ‘ma.de good
by hlm 4 ! 2 ; Ve

Rmp———alao the, followmg papers :i— . |

_ From A. W. B. HIGGENS, l*.sq by Colleotor of Godé,van, t the Under Secretary
to Government, Pension - -Depattment  (through the Accountant-Ganera-l),,
dated Cocanaday 2nd July 1892, ‘No..143.

.. in reference to parﬂémph 3 of the Goveriment’s r’ruceedmgs, hu 51’3 dnmu
12th April last, granting to Yezzoo Kristiah, late hedd gumastah, Rémachandrapuram
taluk, an invalid pension of Rs. 12-8-0, T ‘have the honour to enclose the Treasury
Deputy Collector’s letter, No. 1084, dated Srd May 1892, and his office note, dated -
10th June 1592, together with o précis of ;:orrespondence in the matter. The Goy-
ernment, while sanchomng the pension of ¥, Kristiah, obsorves, in paragraph 3 of the
order quofed above, that no recovery need be made from "him on account of the allow- |
ance irregularly drawn by him while on: privilege leave from 27th January to 2nd
February 1891, but that tﬁe officer responsible for theé'irregular payment should be
called upon to show cause why the amount should not be made good by him. -

2, §am rcspectfully of oprnon that no u'regular payment has been made and
that- therefore no -adjustment im the manner “dirccted by Government is necessary.
Kristiah was actually on privilege leave from 27th January 1891 to 2nd February
1801, and was under suspension from that latter date.. Mr. Mogre having capeelled
the leave, not retrospec!,lvely, but “ from this date,” the date of his order, viz., 3rd

Febrnary 1891, Kristiah was thus entltled

* Exc]udmg mcome-ta.x which was credited fo receive pay for the period he was on
o Governmenb. e : ' leave, viz,, 7 days. The amount paid was
it e : Rs 11—7—~1 * at Rs. 50 per mensei.
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- No. 204-—1 AE.

s-;mapandsd Bim frop e
gartain charges which weare
2 e p vilnge 1”‘&?“3’“%‘

: 11 Serviee Rega‘m‘ians
22nd July 1882. i : : ] jfl? Aeeaunlau,{‘*pm-ai

o the Under Becretary to Governurent, Pension Department.
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- 5 . GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS. '
: ' PENSION DEPARTMENT. :
. Faa e : : :
f .'. ,R“D-—a'gain the following paper :— il e
.., G0, dated 12th April 1892, No. 319, Pension. :

£ . y % & . ; i e A ; ] ; han_—
Seieicewd  ApsrRalr—(iranting an invalid pension to X. Kristinh, late hicad %ﬁiﬂh&‘iﬁc@m
._drapuram taluk, Godévari district, and directing thaf"the officer lmsponf:om 99th January 1891
: * "payment of leave allowauce to the applicant while on privilege 9‘“;8 hoald Kot be uads good
BE | to2nd February 1891, be called upon to show cause why the amonat shouid uo;
{2 by bim. . ,.
§
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gk [Run—-ailso the following papers :— : TR N
e & B W. B. N8, Esq., Collector of Goddvari, fo the URCeT 22
R

8 :irm Cocanada,-2nd July 1892, No. 143. Ty ok B “%
.1 4. In weice to paragraph 3 of the Government’s Proceedings, o, + o aram
i A e Yoo K i bed vt L W ey
s - taluk, an invalid pension of Rs. 12-8-0, I ha S g ot ot dated .
. Dopuiy Collector's letter, No. 1084, dated 8rd May 1892, and his ofice B0 G t7
0, 3 10th June 1892, together with a préeis of correspondence in in paragraph 3 of the
.+ . emment, while sanctioning the pension of Y. m‘h’@ﬁ%ﬁmaﬂ the allow-
* . ' order quofed above, that no recovery need be made from ﬁ@fsm Janusty to2od . .
.. i ance irregularly dtawn by him while on privilege‘leave shou

- February 1891, but that the officer responsible for the m% goféa b ‘hitum:'mm}d \
- ¢alled upon'to show cause why the amount should not be ﬁt 4 geen S
gy Tam respuctfully of opinion that uo imegRel BV e s nescssary.
- that therbfore no adjustment in the manner direoted by { 1891 to 2nd February

. 1891, apd wa - ; hat latter date. Mr. Moore e

bt &?Q&dn‘g’ wﬂ?fwﬁtﬁ??}o; this date,” the date of his order, “"t’iﬁ:g
T EEEE e "Qﬁm' peq}n e ' February 1891, Kristizh wa-sgdth?ls et‘ae on

' *Em‘uiing income-t-;x which. wae credited 10 i.ecei.ve 'TP ?Iiyf:r t-'jih‘gep:gount (;)a.iu Lw%

3 i Gzommmt' ‘ l;:f;’l?;fly # ot Rs. 50 per mensem,:
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Fiz from the 27t.§d:$m£:e af‘ggfanbut Bef%re the expiration of the jeave ;hié i}&%i ;}f htl; _
: ok . office s,!!ﬁpended him from en’xplu‘fmeﬁtv Yi‘%«, el ihe 3ﬁm gfbgehé pri;z%egﬁ

“. o vertain charges which were brought aguist him. sk £ privilegs leave allow-

i leave under such circumstances did not justify the I?a."’;‘;nmﬁgﬁs < - it

5 e . 20¢e in infringement of article 296 of the Civil Sgevies s BB,'LS

(e o #  Fowr 8t Grinow, 5 {Signed) 'AB‘ mﬁbﬁénemi.
T 220d July 1892, S
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No. 7. ¢ .
| OFFICTAL MEMORANDUM,
% The undersigned is dirested to reque Accow
: : rsigned 1s directed to request that the Accountant-General wil
a5 .ﬁzgggg;ﬁdr&?ﬁmg&rgﬂm _opinion expressed in his -emiormmeﬂt,qg‘%. 2341.—1—?;01(5})&
- dated 2und July 1892. The Government considers that artiolo 206, Civil Service
B e : tional case as that of the appli-

ant to apply to such an o
fid reinrn to duty event , though not immediately, on
G deave m-ﬁeemto ;hiﬂf_'ﬂﬂ!pmsion. t seems to Govern&ent

Nokifrunel . Wmeet the case of officers resigning or

o

| (Signed) - R.H.CAMPBELL,
aly e Ag. Under Secy. to Govt.

——————

WLINS, Réq., Avcountant General, ¢
‘ § Dioviaibe il dted eral, to the Secretary to Govern-
T Retmant, dated Fort 8t. George, 20th October 1892,

your Official -Meinorandll‘_m}, No. 77, dafed'the' 9th September

s *ﬁé.ﬁ"?;m;@@ﬂ;m&ﬁegi‘iﬂege allgve, it effected that
2 Fin il o oo gl LAY eave : 3 ¢+
the expiry of his privilege leaye.” et

B i s Jﬁmt ih::%&gﬁd&m Was prevented from rejoining at
~ that led to his suspension and which, it mav be Wibtonal punishment for the conduct
with ﬁeﬁherwiwm; e Py‘;ﬁ” iy*témc:snm%d, has been sufficiently dealt
Government of Ludia, in ther Fo. 990, Gatod 2ud Mareh 1580, whrs ooy s
cneloso, ¢ aaefionad” the payment of lve allowsuces to Mr, -0 ot di nof
;, d,I..t ey uz;;me Pﬁy%hm under the Civil Leave Coée ——, but did not
&+ 1 would 1 | EEJ.!.'”Z B A T i i
followed, if nege P&B?‘;?e de m-?@'ﬁ‘ ﬁave a definitive ruling on the subject
Modres Govaramont dhiok thes e mont of fhe Civil. Service Regulations, but i the
‘ i ’.’E'@w‘@u%%ﬂﬁl’% 1 am prepared to mept thgjr;a,t ut;g;c gxf the

7" on his return to duty “ npor
2. No doubt in the pre

¢ the proper time onl

\  lege leave allowances

o dafed. 6tk Dorembar 03, o 181, Rension,
= i G%é*i;ﬁh“ 2th April fl.sgeé No. 519
mastah, Hamachandrapuram taluk, God S ey
_;-. S et ST s g o S T " g 7 \ = y - >
> ﬁ; élfs iﬁl&;’i ‘Q'ﬁ?ﬁ?’@ in considoration ﬁf»hifsqua}ifyig;s mpmg e .dv :‘;‘ mvalid pension
- leave for 40 days from 27th Junnary 1891 hut havine Lo ,G;a,s. grant?d
Lo A ! =iy o boen subsequently
- the expiry of his leave. s oin his appo;
o eemy of bideare. After suspsnsion hie returned tn fufy and setired tWo Tape it
| - In ubmitting his spplication for pensio b ’
o R _ pension, the A it
ey ;ﬂ ?h?ther the payment of leave allowances totﬁo::ﬁf;g? erah_ 2
uary fo 2nd February 1891 was not irregular with i or this period from

| Regnlatlons‘.:,,_;fl‘!@e,-chouﬁmnb-(}enefal points 0;?6:}‘::5%}:0 article 296,
e e Government of India otter, No, 980, dated 20 Maroh
g: payment of leaye allowanc:s%un]?le: ﬁmec?r?’"m Govern-
hey were payable under the Civil Leave Code, mi‘ﬂf‘..;‘ﬁ““‘* mss."’o-u‘t-
R sk ikt Evﬂnmmmtl_ of India considered that the case requirsd spbcgd a0s:
60wt Sollows, f v o doninihility of Shikining's defite
me. o eds it hecossary, by an amendment of the Oivil Service

£iery

suspended from Srd February following, he was unable to rej g his

ur to point out that al i y I ‘
g g:h 1t  although article 296 may have been framed -

Godienr Gspaott ety X. Kristiah, lnto head

I has raiéed the .
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His Excellency the Go:zgnor in Couneil i not prepared to accept the Accountant-
(General’s interpretation of WH?IB 996 of the Civil Service Regnlations and considers
that the article in question Wi framed to meet the case of officers resigning or retiring
while on privilege leave and was not infended 6 apply fo cases in which officers arve
prevented from joining their appointments by reason of suapension.
the ‘part of the Government of India in the precedent guoted by the Asccountani-
General to rule that the leave allowances sanctioned were payable under the Civil
Leave Cods i perhaps open io the construction placed on it by the Accountant-General,
but it meed not ‘necessarily be so construed and cannot be interpreted as a definite
ruling ou the point under discussion. The intention of article 296 of the Civil Service
Regulations scems clear, and as the Aceon ntant-{ieneral is preparad te gocept the ruling

of this Qovernment on the point. His Excelleney the Govertior in (punoil considers -

it unuecessary to make » reference to the Government of Tndia and accordingly sanc-

" tions the payment of leave allowances to the applicant from 27th January to 2nd Feb-

ruary 1801 e
"9, A copy of these Procoedings will,. however, be submifted fo the (Government of
India for mformation. ; . ~ 3 :
‘ ' APPENDIX.
From 4. FINLAY, Esq., Officiating Under éacrgtgry to the Government of India, Deparsment
of Pinance and Commerce, to the Accomnsant-Genoral, Madrs, dated Calontta, the
2nd March 1886, Na. 990.

1 am directed to acknowledge the receipt of yoar lettar, Nul‘ 411, dated 106h Fabraary
1886, regarding the admissibility of privilege icave allowance to Mr. —
Mr. - wag granted privilege leave for ona month from the 4th January 1888, but
wag subsequently suspended by the Government of Ma-t!ras,from the 4’gh February 1886. Hg
was consaquently unable to resnme charge of ‘his dubies on the teemination of his privilege
leavd. You inguire with ‘veference to the note to section 16 af}fha Cizt! Licave Code
whether vrivilege leave allowance ¢an be grauted to him under these circumsiances.
 In reply Tam directed to eay that the payment of privilege Icave allowance feor the

pemicd in gnestion is sanctioned. %
i LS (True Eiktmct}
ULt e LS - B B UAMPBERETS

Ag. Asst. Becy. to Government.

. To the Aceountani-Beneral.

»» the Collector of Goddvari,
y» Heads of Depariment.

X £
%
Bad B4, Persua 4
700 Copes.
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st Accountant-General will be good
endorsement, No. 204—I1.AE.,
considers that article 296, Civil Service
ch an exceptional case as that of the appli-
y eventually, though not immediately, on
suspension. It seems to Government -
meet the case of officers resigning or

- Ag. Under Secy. to Govt.

eneral, o‘l':'hé Beemtaryto Goverﬂ-‘

Sf. Grearge, 20th Oetober 1892,
lam, No, 77, dated fhe 9th Septomber
b }:g‘h artwlaB’% may have be,en}_’hamed
while nﬁ,“pmfxiegp leave, it effected that

iego leave allowances contingent

ted, has boen sufficiently dealt
> referred by my predecessor, the
2nd March 1386, copy Qf‘;wh_?ch I
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to accept the Accountant-
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His Excellency the Governor in Council is not g:epared
General’s interpretation of article 296 of the Civil Service i S e
that the anticle in question was framed to meet the case of Qﬁ;o@m rasl;g;llgfor retiring
while on privilege leave and. was not intended to apply to cases in b officers e hgrlt: )
prevented from joining their appointments by reason of suspension.. th e gma ‘hu?t -
the part of the Government of India in the precedent __quqt,ed by the . m - '61 .
General to rule that the leave allowances savctioned were payable ‘un‘der t Gﬁeﬁ erz
Leave Code is perhaps open to the eonstruction placed on it by the Acconptant— e 5
but it need not- necessarily bé so construed sand cannot be ‘interpreted as qi.sa_ i
ruling on the point under discussion. - The intention of article 206 of the (Jiwr‘;1 ;o;-luee
.Regﬁations seems clear, and as the Accountant-General is prepareq to mept‘ he .dmg
of this Government on the point, His Excallency the Governor in Counrﬁin considers.
it unuecossary to make a reference to the Goycrnment of India and acoo . glyd s;n;;- v
tions the payment of leave allowances to the apphqant- frqm 27‘th Jannm?y”q nd Feb- ,
y2.f A copy of these Proceedings will, however, be submitted to the Goyevmment‘ of
India for information. ! : ‘ i s e ot

APPENDIZ.

' ; : o iati Uuder Secretary (o the Government of Imh'a, Dewtp;ent :
b i I‘;{g‘?ﬁe?n ¥ Oﬂi;:;::e;mé, !:) the Accountant-General, uadras, da.tgd Caleutés, the
9nd March 1886, No. 990. : e Tl |

I am directed to adknowledge the receipt of your letter, No. 41 l,_da@ !Ot._h February
1886, regarding the admissibility of privilege leave sllowanee to Mr. R L N 5
Mr. - was granted privilege leave for e month from the 4th January 1886, but

was subsequently suspended by the Government of Madras from the dth 'Fébﬁ: 8:31“ e

v unable to resume charge of his duties on the ‘termination of :
it:sv:?n%ﬁga;? w?th reference to the note o section 76 of the Civil Leave .

whether privilege leave allowance can be granted o him under these circomstances.

In reply T am divected to say that the payment of pmi]egje leave .‘nllowbancg': f’tn;t‘ the

L4

Regulations and considers
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