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No. 1014, FiNaNcCIAL, 14tu Decemser 1895.

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

,FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—again the following papers :—
6.0, No. 354, Financial, dated 2nd May 1895.

Read—the following papers :—

Tixtracts from an Office-note from the Examiner of Publie Works Accounts, to the
Secretary to Government, Public Works Department,‘ dated Madras, 4th
February 1895, No. 379-A. :

Tn reply to a reference made to the Accountant-G eneral, Public Works Depart-
ment, as to the interpretation of certain points in the application of Civil Service
Regulation Article 1205, that officer has stated that the case with full particulars
and dates should be submitted, through the Local Government, for the orders of the
Government of India. : '

9. The actual cases that necessitate the present reference are given below, and I
would beg that they may be referred to the Government of Tndia for an authoritative
interpretation. :

e . S * *
7. Case II.—M.R.Ry. 8. V. Sankara Aiyar, Accountant, Tth grade, was trans-

ferred in June 1894 from Madura to Rushikulya, which he joined on the forenoon of
the 14th July 1894, to act as divisional accountant vice M.R.Ry. 8. Seshiah granted

‘two months’ privilege leave, Tt was subsequently arranged that Sankara Aiyar should

continue in the Rushikulya division as a permanent arrangement. ‘While at Rushi-
kulya, Sankara Aiyar got ill and applied for one month and seventeen days’ privilege
leave supported by a proper medical certificate. This was granted to him with effect
from Hth October 1894. His transfer to another division at the end of his privilege
leave having been found necessary, he was posted to the Trichinopoly division and

ordered to join that division on return from leave. 4 ;

8. Sankara Aiyar did not claim any travelling allowance under Civil Service
Regulation ‘Article 1205 on the occasion of his transfer from Madura to Rushikulya
apparently not having taken his family with him. On_his posting to the Trichino-

~ poly division, ho claims travelling allowance under the above article for his family

from Sérmadévi (where he received the order of his transfer) to Trichinopoly.
9. From the wordiug of Civil Service Regulation Artieles 1204 and 1205 (c), it

‘actually travel with him or follow him within the time preseribed by rule. If
peading o tho rule is correct the clai preferred by the accountant would be inadmis-
“gible, as his family did not travel with him from '

: ly d | ushikulya to Trichinopoly nor a
they to follow him from the former place or any other situated in the r(?x?:eybetl\;reer:

~ the two stations.

10 At the same time, it appears to me fhat the claim preferred is an squitablo

~ one, for if the accountant, when transferred to Rushikulya, had taken his family with
~ him, Governm t would have had to pay the expenses of their journey (i) from

Madura to Rushikulya and (ii) from Rushikulya to Trichinopoly.

would appear that travelling allowance to members of family i.s";'gzlli}wgbié only if they
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(if) He was at Rushikulya alone, his family being at Sérmddévi.

(ii1) At the end of his leave he was transferred to the Trichinopoly division.

{iv) Not having known when he left the former division that he would not
return to it, it was impossible for him to have obtained the previous
orders of the head of his office as required by C.8.R. 1205, Note I.

(v) He was at Sérmédévi when he received the order of transfer to Trichino-
oly.

(vi) 1{(}) cl);ims travelling allowance for his family between Sérmddévi and
Trichinopoly.

The Government of India having since decided that a man is not entitled to
travelling allowance for his family unless he obtains the previous approval of the { ,
head of his office to the proposed charges, the accountant would appear to be dis-
qualified for the allowances claimed, unless the circumstance of his absence on leave
at the time of his transfer is taken into consideration.

5. But the point on which an authoritative ruling appeared to be necessary was
this: Are travelling allowances for a man’s family admissible when it is located in
another part of the country ?

To take two extreme cases :—

(i) A man who is without his family at Vellore is transferred to Madura where
his family has resided for some time. Ts he entitled to travelling
allowance for his family from Vellore to Madura ?

(ii) A man who is stationed at Madras has his family at Mysore. Between
what two stations is he entitled to travelling allowance for his family
on his transfer to Calicut ?

The case of Sankara Aiyar is somewhat parallel to the second of the above
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R H”,” LIRS AR iy i guppositious cases ; and I am still of opinion that it needs a reference to the Govern-
U RaEr o il B kv s ment of India in the Financial Department, as Article 1205 clearly pre-supposes that
s ety - e hies i a man’s family is at the same station with him when he proceeds on transfer.
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No. 2292-C..
Transferred to the Financial Department.

, (Signed)  J. PENNYCUICK, Colonel, R.E.,
15¢h July 1895. , Secretary to Government, P, W.D.

From F. C. HARRISON, Esq., Officiating Accountant-General, to tile Chief
?cr%tgg to Government, dated Fort St. George 3rd September 1895,
0. : ik

With reference to your endorsement, No. 1904, dated the 14th of August 1895,
forwarding for my remarks office-note of the Examiner of Public Works Accounts Yo
garding the westion of the travelling allowance of Accountant M.R.Ry. SBankara Aiyar
and his family on the oecasion of his “trangfer to Trichinopoly, I have the honour to
state that this office presumed, when giving the opinion contained in letter to Govern-
ment, No. 483, dated 1st March 1895, that written orders passing his probable
expenses had been obtained by M.R.Ry. Sankara Aiyar prior to his starting, as this -
point was not raised in the Examiner’s letter. : : :

~If this was not the case travelling allowance to the family is inadmissible under
the letter of Note I to Article 1205, Civil Service Regulations. |

As regards the cases put by the Examiner in paragraph 5 of his note, I beg to
observe that in the first case travelling allowance on account of the family is clearly
inadmissible. In the second case I incline to the same opinion, but the point is a
little doubtful and it would be advisable, when a case actually arises, to refer it to

‘the Government of India. :
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» Financial, dated 14 September 1895,
The Government of India wil]l he addressed,

Order—Mis. No. 692

L4

(True Extraet.)

(Signed) 7, F. PRICE,
Clief Secretary.
To the Public Works Department,
» Accountant-General,

————

Letiler—to the Secretary to the G vernment of Indja, Fin: ° '
ment, Mis. No. 693, Financial, dated 14th Spte s, 1 Commerce Depart

September 1895
With reference to Article 1205 of the Ciyil Servi
submit the following case for the ordeys of the Government of THidial
2. An Accountant, 7th grade, in the Publie Wo
in June 1894 from Madura to Rushikulya to get
was subsequently arranged that he should contin

permanent arrangement.  He wag at Rushikulya alone, his family boine TR
While there, he fell ill and wag granted pr'ivi)l » W18 Tamily being at Sérmidévi,

ege leave fo 3 y k 95
days with effect from the 5th October 1894, 1 flq tmnSfi(:.raznt(h;ngﬁl&];?Iﬂ}:ﬁ:"f"}};““’;
leave having been found necessary, he wag - St (livisli priy ‘] (;Ifh
he was ordered tojoin on the expiry o pi iﬁp(*o}}: i on,_“}'1 ]tli
transfer to Trichinopoly, claimed traye]] i oy 1'20(,’)1,, “'f‘t L{O
family from Sérmddévi to that station, Under the strict lettop (_)'f NotnOI ;’1‘ “13
article, the accountant would appear to be disqualified for the allowances ]0. “;
since he did not obtain the previous approval of the head of hig office to tl-x(c}*l c mme:i
charges. He was, }.IOWGVCI:, not aware when he Joft the Rushikulya di vi-sio P]t(l)P(;ﬂ;3
would not return to it, and it seems doubtful whether the circumstance of L s bla i
on leave at the time of his transfor should not he taken into consideration o s

~ 3. In the course of the correspondence connected with thig cg :
question of the title of an officer, whosge family is not at e
when he receives an order of transfer, to claim allowances
raised. As an extreme case in poin

t, the following questi
“An officer is stationed at M

adras and his famil
two stations is he entitled to travelling - allowance fop
Calicut ? 7

The article seems to clearly presuppose that an officer’s family ¢p e Sosth 3o
but Iam toask the favour of an authoritative ruling from the vaer?x;z:u‘tv:)tfhllzlxldnig
on the point.

c@ Regulations, T am directed to

rks I)epartm(‘.nt, was transferred
L a privilege leaye vacancy. It
U0 I the latter division  gg a

se the general
Same station ag he ig
under the article, has been
on might arige :—
¥ at Mysore,

: ; Between what
his family on

his transfer to

(Signed) 7. F. pRICE,
Chief aSecretary.

———

Reap—also the following paper :—

From R. NATHAN Esq., Officiating Under Secretary to the Government of Tnd;
Finance and éomméroe Depar?ment, to the Chief Secrotary to the %}ggggz
ment of Madras, dated Calcutta, the 4th December 1895, No, 5627-Ex.

T am directed to refer to your letter, No. 893, dated the 14th September 1895

requesting, with reference to the case of an accountant in the Public Worlks Depart:

ment who was transferred from Madura to R
(his family being at Sérmédévi), an authoritati
of an officer, whose family are not at
order of transfer, to claim travelli
Service Regulations,
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ber 1895.
Oxper—No. 1014, Financial, dated 14th December

1 1 aw
The accountant will be pezv'.mlxlt’te;l (t)?y(.h
the journey from Madura to Trichinop

1 i]i be recorded for
the Government of India w
9. Paragraph 3 of the letter from the

S True Extract.) /
" N
Clief Secretary,
y Department.
i :]P?‘ﬁ‘l’)?irtlzugvorgs Department,
:: Accountant-General.
Exd, A. Raitk,
A D £45.
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