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PROCEEDINGS OF THE MADRAS GOVERNMENT.

15th February 1897.

Mo the Public Vorks Department.

Financial Department.

REap the following paper :—

From the Public Vorks Depesrtment, No. 954 (¢ ,dated
> >

¥
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ORDER :— No., 203, dated 4th Uarch 1897.

A

Overseer P. Ramanarain Pondai will be exempted

.

|
1 o

from the operation of article 11;9,Givil service Regulations,

so long as he is employed on his present duties.

espp S

for Chief Secretaxry.

(True Extract
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L] _gott. of 11396 Fadws

G.0., No. 342, 19th May 1896.

Claims under Article 1159 of the
Civil Service Regulations.

rom the operation of

mmml , t; that Secretariat depart-
‘ mﬁ, in transferxing such applications to the
* cial D ent, should express an opinion

;ve Department conoemed.

1159 of the Civil

: Dxreohng that all aghmtxons for exemption
ations be, in future, dealt with in the

valid ty and that claims which are ob-
ible be dealt with finally by the

i «* 1‘ 5
T 1l



:
2
3

p
ks

§

[

¥

" -

Exd. C, M, Thumbuswamy.
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No. 342, Fivanciar, 1918 May 1896,

R R A A A P I s o,

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

Orprr—No. 342, Financial, dated 19th May 1896.

All applications for exemption from the operation of Article 1159 of the Civil
Service Regulations will, in future, be dealt \ylth in the Finanecial Departmqnt.
Secretariat departments, in transferring to the Financial Departmept_ papers relating
to such exemptions, should, however, express an opinion on the validity of the apph-
cation, and claims which are obviously inadmissible should be dealt with finally by the
Executive Department concerned.

(True Extract.)

J. F. PRICE,
Chief Secretary.

To all Becretariat Departments.

e e e e PR R

No. 2270 W., Tra Aveusr 1896.

et e o ettt At e P

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS,

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT.

General.
Establishment,

Reap—again the following papers :—
G.0. Nos. 1571-72 W., dated 22nd May 1896.

From the Executive Engineer, Kistna Western Division, to the Superintending
Engineer, II Circle, dated 30th January 1896, No. 429 8,

I have the honour to forward correspondence as per margin and fo request that
orders of Government may be obtained.

2. The facts of the case are as follows :—

Mr. L. D. Venkatarama Iyer, Assistant Engineer, halted at Vadhesweram from -
2nd to 11th June 1895, 7., exactly ten days. He then proceeded to Sitanagaram
which is 4 miles from Vadhesweram and halted at Sitanagaram for five days (12th

to 16th June). = Both these places are more than 5 miles from his permanent head-
quarters at Guntir, \

3. The Examiner, Public Works Accounts, has disallowed the daily allowance

claimed for 12th to 16th June under Civil Bervice Regulations, article 1159 (expla-
nation).

4. T submit that this disallowance is incorrect. Article 1159 (explanation) only
refers to a halt of more than ten days. In this instance, the halt at Vadhesweram
was exactly ten days. Mr. L. D, Venkatarama Iyer did not return from Sitanagaram
to Vadhesweram ; so I do not see how the explanation of article 1159 applies.

6. I submit that it is immaterial whether Mr, L, D. Venkatarama Iyer moved
his camp 1 mile or 30 miles on the 12th June provided— " Y e

(1) He did not halt more than ten days at one place, 5 b gl oy
(2) That the place or places were more than 5 miles from his permanent head-
quarters. : ' i SR e

days previous to the 12th June. : KA : AT

As none of these conditions apply to the present case, I believe Mr. L. D. Venka-
tarama Iyer is entitled to daily allowance from 12th to 16th June 1B, ke

6. If, however, Government agrees with the Examiner, Public Works Acc
and considers that the halts at Vadhesweram and Sitanag ram constitute a sing e
halt of fifteen days’ duration, I have the honour to request that daily allowance for 19th
to 16th June 1895 may be passed as a special case under article 1159 (), as T had to
proceed to Masulipatam on urgent business and instructed Mr. L. D. Venkatarama
Iyer to remain at or near Sitanagaram when canals were first ve-opened (the head-sluices
were opened on the 8th June) to atiend to the regulation '

Encrosurgs. : >
From M.R.By. L. D. VENKATARAMA IYER Avergal, Assistant Eg gineer, Eastern Sub.
1]\)Tivizion, to the Executive Engineer, M~m Division, dated 14th Jnlyﬁl%ﬂ;g,
Vo. 9t - g3 ' 4 : e

With reference to the list of observations Nb,alﬁ on my travelling allowa; .Y{t:.‘mm:‘ {:"1:‘ ¢ i .
June 1895, T have tho honour to point out that artielo 1157 of tho Civil Servios Hapulos s sele”
with the limiting distance of 5 miles from head-quarters, and in the present case the distance of

=

(8) That ho did not return to the place at which he had halted moré than ton
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2 No. 2270 W., 7re Avcusr 1896.

Sitanagaram from Guntfr (my head-quarters) is 18 mil : 't g
Rugulations says that a daily allowance may )not be l(111ra.(::.n f%: t;enlgreltl}?gn (;fentgivg“l?;ltst;: “122
‘ ) o

place, and I have not halted for more than t y -
article 1159 says as follows :— an ten days st Vadhesweram. ' The explanation under

« An officer who remains more than ten days ha :
of the ten days’ halt there, draw travelling allowzz/a.nce lltzflel:: tﬂyog}ﬁzez{r?af,; 12?“ tlﬁe c{)){rxpletlpn
for any journey made on one day from and to the halting place, if he r ‘ f;lPP cable to him
than 5 miles distance from it. A halt is not interrupted for R @ reaches a point more
absence on duty from the place of halting for less than three nights purpose of this rule by an

This explanation implies that, when an o
place is treated as his }t)em.pomrtv head-quaﬁg‘:‘hzga f:{] [:’tw:i é/u;r; d!i::z days ait one place, that
allowance will apply for the journeys made from that station. In the ra e tr dles of Araveing
only for ten days at Vadhesweram, and not for more than ten days , Pdesen. case 1 haveYhalted
weram cannot be considered as having been made my temporary Ejeg’,dan :;)nsoquent] y Vadhes-
ing to be my head-quarters, so long as I do not halt for more than tpn.?luﬂj el';s, Guntar eontina-

Article 1164 (¢) of the Civil Service Regulationg will sy 4 the ays at any one st.u_txqu.
construed that Vadhesweram has been made my temporary head present case, only if it be
above, Vadhesweram has not been made my temporary he: ead-quarters. As pointed out

article of the Civil Service Regulations does not apply to thc}: iitg;::r:g:’ and consequently this

From M.R.Ry. L. D. VENKATARAMA IYER :
I)ivie‘;ion, to the Executive Engineer, Kistna%’;:f:l;lt%?v?fﬁ%r d'm ch‘argp, Eastern Sub-
No. 218, sion, dated 24th January 1896,

In returning herewith the extract from t : :
bill for June 189g5, I have the honour to poi:};e oﬁsttt?:t dtlﬁtugﬁ:%n%e:i&om tra\'elli{;g allowance
based on no argument to suit my explanation. I do not say that Sitﬁm of the Ezaminer are
rlnllégs Jfrom 1‘{3};,’ct})lleswleram, nor do I say that I did not halt atiVadheswerI;;gf;mn:,em (Ill - wx‘thhu t5
2 une ,)' only say that, as I have halted only for ten days 2 or ten days (2nd to
ays, artiole 1159 (explanation) cannot apply to this case. Asthe B b7 B0S0k S more Kb 1
3}19 eéalm, };hte og}y collix“rse_ left for me now is to refer the matter to m&zutiﬁauy gnsalloweg
e Superintending Engineer. When referring the matter to the S nt throngh you an
please kindly send my full explanation contained in my letter No. 93 dn%)(:im;endl Engineer,
In this connection, I have also to point out that, under yon;x il;sta i R
or near Sitanagaram, in order to look after regulation, when the ma; i b i s
evening of the 8th June, as you had to go to ﬁaeulipatam in Oonn:jtq canal was opened in the
is to be decided by Government that ten days’ halt at Vadhesweram 10(111 En s la,w s
nagaram constitute fifteen days’ halt at one place, I will have to mi ve days’ halt ab Sita-
Government, that I had to make that continued halt in the interestsm? @ my representations to
my allowances should be passed under article 1159 (1) of the Civil Szrv!;:;) lflioe;:i'v:?e. am?B tl;a;
ations. Bu

do not wish to take that course without rtaining :
admissible or not. ‘ P Whether the claim, as put forth by me, is

No. 2321 K 8.

Forwarded to the Chief Engi : :
P b 1ef Engineer, Public Works Department, for favour of

2. The arguments of the Executive and Assistant Engineers appear to be sound

(Bigned)  W. M. ELLIS, Capt., R.E.,

6th February 1896. Suptg. Engineer, II Circle.

Office-note from the Examiner, Public Works A :
1896, No. 130 A.D. ; ccounts, dated 18th February

The claim is inadmissible. The Assistant Engineer’s jo :
to Sitanagaram was not to a point more than 5 nigilll;s froli memﬁ':gvﬁe“zﬁ
is not, under the ordinary rules applicable, entitled to any travelling a.ll.)lowance for
journeys under 5 miles. The exemption asked for under Ciil Service Regulations
article 1159, may be granted should Government consider the case justifies tha’

. goncession.,

oﬂ:ﬁt"thanhead-q tor station)is not interrupted by an a

or } dws ke ST v )
8. The Assistant Engineer halted at Vadhesweram ten days, his journey izgm tk

s f'hﬂlt'” : g . mo! ‘:;,r_'jouﬂ s
gm&m plac-l:gofzh@lﬁng.m&ﬂhw h his absence from Vedhesweram was three clear
‘ M.v‘wfh_f_jﬁth, ‘he was not under ordinary rulesentitled to any travelling alhwm

Q
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Mzxo. No. 1176 C.

Referred to the Financial Department for favour of information as to the practice

in the Civil Department in similar cases.

9. The Examiner states that Assistant Engineer Mr. L. D. Venkatarama Iyer’s
claim to daily allowance for the halt at Sitanagaram is inadmissible, but there appears
to be much force in the Executive Engineer’s arguments in favour of the claim. The
chief point appears to be that the Assistant Engineer did not return from Sitanagaram
to Vadhesweram, that therefore the latter ceased to be the ].1alting place when he left
it, and that the halt at Sitanagaram was a fresh one for which daily allowance should

ted. ,
oo (Signed) D. McNEIL CAMPBELL, Col, R.E.,
9nd March 1896. Joint Secretary to Government.

—_—

_ No. 511, Financial.
Referred to the Accountant-General for favour of remarks.
(By order.)

(Signed) ~ W. W. PHILLIPS,

Fort St. GEORGE, .
Ag. Assistant Secretary.

6th March 1896.

—

From F. C. HARRISON, Esq., Officiating Accountant-General to the éo’vern-
ment of Madras, to the Chief Secretary to Government, dated Fort 8t. Greorge,

93rd March 1896, No. 901.

With reference to Government endorsement No. 511, Financial Department, dated
the 6th of March 1896, referring for my remarks, correspondence relating to the claim
to daily allowance pre:ferred by M.R.Ry. L. D. Venkatarama Iyer Avergal, Assistant
Engineer, for the period from !‘2th_t0-16th June 1895, I have the honour to observe
that the practice of this office in similar cases has been to admit the claim for the
whole period on_ the ground adduced by the Joint Secretary to Government, Public
Works Department, It his Memo. No. 1176 C., dated 2nd March 1896, viz., that, as
the officer did not return from Sitanagaram to Vadhesweram, the latter station ceased
to be tho halting place when he left it, and that the halt at Sitanagaram was a fregh

one for which daily allowance should be gram;ed, =
’ Transferred to the Public Works Department. T “"*" 4
e B\
ooyt iy ol Yok A, B X 1

[Your office-note No. 1956 C. of 11th April “1’896;}‘ iy
' Gader asticlo 1164 (¢)  balt within 5 miles of head-quarters is & halt af head-
quarter, ¢, 8% the head-quarters station. b yem
9. Under article 1159 (explanation) a halt during tour (obviously at seme place
; ol tin draw travelling e ’f*"?‘rlmmﬁm 554
: hts, nevertheless an officer S0 a~ ¢ may draw travelling allowazce .'e WMy |

Gy e
Julal VIR

» during tour to Sitanagaram y was not to a point more than 5
‘v he travelled within 5 miles.
4, T therefore do not consider the claim admissible.

Ly
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4 No. 2270 W., Tre Avcusr 1896.

Order—No. 1571 W., dated 22nd May 1896.

The Government of India will be addressed.

2. Meauwl}ile Mr. I{. D.A Venkatarama Iyer, Assistant Engineer, will be exempted
from the operation of article 1159, Civil Service Regulations, in respect of the halt at
Sitanagaram from the 12th to 16th June 1895.

[Here enter No. 1572 W., dated 22nd May 1896.]
(True Extract.)

(Signed) D. McNEIL CAMPBELL, Colonel, R.E.,
Joint Secretary to Government.

Letter—from the Joint Secretary to the Government of Madras, Public Works
Department, to the Secretary to the Government of India, Public Works
Department, dated Ootacamund, 22nd May 1896, No. 1572 W.

1 am directed to submit the following case for the orders of the Government of
India.

2. In June last year, Mr, L. D. Venkatarama Iyer, Assistant Engineer, attached
to the Kistna Western Division, proceeded on duty to Vadhesweram in the Kistna
district, and halted there from the 2nd to the 11th June, z.¢., for ten days. He then
proceeded to Sitanagaram, which is 4 miles from Vadhesweram, and halted at the
former place from the 12th to 16th June. Both these stations are more than 5
miles from his permanent head-quarters at Guntir. From Sitanagaram he proceeded
on his tour without returning to Vadhesweram. The Examiner, Public Works
Accounts, under article 1159, Civil Service Regulations (ezplanation) disallowed the
Assistant Engineer’s claim to daily allowance for the halt from 12th to 16th June at
Sitanagaram on the ground that the journey there was to a point not more than five
miles from the previous halting station. The Executive und Superintending Engi-
neers under whom the Assistant Engineer was serving contested the Examiner’s ruling
on the ground that, as the Assistant Engineer did not return from Sitanagaram to
Vadhesweram, the latter station ceased to be the halting place, and that the halt at
Sitanagaram was a fresh one, for which daily allowance should be granted. This
Government concurred in the above view, and referred the question for opinion to the
Accountant-General to the Government of Madras, who also agrees with the Superin-
tending Engineer and reports that the practice of his office is to admit daily allowance
for the second halt in similar cases. The Examiner, however, maintain his position,
and I am therefore to request a ruling on the point from the Government of India.

Read—also the following papers :—
From the Government of India, Public Works Department, dated 15th June 1896, No. 1489 G.

—

From G. H. D. WALKER, Esq., Under Secretary to the Government of India,
Public Works Department (General), to the Joint Secretary to the Govern-
ment of Madras, Public Works Department, dated Simla, the 20th July 1896,

No. 1807 G.

With reference to correspondence ending with your letter No, 2000 W., dated 8th
July 1896, I am directed to state that the interpretation placed by the Government of
Madras on article 1159 (explanation) of the Civil Service Regulations is correet.
The claim preferred by Mr. L. D. Venkatarama Iyer, Assistant Engineer, to daily
allowance for the halt at Sitanagaram from 12th to 16th June 1895 should therefore be

admitted and passed.

-
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970 W., dated 7th August 1896.

f the Government of India will be commun
Department for information.
(True Extract.)

I, CAMPBELL, Colonel, R.E,
b i Joint Secretar,y to Government.

M

O RE i
icated to the officers of

The ruling ©
the Public Worke

(Signed)
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Exd. Md. Pahilven.
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