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Proceedm'rs of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,
28th Apri 1871. '

No. 324, Read the following endorsement of the Officiating Under-Secretary
to the Government of India, (Home Department—Revenue,) dated Fort
William, 31st March 1871, No. 174 :—

Read the following Proceedings of the Government of India, Financia.l Department,
dated 24th March 1871, No. 1,651.
Read again Fmancral Resolution, No. 4,218, dated 31st December 1870,
REeap endorsement by the Home Department No. 113, dated 7th March 1871,
. Dated 9th February 1871, by the Accountant on a letter from the’ Government Of
General, Madras. .Fort Saint George, forwarding a state-
ment* of fresh charges incurred in the
Revenue Department of that Presrdency during the month of December 1870.

Resorutron.—The proceedings of the Government of Madras are confirmed. *

- OrpER.—Ordered that a copy of the foregoing Resolution be sent to the Home
Dcpartment and to the Accountant General Madras, for.information.

(Signed.)  J. WESTLAND,
Under-Seey. to the Govt. of India.

S w——— \

‘Copy forwarded to the Government of Madras with reference to its letter,

l'\'u. 319, Guvu Vo & ™ mmﬁv L S T

(By Order,)‘
(Signed)  W. W, HUNTER,
0ffg. Under-Secy. to the Govt. of India.

' No. 325, Ozrper THEREON, 28th April 1871, No. 760,

CoxmuxnicATED to the Board of
Revenue, with an intimation that the
Proccedings of this Government now
confirmed by the Government of India are those dated 7th and 21st December

Miscellaneous.

1870, Nog. 1,963 and 2,087.

(True Extract.)

(Signed)  D. F. CARMICHAEL,
o Acting Becretary to Government. .

To the Board of Revenue.

“Exd, F. R. Bantleman,



o

P R

o=

3

i - N
" T Y S T N e,

»
-~

- T
'

-

e S—

A‘?O )‘——7‘—,4—“

-

=
Sf ool yoosf

-

| ety A e

.

'

v

7

‘.Zﬂ@/%mﬁ«z@ég/_%w |

=

&

.'fl:(./

,A o
LV's
’

Kl

L. ™
<

e e e e i i st o e e e

b ;’ ’

£ Proceedings of the Madras Governmentm
CooL T .28tk April 1871, HePartie,,

L

. Read the following mh‘ |
No. 326, From F. H. WOODROFFE, Esq., Madras Gj;

i ~ to the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department,
\ . 'da‘.}ed Bangalore, 17th April 1871. S

il Servant on legve
hi A !
Fort Saint George
i-Rad ]

g ! A

' ;.1 2o myself the honour to request you Will represent the following matter
-for t}@faypugqb_lg~considergtion of His Excellency the Governor in Council, _‘
After return from long furlough on 9th January 1867, Iserved éontinﬁougly |

:in the Revenue Department up to 31st October 1868, when I was transferred to the
‘Judicial Department; it thus appears’ that I then wanted but nine days to entitls
‘me to two months’ privilege leave. After five months’ judicial service, I took two
~months’ Court adjournment on 5th April, and after eleven and-a-half months’
further like service (excepting five days in August 1869), another of the same
:duration, after whicli\I continued the service up to 12th October last, when I was
transferred to the Revenue Department, and in it remained till I went on present
preparatory.leave. - Subsequently I applied to the Accountant:General to inform me
for how many days of subsidiary leave I might be entitled to privilege leave pay,
‘and following is the Officiating Deputy-Accountant-General’s reply, dated 6th -
instant, and No, 150 ;:— - .

“The undersigned has the honour to state that, as you availed yourself of
(;““m_\?djournments of your Court, you are not entitled to the months’ privilege
b ?6 which was at your vredity prior to your joiniug the Judicial Depariment,*

vy If T am right in attributing Mr. Fitzgerald’s communication to a general ‘

&ir‘i'nciple, that taking Court adjournment ipso facto cancf:ls privilege leave previ- o
Ny usy I wlald sxbzil D Canaot find such a ruling, _ ‘ ‘ o

I would further represent that Rule IL, ¢ privilege leave, Judicial officers,” =

‘that appears to form part of Financial Resolution, G. L., 22nd January 1869,
'No. 378, is not at all applicable to my case. It commences, “If any officer having -

. privilege leave to his credit be appointed to act temporarily” ( the italicis mine); /g,
“also Rule 1IL ; on the other hand, I certainly was not tomporarily in the J udieial
Department, as I spent therein almost two continuous years, excepting a few days

“In the absence, therefore, of rule to the contrary, I would submit it is equitable tl;;u,

: my two adjournments having been all but earned by nineteen and-a half monthy’

‘ judicial service, I should be held entitled to two months’ privilege leave for. the

. two and-a-quarter years’ revenue service. ’

L If, however, it be maintained that Rula IT. ab()vemcntionedﬂis{ applicable

to me, I would represent, in the third place, that, although the one month’s
‘privilege leave to which I‘ stood entitled on 31st October 1868 be considere ] "
.cancelled in consequence of my having taken two months’ recesy in April 1869

when I had earned only one of it by judicial service, the almost eleven .

; s = months
‘which, at the time I entered the Judicial Department, were counting towardg 4.
. second month’s privilege leave, cannot be held to have "

lapsed merely by my trang.
No doubt when an officer goes on fur.

ards privilege leave becomes thereby
esh start; in my case, however, \

‘ ference from one department to another.
;lough, the precedent service counting tow
cancelled, and on return he has to make a fr “the act
.. ‘ : ' C c
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