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2 i ~ No. 900, Revexuvr; 3rD Marcm 1899.

B et
N

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

REVENUE DEPARTMENT,

Ruap—the following Proceedings of the Board of R S
00 D0, dited 1D Folbry 1890 e ) M

Read—G.0., No. 143, Revenue, dated 10th>January 1899

Resolution—Mis. No. 555, dated 7th February 1899.

The Board regrets it has again to ask the orders

1]:1)1e allowance hdra.wn by the Assistant Inspectors of(;;fhegngtm IZ%’;:' on the matter of

epartment when placed in charge of circles. The Accounta;ht g dri and Customs
thlat exchange compensanon_.gllovyance should not be claimed i -General baving held
:%1:: &CZIS:rR:' :12115 gm wn by Assistant Inspectors in charge ofneirrfacslptmt L gy

tidle 47 gf tho Ca_nqe was 1_10t covered by the definition of ¢ Sa‘f:; 0?, the ground
artic eth g,:) of the Civil Service Regulations, the Board requ y ” as given in
:)nﬁ(;:eers :0 g:mxtxlxlent (l)lf India fo amend the definition of « Sa(%aestgd Government to
i whomv':h % a oxg;;me with retrospective effect. Thelz.y A and to permit the
o dgﬁnition e e Proceedings were submitted, was of opinion tha:countant-(}enemh

N i s” neﬁessary but that, if the Government of Madrzl:; amendment of
%u et e 1;: arge allowance was to be taken as increasing the sal eld {hat ‘the
i S'Pe(i’i t’ henlwas prepared to accept the ruling. He al ary of the Assistant
ive effect should not ‘be given to. the: order, as it would so stated that retrospec-

the acting allowance drawn b C . necessitat
y substitutes in privile e the recovery of
ge leave arrangemen Y 0
ts. Gov-

ernment decided that the allowance drawn by Assi

: - faw ssis ‘
i o ke i, i il s o oYy ot

: b ulations . v " contained i
lgczc':n:l(‘)ife?&% gxat retrospective effect sho&ldulfo:gt::egi:;;htthq Acco“ntant-(iez%rlzﬁ
o NG i i g Vi gt TR, o
Tnspectors during the first &ni A lss.llowmg the charge allowance dra ugust 1898), the
the presumption that it is an a:t'y s el b arrangem “t? P
ot abing i g ing allowance but, as this places As ents, apparently on
i gy den e 18('8worse position than prior to the dat SlfStant Inspectors in
araph' 3 of itd. Proséiord R e b recommendation ontagnag L
Government now statesgtshat §p<:?ed o Government Ord e s
present system.” The B rdzlt iy A A gm““(:lr ?OW ol
st s r;aquest i (t);e - rcf;tn(;)ft Ele:?;;e‘;lin the face of the Goo‘f‘elc'n}:lﬁgtin(g; (;he
; . ar actin ; rder
;f:ge:}tliu}z ::ﬁ :vahghér, in ordering the present systemg tglig:;{lce, but would v or);
acting allowance and s}f:tfll;lmetn :; that the charge allowance sho Hl]luuc}]anged’ i
arrangement. From the terl;gs :f gtll‘xr:ntgt’sh Py day: i‘“ :epili‘:?lt:’d als o
f}"’ 11111 d appﬁaar that it was o Rt 1% rz:?iin; soziller of_ 17th August ",0,39(3:‘3
cd ariit a lov;ziricefcomm‘g' gnder t_he definition of salar ’,act}ng allowance but as a
lflrx(]) ;:rthe 1:3) eem t: 0 t?:rtxb'“ill Service Regulations), and a); Sllgl.le:,t a charge allowance
peration of article 120 of the Civil Service R"B“latién:h?ul-d b(:lcxempml
8, seeing that article

N A e s S
No. 900, REVENUE, 3RD Magren 1899. 3

B i b st gtans i

120 applies only to the charge allowance granted ander article 176 and not to the
charge allowance granted under article 115 (vide article 123 A). If Government
agrees with the Board it requests that the Accountant-General may be instructed to
permit the allowance heing drawn as before for the first thirty days ofa privilege

leave arrangement also.

(True Extract.)

(Signed)  C. G. TODHUNTER,
Acting Secretary.

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department,
through the Accountant-General. B

No. 670.

Forwarded to Government. In this office reply to the un-official reference from
Government C. No. 8103, it was reported that article 120, Civil Service Regulations,

is applicable to charge allowances under article 115.
Forr St. GEORGE, (Signed) HESKETH BIGGS,

90¢h February 1899. Accountant-General.
To the Secoretary to Government, Revenue Department.
Orper—No. 900, Revenue, dated 3rd Marech 1899.
\ Miaallineots The Accountant-General's Endorse-
4 ment will be communicated to the Board
of Revenue.
9. The Accountant-General does nob treat the allowance as acting allowance.
(True Extract.)

(Signed) G 8. FORBES,
Secretary to Government.

To the Board of Revenue (Separate Revenue).
\

¥xd. P. Seetharam,

20 Copiess
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ReEvENUE DEPARTMENT.

NOTES CONNECTED WITH G.0., No. 900, MIS., REVENUE, DATED
: 3rp MARCH 1899.

’

[ Sussecr.— Charge allowance granted o Assistant Inspectors placed in charge of cireles.)

Board’s Proceedings (Separate Revenue), No. 555, dated Tth February 1899, and
Accountant- General’s Endorsement thereon No. 670, dated 20th February 1899.

To Secretary—

The question was fully discussed in the notes under G.0., No. 143, dated 10th
January 1899. The only point now raised by the Board is whether the « charge
allowance 7 is treated as * acting allowance.” The Accountant-General previously
replied that it was not. It is being treated as ‘ charge allowance” and is liable,
under article 120 of the Civil Service Regulations, to be withheld for the first thirty
days of a privilege leave vacancy.

2. Please see draft below.

V.K.R.
1-3-99.
Issue.

G. 8. Forses.
3-3-99.

[Zssued as G.0., No. 900, Mis., Revenue, daled 3rd March 1899.] -

Demi-official from the How'tle Mr. J. TH OMSON, o the Hon’ble Mr. G. S. FORBES
dated 12th December 1899.

“May I ask you to look into the file of papers ending with G.O., No. 900, Mis.,
“ Revenue, dated 3rd March 1899, as I do not think the effect of the orders passed
“ has been fully understood. '

2. Prior to May 1898, every Assistant Inspector in charge of a circle, in what-
¢ ever arrangement he was acting, drew Rs. 25 a month charge allowance instead of an
“ acting allowance of Rs. 66 to which, under the Civil Service Regulations, he would
“be entitled. In the case of a few of these Assistant Inspectors in charge of circles, I
“raised the question in May 1898 whether they were not entitled to draw exchange
¢ compensation allowance on the charge allowance of Rs. 25. The answer to that was
“@3.0., No. 454, Revenue, dated 17th August 1898. This allows my request that the
“ officers should be entitled to draw exchange compensation on the charge allowance ;
“but the Accountant-General has used the oceasion in such a way as to make the con-
¢ cession a loss and not gain to the whole body of officers concerned by disallowing the
« charge allowance for the first thirty days of a privilege leave vacancy.

«3. The net effect of the order and his interpretation of it may be illustrated from
¢ the list as it stands at present. There are four Inspectors on privilege leave, There
“gre three Assistant Inspectors in charge of circles who are entitled to exchange
« gompensation allowance. The four men acting for the Inspectors, lose between them
¢« Rs. 100 under the Accountant-General’s ruling. The Assistant Inspectors, who are
« entitled to exchange compensation allowance, gain Rs, 1-9-0 a month each for three
“ months, or Rs. 14-1-0 in all between them under the order itself.



Lo

“4. In asking for a reconsideration of the matter (Board’ sl B
“4415, dated Tth November 1898), I did not go fu] (Board’s Proceedings, Mis, No,
« ; : Y

question, because I was proposing to clear the whole diffiey] ivi :
¢* Inspeetors appointed to charge of circles an acting za.llowea,l:]g3 btyo é;l;] ﬁ;ll% ;h%ﬁsmspant
“ they are fully entitled, instead of a charge allowance, Gov’ernment ook
 accept this and matters were left where they stood, Was unable to

. T raised the technical question, therefore in Board’ : .
““ dated 7th February 1899, and the order on tmsLe.o.,”ﬁriI;?geeggg% Mis. No. 555,
“3rd March 1899-is that the Accountant-Genera] does not tr:a-at th 'evlvfnue, dated
“acting allowance. This is based on a ruling of the Accountant-(}en e 13’1 owauee.as
“no grounds are given, but which I should Like to have an opportu _(tar:a ¥ 'f»or Lot
“to the effect that article 120 of the Ciyil Service Regulationy ; ity of disoussin )

t o
“allowances under article 115. 190315 applicable to charge

“ 6. Whether that raling is correct or not the net eff :
“ pointed out above, that the whole body of Assistant IES;QZE;I‘I: 0;(11161'8 18, as I haye
*“ eircles under privilege leave arrangements, now suffers, ag the reéult o?n 1n charge of
“small amounts of exchange compensation allowance to the very foy Sgclur g some
“ perquisite. What I would ask you, therefore, is to send this dem‘?ntgi ed to that
“ Accountant-General with a request that he will advise i what map et by
““ Inspectors may best be put back into at least as good g POsitiOnner the Assxstapt
““ before the discussion began.” as they were in

Zo Sceretary—

Assistant Inspectors placed in charge of cireles draw an g]]
mensem. This allowance was treated by the Acemintant-Gener:lwx:sniﬁc:lf alflsdvg 5 per
ance ;

but -
(a‘r(l)s,9 L:'o. 454, Revenue, dated 17th August of l;)(?ve:llfe’r??r::::tgz?igegfﬂtlh: .]t30&rd
i a * charge allowanee i s A Vras
definition of salary in article 47 (¢) of the Civil Service Regulatio Coming within the

X e y 3 08.  The effoct £
¢his decision was (i) to enable Assistant Inspectors to draw pok. o
allowance on this, but (i) to deprive them of the charge aIGXehange Compensation
thirty days of a privilege leave vacancy.

2. Corresponden : .
G.0s., No. 143, dated 10th January 1899, and object of gett?n v troued with the

No. 900, dated 8rd March 1899. of .+ 18 over the second effoct

3. Mr. Thomson suggests a reference to the Accountant—Geneml
(1) as to the correctness of the ruling that apr; & e
Regulations applies to charge allowance under gartielea{?gl'e i:zlr?c(l) o Ot Sevica
(1) for advice as to how the difficulty may he got ove

allowance during the first thirty days of a privile * I drawing the charge

ge leave vacancy,
4. In the course of the previous diseussions, the Secretary observed that Aimistatis
sistan

inspeetors'were “1n0 worse off than other

oﬁice_rs Il a privilege leave Vacaney,"
and this remark gtj|] holds good, Th{;;‘
15 therefore no ground for pursyip he
G.S.F. subject further, “ew

6. If a change should be made, the uestion fo i i i

the allowance may be treated as a local al]%wance aﬁ gef(}ozl;s;geer?sgon \fyxll s
dated 17th August 1898. Much good will not gome f paying an o )
charge allowance, as far as the first thirty days of ivilogo lave smeemer

Remarks on the margin of paragraph 2 of
office mote on page 2 of the notes nnder
G.0., No. 143, dated 10th January 1899,

: " a pPiVil(‘ (8] l v o oo "
concerned. On the other hand, it would sensibly inerease t.hog m"c,?b: \nrcau(-y aro
requiring His Excelleney’s sanetion. . U of minutes

V.K.R.
15-12-99.

3

To the Honourable Member.
G. 8. Forggs.
15-12-99.
I dow’t understand why article 120 is held to apply to charge allowance under
artiele 115. Is there any ruling of India to that effect ?
I suppose the Assistant Tuspectors draw the charge allowance for the first thirty
days if thereis a transfer of station. 1Is this so ?

A.T. A[rR0NDEL.]
, 18-12-99.
7o Secretary—

May the Accountant-General be asked (u.0.) to answer the Honourable
Member’s queries ? No information on the points 18 traceable in the office.

TP.K:
20-12-99.
VK. R
20-12-99.
To the Accountant-General u.o.
G.S.F.
21-12-99.
No. 133. ACCOUNTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICK.

Charge allowance under article 115 is not allowed for the first thirty days in
privilege leave arrangements as it does not come under the exceptions mentioned in
article 123, Civil Service Regulations,

If there is a transfer of station, the Assistant Inspeetor draws three-fourths of the
charge allowance.

T. Heskern Biaes,
‘ 23-12-99.
To lhe Revenue Department u.o.

REVENUE DepARTMENT.
To Secrelary—

VKR,
8—1-00.
To the Honourable Member—
G.S.F.
9-1-00.

Mr. Thomson may be told what the Accountant-General says.
advisable to reopen the question,

It does not seem

A.T.A.
10-1-00.
To Seeretary—
Please see draft below.
TP.K:
12--1-00.
V.K.R.
15-1-00.
Issue.
GS.F.

16-1-60,
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Demz-oﬁmal from the How'ble Mr. G. 8. FORBES, to the Hon'ble
" J. THOMSON, dated 16th January 1900.

«In reply to your Demi-official dated 12th December last, regarding charge
« gllowance of Assistant Inspectors, I am to enclose a copy of the Accountant-

« General’s un-official note No. 138, dated 23rd December 1899 and to state that the |
% Government does not consider 1t adwsable to reopen the question.” ’
[ Issued as Demi-Official No. 11, Revenue, dated 1.6tl¢ January 1900.] /"‘? {u / { e 1/1 7 i
,Al Lo o ALnLER e f fls RBoarnd
cverriad i Y. j
7 bl BT i
‘ fia aﬂnvaud Ko A &7 allpcwane Frghn: Secretary bo the Commissioner ofj ~3 |

8a1t, Abkari and Separate Revenue ;s Madrass

(Aomm, /f @(’vlnua (J’Q )

M é 4 Dated 7th February 1899. ‘ iy
b . ol 8
N T A a{.L f = l‘u ¥ 70y 337 5, . : l' ‘ “
u. : ‘f"“;._; /A Fas ¢ kP b,i} é/ Receo”ed 2/ 0{!‘ e o : \;\ :
g 15
7} | Registered L 5 4
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?"i a.;}t i clen 4: mf/au/yy %m{? ‘5.'4' te S ' A [
/ i o ,.,.,,,.,117 i Bosrd <3 ao itk ik
' SUBJECT. : iR
e aregt 4”mauu 49 taafu'au AE{ .i
/ / Requesting Government, with remarks, to ép
'o»#awumu'- Ve ~/ f /"”““40‘4 Wlnstx‘uot the Accountant-Gensral not to 5 g
| #‘ag o i m’_&/,74 ,%;ﬁ‘—,m{u) disallow t.he charge allowance drawn by *
Assist.a,nt- Ins ectors i ha T i
#“ Aum 7(,,,.',7‘;(:14 c/m < a./fd‘auu : o rcles "4
'; - y Aj \p? during the first thirty days of privilege \
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Proceedings of the Bowrd of Rehenue |

(Separate Revenue). . 1

Lialeu 7th February 189 g. 1;(‘
- |
Mis. y,. 5BS. | ({)./

————— - —— ——— o

Read Government Order, No.143, Revenue, dated 10th Ja- |
nuary 1899,

Resolution: -

The Board regrets it has again to ask the crders of
Government on the matter of the allowance drawn by the As-

sistant Inspectors of the Salt, Abkari and Custons Departunent

l
when placed in charge of Circles. The Accountant-General h
‘;
having -held that Wizchange Compensation Allowance should nobt ﬂ
U
be claimed in respect of the charge allowance of Rs.28 drawn <ﬁ
f

by Assistant Inspectors in charge of Circles,on the groun? ':fﬂ
that the charge allowance was‘not covered by the dc—zfiniticn_'lv}J
of "Salary" as given in Article 47(c) of the Civil Service‘
Regulations ,the Beard requested Government to move the Governa !
ment of India to amend the definition of "Salary™ and to éer- !

mit the officers to draw the allowance with .r¢trcspective .

effect. The Accountant-General, through wlhom the Proceedings

were subnmitted, was of opinion that no amendment of the



whather . in ordering the present system to remain unchanged,

definition was necessary but that, if the Government of M

adras it was also the intention of Government that the charge al-

held that the grant of the charge allowance was dwe +g be taken lowance should be treated as an acting allowance and should

as increasing the salary of the Assistant Inspectors, he was
Ly s -l

prepardd to accepl the ruling. Fe also stated that refrospective

L1

LSk meﬂbkrcm the terms of the Government Order of 17th August

(07—

: / 1y.8-74
= - 4 1 ' ¥ 3 & N & i - ™ . / 3 ] 7 - it

effect should not be given to the order,as it would necessitate ¢ 1898 it would appear that it was not intended to treat it as

the recovery of the acting allowance drawn by substitutes in X an acting allowance but as a\"Charge allowance coming under 4
] 1 e ‘\ .
i ¥ |
privilege ledve arrangements. Government decided that the 51- ! "the definition of Salary"(i.6. a Charge allowance under Arti-
s ‘ //f 2
lowarice drawn by Assistant Inspeclors in charge of Circles was g cle 115 of the Civil Service Regulations),and as such it
e T , b
\
= ‘ Na o) > Vi ot 1 -3 Y 3 4y 5 oy, Ay tF SR \ . S ) 1
i charge allowance coming within the definition of "Salary contain- | \ should be exempted from the operation of Article 120 of the
~ 76 [ Arti : he (9vi Saryvic 7 . 2 : ¥ 3 ’ 5 . e -
| ? ed in Article 47(c) of the Civil Service Regulations bhut agreed t Civil Service Regulations,seeing that Article 120 applied only
| §
:.';'L‘ 3
o | with the Accountant-General i sidering tha : sDect i
| V ant eral in considering that we trospective ef- to tlie charce allowance granted under Article 176 and not to
1 |
it fect should not be given to its order. Since the r 1pt. . :
4| S 4! e = ol ok e ecelipt ' . : = : o We
i 1 Pl of ‘thes the charce allowance granted under Article 115(wide Article
LE_ [ L & -4
' CGovernment Order(454, Revenue, dated 17th August 1898),the A 4
‘ b 3 N a2 CC h s ) e - i LS -
E 4 4 il ount . 123 A). If Government agrees with the Board it requests that
i | ant-General has been disallowing the charge allowance drawn by As-

the Accountant-General may be instructed to permit tHe al-

i e S

4 | sistant Inspectors during the first thirty days or privilege lo:

k we 3 lowance being drawn as before for the first thirty days of a
arrangements , apparently on the presumption that it W;g o e | bt :
’ ; x PReOting Bl-f ke s privilege - leave arrangement alsoc.
aaeha.a. allowause
IR NS , g v ek e sty LB 3 y : I
Egﬂéﬁpe, but,as this placesAssistant Inspectors in charge of Circles ( raide pbes | (True extract.)
Wnbﬂb“ﬁ"“q"‘
in a much worse position than prior to the date of the Government, 0{m2uﬂ3£wduaa\
Eﬂh:j“\m—waunﬂ'
: 5 bai , ) ; & i 10-1-49 ‘ - t
Order of 17th August 1898,the Board made the recommendation contain- { (%?“Lhd**vhx b
5 ‘ Acting Secretary.
s 1 (3 L4 -l L 7y s " - . ! . s »
y: ed in para 3 of ils Proceedings disposed of in the Government Ordger é%th,ﬁﬁi“ o-2-77
| /0#77
: .
i now under reply. Government now states that it"does not see any good
! 1l
¢ |
|
i = A - . T
4 ground for changing the present system”, The Board does not venture, % |
ki ! To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department,
s ‘
& !
f& in the face of the Government Order,tc repeat its request feor the {1 through the Accountant-CGeneral.
- 3
:j( '
7 "Le _ : would &
¥ grant, of the regular acting allowance ?nrbhveng respectfully asa

SRR
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§ ‘ - My dear Forbes s i
"* y;-“_,: Ma,y I ask you to loolk into the file
; of papers _erf;ding with Government Order Mis.No. ; H /‘
E ! | _ : { | 4
I - FURTHER PAPERS. 900, Revenue, ‘dated -3rd Merch 1899, as I do not \ 3 J
l a.0. \ No. ‘\ Digartment. ! Dite. think the effac*b of the orders passed has been { 1 \
‘ | ' ‘ fully understood. \ |
1 | :
: . 24 Prior to May 1898, every Assista.nt Inspect.or J
Y : in charge of a Circle, in whatever a.r;ra.ﬁgement he i
e h & wa.s a_.cting,ciréw Rs. 25 a month charge allowance ?
L A 2 | | instead of an acting allowance of Rs.68 to which,| ||
| . 1 - A% B |
) under the Civil Service Regulations, he would he‘ 3 }‘
. ! :
e !
l \ { entitled, In the case of a few of these ﬂh‘istw» 4 g
4' Al & g - ',. :..
| A ant Inspectors in charge of Circles,T raised t.he 3
!; L2 " _‘,-: ,\ e
1 = g !
. 2 *3 question in May 1898 Whet.her t.hey were not. en—- d'i‘ ]
I ’ g A Lt |
i . ! titled to draw Exchange Compensation Allowmece’ -
é | on the charge & - of Rs.25. The anmmtn e
| o i e " .a §
= . e taha.t. ras .Wsrnment Order No. 454* Revenue, iy ,
~ -‘ g dated 1%11 August 1898. This allows my request e b
£ ; Y T4 Em Y
T ! N o that the officers should be entitled to draw ;v.{*‘; B!
; @ | < et = Ly on the Charge - b
% , i - X Excha.nge Gompensa.t.ion LAllmnae, but the Acdmtﬂ gl
- l s { - | s - R - ]
g 18 ’ . i 2 ! a.nt‘%nml has uaad the occaaion in such a w&y §
i . - | L d
& - Al o o napiETRr awEr e e a8 ﬁmake the aﬁpces{sion a 103# and not. ga:fn 1 1
4 i | ‘ : to the whole body of erﬁcers concerned by dis«- oY
E - o ;
~ L allowing WMllowanoe for the first =2l
‘_ v thirty days of a privilege leiwve vacancy. i
_ \ | B
g i o o i ——— = J ;
; { i r d ,
1 ) i3 : é \ {
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. Communicating to the Board of Revenue Accountant-General’s endorsement stating that
he does not treat the allowance drawn by Assistant Inspectors in charge of circles as ~.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.
REVENUE DEPARTMENT,
Reap—the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue (Se arate R :
" " No. 565, dated 7th Febraary 1809 -~ " i A
R:ad—G.0., No. 143, Revenue, dated 10th January 1899, Bocd. Enclosures
JB9Y. .

Resolution—Mis. No. 555, dated 7th February 1899, Rega, Spare copies

The Board regrets it has again to ask the orders of Government on the matter of
the allowance drawn by the Assistant Inspectors of the Salt, Abkiri anq Customs
Department when placed in charge of cireles. The Accountant-General having held
that exchange compensation allowance should not be claimed in respect of the charge
allowance of Rs. 25 drawn by Assistant Inspectors in charge of circles, on the ground
that the charge allowance was not covered by the definition of ¢ Salary  as given in
article 47(c) of the Civil Service Regulations, the Board requested Government to
move the Government of India to amend the definition of ¢ Salary ” and to permit the
officers to draw the allowance with retrospective effect. The Accountant-General
through whom the Proceedings were submitted, was of opinion that no amendment of
the definition was necessary but that, if the Government of Madras held that the
grant of the charge allowance was to be taken as increasing the salary of the Assistant
Inspectors, he was prepared to accept the ruling. He also stated that retrospec-
tive effect should not be given to the order, as it would necessitate the recovery of
the acting allowance drawn by substitutes in privilege leave arrangements, Gov-
ernment decided that the allowance drawn by Assistant Inspectors in charge of £
circles was a charge allowance coming within the definition of *¢ Salary ” contained in £
article 47 (e) of the Civil Service Regulations, but agreed with the Accountant-General |
in considering that retrospective effectshould not be given to its order. Since the
receipt of this Government Order {No, 454, Revenue, dated 17th August 1898), the
Accountant-General has been disallowing the charge allowance drawn by Assistant
Inspectors during the first thirty days of privilege leave arrangements, apparently on
the presumption that it is an acting allowance but, as this places Assistant Inspectors in
charge of circles in a much worse position than prior to the date of the Government
Order of 17th August 1898, the Board made the recommendation contained in para-
graph 3 of its Proceedings disposed of in the Government Order now under reply.
Government now states that it “ does not see any good ground for changing the
present system.” The Board does not venture, in the face of the Government Order,
to repeat its request for the grant of the regular acting allowance, but would 'vcry
respectfully ask whether, in ordering the present system to remain unchanged, it was
also the intention of Government that the charge allowance should be treated as an
acting allowance and should not be given for the first thirty days in a privilege leave
arrangement. From the terms of the Government Order of 17th August 1398, it
would appear that it was not intended to treat it as an acting allowance but as a
“ charge allowance coming under the definition of salary” (i.e., a charge allowance
under artiele 115 of the Civil Serviee Regulations), and as such it should be exempted
from the operation of article 120 of the Civil Service Regulations, seeing that article

G.0., No. 900, 3rd March 1899.
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Communicating to the Board of Revenue Accountant-General’s endorsement stating that
he does not treat the allowance drawn by Assistant Inspectors in charge of circles as —,
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue (Separate Revenue), Mis.
No. 555, dated 7th February 1899 : —

Read—G.0., No. 143, Revenue, dated 10th January 1899,

Resolution—Mis. No. 555, dated 7th February 1899.

The Board regrets it has again to ask the orders of Government on the matter of
the allowance drawn by the Assistant Inspectors of the Salt, Abkiri and Customs
Department when placed in charge of circles. The Accountant-General having held
that exchange compensation allowance should not be claimed in respect of the charge
allowance of Rs. 25 drawn by Assistant Inspectors in charge of circles, on the ground
that the charge allowance was not covered by the definition of Salary ” as given in
article 47(c) of the Civil Service Regulations, the Board requested Government to
move the Government of India to amend the definition of ¢ Salary ”” and to permit the
officers to draw the allowance with retrospective effect. The Accountant-General,
through whom the Proceedings were submitted, was of opinion that no amendment of
the definition was necessary but that, if the Government of Madras held that the

rant of the charge allowance was to be taken as increasing the salary of the Assistant
%nspectors, he was prepared to accept the ruling. He also stated that retrospec-
tive effect should not be given to the order, as it would necessitate the recovery of
the acting allowance drawn by substitutes in privilege leave arrangements. Gov-
ernment decided that the allowance drawn by Assistant Inspectors in charge of
circles was a charge allowance coming within the definition of **Salary ” contained in
article 47 (e) of the Civil Service Regulations, but agreed with the Accountant-General
in considering that retrospective effect should not be given to its order. Sinece the
receipt of this Government Order {No. 454, Revenue, dated 17th August 1898), the
Accountant-General has been disallowing the charge allowance drawn by Assistant
Inspectors during the first thirty days of privilege leave arrangements, apparently on
the presumption that it is an acting allowance but, as this places Assistant Inspectors in
charge of circles in a much worse position than prior to the datp of the Government
Order of 17th August 1898, the Board made the recommendation contained in para-
graph 3 of its Proceedings disposed of in the Government Order now under reply.
Government now states that it “ does not see any good ground for changing the
present system.” The Board does not venture, in the face of the Government Order,
to repeat its request for the grant of the regular acting allowance, but would very
respectfully ask whether, in ordering the present system to remain unchanged, it was
also the intention of Government that the charge allowance should be treated as an
acting allowance and should not be given for the first thirty days in a privilege leave
arrangement. From the tcrms of the Government Order of 17th August 1898, it
would appear that it was not intended to treat it as an acting allowance but as a
“ charge allowance coming under the definition of salary” (i.e.,a charge allowance
under article 115 of the Civil Service: Regulations), and as such it should be exempted
from the operation of article 120 of the Civil Service Regulations, seeing that article

Gobermment 118997 of F¥habras,
REVENUE.

s e
Recd. Enclosures
1899,
Rego. - Spare copies

G.0., No. 900, 3rd March 1899.

MARCH.

Acting Allowance

Communicating to the Board of Revenue Accountant-General’s endorsement stating that
he does not treat the allowance drawn by Assistant Inspectors in charge of circles as ~~.



. AP o e g e e S A
No. 900, Revexve; 3ap Magon 1899,

> Mvm»dv-m—u P

e il

GOVERNMENT of MADRAS,.

REVENUR DEPARTMENT.

REaD—the following Proceedin
gs of the B L
No. 555, dated Tth ?:grair?elv;&‘? (Scparate Revenue), Mis.

—
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article 47(c) of the -Ciyil ervice Regulations, the Board requested Government to

through whom the Proceedings were submitt
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grant of the charge allowance was to b i :

Tnspectors, he was preparcd ty aceep: t:}?:nrrii%?maﬁ:gaigg :at}:;ry('l of the Assistant
tive effect should not be given to the order, as it would necessi ed that retrospec-
the acting allowance drawn by substitutes in privilege lea o
ernment decided that the allowance drawn by Assi‘:%ant 1v
circles was a charge allowance coming within the definition of nﬁlgfl? by i e of
article 47 (¢) of the Civil Service Regulitions, but agreed with the A A ety
in considering that retrospective effect should not be given to ?ts c‘;‘(’lulltant,..(}eneml
~ receipt of this Government Order (No. 454, Revenue, dated 17th Xu er't 1S iy
Accountant-General has been disallowing the eharge,allowanc d gust 1893), the
Inspectors during the first thirty days of privi ooy by Assistant

P iring the fi y days of privilege leave arrangements, apparent]
the presumption that it is an acting allowance but, as this places Assistat,xt If;: toy on
charge of circles in a much worse position than prior to the date of the Goggs b
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Order of 17th August 1898, the Board made the recommendation contained innment
graph 3 of its Proceedings disposed of in the Government Order now under r]éml'u'-
Government now states that it “ does not see any good ground for changing };}fe
present system.” The Board does not venture, in the face of the Government Order
to repeat its request for the grant of the regular acting allowance, but would ver;z
respectfully ask whether, in ordering the present system to remain unchanged, it was
also the intention of Government that the charge allowance should be treated as an
acting allowance and should not be given for the first thirty days in a privilege leave
arrangement. From the terms of the Government Order of 17th August 1898, it
would appear that it was not intended to treat it as an acting allowance but as a
¢ charge allowance coming under the definition of salary” (ie., a charge allowance
under article 115 of the Civil Service Regulations), and as sach it should be exempted
from the operation of article 120 of the Civil Service Regulations, seeing that article
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REVENUER DEPARTMENT.
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Reap—the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenye (Separate Revenue), Mis.
; No. 555, dated 7t February 1899 .

— —

Read—G.0., No. 14 3, Revenue, dateq 10th January 1899,

—————

Resolution—Mis, No, 555, dated 7th February 1899,

The Board regrets it has again to ask the ord

Tnspectors of the Salt, Abkdri and Customs
i he Accountant-General baving held

t be claimed in respect of the charge
allowance of Rs, 25 drawn by Assistant Inspectors in charge of circles, on the ground
that the charge allowance %as not covered by the definition of “ Balary » as given in
article 47(c) of the Civil Seryice ‘Regulations, the Board requested l}overnmept to
move the Government of India - nd the iti

10 amendment of
, if the Government of Madras held that the

grant of the charge allowance was to be taken as Increasing the salary of the Assistant
Inspectors, he was prepared to accept the ruling. He also stated that retrospec-

tive effect should not be given to the Jorder, as it Would necessitate the recovery of
the acting allowance drawn by substitutes in pnvﬂ_ege leave arrangements.  Goy-
ernment decided that the allowance drawn by Asm_st_ant Inspectors in charge of
circles was a charge allowance coming within the deﬁmtlon_ of *“Salary ” contained in
article 47 (e) of the Civil Service Regulations, but agreed with the Accountant-. General
in considering that retrospective effoct should not be given to its order., Sinee the
vt t of this Government Order (No. 454, Revenue, dated 17th August 1898), the
zecelﬁntant.Geneml has been disallowing the charge allowance drawn by Assistant

. tors during the first thirty days of privilege leave arrangements, apparently on
o <o tion that it is an acting allowance but, as this places Assistant Inspectors in
il 2o (1) in a much worse position than prior to the date of the Government
e gllilc j&su ust 1898, the Board made the recommendation contained iy para-
ey lf is Prcieedings :iisposed of in the Government Order 10w under reply,
e el :: uow states that it “.does not see any good ‘ground fop changing “the
Govemment n.” The Board does not venture, in the face of the Government Order,
present sy%t‘;m. uest for the grant of the regular acting allowax_lce, but would very
A o 11' Ilfq héther in ordering the present system to remain unchanged, it was
respectfully ast_ bt of Government that the charge allowance should be treated as an
= rus d should not be given for the first thirty days in a pnvuegeﬁ len\-_o
bt allowanc;‘an the terms of the Government Order of 17th August 1598, it
arrangement. thl.'(ini]t was not intended to treat it as an acting allowance but gs g
‘v‘v -~ amﬁ:\;anc‘; coming under the definition of salary " ({-6’:-, a f‘hil“'gg 3”0“’3”0‘;

c;iriit?cle 115 of the Civil Serviee Regulations), and as such it should be exempte
unde ‘ ’

from the operation of article 120 of the Civil Service Regulations, seeing that article
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R2ad—G.0., No. 143, Revenue, dated 10th January 1899,

nspectors of the Salt, Abk4ri and Customs
Department when placed in charge of circles. The Accountant-General baving held

that exchange compensation allowance should not be claimed in respect of the charge
allowance of Rs. 25 drawn by Assistant Inspectors in charge of circles, on the ground
that the charge allowance was not covered by the definition of ¢ Salary ” as given in

article 47(c) of the Civil Service- Regulations, the Board requested Government to
move the Government of Tndia to amend the definition of ¢ Salary » and to permit the

officers to draw the allowance with retrospective effect. The Aecountant-Geneml,
through whom the Proceedings were submitted, was of opinion that no amendment of
the definition was necessary but that, if the quernmgut

Tnspectors, he was prepared to accept the ruling. He also stated that retrospec-
tive effect should not be given to the order, as it would necessitate the recovery of
the acting allowance drawn by substitutes in privilege leave arrangements.  Govy-
ernment decided that the allowance drawn by Assistant Inspectors in charge of
circles was a charge allowance coming within the definition of :¢ Salary ” contained in
article 47 (e) of the Civil Servi_ee Regulaﬁogs, but agpeed.with thq Aceountant-. General
in considering that retrospective effect should not be given to its order. Since the
receipt of this Government Order (No. 454, Revenue, dated 17th August 1898), the
Accountant-General has been disallowing tpe. charge allowance drawn by Assistant
Inspectors during the first thirty days of privilege leave arrangements, apparently on
the presumption that it is an acting allowance but, as this placés Assistant Inspectors in
charge of circles in a much worse position than prior to the date of the Government,
Order of 17th August 1898, the Board made the recommendation contained in para-
raph 3 of its Proceedings disposed of in the Government Order now under reply.
%0 ‘? ernment now states that it * does not see any good ground for changing the
esent system.” The Board does not venture, in the face of the Government Order,
fles eaiyits request for the grant of the regular acting allowance, but would very
% reptfull ask whether, in ordering the present system to remain unchanged, it was
respe:h in);ention of Government that the charge allowance should be treated as an
also :11 wance and should not be given for the first thirty days in a privilege leave
o e t. ¥rom the terms of the Government Order of 17th August 1898, it
arrangemena-r that it was not intended to treat it as an acting allowance but as a
Xmﬂd ap}i?owance coming under the definition of salary ” (ie., a charge allowance
chargeti_i le 115 of the Civil Serviee Regulations), and as such it should be exempted
?‘:ﬁrtz; lg}feration of article 120 of the Civil Service Regulations, seeing that artiele
rom t ;
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

REVENUR DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue (Separate Revenue), Mis.

No. 555, dated 7th February 1899

o —
i

Read—G.0., No. 143, Revenue, dated 10th January 1899,

Resolution—Mis. No. 555, dated 7th February 1899.

The Board regrets it has again to ask the orders of Government on the matter of

the allowance drawn by the Assistant Inspectors of the Salt, Abkdri and Customs
Department when placed in charge of circles. The Accountant-General having held

that exchange compensation allowance should not be claimed in respect of the charge

allowance of Rs. 25 drawn by Assistant Inspectors in charge of cireles, on the ground

that the charge allowance was not covered by the definition of « Salary ” as given in

article 47(c) of the Civil Service Regulations, the Board requested Government to
move the Government of India to amend the defi

nition of « Salary ” and to permit the
officers to draw the allowance with r i

the definition was necessary but that, if the G
grant of the charge allowance was to be taken as increasin

Inspectors, he was prepared to accept the ruling. He also state
tive effect should not be given to the order, as it _would i

Inspectors in charge of
circles was a charge allowance coming within the definition of « Salary ” contained in

article 47 (e) of the Civil Service Regulations, but agreed with the Accountant: General
in considering that retrospective effect should not be given to its order. Since the
receipt of this Government Order {No, 454, Revenue, dated 17th August 1898), the
Accountant-General has been disallowing the charge allowance drawn by Assistant
Inspectors during the first thirty days of privilege leave arrangements, apparently on
the presumption that it is an acting allowance but, as this places Assistant Inspectors in
charge of circles in a much worse position than prior to the datg of the Government

Government now states that it “ does not see any good ground for changing the
present system.” The Board does not venture, in the face of the Government Order,
to repeat its request for the grant of the regular acting allowapce, but would very
respectfully ask whether, in ordering the present system to remain unchanged, it was
also the intention of Government that the charge allowance should be treated as an
acting allowance and should not be given for the first thirty days in a prmlege8 ;;avi‘z
arrangement. From the terms of the Governmp.nt Order of 17th August bl - jiidip
would appear that it was not intended to treat it as an acting allowancean::Wanee
« charge allowance coming under the definition of salary” (ie,8 cheli(rl'gse gy’
under article 115 of the Civil Service Regulations), and as such it shoul : ;Xt arrt)iéle
from the operation of article 120 of the Civil Service Regulations, seeing tha
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

REVENUR DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following Proceedin
gs of the Board }
No. 565, dated Tth February 1859 7"™t® Beveute), Mis.

£ead—G.0., No. 143, Revenue, dated 10th J anuary 1899,

—— e

Resolution—Mis. No. 555, dated 7th February 1899,

The B i :

the allowanogdd:-i%;st; lttflllas again to ask the orders of Government on the matter of
Department when place i Assistant Inspectors of the Salt, Abkfri and Customs
that exchange conl: ced in charge of circles. The Accountant-General having held
slloWancs of Bs, 2 5P3;1:;t1110g agovyanee should not be elaimed in respect of the%harge
that the charge allowanes y Assistant Inspectors in charge of circles, on the ground
article 47(c) of the Gres vé'as not covered by the definition of « Salax,'y ” as given in
move the Government ;I ervice Regulations, the Board requested Governgllent to

of India to amend the definition of ““Balary ”” and to permit the

officers to draw the allowane. i :
through whom the Proceedmgg v:‘:g sﬁi};;gﬁ)gctlve eﬁe(}t" e & Sooantantethommal,

the definition was necessary but that, if the

Inspectors, he was prepared to accept the ruling. H

tive effect should not be o
; given to the ord : -
the acting allowance drawn by substig;t:;’ i?: gri:rvi?:glg lnecessnate the recovery of

circles was a charge allowance coming with g
: i i g within the definit;
?;tzzlx‘:sgex('fr)l Oft}th: v i Regulations, but agreed with the Accounta
it of th_g al retrospective effect should not be given to it s nt-_General
receipt of this Government Orde; (No. 454, Revenue, dated 17:11s X::der. o et

ed in para-
under reply.
hanging the

raph 3 of its Proceedings disposed of in 3

government now statesgtBhat if “ does notthaszeeg;r;?;gntggﬁ? If“’w
present system.” The Board does not venture, in the face of the Goo; :

to repeat its request for the grant of the regular acting allowance bel:'::lment Order,
respectfully ask whether, in ordering the present system to remain l;DChanWO(lllld' very
also the intention of Government that the charge allowance should be tre%;ie(’i it was
acting allowance and should not be given for the first thirty days in a privile eals o
arrangement. From the terms of the Government Order of 17th August gl SQ%RV'(:
would appear that it was not intended to treat it as an acting allowance but a,s la
“ charge allowance coming under the definition of salary” (ie., a charge allowance
under article 115 of the Civil Service Regulations), and as such it should be exempted
from the operation of article 120 of the Civil Service Regulations, seeing that article
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue (Separate Revenue), Mis.
No. 555, dated 7th February 1899 : —

— e

Read—G.0., No. 143, Revenue, dated 10th January 1899,

Resolution—Mis. No. 555, dated 7th February 1899.

The Board regrets it has again to ask the orders of Government cn the matter of
the allowance drawn by the Assistant Inspectors of the Salt, Abkiri and Customs
Department when placed in charge of circles. The Accountant-General having held
that exchange compensation allowance should not be claimed in respect of the charge
allowance of Rs. 25 drawn by Assistant Inspectors in charge of circles, on the ground
that the charge allowance was not covered by the definition of * Salary ” as given in
article 47(c) of the Civil Service Regulations, the Board requested Government to
move the Government of India to amend the definition of ¢ Salary ”” and to permit the
officers to draw the allowance with retrospective effect. The Accountant-General,
through whom the Proceedings were submitted, was of opinion that no amendment of
the definition was necessary but*that, if the Government of Madras held that the
grant of the charge allowance was to be taken as increasing the salary of the Assistant
Inspectors, he was prepared to accept the ruling. He also stated that retrospec-
tive effect should not be given to the order, as it would necessitate the recovery of
the acting allowance drawn by substitutes in privilege leave arrangements. Gov-
ernment decided that the allowance drawn by Assistant Inspectors in charge of
eircles was a charge allowance coming within the definition of ¢ Salary ” eontained in
article 47 (e) of the Civil Service Regulations, but agreed with the Accountant-General
in considering that retrospective effect should not be given to its order. Sinee the
receipt of this Government Order {No, 454, Revenue, dated 17th August 1898), the
Accountant-General has been disallowing the charge allowance drawn by Assistant
Inspectors during the first thirty days of privilege leave arrangements, apparently on
the presumption that it is an acting allowance but, as this places Assistant Inspectors in
charge of circles in a much worse position than prior to the date of the Government
Order of 17th August 1808, the Board made the recommendation contained in para-

. graph 3 of its Proceedings disposed of in the Government Order now under reply.
Government now states that it “ does not see any good ground for changing the
present system.” The Board does not venture, in the face of the Government Order,
to repeat its request for the grant of the regular acting allowance, but would very
respectfully ask whether, in ordering the present system to remain unchanged, it was
also the intention of Government that the charge allowance should be treated as an
acting allowance and should not be given for the first thirty days in a pm’ll(‘ge\ leave
arrangement. From the terms of the Goverum_e,ut Order of’ 17th Angust 1308, it

ulé, appear that it was not intended to treat it as an acting allowance but as a
thargepfllowance coming under the deﬁnitiqn of salary” (i.e., a charge allowance
der article 115 of the Civil Service Reg.u.la_tlons), and as such it shoul.d be exemp.tvd
?x};m the operation of article 120 of the Civil Service Regulations, seeing that article
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue (Separate Revenue), Mis.
No. 655, dated 7th February 1899 : —

—_——

Read—G.0., No. 143, Revenue, dated 10th January 1899,

Resolution—Mis. No. 555, dated 7th February 1399.

The Board regrets it has again to ask the orders of Government on the matter of
the allowance drawn by the Assistant Inspectors of the Salt, Abkdri and Customs
Department when placed in charge of circles. The Accountant-General having held
that exchange compensation allowance should not be claimed in respect of the charge
allowance of Rs. 25 drawn by Assistant Inspectors in charge of circles, ou the ground
that the charge allowance was not covered by the definition of Salary ”” as given in
article 47(c) of the Civil Service Regulations, the Board requested Government to
move the Government of India to amend the definition of Salary ” and to permit the
officers to draw the allowance with retrospective effect. The Accountant-General,
through whom the Proceedings were submitted, was of opinion that no amendment of
the definition was necessary but that, if the Government of Madras held that the
grant of the charge allowance was to be taken as increasing the salary of the Assistant
Inspectors, he was prepared to aceept the ruling. He also stated that retrospec-
tive effect should not be given to the order, as it would necessitate the recovery of
the acting allowance drawn by substitutes in privilege leave arrangements. Gov-
ernment decided that the allowance drawn by Assistant Inspectors in charge of
circles was a charge allowance coming within the definition of Salary ” eontained in
article 47 (c) of the Civil Service Regulations, but agreed with the Accountant- Greneral
in considering that retrospective effect should not be given to its order. Since the
receipt of this Government Order !/No, 454, Revenue, dated 17th August 1898), the
Accountant-General has been disallowing the charge allowance drawn by Assistant
Inspectors during the first thirty days of privilege leave arrangements, apparently on
the presumption that it is an acting allowance but, as this places Assistant Inspectors in
charge of circles in a much worse position than prior to the date of the Government
Order of 17th August 1898, the Board made the recommendation contained in para-
graph 3 of its Proceedings disposed of in the Government Order now under reply.
Government now states that it ¢ does not see any good ground for changing the
present system.” The Board does not venture, in the face of the Government Order,
to repeat its request for the grant of the regular acting allowance, but would very
respectfully ask whether, in ordering the present system to remain unchanged, it was
also the intention of Government that the charge allowance should be treated as an
acting allowance and should not be given for the first thirty days in a pnvxlege1 leave
arrangement. From the terms. of the Governm-ent Order of‘ 17th August 1398, it
would appear that it was not intended to treat it as an_acting allowance but as a
“ charge allowance coming under the definition of salary (ie,a charge allowance
under article 115 of the Civil Service Regulations), and as such it should be exempted
from the operation of article 120 of the Civil Service Regulations, seeing that article
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue (Separate Revenue), Mis.
No. 555, dated 7th February 1899 : —

Read—G.0., No. 143, Revenue, dated 10th January 1899,

Resolution—Mis. No. 555, dated 7th February 1899.

The Board regrets it has again to ask the orders of Government on the matter of
the allowance drawn by the Assistant Inspectors of the Salt, Abkdri and Customs
Department when placed in charge of circles. The Accountant-General having held
that exchange compensation allowance should not be claimed in respect of the charge
allowance of Rs. 25 drawn by Assistant Inspectors in charge of circles, on the ground
that the charge allowance was not covered by the definition of * Salary ” as given in
article 47(c) of the Civil Service Regulations, the Board requested Government to
move the Government of India to amend the definition of ¢ Salary ”” and to permit the
officers to draw the allowance with retrospective effect. The Accountant-General,
through whom the Proceedings were submitted, was of opinion that no amendment of
the definition was necessary but that, if the Government of Madras held that the
grant of the charge allowance was to be taken as increasing the salary of the Assistant
Inspectors, he was prepared to accept the ruling. He also stated that retrospec-
tive effect should not be given to the order, as it would necessitate the recovery of
the acting allowance drawn by substitutes in privilege leave arrangements. Gov-
ernment decided that the allowance drawn by Assistant Inspectors in charge of
circles was a charge allowance coming within the definition of * Salary » containoed in
article 47 (c¢) of the Civil Service Regulations, but agreed with the Accountant-General
in considering that retrospective effect should not be given to its order. Since the
receipt of this Government Order {No. 454, Revenue, dated 17th August 1898), the
Accountant-General has been disallowing the charge allowance drawn by Assistant
Inspectors during the first thirty days of privilege leave arrangements, apparently on
the presumption that it is an acting allowance but, as this places Assistant Inspectors in
charge of circles in a much worse position than prior to the date of the Government
Order of 17th August 1898, the Board made the recommendation contained in para-
graph 3 of its Proceedings disposed of in the Government Order now under reply.
Government now states that it “ does not see any good ground for changing the
present system.” The Board does not venture, in the face of the Government Order,
to repeat its request for the grant of the regular acting allowance, but would very
respectfully ask whether, in ordering the present system to remain unchanged, it was
also the intention of Government that the charge allowance should be treated as an
acting allowance and should not be given for the first thirty days in a privilege leave
arrangement. From the terms of the Government Order of 17th August 1898, it
would appear that it was not intended to treat it as an acting allowance but as a
“ charge allowance coming under the definition of salary” (i.e., a charge allowance
under article 115 of the Civil Service Regulations), and as such it should be exemptod
from the operation of article 120 of the Civil Service Regulations, seeing that article
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue (Separate Revenue), Mis.
No. 555, dated 7th February 1899 : —

—_—

Read—G.0., No. 143, Revenue, dated 10th J. anuary 1899,

Resolution—Mis. No. 555, dated 7th February 1899.

The Board regrets it has again to ask the orders of Government on the matter of
the allowance drawn by the Assistant Inspectors of the Salt, Abkdri and Customs
Department when placed in charge of circles. The Accountant-General having held
that exchange compensation allowance should ‘not be elaimed in respect of the charge
allowance of Rs. 25 drawn by Assistant Inspectors in charge of circles, on the ground
that the charge allowance was not covered by the definition of Salary ” as given in
article 47(e) of the Civil Service Regulations, the Board requested Government to
move the Government of India to amend the definition of ¢ Salary ”” and to permit the
officers to draw the allowance with retrospective effect. The Accountant-General,
through whom the Proceedings were submitted, was of opinion that no amendment of
the definition was necessary but that, if the Government of Madras held that the
grant of the charge allowance was to be taken as increasing the salary of the Assistant
Inspectors, he was prepared to-accept the ruling. He also stated that retrospec-
tive effect should not be given to the order, as it would necessitate the recovery of
the acting allowance drawn by substitutes in privilege leave arrangements. Gov-
ernment decided that the allowance drawn by Assistant Inspectors in charge of
circles was a charge allowance coming within the definition of * Salary ” contained in
article 47 (e) of the Civil Service Regulations, but agreed with the Accountant-General
in considering that retrospective effect should not be given to its order. Since the
receipt of this Government Order {No. 454, Revenue, dated 17th August 1898), the
Accountant-General has been disallowing the charge allowance drawn by Assistant
Inspectors during the first thirty days of privilege leave arrangements, apparently on
the presumption that it is an acting allowance but, as this places Assistant Inspectors in
charge of circles in a much worse position than prior to the date of the Government
Order of 17th August 1898, the Board made the recommendation contained in para-
graph 3 of its Proceedings disposed of in the Government Order now under reply.
Government now states that it ““ does not see any good ground for changing the
present system.” The Board does not venture, in the face of the Government Order,
to repeat its request for the grant of the regular acting allowance, but would very
respectfully ask whether, in ordering the present system to remain unchanged, it was
also the intention of Government that the charge allowance should be treated as an
acting allowance and should not be given for the first thirty days in a privilege leave
arrangement. From the terms of the Government Order of 17th August 1398, it
would appear that it was not intended to treat it as an acting allowance but as a
¢ charge allowance coming under the definition of salary” (i..,a charge allowance
under article 115 of the Civil Service Regulations), and as such it should be exempted
from the operation of article 120 of the Civil Service Regulations, seeing that article
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue (Separate Revenue), Mis.
No. 555, dated 7th February 1899 : —

Read—G.0., No. 143, Revenue, dated 10th January 1899,

Resolution—Mis. No. 555, dated 7th February 1899.

The Board regrets it has again to ask the orders of Government on the matter of
the allowance drawn by the Assistant Inspectors of the Salt, Abkdri and Customs
Department when placed in charge of circles. The Accountant-General having held
that exchange compensation allowance should not be claimed in respect of the charge
allowance of Rs. 25 drawn by Assistant Inspectors in charge of circles, on the ground
that the charge allowance was not covered by the definition of ** Salary ” as given in
article 47(c) of the Civil Service Regulations, the Board requested Government to
move the Government of India to amend the definition of ¢ Salary ”” and to permit the
officers to draw the allowance with retrospective effect. The Accountant-General,
through whom the Proceedings were submitted, was of opinion that no amendment of
the definition was necessary but that, if the Government of Madras held thap the
grant of the charge allowance was to be taken as increasing the salary of the Assistant
Inspectors, he was prepared to accept the ruling. He also st.ated that retrospec-
tive effect should not be given to the order, as it would necessitate the recovery of
the acting allowance drawn by substitutes in privilpge leave arrangezpents. Gov-
ernment decided that the allowance drawn by Assistant Inspectors in charge of
circles was a charge allowance coming within the deﬁmtlon. of *“Salary” contained in
article 47 (e) of the Civil Serviee Regulations, but a%:eed.wnh thq Accountant- (Greneral
in considering that retrospective effect should not be given to its order. Since the
receipt of this Government Order {No, 454, Bevenue, dated 17th August 1898), the
Accountant-General has been disallowing the charge allowance drawn by Assistant
Inspectors during the first thirty days of privilege leave arrangements, apparently on
the presumption that it is an acting allowance but, as this places Assistant Inspectors in
charge of circles in a much worse position than prior to the date of the Government
Order of 17th August 1898, the Board made the recommendation contained in para-
graph 3 of its Proceedings disposed of in the Government Order now under reply.
Government now states that it ¢ does not see any good ground for changing the
present system.” The Board does not venture, in the face of the Government Order,
to repeat its request for the grant of the regular acting allowance, but would very
respectfully ask whether, in ordering the present system to remain unchanged, it was
also the intention of Government that the charge allowance should be treated as an
acting allowance and should not be given for the first thirty days in a privilege leave
arrangement. From the terms of the Government Order of 17th August 1398, 1t
would appear that it was not intended to treat it as an acting allowance but asc:
“ charge allowance coming under the definition of salary” (ie,a charge allowa%e :
under article 115 of the Civil Service Regulations), and as such it should be exemp! cl(
from the operation of article 120 of the Civil Service Regulations, seeing that article
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

REVENUER DEPARTMENT.
el ey

Reap—the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue (Separate Revenue), Mis.
No. 555, dated 7th February 1899 -

o —

——

R2ad—G.0., No. 143, Revenue, dated 10th January 1899,

———

" owance drawn by the Assistant Inspectors of the Salt, Abkdri and Customs
Department when placed in charge of circles. The Accountant-General having held
that exchange compensation allowance should not be claimed in respect of the charge

allowance of Rs. 25 drawn by Assistant Inspectors in charge of circles, on the ground

that the charge allowance was not covered by the definition of ¢ Salary ” as given in
article 47(c) of the Civil Service Regulations, the Board requested

Government to
move the Government of India to amend the definition of ¢ Salary ” and to permit the
officers to draw the allowance with retrospective effect. The Accountant-General,

through whom the Proceedings were submitted, was of opinion that no amendment of
the definition was necessary but that, if the Government of Madras held that the
grant of the charge allowance was to be taken as increasing the salary of the Assistant
Inspectors, he was prepared to accept the ruling. He also stated that
tive effect should not be given to the order, as it would necessitate the recovery of
the acting allowance drawn by substitutes in privilege leave arrangements. Goy-
ernment decided that the allowance drawn by Assistant Inspectors in charge of
eircles was a charge allowance coming within the definition of ¢ Salary ” contained in
article 47 (e) of the Civil Service Regulations, but agreed with the Accountant. General
in considering that retrospective effect should not be given to its order. Since the
receipt of this Government Order \No. 454, Revenue, dated 17th August 1898), the

g the charge allowance drawn by Assistant

present system.” The Board does not venture, in the face of the Government Order,
to repeat its request for the grant of the regular acting allowance, but would very
respectfully ask whether, in ordering the present system to remain unchanged, it was
also the intention of Government that the charge allowance should be treated as an
acting allowance and should not be given for the first thirty days in a privilegeﬁ leav.f:
arrangement. From the terms of the Government Order of 17th August 1398, la
would appear that it was not intended to treat it as an acting allowance but a:ee
“ charge allowance coming under the definition of salary ”’ (z'.e:, a charge allo‘.watte(I
under article 115 of the Civil Servige Regulations), and as such it should be exemp

from the operation of article 120 of the Civil Service Regulations, seeing that artiele
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

REVENUR DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue (Separate Revenue), Mis.
No. 555, dated 7th February 1899 : —

R2ad—G.0., No. 143, Revenue, dated 10th January 1899,

——

Resolution—Mis. No. 955, dated 7th February 1899.

The Board regrets it has again to ask the orders of Government on the matter of
the allowanee drawn by the Assistant Inspectors of the Salt, Abkéri and Customs
Department when placed in charge of circles. The Accountant-General having held
that exchange compensation allowance should not be claimed in respect of the charge
allowance of Rs, 25 drawn by Assistant Inspectors in charge of circles, on the grouud
that the charge allowance was not covered by the definition of Salary ” as given in
article 47(c) of the Civil Service Regulations, the Board requested Government to
move the Government of India to amend the definition of “ Salary » and to permit the
officers to draw the allowance with retrospective effect. The Accountant-General,
through whom the Proceedings were submitted, was of opinion that no amendment of

Inspectors, he was prepared to accept the ruling. He also stated that retrospec-
tive effect should not be given to the order, as it would necessitate the recovery of
the acting allowanee drawn by substitutes in privilege leave arrangements, Goy-
ernment decided that the allowance drawn by Assistant Inspectors in charge of
circles was a charge allowance coming within the definition of Salary ” contained in
article 47 (c) of the Civil Service Regulations, but agreed with the Accountant- General
in considering that retrospective effect should not be given to its order, Since the
receipt of this Government Order {No. 454, Revenue, dated 17th August 1898), the
Accountant-General has been disallowing the charge allowance drawn by Assistant
Inspectors during the first thirty days of privilege leave arrangements, apparently on
the presumption that it is an acting allowance but, as this places Assistant Inspectors in
charge of ecircles in a much worse position than prior to the date of the Government
Order of 17th August 1898, the Board made the recommendation contained in para-
graph 3 of its Proceedings disposed of in the Government Order now under reply.
Government now states that it *“ does not see any good ground for changing the
present system.” The Board does not venture, in the face of the Government Order,
to repeat its request for the grant of the regular acting allowance, but would very
respectfully ask whether, in ordering the present system to remain unchanged, it was

ge allowance should be treated as an
rst thirty days in a privilege leave
arrangement. From the terms of the Government Order of 17th August 1398, it
would appear that it was not intended to treat it as an acting allowance but as a
¢ charge allowance coming under the definition of salary ” (.., a charge allowance
under article 115 of the Civil Servige Regulations), and as such it should be exempted

from the operation of article 120 of the jvi] Service Regulations, seeing that artiele'
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

REVENUR DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following Proceedings of the Board of Revenue (Separate Revenue), Mis.
No. 555, dated 7th February 1899 : —

—_———

Read—G.0., No. 143, Revenue, dated 10th January 1899,

Resolution—Mis. No. 555, dated 7th February 1899.

The Board regrets it has again to ask the orders of Government on the matter of
the allowance drawn by the Assistant Inspectors of the Salt, Abkdri and Customs
Department when placed in charge of circles. The Accountant-General having held
that exchange compensation allowance should not be claimed in respect of the charge
allowance of Rs. 25 drawn by Assistant Inspectors in charge of circles, on the ground
that the charge allowance was not covered by the definition of ¢ Salary » as given in
article 47(c) of the Civil Service Regulations, the Board requested Government to
move the Government of India to amend the definition of Salary ” and to permit the
officers to draw the allowance with retrospective effect. The Accountant-General,

Inspectors, he was prepared to accept the ruling. He also stated that retrospec-
tive effect should not be given to the order, as it would necessitate the recovery of
the acting allowance drawn by substitutes in privilege leave arrangements, Goy-
ernment decided that the allowance drawn by Assistant Inspectors in charge of
circles was a charge allowance coming within the definition of Salary ” contained jn
article 47 (¢) of the Civil Service Regulations, but agreed with the Accountant. General
in considering that retrospective effect should not he given to its order. Sinee the
receipt of this Government Order /No, 454, Revenue, dated 17th August 1898), the
Accountant-General has been disallowing the charge allowance drawn by Assistant
Inspectors during the first thirty days of privilege leave arrangements, apparently on
the presumption that it is an acting allowance but, as this places Assistant Inspectorsin
charge of circles in a much worse position than prior to the date of the Government
Order of 17th August 1898, the Board made the recommendation contained in para-
graph 3 of its Proceedings disposed of in the Government Order now under reply,
Government now states that it “ does not see-any good ground for changing ‘the
present system.” The Board does not venture, in the face of the Government Order,
to repeat its request for the grant of the regular acting allowance, but woylq very
respectfully ask whether, in ordering the present system to remain unchanged, it was
also the intention of Government that the charge allowance should be treated as an
acting allowance and should not be given for the first thirty days in a privilege leav_e
arrangement. From the terms of the Goverum'ent Order of. 17th August 1398, it
would? appear that it was not intended to treat it as an’,act}ng allowance but as a
“ charge allowance coming under the deﬁnlthn of salary (i.e., a charge allowance
under article 115 of the Civil Serviee Regulations), and as such it should be exempted
from the operation of article 120 of the Civil Service Regulations, seeing that artiele
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

’

Reap—the following Proceedin
gs of the Board of Revenue (S y Mi
No. 555, dated 7th February 1899 :i v B

Read—G.0., No. 148, Revenue, dated 10th January 1899,

Resolution—Mis. No. 555, dated 7th February 1899.

The Board regrets it has again to ask the orders of Gov
; ernment on the ma
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that exchange compensation allowa(r)lcec:;l‘foisi;l n t% (lbcpuntapt-(}eneral s T
allowance of Rs. 25 drawn by Assistant Ins ecto:s i chalmed i ead i
that the charge allowance was not 'covered% the 1dn§ gltr:ge 7 ?‘lmles’ e e
article 47(¢) of the Civil Service Regulatio{ls th %nl éon : Salary: g
move the Government of India to amend the de%inigonoa; i ée(llueSt’?d l.rovemmept 3
officers to draw the allowanee with retrospectiv ﬁot '.aél? ey
through whom the Proceedings were submitggd W(;se fec XN s
the definition was necessary but that, if the (’}overrfmggmmn i
grant of the charge allowance was to be taken as increasin; t?\fe g?grr;sofhf}ig ‘:lslait tthe
Inspectors, he was prepared to accept the ruling. He also stated that retrs ot
tive effect should not be given to the order, as it would necessitate the reco 0ol
the acting allowance drawn by substitutes in privilege leave arrangement Veg .
ernment decided that the allowance drawn by Assistant Inspectorz in E B o
circles was a charge allowance coming within the definition of **Salary ” ¢ ct s
article 47 (c) of the Civil Service Regulations, but agreed with the Account Ont &zl}ued al
in considering that retrospective effect should not be" given to its ordeg ans-_ Wi
receipt of this Government Order «No. 454, Revenue, dated 17th Aun'u‘:;t 1813505(‘a eus
Accountant-General has beeq disallowing the charge allowance draw;; by A °)’rthe
Inspectors during the first thirty days of privilege leave arrangements, a 4 Ssgls or
the presumghon t!mt 1t 1s an acting allowance but, as this places ASSiStt;l’lt %)paren A
charge of circles in a much worse position than prior to the date of th (;l 7 iy i
Order of 17.th August .18!)8, the Board made the recommendation cont:' gvgrnment
graph 3 of its Proceedings disposed of in the Government Order no mcdm i
Government now states that it “ does not see any good ground forW lllm i
present sygtem.’f The Board does not venture, in the face of the Gove crracy Sy
to repeat its request for @he grant of the regular acting allowance b;;] mentl e
respectfu!ly ask whether, in ordering the present system to remain I;nch wo(lll 4 W 74
alsg the intention of Government that the charge allowance should be &tmg?;e,l s
acting allowance‘and should not be given for the first thirty days in a r;':t'il : 9‘ISI -
arrangement. I'ron} the terms of the Government Order of 17th Ag u;tegleSQ?V':
yould appear that it was not intended to treat it as an acting allowfuee but a’s1

‘ charge gllowalzce coming under the definition of salary™ (ie., a charge allowanea
under article 115 of the Civil Service Regulations), and as such it should be exem tm(;
from the operation of article 120 of the Civil Service Regulations, seeing that :u'lt)icle
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120 applies only to the charge allowance granted under article 176 and not to the
charge allowance granted under article 115 (vide article 123 A). If Government
agrees with the Board it requests that the Accountant-General may be instructed to
permit the allowance being drawn as before for the first thirty days of a privilege
leave arrangement also. | ’
(True Extract.)
(Signed)  C. G. TODHUNTER,
Acting Secretary.

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department,
through the Accountant-General.

No. 670. :
Forwarded to Government. In this office reply to the un-official reference from
Government C. No. 8103, it was reported that artiele 120, Civil Service Regulations,
is applicable to charge allowances under article 115.

HESKETH BIGGS,

Forr St. GEORGE, (Signed)
A’ccountant-(i eneral.

20th February 1899.

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department.

Orper—No. 900, Revenue, dated 3rd March 1899.
The Accountant-General's Endorge-
ment will be communicated to the Board

of Revenue.
9. The Accountant-General does not treat the allowance as acting allowance.

Miscellaneous.

(True Extract.)

(Signed) G. 8. FORBES,
Secretary to Government.

To the Board of Revenue (Separate Revenue).

Exd. P. Seetharam. ?

20 Copies,
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120 applies only to the charge allowance granted under article 176 and not to the
charge allowance granted under article 115 (vids article 123 A). If Government
agrees with the Board it requests that the Accountant-General may be instructed to
permit the allowance being drawn as before for the first thirty days of a privilege

leave arrangement also.
(True Extract.)

(Signed)  C. G. TODHUNTER,
Acting Secretary.

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department,
through the Accountant-General.

No. 670.

Forwarded to Government. TIn this office reply to the un-official reference from
Government C. No. 8103, it was reported that article 120, Civil Service Regulations,
is applicable to charge allowances under article 115.

Forr St. GEORGE, (Signed) =~ HESKETH BIGGS,
20th February 1899. Accountant-General.

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department.

Orper—No. 900, Revenue, dated 3rd March 1899.

The Accountant-General's Endorse-
ment will be communicated to the Board
of Revenue.

2. The Accountant-General does not treat the allowance as acting allowance.
(True Extract.)

(Signed) G. 8. FORBES,
Secretary to Government.

Miscellaneous.

To the Board of Reverne (Separate Revenue).

Exd. P. Sestharam.

20 Copies,
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120 applies only to the charge allowance granted under article 176 and not to the
e allowance granted under article 115 (eidz article 123 A). If Government
agrees with the Board it requests that the Accountant-General may be instructed to
permit the allowance being drawn as before for the first thirty days of a privilege

leave arrangement also.

charg

(True Extract.)

(Signed)  C. G. TODHUNTER,
. Acting Secretary.

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department,
through the Accountant-General.

No. 670.
Forwarded to Government. In this office reply to the un-official reference from
Government C. No. 8103, it was reported that artiele 120, Civil Service Regulations,
is applicable to charge allowances under article 115.

(Signed) ~ HESKETH BIGGS,

Forr St. GEORGE,
Accountant-General.

20th February 1899.

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department.

Orper—No. 900, Revenue, dated 3rd March 1899.

TR The Accountant-General's Endorse-
: ment will be communicated to the Board

of Revenue.
2. The Accountant-General does not treat the allowance as acting allowance.
(True Extract.)

(Signed) G. 8. FORBES,
Secretary to Government.

To the Board of Reverue (Separate Revenue).

Fxd. P. Sestharam.

20 Copies.
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120 applies only to the charge allowance granted under article 176 and not to the
charge allowance granted under article 115 (vide article 123 A). If Government
agrees with the Board it requests that the Accountant-Geeneral may be instructed to
permit the allowance being drawn as before for the first thirty days of a privilege

leave arrangement also.
(True Extract.)

(Signed)  C. G. TODHUNTER,
Acting Secretary.

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department,
through the Accountant-General.

No. 670.

Forwarded to Government. In this office reply to the un-official reference from
Government C. No. 8103, it was reported that article 120, Civil Service Regulations,

is applicable to charge allowances under article 115.

(Signed) ~ HESKETH BIGGS,

Fortr St. GEORGE,
Accountant-General.

20t% February 1899.
To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department.

Orper—No. 900, Revenue, dated 3rd March 1899.

Mistllanoon The Accountant-General's Endorse-
e ment will be communicated to the Board

of Revenue.
9. The Accountant-General does not treat the allowance as acting allowance.
(True Extract.)

(Signed) G. 8. FORBES,
Secretary to Government.

To the Board of Revenue (Separate Revenue).

Exd. P. Sestharam.

20 Copies,
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120 applies only to the charge allowance granted under article 176 and not to the
charge allowance granted under article 115 (e article 123 A). If Government
agrees with the Board it requests that the Accountant-General may be instructed to
permit the allowance being drawn as before for the first thirty days of a privilege

leave arrangement also.
(True Extract.)

(Signed)  C. G. TODHUNTER,
Acting Secretary.

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department,
through the Accountant-General.

No. 670.

Forwarded to Government. In this office reply to the un-official reference from
Government C. No. 8103, it was reported that article 120, Civil Service Regulations,
is applicable to charge allowances under article 115.

(Signed) ~ HESKETH BIGGS,

Forr St. GEORGE,
Accountant-General.

20th February 1899.

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department.

Orper—No. 900, Revenue, dated 3rd March 1899.

Mtilaincs The Accountant-General’s Endorse-
; ment will be communicated to the Board
of Revenue.

9. The Accountant-General does not treat the allowance as acting allowance.

(True Extract.)

(Signed) G. 8. FORBES,
Secretary to Government.

To the Board of Revenue (Separate Revenue).

Fxd. P. Sestharam.

20 Copies.
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120 applies only to the charge allowance granted under article 176 and not to the
charge allowance granted under article 115 (zide article 123 A). If Government
agrees with the Board it requests that the Accountant-General may be instructed to
permit the allowance being drawn as before for the first thirty days of a privilege

leave arrangement also.
(True Extract.)

(Signed)  C. G. TODHUNTER,
Acting Secretary.

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department,
: through the Accountant-General.

No. 670.

Forwarded to Government. In this office reply to the un-official reference from
Government C. No. 8103, it was reported that article 120, Civil Service Regulations,

is applicable to charge allowances under article 115.

Forr St. GEORGE, . (Signed) HESKETH BIGGS,
20th February 1899. Accountant-General,

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department.
=

Orper—No. 900, Revenue, dated 3rd March 1899,
The Accountant-General's Endorse-

s ment will be communicated to the Board
of Revenue.
- 2. The Accountant-General does not treat the allowance as acting allowance.
(True Extract.) .

(Signed) G. 8. FORBES,
Secretary to Government.

To the Board of Reverue (Separate Revenue).

Exd. P. Sestharam.

20 Copies,
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120 applies only to the charge allowance granted under article 176 and not to the
charge allowance granted under article 115 (vide article 123 A). If Government
agrees with the Board it requests that the Accountant-General may be instructed to
permit the allowance being drawn as before for the first thirty days of a privilege
leave arrangement also.

(True Extract.)

(Signed) C. G. TODHUNTER,
Acting Seeretary.

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department,
through the Accountant-General.

No. 670.

Forwarded to Government. TIn this office reply to the un-official reference from
Government C. No. 8103, it was reported that article 120, Civil Service Regulations,

is applicable to charge allowances under article 115.

Fort St. GEORGE, - (Signed) = HESKETH BIGGS,
20th February 1899. Accountant-General,

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department.

Orper—No. 900, Revenue, dated 3rd March 1899.

R The Accountant-General’s Endorse-
: ment will be communicated to the Board
of Revenue.

2. The Accountant-General does not treat the allowance as acting allowance.

(True Extract.)

(Signed) G. 8. FORBES,
Secretary to Government.

. To the Board of Revenue (Separate Revenue).

£xd, P. Sestharam,

20 Copies,
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120 applies only to the charge allowance granfed under article 176 and not to the
charge allowance granted under article 115 (vide article 123 A). If Government
agrees with the Board it requests that the Accountant-General may be instructed to
permit the allowance being drawn as before for the first thirty days of a privilege

leave arrangement also.
(True Extract.)

(Signed)  C. G. TODHUNTER,
Acting Seeretary.

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department,
through the Accountant-General.

No. 670.

Forwarded to Government. Tn this office reply to the un-official reference from
Government C. No. 8103, it was reported that article 120, Civil Service Regulations,
is applicable to charge allowances under article 115.

Forr Sr. GEORGE, (Signed) ~ HESKETH BIGGS,
20th February 1899. Accountant-General.

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department.

Orper—No. 900, Revenue, dated 3rd March 1899.

Misoellaneon The Accountant-General's Endorses
R ment will be communicated to the Board
of Revenue.

9. The Accountant-General does not treat the allowance as acting allowance,

(True Extract.)

(Signed)  G. 8. FORBES,
Secretary to Government.

To the Board of Revenue (Separate Revenue).

¥xd. P. Seetharam.

20 Copies.
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120 applies only to the charge allowance granted under article 176 and not to the
charge allowance granted under article 115 (vidz article 123 A). Tf Government
agrees with the Board it requests that the Accountant-General may be instructed to

permit the allowance being drawn as before for the first thirty days of a privilege
leave arrangement also.

(True Extract.)

(Signed)  C. G. TODHUNTER,
Acting Seeretary.

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department,
through the Accountant-General.

No. 670.

Forwarded to Government. In this office reply to the un-official reference from
Government C. No. 8103, it was reported that article 120, Civil Service Regulations,
is applicable to charge allowances under article 115.

Forr St. GEORGE, (Signed) =~ HESKETH BIGGS,

20th February 1899. Accountant-General,

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department.

OrpEr—No. 900, Revenue, dated 3rd March 1899.

Miscell The Accountant-General's Endorse-
it ment will be communicated to the Board

of Revenue.
9. The Accountant-General does not treat the allowance as acting allowance.
(True Extract.)

(Signed) G. S. FORBES,
Secretary to Government.

To the Board of Revenue (Separate Revenue).

¥xd. P. Sestharam.

20 Copies.
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120 applies only to the charge allowance granted under article 176 and not to the
charge allowance granted under article 115 (vidz article 123 A). If Government
agrees with the Board it requests that the Accountant-General may be instructed to
permit the allowance being drawn as before for the first thirty days of a privilege
leave arrangement also.

(True Extract.)

(Signed)  C. G. TODHUNTER,
Acting Secretary.

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department,
through the Accountant-General.

No. 670.

Forwarded to Government. In this office reply to the un-official reference from
Government C. No. 8103, it was reported that article 120, Civil Service Regulations,
is applicable to charge allowances under article 115.

Forr St. GEORGE, (Signed) ~ HESKETH BIGGS,
20th February 1899. Accountant-General.

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department.

Orper—No. 900, Revenue, dated 3rd March 1899.

The Accountant-General's Endorses
ment will be communicated to the Board
of Revenue.

9. The Accountant-General does not treat the allowance as acting allowance.

(True Extract.)

(Signed) G. 8. FORBES,
Secretary to Government.

Miscellaneous.

To the Board of Reverue (Separate Revenue).

Exd. P. Sestharam. f

20 Copies,
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120 applies only to the charge allowance granted under article 176 and not to the
charge allowance granted under article 115 (vide article 123 A). If Government
agrees with the Board it requests that the Accountant-General may be instructed to
permit the allowance being drawn as before for the first thirty days of a privilege

leave arrangement also.
(True Extract.)

(Signed)  C. G. TODHUNTER,
Acting Secretary.

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department,
through the Accountant-General.

No. 670.

Forwarded to Government. In this office reply to the un-official reference from
Government C. No. 8103, it was reported that article 120, Civil Service Regulations,

is applicable to charge allowances under article 115.

Forr St. GEORGE, (Signed) HESKETH BIGGS,
20th February 1899. Accountant-General.

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department.

Orper—No. 900, Revenue, dated 3rd March 1899,

Missellanesus The Accountant-General's Endorse-
; ment will be communicated to the Board
of Revenue.

9. The Accountant-General does not treat the allowance as acting allowance.

(True Extract.)

(Signed) G. 8. FORBES,
Secretary to Government.

To the Board of Revenue (Separate Revenue).

Exd. P. Sestharam.

20 Copies,
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ge allowance granted under article 176 and not to the
Jer article 115 (ridz article 123 A). If Government
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for the first thirty days of a privilege
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120 applies only to the char.

charge allowance granted un
agrees with the Board it requests that the A

permit the allowance being drawn as before
Jeave arrangement also.
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(True Extract.)
(Signed) G G. TODHUNTER,
Acting Secretary.

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department,
through the Accountant-General:

pe———-

No. 670.

Forwarded to Government. In this office reply to the un-official reference from
- Government C. No. 8103, it was reported that article 120, Civil Service Regulations,
;s js applicable to charge allowances under article 115.
Forr St. GEORGE, (Signed) HESKETH BIGGS,
Accountant-General.

’ 90¢h February 1899.
agtment.

L

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Dep

i

Orper—No. 900, Revenue, dated 3rd March 1899.
The Aecountant—General’s Endorse-

T 2
‘ . ‘ Miscellaneous. ment will be communicated to the Board
of Revenue.

| 9. The Accountant-General does not treat the allowance as acting allowance.

_. ‘ (True Extract.)

(Signed) G. 8. FORBES,
Secretary to Government.

To the Board of Revenue (Separate Revenue).

%ixd, . Seetharam:

20 Copies
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120 applies only to the charge allowance granted under article 176 and not to the
charge allowance granted under article 115 (vide article 123 A). If Government
agrees with the Board it requests that the Accountant-General may be instructed to
permit the allowance being drawn as before for the first thirty days of a privilege

leave arrangement also.
(True Extract.)

(Signed)  C. G. TODHUNTER,
. Acting Secretary.

To the Secretary to Government, Revenune Department,
through the Accountant-General.

No. 670.

Forwarded to Government. In this office reply to the un-official reference from

Government C. No. 8103, it was reported that article 120, Civil Service Regulations,

is applicable to charge allowances under article 115.

Forr St. GEORGE, (Signed) ~ HESKETH BIGGS,
20th February 1899. Accountant-General.

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department.

Orper—No. 900, Revenue, dated 3rd March 1899.

okt The Accountant-General's Endorses
o A ment will be communicated to the Board
of Revenue.

9. The Accountant-General does not treat the allowance as acting allowance.

(True Extract.)

(Signed) G. S. FORBES,
Secretary to Government.

To the Board of Reverue (Separate Revenue).

Fxd. P. Seetharam.

20 Copies:
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120 applies only to the charge allowance granted under article 176 and not to the
charge allowance granted under article 115 (zide article 123 A). If Government
agrees with the Board it requests that the Accountant-General may be instructed to
permit the allowance being drawn as before for the first thirty days of a privilege
leave arrangement also.

(True Extract.)

(Signed)  C. G. TODHUNTER,
Acting Secretary.

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department,
through the Accountant-General.

No. 670.

Forwarded to Government. In this office reply to the un-official reference from
Government C. No. 8103, it was reported that article 120, Civil Service Regulations,

is applicable to charge allowances under article 115.

Forr St. GEORGE, ' (Signed) HESKETH BIGGS,
20th February 1899. Accountant-General.

To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department.

Orper—No. 900, Revenue, dated 3rd March 1899.

- The Accountant-General's Endorse-
l Miscellaneous. ment will be communicated to the Board
of Revenue.
9. The Accountant-General does not treat the allowance as acting allowance.
(True Extract.)

(Signed)  G. S. FORBES,
Secretary to Government.

g

To the Board of Revenue (Separate Revenue).

Exd. P, Seetharam.

20 Copies.
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120 applies only to the charge allowance granted under article 176 and not to the
charge allowance granted under article 115 (zide article 123 A). If Government
agrees with the Board it requests tbat the Accountant-General may be instructed to
" permit the allowance being drawn as before for the first thirty days of a privilege

leave arrangement also.

(True Extract.)
(Signed)  C. G. TODHUNTER,
Acting Secretary.
To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department,
through the Accountant-General. ’

—

No. 670.
Torwarded to Government. Tn this office reply to the un-official reference from
Government C. No. 8103, it was reported that article 120, Civil Service Regulations,
\is applicable to charge allowances under article 115.

Forr ST. GEORGE, (Signed) HESKETH BIGGS,
< 20th February 1899. A_ccountant-General.

TORSecretary to Government, Revenue Department.

A
X
\

3
X

OR,,ER_‘,:S. 900, Revenue, dated 3rd March 1899.

R Misslaiods The Accountant-General's Endorse-
‘ oy ment will be communicated to the Board
< of Revenue.
2. The Accountant-General does not treat the allowance as acting allowance.
(True Extract.)

(Signed)  G. S. FORBES,
Secretary to Government.

To the Board of Revenue (Separate Revenue).

¥xd. P. Seetharam.

e

20 Copies:
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120 applies only to the charge allowance granted under article 176 and not to the

charge allowance granted under article 115 (vide article 123 A). If Government

agrees with the Board it requests that the Accountant-General may be instructed to
Srmit the allowance being drawn as before for the first thirty days of a privilege

leave arrangement also.

(True Extract.)
(Signed)  C. G. TODHUNTER,

Acting Secretary.
To the Secretary to Government, Revenue Department,
through the Accountant-General.
. 4 "
by No. 670. j
/ o Forwarded to Governmént. Tn this office reply to the un-official reference from
y A \ Government C. No. 8103, it was reported that article 120, Civil Service Regulations,
/ /4 js applicable to charge allowances under article 118.
/. ' Forr St. GEORGE, (Signed) HESKETH BIGGS,
‘ k. 90t} February 1899. Accountant-General.

j Tothe Secretary to Government, Revenue Department.

N

Oxpen—No. 900, Revenue, dated 3rd March 1899.

J ‘f S\iikishgots The Accountant-General's Tndorses
g ; ment will be communicated to the Board
of Revenue.
9. The Accountant-General does not treat the allowance as acting allowance.
i (True Extract.)

(Signed)  G. 8. FORBES,
Secretary to Government.

To the Board of Revenue (Separate Revenue).

¥oxd. P. Sestharam.

20 Copies.




Revexug DEPARTMENT,

NOTES CONNECTED WITH G.0., No. 900, MIs., REVENUE, DATED
3D MARCH 1899,

[ SuBsECT.— Charge allowance granted to Assistant Inspectors placed in charge of circles. ]

—————

Board's Proceedings (S;[mmte Revenue), No. 555, dated 7T} February 1899, and
Accountant- Generals Endorsement thereon No. 670, dated 2044 February 1899.

To Secretary—

The question was fully diseussed in the notes under G.0., No. 143, date*10t,
January 1899. The only point now raised by the Board is whether the « charge
allowance  is treated as ¢ acting allowance,”” The Accountant-General previously
replied that it was not. It is being treated as “ charge allowance ” and is liable,
under article 120 of the Civil Service Regulations, to be withheld for the first thirty
days of a privilege leave vacancy.

2. Please see draft below.

V.K.R.
1-3-99.
Issue,
G. 8. Forpes.
3-3-99.
[Lssued as @,0., No, 900, Mis., Revenue, dated 3rd Maye), 1899.]
YT o

Deii-official from the Hon'ble My. J. TH OMSON, o the Hon’ble Mr. G 8. FORBES
dated 12th December 1899.

“May I ask you to look into the file of papers ending with G.0., No. 900, Mis.,
“ Revenue, dated 3rd March 1899, as I do not think the effect of the~orders passed
“has been fully understood, »

“2. Prior to May 1898, every Assistant Inspector in charge of a circle, in what-
‘“ ever arrangement he was acting, drew Rs. 2§ 4 month charge allowance instead of an
“ acting allowance of Rs. 65 to which, under the Civil Servie Regulations, he would
“be entitled. In the case of a fow of these Assistant Inspectors in charge of circles, T
“raised the question in May 1898 whether they were not entitled to qray exchange
‘“ compensation allowance on the charge allowance of Rs, 25, The answer to that was
“G.0., No. 454, Revenue, dated 17th August 1898.  This allows my request that the
“ officers should be entitled to draw exchange compensation on the charge allowance ;
“but the Accountant-General has used the oceasion in such a way as to make the con-
““ cession a loss and not gain to the wholo body of officers concerned by disallowing the
“ charge allowance for the first thirty days of a privilege leave vacancy.

‘3. The net effect of the order and his interpretation of it may be illustrated fropm,
“the list as it stands at present, There are four Inspectors on privilege leave, There
“are three Assistant Inspectors in charge of circles who are entitled to exchange
“ compensation allowanee. The four men acting for the Inspectors, lose between them
“ Rs. 100 under the Accountant-General’s ruling. The Assistant Inspectors, who are
“ entitled to exchange compensation allowance, gain Rs. 1-9-0 a month each for three
“mounths, or Rs. 14-1-0 in all between them under the order itself,
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: ideration of the matter (Board’s Proceedings, Mis. No.

4. Tn ssking ,?;Vg;;‘;‘;“ifé’s), I did not go fnll}(’ into the technical part of the

: s datb use i was proposing to clear the whole difficulty by giving the.Asmstant
:“ qneStIOtn, ica inted to charge of circles an acting allowance, to which I still believe
« gzsge:rg?uugpgntiﬂed, instead of a charge allowance. Government was unable to

RevENUE DEparTMENT,
« gecept this and matters were left where they stood.

NOTES CONNECTED WITH G.0., No. 900, MIS., RE

VENUE, DATED
3&p MARCH 1899,

¢ ; hnical question, therefore, in Board’s Proceedgngs, Mis. No. 555,
e date‘d5 '73111';‘1:?)?‘::1;%0899, an((li the order on this—G.0O., No. QtOtO, h%xst.l,l }{:‘13::::;1 g:tea(:
« 3rd Mareh 1899—s that the Accountar_lt-Geneml does no -re?é‘. o bt i
i This is based on a ruling of the Accountant-General’s, | :
““ i aHg:V:;l:e siven, but which I should like to have an opportunity ofl dlscuismg,
. :100 t%?:gect tha%lartiéle 120 of the Civil Service Regulations is applicable to charge

“ allowances under article 115.

[SUBJECT.—Ubarge allowance granted to Assis tant Inspectors Pplaced in charge of eireles.

]
Board’s Proceedings ( Separate

Revenne), No. 555, dated 7t}
Accountant-General’s Fndorsement thereon No. 670, dated 2

ing 1 ffect of the orders is, as I have
that ruling is correct or not the nete : :
« '“tﬁ;l X%fll)l::e that thég whole body of Assistant Inspectors, whin in qht:'rgg ncl):
“ p9llll z under priv7ilege leave arrangements, now suffers, as the result o stgglm('im,t,o oo
i ‘(jg(:ﬂ(l3 amounts of exchange compensation allowance to th?l vteli"y izwmfino}ﬁ :ial A
. 3 _ ‘ o

¢ perquisite. What I would ask you, therefore, 1s to sen ¢ txs N P
e Ij&e countant-General with a request that he will advise in what m o g
i In(;pectors may best be put back into at least as good a position as they
¢ before the discussion began.”

February 1899, and

0th February 1899.
To Secretary— ‘

The question was full
January 1899. The only

~ allowance ” is treated as ¢
replied that it was not.
under article 120 of th

y discussed in the notes under G.0., No. 143, dated 10th

point now raised by the Board ig whether the « charge
acting allowance.”” The Aeccountant-General previously
It is being treated as ¢

It i charge allowance ” and is liable,
e Civil Service Regulations, to be withheld for

i > 1 the first thirty
. e 4 days of a privilege leave vacancy. e
To Secretary - 2. Please see draft belov.
0 Decrelary— 3
. 9§ r >
. i of circles draw an allowance of Rs. 25 per V.KR.
Assistant Inslll)ectol‘zg)l;zzdt;:a::;%g; the Accountant-General as local allowauce‘i 1-3-99.
G o i S but on the representation of the Boar

dated 17th August o¢ Reyenue, it was decided that it was

G.?éblgo‘ v tton 2 “ charge allowance conm'i‘gh Wltgmtth(;
: i i ivi ice Regulations. e effect o
iti in article 47 (¢) of the Civil Service :
e e i:::sr{i) to enable Assistant Inspectors to draw (_exehamg?l lﬁggapixﬁ:a f;:sr;
;111118 ﬁilzl; this, but (ii) to deprive them of the charge allowance g
w )

thi(:‘ty days of a privilege leave vacaney.

Issue,

G. 8. Forsss.
3-3-99.
[Zssued as @, 0., No. 900, Mis., Revenue, dated 3rd March 1899.]

2. Correspondence ensued Wiltbffthot
] 1 the second effec
)9, and object of getting over o
e MB,; %t?h}[(ﬁl:th;;;.ry i oE] the rulinug, but the Governinent
g declined to make any change.

—

Demi-official from the Hon'ble My, J. THOMSON, to the Hon'ble Mr. G. S. PORBES
dated 12th December 1899,

“May I ask you to look into the file of papers ending with G.0., No. 900, Mi
«povenue, dated 3rd March 1899, as I do not think the egns o o2, O 900, Mis,
“has been’fn]ly understood. ’ 1 NP8 R

‘2. Prior to May 1898, every Assistant Ing
‘ ever arrangement he was acting, drew Rs. 25 a month ch
¢ acting allowance of Rs. 65 to which i
“be entitled. In thg case of a fow

he Accountant-General —
. Thomson suggests a reference to t : T :
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Regula?i?)lsfzfggssiceoas to %ww the difficulty may be got ever in drawing the charg
allowance during ‘he first thirty days of a privilege leave vacanoy.

i i 1 Secretary observed that Assistant
4. In the course of the previous dlseussu}r:lzp';légor:gem y. et o,
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nspectors in charge of circles, I
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¥ ge allowance of Rs. 25, The answer to that was
. “ando gt hss emarc sl holds 008, Theve ~ :‘ : ““ Gfﬁo ’rsN 510%1?3 ,bgzvi?tﬁl (izt?id i e Tl?is allows my request that the
s actoon page 2 of the nta nder a thi k still holds good. There ' i eeh A t tnG' A 1 raw exchange compensation on the charge allowance ;
0., N 115, i 100 Jam BOteSS [:’n g Bt d for pursuing the 3 but the Accountant-Gereral has used the oceasion in such way as to make the con-
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e g g . “charge allowance for the first thirty days of a privilege leave vacan
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3 ' ade, the question for consideration wi
5. If a change should be made, t

cy.
‘5. The net effect of the order and his interpretation of it may be ilustrated from
““ the list as it stands at present.  There are four Inspectors on privilege leave, There
“are three Assistant Inspectors in charge of circles who are entitled to exchange
“ compensation allowance. The four ,

nen acting for the Inspectors, lose between them
“ Rs. 100 under the Accountant-General’s raling. The Assistant Ins

\ ectors, who are
*“ entitled to exchange compensation allo i ;

: Wance, gain Rs, 1-Y—0 a month each for th ;
#" “ months, or Rs: 14-1-0 in all between them 1’1nder the order itself, 2

: s ‘0. 454
e the issue of (1.0., No. 454,
: wal allowance as before the 1s G :
-ance may be treated as a local allo _ BRI
B ey 101 3 vod will not of paying an acling
b ; d will not come of paying
dated 17th August 1898. Much good w b Ao 2
7 llowanee, as far as the first thirty days of ¢ p‘ s 8 e g s atea
b d ‘On 'the other hand, it would sensibly inerease the
concerned. : :
yequiring His Excelleney’s sanction.
V.K.R.
15-12-99,
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i ideration of the matter (Board’s Proceedings, Mis. No.
e 5 QSku]lg g’svt,;%gnigfg, l1 did not go fully into the technical part of the
o e 7tsle i was proposing to clear the whole difficulty by gl’x'l‘nigl tlhi'ﬁst?sl?mt
e, ted to charge of circles an acting allowance, to which [ still believe
e Inspectgrglﬁppg::i;e d, instead of a charge allowance. Government was unable to
113
ut.::_.?;p:rthis a);d matters were left where they stood.

t5. T raised the technical question, therefore, iIaB(;’a"g;s Ig‘(())gei(%g?g?{g;ixiohggé

B e e he order on this—G.0., No. 900, Mis., )
gt }ebgggry 1§8?}?;ta?lﬁat Ec?aountant-Geneml does not treat the lz’tllofw;%ue.; .aﬁ
* 3rd ateh 1 _—Thig is based on a ruling of the Accountant-Gen.er’a E’d’mu;i :10
“ aeting allowance. n. but whieh I should like to have an oppprt.umt} ?D l 1tso. h‘u‘gé
‘: not%rou?fg:taxa%l:xiiéle 120 of the Civil Service Regulations is applicable to charg
“to the e b s o
«allowances under article 115.

i I have
ing i he net effect of the orders is, as
that raling is correct or not the , e
“ '“tG;l zltl?ll)l::e that thog whole body of Assistant Inspectors, ;‘c l;(;nse::l rc;ur\’ e
- ppml " der riv’ilcge leave arrangements, now suffers, as the r('esfu‘ s iy kg
: mrzl‘l?sa:::mntf of exchange eompensation allowa_ncct to tha vteli'i)s ani i i
sm § : |

T s i Woiﬂd e yO;l ’th;}’:c}ll‘zf(;ﬁ,l fdv(i)ses?:; what manner the Assistant
- ith a reques m; e =

:i i&ccoucléct’igtn?a?%?s}twlk put bgek into at least as good a position as they were

ns :
% befgfe the discussion began.”

To Secretary—

i ’ i llowance of Rs. 25 per

i d in charce of eireles draw an a ;

Assistant Tnspectors P{:ﬁ: t:eated l?y the Accountant-General as local alh}ow}f;x;;ii

P but on the representatm'x(l] egf tltl ;a e

5 th August ¢ Revenue, it was deci d that it w
G‘.Oé,9 lgTo. 454, Revenue, dated 17 ug (; “lcgz;rge a’]]owanee 8 eoml?rghwu.f};mtt}:f;
e ivi 1 1018. e effec

ition of salary in article 47 (e) of the Civil Servm‘(ia Bv?rgl(:}:::tﬁzl:lsg Frvmitwona .

g s (i) to enable Assistant Inspectors to dra st g (e et
ml“5 deGlSl(:)!lll vtvll:is but (i) to deprive them of the charge allow

allowance -

thirty days of a privilege leave vacancy.

2. Correspondence ensued wilth fftho
2 1 the second effect
d objeet of getting over o .
R hd o8 mtthff?‘;; e of] the ruling, but the Government
e : declined to make any change.

3. Mr. Thomson suggests a reference to the Accountant-Greneral —

(i) as to the correctness of the ruling tha{; a{tligle 12((1) of the Civil Service
i) as g e

i 1 e under article ; and : E:
Regulatl.QDszf};l‘;‘esczoazh;r %1%:71 l:l?;agic{ﬁculty_rqay be got ever 11(1: flra.wmg the charge
allowan(clela)during the first thirty days of a privilege leave vacancy.

TV Assistant
i i ions, the Secretary observed that
4. In the course of the previous dlscussuil;;zs,pectors i Comgciier Yiots othe’x"
in of paragraph 2 of ¢« officers in a privilege leave vacanﬁy,
Remarks Otn sﬁep::;fgé of the notes under | anq this remark still holds gOO(}.. "17‘ :11;(3
Om(;e 1‘%?’8143 dated 10th January 189, is therefore no ground for pursuing the
g " G.ST subject further.
5 ! dderati ill be whether
sstion for consideration will h
: should be made, the ques i e L R
Ry Cllduseb;htreat(‘d as a l(:onl allowance as before H}C 1ssue 05;',,r (i)“:tv;l»d . :;
the allowance ma}t 1898. Much good will not come of paying an il(,‘ v(:, ‘.u‘("l_uw o
iy Hlth A.lll(‘,:(:lsqs ‘fjar'zls the first thirty days of a privilege leave 3
charge allowanee, as L

a t \ < q' | crease ' })('! (‘)f i“ lt(.'
¢ I 1 O tl thLl‘ hﬂ"(l ] \'0“1(1 sens |]llv Hereast h(‘ num m 1 S
5 * e o 3 )
oncerned. n b i 2
“L(Iuili" ‘... l]l" l";x"'clle"p‘ 8 sand 1]”“.

i .I\.l\-

15-12-99,

Revexvg Departyest,

NOTES CONNECTED WITH 6.0., No. 900, MIS., REVENUE, DATED

38D MARCH 1899,

[SusrEcr.— Charge allowance granted to Assistant Inspectors placed in charge of circles.

Board's Proceedings (S;()amte Revenue),
wn

No. 555, dated 7th Februar
Accountant- General's

7 1899, and
dorsement thereon N, 670, dated 20¢4 February 1899.
7o Secretary—

The question was full

y discussed in the notes und
January 1899. The only

point now raised by the Board is whether the «
allowance 7 is treated as ¢ acting allowance.”” The Accountant-Gen

replied that it was not. It is being treated as « charge allowance ” and is liable,

under article 120 of the Civil Service Regulations, to be withheld for the first thirty
days of a privilege leave vacancy.

2.* Please see draft below.

V.K.R.
\ Issue.

1-3-99.
G. 8. Forses.
[Lssued as @.0., No, 900, Mis., Revenue,

3-3-99.
dated 3rd March 1899.]

—

Demi-official from the Hom'¥le Mr. J. TH OMSON, o the Hon’ble My, ;. S. FORBES
dated 12th December 1899.
“May I ask you to look into the file of papers ending with G.0., No. 900, Mis.,
“ Revenue, dated 3rd March 1899, as I do not think the effect of the orders passed
“has been fully understood.

2. Prior to May 1898, every Assistant Inspector in charge of a eircle, in what-
‘“ ever arrangement he was acting, drew Rs. 25 a month charge allowance instead of an
“acting 1;sill((i)wa.nce of Rs. 66 to whieh, under the Civil Service Regulations, he would
“Dbe entitled.

ssistant Inspectors in charge of

. eircles, [
¢ raised the question in May 1898 whether they were not entitled to draw exehan’ge
‘“ compensation allowance on the charge allowance of Rs. 25
“G.0., No. 454, Revenue, dat

The answer to that was
W8 my request that the
aw exchange compensation on the charge allowance ;
“but the Accountant-General has used the oceasion in such a way as to make the con-
““ cession a loss and not gain to the whole body of officers concerned by disallowing the
“ charge allowance for the first thirty days of 'a privilege leave vacancy.
“3. The net effect of the order

and his interpretation of it may be illustrated from
“ the list as it stands at present. There are four

Inspectors on privilege leave, There
‘““are three Assistant Inspectors in ch

arge of circles who are entitled to exchange
“ compensation allowance. The four men acting for the Inspectors, lose between them
““ Rs. 100 under the Accountant-General’s ruling. The Assist

{ § ant Inspectors, who are
“entitled to exchange compensation allowance, gain Rs, 1-9—

0 a month each for three
“months, or Rs. 14-1-0 in all between them under the order itself,

]

er G.0., No. 143, dated 10th

charge
eral previously
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« 4. In asking for a reconsideration of the matter (Board’s Procee@ings, Mis. No.
« 4415, dated Tth November 1598), 1 did not go fully into the technical part of the
« question, because I was proposing to clear the whole difficulty by g1ving the Assistant
« Tnspectors appointed to charge of circles an acting allowance, to which I still believe
« they are fully entitled, instead of a charge allowance. Government was unable to
“ acc‘ept this and matters were left where they stood.

«5. T raised the technical question, therefore, in Board’s Proceedings, Mis. No. 555,
t¢ dated 7th February 1899, and the order on this—G.O., No. 900, Mis., Revenue, dated
« 3rd March 1899—is that the Accountant-General does not treat the allowance as
“ aeting allowance. This is based on a ruling of the Accountant-General’s, for which
¢ no grounds are given, but which I Sl{ul'lld hk(? to have an Oppprtumt‘y of discussing,
“ to the effect that article 120 of the Civil Service Regulations is applicable to charge
« gllowances under article 115.

« . Whether that ruling is correct or not the net effect of the orders is, as I have
“pointed out above, that the whole body of Assistant Inspectors, when in charge of
« ¢ircles under privilege leave arrangements, now suffers, as the result of securing some
¢ gmall amounts of exchange compensation allowance to the very few entitled to that
¢ perquisite. What I would ask you, therefore, is to send this demi-official to the
« A ecountant-General with a request that he will advise in what manner the Asmstapt
“ Inspectors may best be put back into at least as good a position as they were in
¢ pefore the discussion began.” ;

To Secretary—

Assistant Inspectors placed in charge of ecircles draw an allowan(ie olf %s 25 per
, is allowance was treated by the Accountant-General as local allowance ;
i R & but on the representation of the Boar(i
G.0., No. 454, Revenue, dated 17th August ¢ Revenue, it was decidet.l that_: RS
1898. a “ charge allowance '’ eoming within the
iti 1 1 ivi i ions. The effect of
definition of salary in article 47 (¢) of the Civil Service Regulations :
‘al?ié decision was {i) to enable Assistant Inspectors to draw exchange compensation
allowance on this, but (ii) to deprive them of the charge allowance during the first
thirty days of a privilege leave vacancy.

2. Correspondence ensued with the
G.0s.. No. 143, dated 10th January 1899, and object of getting over the second effect
‘No. 900, dated 8rd March 1899. of the ruling, but the Government

’ declined to make any change.

3. Mr. Thomson suggests a reference to the Accountant-General —

(i) as to the correctness of the ruling that article 120 of the Civil Service
Regulations applies to charge allowance under article 115 ; and .

(ii) for advice as to how the difficulty may be got ever in drawing the charge
allowance during the first thirty days of a privilege leave vacancy.

4. In the course of the previous discussions, the Secretary observed that Assistant

: Inspectors were * no worse off than other
Remarks on the margin of paragraph 2 of ¢« officers in a privilege leave vacancy,”
" office note on page 2 of the notes under | 5,4 this remark still holds good. There
G.0., No. 143, dated 10th January 1899. is therefore no ground for pursuing the

G.S.F. subject further.

5. If a change should be made, the question for consideration will be whether
the allowance may be treated as a local allpwance as before the issue of .G‘Q,, No. 454,
dated 17th August 1898. Much good will not come of paying an acting instead of a
¢charge allowance, a8 far as the ﬁrst thirty d@ys gi a privilege leave vacancy are
cc;nccl‘ned. On the other hand,'lt would sensibly inerease the number of minutes
requiring His Excelleney’s sanction.

V.K.R.
15m12—99.
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Revexvg DEPARTMENT.

NOTES CONNECTED WITH G.O., No. 900, MIS., REVENUE, DATED
3rp MARCH 1899.

[Sussecr.—Charge allowance granted lo Assistant Inspectors placed in charge of cireles. ]

Board's Proceedings (S;famte Revenue), No. 555, dated Tth February 1899, and
Accountant-General's Endorsement thereon No. 670, dated 20th February 1899.

To Secretary—

The question was fully discussed in the notes under G.0., No. 143, dated 10th
January 1899. The only point now raised by the Board is whether the ‘ charge
allowance ” is treated as “ acting allowance.” The Accountant-General previously
replied that it was not. It is being treated as *‘ charge allowance ” and is liable,
under article 120 of the Civil Service Regulations, to be withheld for the first thirty
days of a privilege leave vacancy. ;

2. Please see draft below.

V.K.R.
1-3-99.

1ssue.

G. S. Forpss.
3-3-99.

[ Lssued as G.0., No. 900, Mis., Revenue, dated Srd March 1899.]

Deni-official from the Hon'ble Mr. J. THOMSON, to the How'’ble Mr. G. S. FORBES
dated 12th December 1899,

““May I ask yon to look into the file of papers ending with G.0., No. 900, Mis..
“ Revenue, dated 3rd March 1899, as I do not think the effect of the orders passed
“ has been fully understood.

2. Prior to May 1898, every Assistant Inspector in charge of a eircle, in what-
“ ever arrangement he was acting, drew Rs. 25 a month charge allowance instead of an
“ acting allowance of Rs. 65 to which, under the Civil Service Regulations, he would
“be entitled. In the case of a fow of these Assistant Inspectors in charge of circles, I
“ raised the question in May 1808 whether they were not entitled to draw exchange
¢ compensation allowance on the charge allowance of Rs. 25. The answer to that was
“G.0., No. 454, Revenue, dated 17th August 1898. This allows my request that the
« officers should be entitled to draw exchange compensation on the charge allowance ;
“but the Accountant-General has used the oceasion in such a way as to make the con-
“ pession a loss and not gain to the whole body of officers concerned by disallowing the
« gharge allowance for the first thirty days of a privilege leave vacancy.

“3. The net effect of the order and his interpretation of it may be illustrated from
¢ the list as it stands at present. There are four Inspectors on privilege leave, There
“are three Assistant Inspectors in charge of circles who are entitled to exchange
“ gompensation allowance. The four men acting for the Inspectors, lose between them
¢ Rs. 100 under the Accountant-General’s ruling. The Assistant Inspectors, who are
“ entitled to exchange compensation allowance, gain Rs. 1-9-0 a month each for three
“ months, or Rs. 14-1-0 in all between them under the order itself.
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“ 4. In asking for a reconsideration of the matter (Board’s Proceedi Ii
A . ° mgs, Mis. No.
4415, dated 7th November 1398), T did not go fuuy( into the technical part of the
“ question, because I was proposing to clear the whole difficulty by eiving the Assistant
** Inspectors appointed to charge of circles an acting allowance, to which T still believe

“ they are fully entitled, instead of a charge allowance. Gov
“ accept this and matters were left where they stood. St

*5. Traised the technical question, therefore. in 7 i i 5
‘“dated 7th February 1899, and the or(ier on this,—G%).%:rgT s.%lggei(fl;:g%eMvgliohzzii
* 3rd March 1899—is that the Accountant-General does ot treat the allowance as
“ acting allowance. This is based on a ruling of the Accountant-General’s, for which
““no grounds are given, but which I should Tike to have an opportunity of ,diseussing,

‘“ to the effeet that article 120 of the Civil Service R i : : e
*allowances under article 115. egulations is applicable to charge

“ 6. Whether that ruling is correct or no

“pointed out above, that the whole body of Assistant i

“ eircles under privilege leave arrangeme}rilts, now suﬁersfl;zpffgof:;uK%ﬁﬁgﬂ%ﬁ -
¢ small amounts of exchange compensation allowance to the very few entitled t t}imt}
“ perquisite. What I would ask you, therefore, is to send thig demi-official (t) t}?
“ Accountant-General with a request that he will advise in what manner the Assi(;tani

* Inspectors may best be put back into at least as ood “4s .
“ before the discussion began.” 8000 a position as they were in

t the net effect of the orders is, as I have

To Secretary—

Assistant Inspectors placed in charge of circles draw an allowance of Rs. 25 per
mensem. This allowance was treated by the Accountant-Genera] as local allowance :
2

but on the representati f th
G.0., No. 454, R dated 17th A “presentation of the Board
1898.0 evenue, date 1 Augush of Reveuue, it was desdon SNkt ety

ot ; : a ‘ charge allowance '’ coming within th
definition of salary in article 47 (¢) of the Civil Service Regulations. Tghe effect 0(f>

. ¢his decision was (i) to enable Assistant Inspectors to draw exchange compensation

allowance on this, but (ii) to deprive them of the charge allowance during the first
thirty days of a privilege leave vacaney.

. 2. Correspondence ensued with the
G.0s., No. 143, dated 10th January 1899, and object of getting over the second effect

No. 900, dated 8rd March 1899. of the ruling, but the Government
declined o make any change.

3. Mr. Thomson suggests a reference to the Accountant-General—

(1) as to the correctness of the ruling that article 120 of the Civil Service
Regulations applies to charge allowance under article 115 ; and
(ii) for advice as to how the difficulty may be got ever in drawi

! . ¥ ng the ch
allowance during the first thirty days of a privilege leave vacancy. : e

4. In the course of the previous discussions, the Seerefary observed that Assistant

: Inspectors were ““no worse off tha X
Remarks on the AR Cf>f tﬁaragmph 2 of “officers in a privilege leave va(;;,r?(fhe'l’
offica note.on . page. & o &, nows. Gnder 1oy d ¢hes remark still holds good Thy’

G.0., No. 143, dated 10th January 1899, B TR L

is therefore no ground for ursuin
5 S o th
&.S.F. subject further., . ki

5. If a change should be made, the question for consideration will be wheth
the allowance may be treated as a local allowance ag before the issue of .0 No 45?
dated 17th August 1898. Much good will not come of paying an actz'n[/‘. instead of a
charge allowance, as far as the first thirty days of a privilege leave vaeancy are
concerned. On the othor, hand, it would sensibly inerease the number of miuuteg
requiring Tis Excelleney’s sanetion, i

V.K.R.
15-12-99.

RevENUE DEPARTMENT.

NOTES CONNECTED WITH G.O., No. 900, MIS., REVENUE, DATED
3rp MARCH 1899.

[Sussecr.—Charge allowance granted to Assistant Inspectors placed in charge of eirel:s. |

Board’s Proceedings (Separate Revenue), No. 555, dated Tth February 1899, and
Aecountant-General's Endorsement thereon No. 670, dated 20th February 1899.

To Secretary—

The question was fully discussed in the notes under G.0., No. 143, dated 10th
January 1899. The only point now raised by the Board is whether the ¢ charge
allowance 7’ is treated as ‘““acting allowance.” The Accountant-General previously
replied that it was not. It is being treated as ‘ charge allowance” and is liable,
under article 120 of the Civil Service Regulations, to be withheld for the first thirty
days of a privilege leave vacancy.

2. Please see draft below.

V.X.R.
1-3-99.

Issue.

G. S. Forses.
3-3-99.

[Lssued as G.0., No. 900, Mis., Revenue, dated 3rd March 1899.]

—_——

Dema-official from the Hon'ble Mr. J. THOMSON, to the Hon’ble Mr. G. S. FORBES
dated 12th December 1899.

“May I ask you to look into the file of papers ending with G.0., No. 900, Mis.,
“ Revenue, dated 3rd March 1899, as I do not think the effect of the orders passed
“ has been fully understood.

2. Prior to May 1898, every Assistant Inspector in charge of a circle, in what-
¢ ever arrangement he was acting, drew Rs. 25 a month charge allowance instead of an
“ acting allowance of Rs. 65 to which, under the Civil Service Regulations, he would
“be entitled. In the case of a few of these Assistant Inspectors in charge of ecircles, [
“raised the question in May 1898 whether they were not entitled to draw exchange
¢« compensation allowance on the charge allowance of Rs. 25. The answer to that was
“@G.0., No. 454, Revenue, dated 17th August 1898. This allows my request that the
“ officers should be entitled to draw exchange compensation on the charge allowance ;
“but the Accountant-General has used the occasion in such a way as to make the con-
¢ cession a loss and not gain to the whole body of officers concerned by disallowing the
“ gharge allowance for the first thirty days of a privilege leave vacancy.

“3. The net effect of the order and his interpretation of it may be illustrated from
“the list as it stands at present. 'There are four Inspectors on privilege leave, There
“are three Assistant Inspectors in charge of circles who are entitled to exchange

“ gompensation allowance. The four men acting for the Inspectors, lose between them

¢ Rs. 100 under the Aceountant-General’s ruling. The Assistant Inspectors, who are

“ entitled to exchange compensation allowance, gain Rs, 1-9-0 a month each for three

“ months, or Rs. 14-1-0 in all between them under the order itself,
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“ 4. TIn asking for a reconsideration of the matter (Board’s Proceedings, Mis. No
« 4415, dated Tth November 1898), I did not go fully into the technical I;art of the
« question, because I was proposing to clear the whole difficulty by giving the Assistant
¢ Inspeetors appointed to charge of circles an acting allowance, to which T still believe
« they are fully entitled, instead of a charge allowance. Government was unable to
« accept this and matters were left where they stood.

~ “5. T raised the technical question, therefore, in Board’s Proceedings, Mis. No. 555
“ dated 7th February 1899, and the order on this—G.0., No. 900, Mis., Revenue, date(i
« 3rd March 1899—is that the Accountant-General does not treat the allowance as
“acting allowance. This is based on a ruling of the Accountant-General’s, for which
“no grounds are given, but which I should like to have an opportunity of discussing
“to the effect that article 120 of the Civil Service Regulations is applicable to charg:s
“allowances under article 115.

“ 6. Whether that ruling is correct or not the net effect of the orders 18, as I have
“pointed out above, that the whole body of Assistant Inspectors, when in charge of
¢ cireles under privilege leave arrangements, now suffers, as the result of securing some
“small amounts of exchange compensation allowance to the very few entitled to that
“ perquisite. What I would ask you, therefore, is to send this demi-official to the
“ Accountant-General with a request that he will advise in what manner the Assistant
“ Inspectors may best be put back into at least as good a position as they were in
“before the discussion began.”

To Sceretary—

Assistant Inspectors placed in charge of ecircles draw an allowance of Rs. 25 per
mensem. This allowance was treated by the Aceountant-General as local allowance -
but on the representation of th ‘
G.0., No. 454, Revenue, dated 17th August ,¢ Revenue, itI:) was decided I:ha;3 330;::
1898. . a ‘ charge allowance "’ coming within the
definition of salary in article 47 (¢) of the Civil Service Regulations. The effoct of
4his decision was (i) to enable Assis!;ant Inspectors to draw exchange compensation
allowance on this, but (ii) to deprive them of the charge allowance during the first
thirty days of a privilege leave vacaney.

_ 2. Correspondence ensued with the
G.0s., No. 143, dated 10th January 1899, and  object of getting over the second effect
No. 900, dated 3rd March 1899. of the ruling, but the Government

declined to make any change.

3. Mr. Thomson suggests a reference to the Accountant-General —

(i) as to the correctness of the ruling that article 120 of the Civil Service
Regulations applies to charge allowance under article 115 ; and

(ii) for advice as to how the difficulty may be got ever in drawing the charge
allowance during the first thirty days of a privilege leave vacancy.

4. In the course of the previous discussions, the Secretary observed that Assistant
Inspectors were “ no worse off than other
“officers in a privilege leave vacaney,”
and this remark still holds good. Thoro

s therefore no ground for pursuine th
G.S.F. S\lbject further. P g the

Remarks on the margin of paragraph 2 of
" office note on page 2 of the notes under
G.0., No. 143, dated 10th January 1899.

5. If a change should be made, the question for consideration will be whether
the allowance may be treated as a local allowance as before the issue of G.0., No. 454,
dated 17th August 1898. Much good w.111 rot come of paying an acting instead of a
charge allowance, as far as the first thirty days {)f a privilege leave vacauecy are
concerned. On the other handy it would sensibly inerease the number of minutes
requiring His Excellency’s sanction.

V.K.R.
15-12-99,

RevENUE DEPARTMENT.

NOTES CONNECTED WITH G.O., No. 900, MIS., REVENUE, DATED
3rp MARCH 1899.

[Sussgor.— Charge allowance granted to Assistant Inspectors placed in charge of eirels.]

Board’s Proceedings (Separate Revenne), No. 555, dated Tth February 1899, and
Accountant- General's Fndorsement thereon No. 670, dated 20th February 1899.

To Secretary—

The question was fully discussed in the notes under G.O., No. 143, dated 10th
January 1899. The only point now raised by the Board is whether the ¢ charge
allowance ” is treated as “acting allowance.” The Accountant-General previously
replied that it was not. It is being treated as ¢ charge allowance” and is liable,
under article 120 of the Civil Service Regulations, to be withheld for the first thirty
days of a privilege leave vacaney.

2. Please see draft below.

V.K.R.
1=3-99.
Issue.

G. 8. Forses.
3-3-99.

[Issued as G.0., No. 900, Mis., Revenue, dated 3rd March 1899.]

———

Demi-official from the Hon'ble Mr. J. THOMSON, to the Hon’ble Myr. G. S, FORBES
dated 12th December 1899,

“May I ask you fo look into the file of papers ending with G.0., No. 900, Mis.,
“ Revenue, dated 3rd March 1899, as I do not think the cffect of the orders passed
i has been fully understood.

¢«2. Prior to May 1898, every Assistant Inspector in charge of a circle, in what-
¢ ever arrangement he was acting, drew Rs. 25 a month charge allowance instead of an
« acting allowance of Rs. 65 to which, under the Civil Service Regulations, he would
“be entitled. 1In the case of a few of these Assistant Inspectors in charge of eircles, [
“raised the question in May 1898 whether they were not entitled to draw exchange
¢ compensation allowance on the charge allowance of Rs. 25. The answer to that was
“@G.0., No. 454, Revenue, dated 17th August 1898. This allows my request that the
« officers should be entitled to draw exchange compensation on the charge allowance ;
«hut the Accountant-General has used the oceasion in such a way as to make the con-
¢ pession a loss and not gain to the whole body of officers concerned by disallowing the
« gharge allowance for the first thirty days of a privilege leave vacancy.

¢ 3. The net effect of the order and his interpretation of it may be illustrated from
¢ the list as it stands at present. There are four Inspectors on privilege leave. There
¢« gre three Assistant Inspectors in charge of circles who are entitled to exchange
“ compensation allowance. The four men acting for the Inspectors, lose between them
¢ Rs. 100 under the Accountant-General’s ruling. The Assistant Inspectors, who are
“ entitled to exchange compensation allowance, gain Rs, 1-9-0 a month each for three
“months, or Rs. 14-1-0 in all between them under the order itself.
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“4. In asking for a reconsideration of the matter (Board’s Proceedings, Mis. No.
“4415, dated 7th November 1898), 1 did not go fully into the technical part of the
“ question, because I was proposing to clear the whole difficulty by giving the Assistant
¢ Tnspectors appointed to charge of circles an acting allowance, to which I still believe
“they are fully entitled, instead of a charge allowance. Government was unable to
“ gecept this and matters were left where they stood.

¢5. I raised the technical question, therefore, in Board’s Proceedings, Mis. No. 555,
‘“ dated Tth February 1899, and the order on this—G.O., No. 900, Mis., Revenue, dated
« 3rd Marech 1899—is that the Accountant-General does not treat the allowaunce as
“ acting allowance. This is based on a ruling of the Accountant-General’s, for which
“mno grounds are given, but which I should like to have an opportunity of discussing,
“ to the effeet that article 120 of the Civil Service Regulations is applicable to charge
“allowances under article 115.

“ 6. Whether that ruling is correet or not the net effect of the orders is, as I have
“ pointed out above, that the whole body of Assistant Inspectors, when in charge of
“ eircles under privilege leave arrangements, now suffers, as the result of securing some
“ small amounts of exchange compensation allowance to the very few entitled to that
“ perquisite. What I would ask youn, therefore, is to send this demi-official to the
¢ Accountant-General with a request that he will advise in what manner the Assistant
“ Inspectors may best be put back into at least as good a position as they were in
“ before the discussion began.”

To Sceretary—

Assistant Inspectors placed in charge of ecireles draw an allowance of Rs. 25 per
mensem. This allowance was treated by the Accountant-General as local allowance ;
but on the representation of the Board
G.0., No. 454, Revenue, dated 17th August ¢ Revenue, it was decided that it was
et a ‘ charge allowance '’ coming within the
definition of salary in article 47 (¢) of the Civil Service Regulations. The effect of
this decision was (i) to enable Assistant Inspectors to draw exchange compensation
allowance on this, but (ii) to deprive them of the charge allowance during the first
thirty days of a privilege leave vacancy.

2. Correspondence ensued with the

G.0s., No. 143, dated 10th Janunary 1899, and objeet of gepting over the second effect

No. 900, dated 3rd March 1899. of the ruling, but the Government
declined to make any change.

3. Mr. Thomson suggests a reference to the Accountant-General—

(i) as to the correctness of the ruling t}}at article 120 of the Civil Service
Regulations applies to charge allowance under article 1155 and _

(ii) for advice as to how the difficulty may be got ever in drawing the charge
allowance during the first thirty days of a privilege leave vacancy.

4. In the course of the previous discussions, the Secretary observed that Assistant

‘ Inspectors were * no worse off than other
Remarks on the margin of .paragraph 2 of ¢« officers in a privilege leave vacancy,”
'~ office note on page 2 of the notes under | 5,q this remark still holds good. There
6.0., No. 143, dated 10th Jannary 1899. is therefore no ground for pursuing the

G.S.F. subject further.

5. If a change should be made, the question for consideration will be whether
the allowance may be treated as a local allowance as before the issue of ,G.(‘)., No. 454,
dated 17th Aungust 1898. Much good w'111 not come of paying an acting instead of a
charge allowance; as far as the first thirty dgys <_)f a privilege leave vacaucy are
concerned.  On the other hand, it would sensibly inerease the number of minutes
requiring His Excellency’s sanction.

V.K.R.
15-12-99.

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

NOTES CONNECTED WITH G.O., No. 900, MIS., REVENUE, DATED
3rp MARCH 1899.

[Susssor.— Charge allowance granled lo Assistant Inspectors placed in charge of ecirelss. ]

Board’s Proceedings (Separate Revenue), No. 555, dated Tth February 1899, and
Accountant-General's Endorsement thereon No. 670, dated 20th February 1899.

To Secretary—

The question was fully diseussed in the notes under G.O., No, 143, dated 10th
January 1899. The only point now raised by the Board is whether the ¢ charge
allowance ” is treated as  acting allowance.” The Accountant-General previously
replied that it was not. It is being treated as ‘‘ charge allowance ” and is liable,
under article 120 of the Civil Service Regulations, to be withheld for the first thirty
days of a privilege leave vacancy.

2. Please see draft below.

Vel R,
1-3-99.

Issue.

G. S. Forses.
3-3-99.

[Lssued as G.0., No. 900, Mis., Revenue, dated 3rd March 1899.]

—_—

Deni-official from the How'ble Mr. J. THOMSON, to the How'ble Mr. G. S. FORBES
dated 12th December 1899.

“May I ask you to look into the file of papers ending with G.0., No. 900, Mis..
“ Revenue, dated 3rd March 1899, as I do not think the effect of the orders passed
¢ has been fully understood.

2. Prior to May 1898, every Assistant Inspector in charge of a circle, in what-
“ ever arrangement he was acting, drew Rs. 25 a month charge allowance instead of an
“ acting allowance of Rs. 65 to which, under the Civil Service Regulations, he would
“be entitled. 1In the case of a few of these Assistant Inspectors in charge of circles, I
“raised the question in May 1898 whether they were not entitled to draw exchange
¢ compensation allowance on the charge allowance of Rs. 25. The answer to that was
“3.0., No. 454, Revenue, dated 17th August 1898. This allows my request that the
« officers should be entitled to draw exchange compensation on the charge allowance ;
“but the Accountant-General has used the oceasion in such a way as to make the con-
“ cession a loss and not gain to the whole body of officers concerned by disallowing the
““ charge allowance for the first thirty days of a privilege leave vacancy.

3. The net effect of the order and his interpretation of it may be illustrated from
¢ {he list as it stands at present. There are four Inspectors on privilege leave, There
“are three Assistant Inspectors in charge of circles who are entitled to exchange
“ gompensation allowance. The four men acting for the Inspectors, lose between them
¢ Rs. 100 under the Accountant-General’s ruling. The Assistant Inspectors, who arc
“ ontitled to exchange compensation allowance, gain Rs, 1-9-0 a month each for three
« months, or Rs. 14-1-0 in all between them under the order itself,
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“4. In asking for a reconsideration of the matter (Board’s Proce
€ 4415, dated 7th November 1898), 1 did not go fully into the tee
“ question, because I was proposing to clear the whole difficulty by gi
¢ Inspectors appointed to charge of circles an acting all
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5. I raised the technical question, therefore, in Board’s Proceedings, Mis. No, 555,
‘“dated 7th February 1899, and the order on this—G.O., No. 900, Mis., Revenue, dated
*3rd March 1899—is that the Accountant-General does not treat the allowance as
“ acting allowance. This is based on a ruling of the Aceountant-General’s, for which
“mno grounds are given, but which I should like to have an opportunity of discussing,

“to the effect that article 120 of the Civil Servico Regulations is applicable to charge
“allowances under article 115.

6. Whether that ruling is correct or not the net effe
pointed out above, that the whole body of Assistant In
*“ eircles under privilege leave arrangements, now suffers,
‘ small amounts of exchange compensation allowance to
“ perquisite. 'What I would ask you, therefore, is to send this demi-official to the
“ Accountant-General with a request that he will advise in what mauner the Assistant

“ Inspectors may best be put back into at least as good a position as they were in
““ before the discussion began.”

ct of the orders is, as T have
spectors, when in charge of
as the result of securing some
the very few entitled to that
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To Sceretary—

Assistant Inspectors placed in charge of circles draw an allowance of Rs. 25 per
mensem. This allowance was treated by the Accountant-General as local allowance ;

but on the representation of the Board
G(l)8’9 §°- 454, Revenue, dated 17th Augnst Revenue, it was decided that it was

a ‘“ charge allowance coming within the
definition of salary in article 47 (¢) of the Civil Service Regulations. The effect of
%his decision was (i) to enable Assistant In

spectors to draw exchange compensation
allowance on this, but (ii) to deprive them of the charge allowance during the first
thirty days of a privilege leave vacaney.

2 2. Correspondence ensued with the
G.0s., No. 143, dated 10th Januvary 1899, and objeet of getting over the second effect
No. 900, dated 8rd March 1899. of the ruling, but the Government

declined to make any change.

3. Mr. Thomson suggests a reference to the Accountant-General—

(i) as to the correctness of the ruling that artiele 120 of the Civil Service
Regulations applies to charge allowance under article 115 ; and e

(11) for advice as to how the difficulty may be got ever in drawing the charge
allowance during the first thirty days of a privilege leave vacancy.

rse of the previous discussions, the Secretary observed that Assistant
s : Ins:pectors were ‘‘no worse off than other
1 4 . ol "'
lemarks on the margin of paragraph 2 of « gfficers in a privilege leave vacancy,
it eor?f?cre Sn;’te on page 2 of the notes under and this remark still holds B0 - PHle
G.0., No. 143, dated 10th January 1899, O Dtk S Pumuing o
@.S.F. subject further.

i ideration will be whether
hange should be made, the question for considera
th a151.ow.{'§1?cz ma% be treated as a lo’cal allowanee as before t}_le issue of.G..O., No. 454,
i d 17th Auouét 1898. Much good will not come of paying an acting instead of a
e e allowange as far as the first thirty days of a privilege leave vacancy are
Ckzzgrned On %he other hand, it would sensibly inerease the number of minutes
¢ . 8 :
rgquiring His Excelleney’s sanction.

V.K.R.
15-12-99.

RevENUE DEPARTMENT.

NOTES CONNECTED WITH G.0., No. 900, MIS., REVENUE, DATED
‘ 3ep MARCH 1899.

[Sussrcr.— Charge allowance granted to Assistant Inspectors placed in charge of eirel:s.]

y 1899, and
: dings (Separate Revenue), No. 555, dated Tth February y
Bzgcr;itfctc]z:zrzcéiznzer%Pg E’ﬁdorsement thereon No: 670, dated 20th February 1899.

To Secretary—

1 i dated 10th
i fully discussed in the notes under G.0O., No. 143, |
T'h v %ggfs)tlonT‘ZZSon]ivypoint now raised by the Board is whether the “ char gfre
Jﬁnualy ” is treated as “ acting allowance.” The Accountant-Ger::aral p?evipli)s]}
” ol'i"?imt?gat it was not. It is being treated as ‘ charge allowance ” and is 1};1 e:
;?d:; article 120 of the Civil Service Regulations, to be withheld for the first thirty
days of a privilege leave vacancy. :

2. Please see draft below.

V.K.R.
1-3-99.
Issue.

G. S. Forses.
3=3=09.

[Zssued as G.0., No. 900, Mis., Revenue, dated 3rd March 1899.]

« r. G. S. FORBES
- Y the How'ble Mr. J. THOMSON, to the Hon’ble My.
s Rt S O dated 12th Decembe;' 1899.

' ' ing with G.0., No. 900, Mis.

¢ I ask you to look into the file of papers ending with : 5 ;

“ Re;e?){\?ey, d:tid }Z;)rd March 1899, as I do not think the effect of the orders passed
 has been fully understood.

L ior to May 1898, every Assistant Inspector in charge of a circle, in what-
¢ ayver 3;rf;éement heywas ac,zting, ?drew Rs. 25 a month charge aélowz;nep mstlelad O:uallg
¢ acting allowance of Rs. 65 to which, under th.e Civil Service Regu atlons% e vi o
“be entitled. In the case of a few of these Assistant Inspectors in charge o em}: es, :
« raised the question in May %}fgshw}leth?f they wefrE nozt5 en?i‘tg:d aff; g;?:’oeggcaltaggas

i ance on the charge allowance of Rs. 25.
:: ff [(‘Speﬁs:.t 12;4?111({);'%%, dated 17 tthugust 1898. Th.is allows myhrequesislthat (t}];u?
& ofiicgrs should be entitled to draw exchange compensation on the ¢ targ:]:e 21?:101011 ;
« hut the Accountant-General has used the occasion in such a Wayda;;) c& xilslallowino- e
¢ cpssion a loss and not gain to the whole body of gft_‘xeers concerned by g
- chﬁrge allowance for the first thirty days of a privilege leave vacancy.

P i i be illustrated from

t effect of the order and his interpretation of it m??’.
« “1%1; a'],;hiet gfands at present. There are four Inspectors on priv 1I'eged]eave. There
¢ i 1;; e Assistant Inspectors in charge of circles who are entitled to exchi;lnge
‘“are thre tion allowance. The four men acting for the Inspectors, lose between them
:‘c %)mll)%%si:l?ier the Accountant-General’s ruling. lg,(he i&sgls(t)ant InstPheCtOIi?f“’hgh:;g

Se o : 1 —4—-U a month each for
. hange compensation allowance, gain Rs, 1-9-0
: fnlttxlltt]}fg f;;- ‘;;? 14-1-0 inp all between them under the order itself,
’
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“4. In asking for a reconsideration of the matter (Board’s Proceedings, Mis. No.
“ 4415, dated Tth November 1598), T did not go fully into the technical part of the
“ question, because I was proposing to clear the whole difficulty by giving the Assistant
¢ Inspectors appointed to charge of circles an acting allowance, to which I still believe

“ they are fully entitled, instead of a charge allowance. Government was unable to
“accept this and matters were left where they stood.

5. I raised the technical question, therefore, in Board’s Proceedings, Mis. No. 555,
‘‘ dated 7th February 1899, and the order on this—G.0., No. 900, Mis., Revenue, dated
*“3rd March 1899—is that the Accountant-General does not treat the allowance as
“acting allowance. ' This is based on a ruling of the Accountant-General’s, for which

““no grounds are given, but which I should like to have an opportunity of discussing,
- to the effect that article 120 of the Civil Service Regulations is applicable to charge
*allowances under article 115.

6. Whether that ruling is correct or not the net effect of the orders is, as I have
** pointed out above, that the whole body of Assistant Inspectors, when in charge of
““ eircles under privilege leave arrangements, now suffers, as the result of securing some
“ small amounts of exchange compensation allowance to the very few entitled to that
“ perquisite. 'What I would ask you, therefore, is to send this demi-official to the
 Accountant-General with a request that he will advise in what manner the Assistant

“ Tnspectors may best be put back into at least as good a position as they were in
“ before the discussion began,” :

To Sceretary—

Assistant Inspectors placed in charge of circles draw an allowance of Rs. 25 per
mensem. This allowance was treated by the Accountant-General as local allowance ;

but on the representation of the Board
G(138,9 §°~ 454, Revenue, dated 17th August ¢ Revenue, it was decided that it was

a * charge allowance ”’ eoming within the
definition of salary in article 47 (¢) of the Civil Service Regulations. The effect of

¢his decision was (i) to enable Assistant Inspectors to draw exchange compensation

allowance on this, but (ii) to deprive them of the charge allowance during the first
thirty days of a privilege leave vacaney.

. 2. Correspondence ensued with the
G:0Os., No. 143, dated 10th January 1899, and objeet of getting over the second effect
No. 900, dated 3rd March 1899. of the ruling, but the Government

deelined to make any change,
3. Mr. Thomson suggests a reference to the Accountant-General —
(1) as to the correctness of the ruling that artiele 120 of the Civil Service
Regulations applies to charge allowance under article 115 ; and ;

(ii) for advice as to how the difficulty may be got ever in drawing the charge
allowance during the first thirty days of a privilege leave vacancy.

4. In the course of the previous discussions, the Secretary observed that Assistant

Inspectors were “ no worse off than other
Remarks on the margin of paragraph 2 of

“officers in a privilege leave vacancy,”
office note on P d2]0?{1 ;:su,fftcissg‘;“der and this remark still holds good. There
G.0., No. 143, date o 18 therefore no ground for pursuing the

a.S.F. subject further.

5. If a change should be made, the question for eonsidergtion will be whether

the allowance may be treated as a local allowance as before the issue of G.0., No. 454,

dated 17th Angust 1898. Much good will not come of paying an acting instead of a

% 11 ange as far as the first thirty days of a privilege leave vacaney are

c}ngi;edow On the other hand, it would sensibly increase the number of minutes
concerned. \

: o 3
requiring His Excellency’s sanction.

V.K.R.
15-12-99.

RevENUE DEPARTMENT.

NOTES CONNECTED WITH G.O., No. 900, MIS., REVENUE, DATED
3rp MARCH 1899.

[SusrEct.— Charge allowance granled lo Assistant Inspectors placed in charge of eireles. ]

f 1899, and
d's Proceedings (Separate Revenue), No. 555, dated Tth February s
ﬁ:;u;tanrzGenergzl’g E'{)ndorsement thereon No. 670, dated 20th February 1899.

To Secretary—

i 1 1 ted 10th

tion was fully discussed in the notes under G.O., No. 143, da
Janua],i'};fe ‘1133;-1 The onlyypoint now raised by the Board is whether the * charge
allowance ” is treated as * acting allowance.” The Accountant-General previously
;'e lied that it was not. It is being treated as ‘ charge allowance” and is liable,
uxfder article 120 of the Civil Service Regulations, to be withheld for the first thirty
days of a privilege leave vacancy.

2. Please see draft below.

V.K.R.
1-3-99.
Issue.

G. S. Forses.
3-3-99.

[Zssued as G.0., No. 900, Mis., Revenue, dated 3rd March 1899.]

, g
- al from the How'ble Mr. J. THOMSON, o the Hon’ble Mr. G. S. FOREBES
s b dated 12th Deeembe;* 1899.

“May I ask you to look into the file of papers ending with G.0., No. 900, Mis.,

“ Revenue, dated 3rd March 1899, as I do not think the effect of the orders passed
@ has been fully understood.

2. Prior to May 1898, every Assistant Inspector in charge of a circle, in what-
¢ ever arrangement he was acting, drew Rs. 25 a month charge allowance instead of an
« aeting allowance of Rs. 65 to which, under the Civil Service Regulations, he would
“be entitled. In the case of a few of these Assistant Inspectors in charge of eircles, I
“raised the question in May 1898 whether they were not enirntled to draw exchange
¢« compensation allowance on the charge allowance of Rs. 25. The answer to that was
“G.0., No. 454, Revenue, dated 17th August 1898. This allows my request that the:
« officers should be entitled to draw exchange compensation on the charge allowance ;
« hut the Accountant-General has used the occasion in such a way as to make the con-
 cession a loss and not gain to the whole body of officers concerned by disallowing the
« charge allowance for the first thirty days of a privilege leave vacancy.

«3. The net effect of the order and his interpretation of it may be illustrated from
“ the list as it stands at present. "I‘here are four_Inspectors on pr1v1l.e%redleave. There
¢« gpe three Assistant Inspectors in charge of' circles who are ent{t ed to exchange
“ sompensation allowance. The four men actlpg for the Insp_eetors, ose between them
¢t Rs. 100 under the Accountant-General’s ruhng._ The As(sastant Inspectors, who are
¢ entitled to exchange compensation allowance, gain Rs, 1—.J—Q a month each for three
“ months, or Rs. 14-1-0 in all between them under the order itself,
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« 4. In asking for a reconsideration of the matter (Board’s Proceedings, Mis. No.
« 4415, dated Tth November 1898), I did not go fully into the technical part of the
¢ question, because I was proposing to clear the whole difficulty by giving the Assistant
¢ Tnspectors appointed to charge of circles an acting allowance, to which I still believe
« they are fully entitled, instead of a charge allowance. Government was unable to
“ gccept this and matters were left where they stood.

5. T raised the technical question, therefore, in Board’s Proceedings, Mis. No. 855,
¢ dated 7th February 1899, and the order on this—G.O., No. 900, Mis., Revenue, dated
« 3rd Mareh 1899—is that the Accountant-General does not treat the allowance as
“ aeting allowance. This is based on a ruling of the Accountant-General’s, for which
“no grounds are given, but which I should like to have an opportunity of discussing,
“ to the effect that article 120 of the Civil Service Regulations is applicable to charge
“ allowances under article 115.

“ 6. Whether that ruling is correct or not the net effect of the orders is, as I have
¢ pointed out abow_rez that the whole body of Assistant Inspectors, when in charge of
¢ eireles under privilege leave arrangements, now suffers, as the result of securing some
¢ small amounts of exchange compensation allowance to the very few entitled ?0 that
¢ perquisite. What I would ask you, therefore, is to send this demi-official to the
“ Accountant-General with a request that he will advise in what manner the Assistant

“ Inspectors may best be put back into at least as good a position as they were in
¢ before the discussion began.” ;

To Sceretary—

Assistant. Inspectors placed in charge of circles draw an allowance of Rs. 25 per
mensem. This allowance was treated by the Accountant-General as local allowance ;
but on the representation of the Board
G'?é'ggo' 454, Revenue, dated 17th August o Revenue, it? was decided that it was
fre : : a ‘““ charge allowance ”” coming within the
definition of salary in article 47 (¢) of the Civil Service Regulations. The effect of
4his decision was (i) to enable Assistant Inspectors to draw exchange compensation
allowance on this, but (ii) to deprive them of the charge allowance during the first
thirty days of a privilege leave vacancy.

2. Correspondence ensued with the

G.0s., No. 143, dated 10th January 1899, and object of getting over the second effect

No. 900, dated 8rd March 1899. of the ruling, but the Government
deelined to make any change.

3. Mr. Thomson suggests a reference to the Accountant-General—

(1) as to the correctness of the ruling that article 120 of the Civil Service
Regulations applies to charge allowance under article 115 ; and

(ii) for advice as to how the difficulty may be got ever in drawing the charge
allowance during the first thirty days of a privilege leave vacancy.

4. In the course of the previous discussions, the Secretary observed that Assistant
: Inspectors were * no worse off than other
Re“&;‘rks Otn the oty ‘f’f tﬁamg?l’h 2d°f “ officers in a privilege leave vacancy,”
office note on page & O e notes under g .
G.0.. No. 143, dated 10th January 1899, | 20d this remark still holds good. There
is therefore no ground for pursuing the
G.S.F. subject further.

5. If a change should be made, the question for consideration will be whether
the allowance may be treated as a local allowanee as before the issue of G.0., No. 454,
dated 17th August 1898. Much good will not come of paying an acting instead of a
charge allowance, as far as the first thirty days of a privilege leave vacancy are
concerned. On the other hand, it would sensibly inerease the number of minutes
requiring His Excelleney’s sanction.

V.K.R.
15-12-99,

RevENUE DEPARTMENT.

NOTES CONNECTED WITH G.O., No. 900, MIS., REVENUE, DATED
3rp MARCH 1899.

[Susrrcr.— Charge allowance granted to Assistant Inspectors placed in charge of cireles. |

Board’s Proceedings (Separate Revenne), No. 555, dated Tth February 1899, and
Aeccountant- General’s Endorsement thereon No. 670, dated 20th February 1899.

To Secretary—

The question was fully discussed in the notes under G.0., No. 143, dated 10th
January 1899. The only point now raised by the Board is whether the ¢ charge
allowance ”’ is treated as “acting allowance.” 'The Accountant-General previously
replied that it was not. It is being treated as * charge allowance ” and is liable,
under article 120 of the Civil Service Regulations, to be withheld for the first thirty
days of a privilege leave vacancy.

2. Please see draft below.

V.K.R.
1-3-99.
Issue.

G. 8. Forpes.
3-3-99.

[Zssued as G.0., No. 900, Mis., Revenue, dated 3rd March 1899. ]

Demi-official from the Hon'ble Mr. J. THOMSON, lo the Hon’ble Mr. G. S. FORBES
dated 12th December 1899.

¢ May I ask you to look into the file of papers ending with G.O., No. 900, Mis.,
“ Revenue, dated 3rd March 1899, as I do not think the effect of the orders passed
 has been fully understood.

« 9. Prior to May 1898, every Assistant Inspector in charge of a circle, in what-
« gver arrangement he was acting, drew Rs. 25 a month charge allowanece instead of an
« geting allowance of Rs. 66 to which, under the Civil Service Regulations, he would
« he entitled. In the case of a few of these Assistant Inspectors in charge of circles, I
«raised the question in May 1898 whether they were not entitled to draw exchange
¢« compensation allowance on the charge allowance of Rs. 25. The answer to that was
«G.0., No. 454, Revenue, dated 17th August 1898. This allows my request that the
« officers should be entitled to draw exchange compensation on the charge allowance ;
« hut the Accountant-General has used the oceasion in such a way as to make the con-
« gpssion a loss and not gain to the whole body of officers concerned by disallowing the
« charge allowance for the first thirty days of a privilege leave vacancy.

3. The net effect of the order and his interpretation of it may be illustrated from
t the list as it stands at present. There are four Inspectors on privilege leave, There
« gre three Assistant Inspectors in charge of circles who are entitled to exchange
« compensation allowance. The four men acting for the Inspectors, lose between them
¢ Rs. 100 under the Accountant-General’s ruling. The Assistant Inspectors, who are
« ontitled to exchange compensation allowance, gain Rs, 1-49-0 a month each for three
“ months, or Rs. 14-1-0 in all between them under the order itself.
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“ 4. In asking for a reconsideration of the matter (Board’s Proceedings, Mis. No.
« 4415, dated 7th November 1898), I did not go fully into the technical part of the
“ question, because I was proposing to clear the whole difficulty by giving the Assistant
* Tnspectors appointed to charge of circles an acting allowance, to which I still believe

“ they are fully entitled, instead of a charge allowance. Government was unable to
“ accept this and matters were left where they stood.

“5. 1 raised the technical question, therefore, in Board’s Proceedings, Mis. No. 555
‘“ dated 7th February 1899, and the order on this—G.0., No. 900, Mis., Revenue, dated
«3rd March 1899—s that the Accountant-General does not treat the allowance as
“acting allowance. This is based on a ruling of the Accountant-General’s, for which
“no grounds are given, but which I should like to have an opportunity of discussing,

“ to the effect that article 120 of the Civil Service Regulations is applicable to charge
“allowances under article 115. -

6. Whether that ruling is correct or not the net effect of the orders 18, as I have
“ pointed out above, that the whole body of Assistant Inspectors, when in charge of

“ eircles under privilege leave arrangements, now suffers, as the result of securing some

‘ small amounts of exchange compensation allowance to the very few entitled to that

“ perquisite. 'What I would ask you, therefore, is to send this demi-official to the
¢ Accountant-General with a request that he will advise in what manner the Assistant

“ Inspectors may best be put back into at least as good a position as th i
‘“ before the discussion began.” 8 P - ey were 1

To Sceretary—

Assistant Inspectors placed in charge of circles draw an allowance of Rs. 25 per
mensem. This allowance was treated by the Accountant-General as local allowance A
B0 N 4B, Woveuas, ‘dated 170 Kt but on the representation of the Board

1508, of Revenue, it was decided that it was

g4 _ : a “ charge allowance " eoming within the
definition of salary in article 47 (¢) of the Civil Service Regulations. The effect of

this decision was (i) to enable Assistant Inspectors to draw exchange compensation

allowance on this, but (ii) to deprive them of the charge allowance during the first
thirty days of a privilege leave vacancy.

2. Correspondence ensued with the
G.0s., No. 143, dated 10th January 1899, and object of getting over the second effect

No. 900, dated 3rd March 1899. of the ruling, but the Government
declined to make any change.
3. Mr. Thomson suggests a reference to the Accountant-General —
(1) as to the correctness of the ruling that article 120 of the Civil Service
Regulations applies to charge allowance under article 115 ; and

(ii) for advice as to how the difficulty may be got ever in drawing the charge
allowance during the first thirty days of a privilege leave vacancy.

4. In the course of the previous discussions, the Secretary observed that Assistant

Inspectors were ¢ " Hor
Remarks on the margin of paragraph 2 of L e *no worse off than othe

“officers in a privilege leave vacancy,”’
office mote on page 2 of the notes under : : 3 e
G.0., No. 143, dated 10th January 1899, | 204 this remark still holds good. There
18 tl}erefore no ground for pursuing the
G.S.F. subject further.

5. If a change should be made, the question for consideration will be whether
the allowance may be treated as a local allowance as before the issue of G.0., No. 454,
dated 17th August 1898. Much good will not come of paying an acting instead of a
charge allowance, as far as the first thirty days of a privilege leave vacancy are
concerned. On the other hand, it would sensibly increase the number of mmu_tes
requiring His Excellency’s sanction.

V.K.R.
15-12-99,

ReveNUE DEPARTMENT.

NOTES CONNECTED WITH G.O., No. 900, MIS., REVENUE, DATED
3rp MARCH 1899.

[Sussecr.— Charge allowance granted to Assistant Inspectors placed in charge of elreles.

: ' g
Proceedings (Separate Revenue), No. 555, dated Tth February 1899, an
Bﬁ::iimii Gener%l’g E’lr’zdorsement tker’eon No. 670, dated 20th February 1899.

To Secretary—

i i i dated 10th
tion was fully discussed in the notes under G.O., No. 143,

Janug;he (11‘818%1 nThe onlvypoint now raised by the Board is whether the ¢ charge
auowagce » is treated as *acting allowance.” The Accountant-Ge%aral previously
replied that it was not. It is being treated as “ charge allowance ” and is liable,
uxfder article 120 of the Civil Service Regulations, to be withheld for the first thirty
days of a privilege leave vacancy.

9. Please see draft below.

{oiEd (& B
1-3-99.
Issue.

G. S. Forses.
3-3-99.

[ Lssued as G.0., No. 900, Mis., Revenue, dated 3rd March 1899.]

———

' , RBES
e om the How'ble Mr. J. THOMSON, to the Howble Mr. G. S. FO
e dated 124k December 1899,

¢ Mav T ask vou to look into the file of papers ending with G.0., No. 900, Mis.,
“ Revenues: dated }érd March 1899, as I do not think the effect of the orders passed
 has been fully understood.

¢« 9. Prior to May 1898, every Assistant Inspector in charge of a circle, in what-
«« pyer arrangement he was acting, drew Rs. 25 a month charge allowance instead of an
« geting allowance of Rs. 65 to which, under the Civil Service Regulations, he would
«be entitled. In the case of a few of these Assistant Inspectors in charge of eircles, 1
« yaised the question in May 1898 whether they were not entitled to draw exchange
«« compensation allowance on the charge allowance of Rs. 25. The answer fo that was
«G.0., No. 454, Revenue, dated 17th August 1898.  This allows my request that the?
« officers should be entitled to draw exchange compensation on the charge allolv;vance :
« but the Accountant-General has used the occasion in such a way as to I_n:ﬁe the con-
¢ cpssion a loss and not gain to the whole body of officers concerned by disallowing the
« gharge allowance for the first thirty days of a privilege leave vacancy.

«3. The net effect of the order and his interpretation of it mt_zy.be illustrated from
¢ the list as it stands at present. There are four‘Inspectors on pnv1lpge leave., There
«¢ ape three Assistant Inspectors in charge of circles who are entitled to exchange
« aompensation allowance. The four men acting for the Insppctors, lose between them
& (i{s I1)00 under the Accountant-General’s ruling. The As(mstant Inspectors, who are
« em;it]ed to exchange compensation allowance, gain Rs. 1—3—9 a month each for three
« months, or Rs. 14-1-0 in all between them under the order itself,
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.

“ 4. In asking for a reconsideration of the matter (Board’s Proceedings, Mis. No.
4415, dated 7th November 1898), I did not go fully into the technicai3 Iiart of the
“ question, because I was proposing to clear the whole difficulty by giving the Assistant
¢* Inspectors appointed to charge of circles an acting allowance, to Whicﬁ L otilt Bolioves

“ they are fully entitled, instead of a charge allowance. Government was unable to
““ accept this and matters were left where they stood.

““5. 1 raised the technical question, therefore, in Board’s Pro . 4
‘“dated 7th February 1899, and the order on this,—G.O., No. QOSfﬁ;:gs}}g;ilgo;lgggé
« Srd_ Mareh 1899—is that the Accountant-General does not treat tl’le allnwa;ee as
“ acting allowance._ This is based on a ruling of the Accountant-General’s, for which
“no grounds are given, but which I should like to have an opportunity of ,discussin g,

“ to the effect that article 120 of the Civil Service Regulati i i arge
*allowances under article 115. e e e i)

) 6. Whether that ruling is correct or not the ne
% g;);gz«asduzlgze?%z:h gg:tletahvi ;vrk;;i]eoz;(g tof Assistant Inspectors, when in charge of
% gements, now suffers, as the result of securing some
: small amounts of exchange compensation allowance to the very few entitled to that
5 perquisite. What I would ask you, therefore, is to send this demi-official to the

Accountant-General with a request that he will advise in what manner the Assistant

“ Inspeetors may best be put back into at least as eood a positi th :
“ before the discussion began.” g POSIESNAS TRE W TN

t effect of the orders is, as I have

Zo Seceretary—

Assistant Inspectors placed in charge of eircles draw an allowance of Rs. 25 per
mensem.  This allowance was treated by the Accountant-General as local allowance :
but on the representation of the Board
G‘?g’ggh' 454, Revenue, dated 17th August ¢ Revenue, it? was decided that it wa.(s
= : ! a “ charge allowance ” coming within the
definition of salary in article 47 (¢) of the Civil Service Regulations. The effect of
¢his decision. was (i) to enable Assistant Inspectors to draw exchange compensation
allowance on this, but (ii) to deprive them of the charge allowance during the first
thirty days of a privilege leave vacaney. ,

2. Correspondence ensued with the

G.0s., No. 143, dated 10th Jannary 1899, and objeet of getting over the second effoct

No. 900, dated 8rd March 1899. of the ruling, but the Government
declined to make any change.

3. Mr. Thomson suggests a reference to the Accountant-General—

(i) as to the correctness of the ruling that artiele 120 of the Civil Service
Regulations applies to charge allowance under article 115 ; and

(ii) for advice as to how the difficulty may be got ever in drawing the charge
allowance during the first thirty days of a privilege leave vacancy.

4. In the course of the previous discussions, the Secretary observed that Assistant
Inspectors were * no worse off than other

Remarks on the margin of paragraph 2 of « officers in a privilege leave vacancy,”
office note on page 2 of the motes under ' 50 this remark still holds good. There
6.0: Nov Mo datoINIFIntsry 1508, is therefore no ground for pursuing the

G.S.F. subject further.

5. If a change should be made, the question for consider:ation will be whether
the allowance may be treated as a local all.owance as before the issue of 'G.(_)., No. 454,
dated 17th August 1898. Much good w‘111 not come of paying an acting instead of a
charge allowance, as far as the first thirty days of a privilege leave vacancy are
concerned. On the other hand, it would sensibly inerease the number of minutes

requiring H1s Excelleney’s sanction.

V.KR.
15-12-99.
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ReveENUE DEPARTMENT.

NOTES CONNECTED WITH G.O., No. 900, MIS., REVENUE, DATED
3rp MARCH 1899.

[SusrEcT.— Charge allowance granted to Assistant Inspectors placed in charge of eirelss.’]

; 3 7
wd’s Proceedings (Separate Revenue), No. 555, dated Tih February 1899, an
Bz;::ouf:taét-(}ener%l’g indorsement thercon No. 670, dated 20th February 1899.

To Secretary— e

tion was fully discussed in the notes under G.O., No. 143, date th
JanuaTrEre (11;513?).1 The onlyypoint now raised by the Board is whether the ¢ charge
allowance ” is treated as “ acting allowance.” The Accountant-General previously
rovlied that it was not. It is being treated as “ charge allowance” and is liable,
mfder article 120 of the Civil Service Regulations, to be withheld for the first thirty
days of a privilege leave vacancy.

9. Please see draft below.
VKR,

1-3-99.
Issue.

G. S. Forsss.
3-3-99.

[Issued as G.0., No. 900, Mis., Revenue, dated 3rd March 1899.7

o al from the Honw'ble Mr. J. THOMSON, o the Hon’ble Mr. G. S. FORBES
bl “dated 12th Devember 1899,

¢ May I ask.you to look into the file of papérs ending with G.0., No. 900, Mis.,
« Revenue, dated 3rd March 1899, as I do not think the effect of the orders passed
¢ has been fully understood.

«9, Prior to May 1898, every Assistant Inspector in charge of a circle, in what-
¢« gver arrangement he was acting, drew Rs. 25 a month charge allowance instead of an
« goting allowance of Rs. 66 to which, under the Civil Service Regulations, he would
« e entitled. In the case of a few of these Assistant Inspectors in charge of circles, I
« paised the question in May 1898 whether they were not en’fltled to draw exchange
¢« gompensation allowance on the charge allowance of Rs. 25. The answer to that was.
«3.0., No. 454, Revenue, dated 17th August 1898. This allows my request that the.
« officers should be entitled to draw exchange compensation on the charge allowance ;
“but the Accountant-General has used the ocecasion in such a way as to I_nake tbe con-
¢ gession a loss and not gain to the whole body of officers concerned by disallowing the
¢ gcharge allowance for the first thirty days of a privilege leave vacancy.

« 8. The net effect of the order and his interpretation of it ms.xy.be illustrated from
¢ the list as it stands at present. There are four.Inspectors on pnv1l.egedleave. There
«gre three Assistant Inspectors in charge of circles who are entitled to exchange
« gompensation allowance. The four men acting for t‘he Inspectors, lose between them
¢« Rs. 100 under the Accountant-General’s r/ulmg._ The Assistant Inspectors, who are
« ontitled to exchange compensation allowance, gain Rs. 1-4-0 a month each for three

« months, or Rs. 14-1-0 in all between them under the order itself.
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« 4 Tn asking for a reconsideration of the matter (Board’s Proceedings, Mis. No.
& 4415, dated 7th November 1898), I did not go fully into the technical part of the
¢ question, because T was proposing to clear the whole difficulty by giving the Assistant
« Tnspectors appointed to charge of circles an acting allowance, to which I still believe
“ they are fully entitled, instead of a charge allowance. Government was unable to
« aecept this and matters were left where they stood.

5. T raised the technical question, therefore, in Board’s Proceedings, Mis. No. 555,
¢ dated 7th February 1899, and the order on this—G.0., No. 900, Mis., Revenue, dated
« 3rd March 1899—is that the Accountant-General does not treat the allowance as
« geting allowance. “This is based on a ruling of the Accountant-General’s, for which
“no grounds are given, but which I should like to have an opportunity of discussing,
“ to the effeet that article 120 of the Civil Service Regulations is applicable to charge
«“gllowances under article 115.

« 6. Whether that ruling is correct or not the net effect of the orders is, as I have
“ pointed out above, that the whole body of Assistant Inspectors, when in charge of
¢ circles under privilege leave arrangements, now suffers, as the result of securing some
% small amounts of exchange compensation allowance to the very few entitled to that
“perquisite. What I would ask you, therefore, is to send this demi-official to the
“ Accountant-General with a request that he will advise in what manner the Assistant
¢ Inspectors may best be put back into at least as good a position as they were in
¢ pefore the discussion began.”

To Secretary—

Assistant Inspectors placed in charge of cireles draw an allowance of Rs. 25 per
mensem. This allowance was treated by the Accountant-General as local allowance ;
B but on the representation of the Board
G.(l)é,glgo. 454, Revenue, dated 17th August ¢ Revenue, it was decide(.i tha!: lt =

. a ‘ charge allowance ' coming within the
definition of salary in article 47 (¢) of the Civil Service Regulations. The effect of
this decision was (i) to enable Assistant Inspectors to draw exchange compensation
allowance on this, but (ii) to deprive them of the charge allowance during the first
thirty days of a privilege leave vacancy.

2. Correspondence ensued with the

G.0s., No. 143, dated 10th January 1899, and object of getting over the second effect

" No. 900, dated 3rd March 1899. of the ruling, but the Government
~ declined to make any change.

3. Mr. Thomson suggests a reference to the Accountant-General—

(i) as to the correctness of the ruling that article 120 of the Civil Service
Regulations applies to charge allowance under article 115 ; and

(ii) for advice as to how the difficulty may be got ever in drawing the charge
allowance during the first thirty days of a privilege leave vacancy.

4. Tn the course of the previous discussions, the Secretary observed that Assistant

Inspectors were * no worse off than other

Remarks on the margin of paragraph 2 of ¢ officers in a privilege leave Vacancy,”

office note on page 2 of the notes under | 4nq this remark still holds good. There

6.0., No. 143, dated 10th January 1599. is therefore no ground for pursuing the
G.S.F. subject further.

5. If a change should be made, the question for eonsiderfition will be whether
the allowance may be treated as a local all'owance as before the issue of G.0., No. 454,
dated 17th August 1898. Much good w_111 not come of paying an acting instead of a
charge allowance, as far as the first thirty days of a privilege leave vacaucy are
concerned. On the other hand, it would sensibly increase the number of minutes
requiring His Excellency’s sanction.

V.K.R.
15-12-99.

RevENuE DEPARTMENT.

NOTES CONNECTED WITH G.O., No. 900, MIS., REVENUE, DATED
3rp MARCH 1899.

[SussEcT.— Charge allowance granted to Assistant Inspectors placed in charge of cirelss. )

Board's Proceedings (Separate Revenue), No. 555, dated Tth February 1899, and
Accountant-General's Endorsement thereon No. 670, dated 20th February 15899.

To Secretary—

The question was fully discussed in the notes under G.O., No. 143, dated 10th
January 1899. The only point now raised by the Board is whether the ¢ charge
allowance ” is treated as “ acting allowance.” The Accountant-General previously
replied that it was not. It is being treated as “charge allowance” and is liable,
under article 120 of the Civil Service Regulations, to be withheld for the first thirty
days of a privilege leave vacancy.

9. Please see draft below.

V.K.R.
1-3-99.
Issue.

G. S. Forpes.
3--3-99.

[Zssued as G.0., No. 900, Mis., Revenue, dated 3rd March 1899.]

—

Demi-official from the How'ble Mr. J. THOMSON, lo the Howble Myr. G. S. FORBES
dated 12th December 1899.

« May I ask you to look into the file of papers ending with G.0., No. 900, Mis.,
« Revenue, dated 3rd March 1899, as I do not think the effect of the orders passed
¢ has been fully understood.

«9. Prior to May 1898, every Assistant Inspector in charge of a circle, in what-
¢ oyer arrangement he was acting, drew Rs. 25 a month charge allowance instead of an
¢ geting allowance of Rs. 66 to which, under the Civil Service Regulations, he would
«bo entitled. In the case of a few of these Assistant Inspectors in charge of circles, ]
¢ paised the question in May 1898 whether they were not entitled to draw exchange
¢ gompensation allowance on the charge allowance of Rs. 25. The answer to that was
«@G.0., No. 454, Revenue, dated 17th August 1898. This allows my request that the
« officers should be entitled to draw exchange compensation on the charge allowance ;
« but the Accountant-General has used the occasion in such a way as to make the con-
¢ ppssion a loss and not gain to the whole body of officers concerned by disallowing the
« gharge allowance for the first thirty days of a privilege leave vacancy.

«3. The net effect of the order and his interpretation of it may be illustrated from
¢ the list as it stands at present. There are four Inspectors on privilege leave. There
¢ are three Assistant Inspectors in charge of circles who are entitled to exchange
« gompensation allowance. The four men acting for the Insp.ectors, lose between them
¢ Rs, 100 under the Accountant-General’s ruling. The Assistant Inspectors, who are
¢ antitled to exchange compensation allowance, gain Rs. 1—9—Q a month each for three
« months, or Rs. 14-1-0 in all between them under the order itself.
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« 4, In asking for a reconsideration of the matter (Board’s Proceedings, Mis. N
: e s, Mis. No.
- 44151 dated 7th November 13_598), I did not go fully into the technieaf ]_;art of the
“ question, because I was proposing to clear the whole difficulty by giving the Assistant
¢« Tnspectors appointed to charge of circles an acting allowance, to which I still believe

“ they are fully entitled, instead of a charge allowance. Government was unable to
“ accept this and matters were left where they stood.,

5. 1 raised the technical question, therefore, in Board’s Proceedings, Mi
“dated 7th February 1899, and the order on this-—G.0., No. 900, %I(Il;:.;gl’{xéixgo}lggfd
:: 3rd Mareh '1899—‘—'18 that the Accountant-General does not treat the allowazlce as’
“aetmg allowance. This is based on a ruling of the Accountant-General’s, for whict?
no grounds are given, but which I should like to have an opportunity of discussing?

“ to the effect that article 120 of the Civil Service R ions i ' >
e e vice-Regulations is applicable to charge

6. Whether that ruling is correet or not the net effect of the orders is, as I have

““ ppmlted out above, that the whole body of Assistant Inspectors, when i[: charge of
“ circles under privilege leave arrangements, now suffers, as the result of securing some
“ small amounts of exchange compensation allowance to the very few entitled to that
G perquisite. What I would ask you, thereforo, is to send this demi-official to the
Accountant-General with a request that he will advise in what manner the Assistant

“ Inspectors may best be put back into at least as iti 1
J od s they w
““ before the discussion began.” Lo A EAMPGAE e

To Scecretary—

Assistant Inspectors placed in charge of cireles draw an allowance of Rs. 25 per
mensem. This allowance was treated by the Accountant-General as local allowance ;
but on the representati f the Board

G.0., No. 454, R dat 93 e
; 898.0 S ed 17th August of“l{;:lvenue,nlt was c}emdcd that it was
% : ; a “ charge allowance "’ coming within the
definition of salary in article 47 (¢) of the Civil Service Regulations. Tghe effect of
4his decision was (1) to e-l}able Asmstgant Inspectors to draw exchange compensation
allowance on thls,_ t.mt (ii) to deprive them of the charge allowance during the first

thirty days of a privilege leave vacancy. £ 7

_ 2. Correspondence ensued with the
G.0s., No. 143, dated 10th January 1899, and object of getting over the second effoct
No. 900, dated 3rd March 1899. of ' the ruling, but the Government

declined to make any change.

8. Mr. Thomson suggests a reference to the Accountant-General—

(i) as to the correctness of the ruling that article 120 of the Civil Service
Regulations applies to charge allowance under article 115 ; and

(ii) for advice as to how the difficulty may be got ever in drawing the charge
allowance during the first thirty days of a privilege leave vacancy. g

4. Tn the course of the previous discussions, the Secretary observed that Assistant

: Inspectors were * no worse off than other

Remarks on the marg21n (Ef tEa“ﬂgrt“Ph 2d0f “officers in a privilege leave vacancy,”

office mote on page 2 of the notes under  gnd this remark still holds good. There

G.0., No. 143, dated 10th January 1899. is therefore no ground for pursuing the
G.S.T. subject further.

5. If a change should be made, the question for consideration will be whether
the allowance may be treated as a local allowance as before the issue of G.0., No. 454,
dated 17th August 1898. Much good W.ln not come of paying an acling instead of a
charge allowance, as far as the first thirty days of a privilege leave vacancy are
concerned. On the other hand, it would sensibly inerease the number of minutes

yequiring H1s Excelleney’s sanction.

V.K.R.
15-12-99.
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RevENUE DEPARTMENT.

NOTES CONNECTED WITH G.O., No. 900, MIS., REVENUE, DATED
\ 3rp MARCH 1899.

uBrEcT.— Charge allowance granted to Assistant Inspectors placed in charge of circl: s')

Board's Proceedings (Separate Revenue), No. 555, dated Tth February 1899, and
Accountant- General's Endorsement thereon No. 670, dated 20th February 1899.

To Secretary—

The question was fully discussed in the notes under G.0., No. 143, dated 10th
January 1899. The only point now raised by the Board is whether the * charge
allowance ” is treated as ¢ acting allowance.” The Accountant-General previously
replied that it was not. It is being treated as * charge allowance ” and is liable,
under article 120 of the Civil Service Regulations, to be withheld for the first thirty

days of a privilege leave vacancy.
2. Please see draft below.

Wl .
1-3-99.
Tssue.

G. S. Forpes.
3-3-99.

[Zssued as G.0., No. 900, Mis., Revenue, dated 3rd March 1899.]

T m——

Demi-officigl from the How'ble Mr. J. THOMSON, to the How'ble Mr. G. 8. FORBES

dated 12th December 1899.

¢ May I ask you to look into the file of papers ending with G.0., No. 900, Mis.,
« Revenue, dated 3rd March 1899, as I do not think the effect of the orders passed
« has been fully understood.

«9. Prior to May 1898, every Assistant Inspector in charge of a circle, in what-
«« ayer arrangement he was acting, drew Rs. 25 a month charge allowance instead of an
« geting allowance of Rs. 65 to which, under the Civil Service Regulations, he would
«bo entitled. In the case of a few of these Assistant Inspectors in charge of circles,
« paised the question in May 1898 whether they were not entitled to draw exchange
« gompensation allowance on the charge allowance of Rs. 25. The answer to that was
«@&.,0., No. 454, Revenue, dated 17th August 1898. This allows my request that the
« officers should be entitled to draw exchange compensation on the charge allowance ;
«hut the ‘Accountant-General has used the oceasion in such a way as to make the con-
« cassion a loss and not gain to the whole body of officers concerned by disallowing the
« gharge allowance for the first thirty days of a privilege leave vacancy.

« 3, The net effect of the order and his interpretation of it may_be illustrated from
« the list as it stands at present. There are four Inspectors on privilege leave. There
« gpo three Assistant Inspectors in charge of circles who are entitled to exchange
“« compensation allowance. The four men acting for the Inspectors, lose between them
¢ Rs. 100 under the Accountant-Geeneral’s ruling. The Assistant Inspectors, who are
¢ antitled to exchange compensation allowance, gain Rs. 1~9—Q a month each for three
« months, or Rs. 14-1-0 in all between them under the order itself.
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« 4. TIn asking for a reconsideration of the matter (Board’s Proceedi .
%4415, dated Tth November 1898), 1 did not go fullj(r into the tech?litl:zilgi;agxz'f 11?1::;
¢ question, because I was proposing to clear the whole difficulty by giving the Assistant
& gl?swtm;ﬁppouzit&iito ,ohatrgg og elrcllles an acting allowance, to which I still believe

¢ they are fully en instead of a charge allowance. G
¢ accept this and matter’s were left where t%ley stood. ) b b e

«5. T raised the technical question, therefore, in Board’s Pro i i
« dated 7Tth Febraary 1899, and the order on this—G.0., No. gogf’eﬁ‘i':.giixggohiffé
« 3rd March 1899—is that the Accountant-General does not treat tl’le allowa;me as
« aeting allowance. This 18 based on a ruling of the Accountant-General’s, for which
¢ no grounds are given, but which I should like to have an opportunity of discussing
« to the effect that article 120 of the Civil Service Regulations is applicable to chargé
« allowances under article 115.

« §. Whether that ruling is correet or not the net effect of the orders is, as I have
¢ pointed out above, that the whole body of Assistant Inspectors, when in charge of
« gircles under privilege leave arrangements, now suffers, as the result of securing some
¢ small amounts of exchange compensation allowance to the very few entitled to that
« perquisite. What I w.ould ask you, therefore, is to send this demi-official to the
« Aecountant—Gen%ral Wgth a I‘iqulist that he will advise in what manner the Assistant
¢ [nspectors may best be put bae into at least as good a positi ‘ _
« hefore the discussion began.” g position as they were in

To Secretary—

Assistant Inspectors placed in charge of circles draw an allow 5
. vance of Rs. 2
mensem. This allowance was treated by the Accountant-General as loez?l all‘i)wa?ng: f

G.0., No. 454, Revenue, dated 17th August B;l tt?:v etr}ltfe rf?%)resentztlo_n of the Board

1898, a‘“ ket :;11:) W;;rliz ”ee1de§ that hlt was
definition of salary in article 47 (¢) of the Civil Service Regulatioflg.m "The letﬁclax;tt}:)?
4his decision was (1) to e_nable Assistant Inspectors to draw exchange compensation
allowance on this, but (ii) to deprive them of the charge allowance during the first
thirty days of a privilege leave vacaney. 8 3

2. Correspondence ensued with th
G.0s., No. 143, dated 10th January 1899, and objeet of getting over the second effeci
No. 900, dated 8rd March 1899. . of the ruling, but the Government
declined to make any change.

3. Mr. Thomson suggests a reference to the Accountant-General—

(i) as to the correctness of the ruling that article 120 of the Civi :

Regulations applies to charge allowance under article 115 ; and o B i
(i) for advice as to how the difficulty may be got ever in drawing th

allowance during the first thirty days of a privilege leave vacancy. ng the charge

4. In the course of the previous discussions, the Secretary observed that Assistant
. 3 Inspectors were “ no worse off than other
Remarks on the margin of paragraph 2 of ¢« officers in a privilege leave vacancy,”
ofice note on page 2 of the notes under | 4 this remark still holds good. Ther
G.0., No. 143, dated 10th January 1899. . 8 W i
is therefore no ground for pursuing the
G.S.F. subject further.

5. If a change should be made, the question for consideration will be whether
the allowance may be treated as a local allowance as before the issue of G.0., No. 454,
dated 17th August 1898. Much good will not come of paying an acting instead of a
charge allowance, as far as the first thirty days of a privilege leave vacancy are

concerned.  On the other hand, it would sensibly increase the number of miuutes
requiring lis Excelleney’s sanction.

V.K.R.

15-12-99.

RevENUE DEPARTMENT.

NOTES CONNECTED WITH G.0., No. 900, MIS., REVENUE, DATED
3rp MARCH 1899. )

[SUBJECT.——C%arge allowance granted lo Assistant Inspectors placed in charge of circles. |

Board's Proceedings (Separate Revene), No. 555, dated Tth February 1899, and
Accountant- General's Endorsement thereon No. 670, dated 20th February 1899.

To Secretary— -

The question was fully diseussed in the notes under G.O., No. 143, dated 10th
January 1899. The only point now raised by the Board is whether the ¢ charge
allowance ” is treated as “acting allowance.” The Accountant-General previously
replied that it was not. It is being treated as ¢ charge allowance ” and is liable,

under article 120 of the Civil Service Regulations, to be withheld for the first thirty

days of a privilege leave vacancy.
9. Please see draft below.

V.K.R.
1-3-99.
Issue.

G. S. Forses.
3-3-99.

[Zssued as G.0., No. 900, Mis., Revenue, dated 3rd March 1899.]

—

Demi-official from the Hon'ble Mr. J. THOMSON, to the Howble Mr. G. S. FORBES
dated 12th December 1899. ;

« May I ask you to look into the file of papers ending with G.0,, No. 900, Mis.,
« Revenue, dated 3rd March 1899, as I do not think the effect of the orders passed
¢ has been fully understood.

« 9. Prior to May 1898, every Assistant Inspector in charge of a circle, in what-
«¢ gyer arrangement he was acting, drew Rs. 25 a month charge allowance instead of an
« geting allowance of Rs. 65 to which, under the Civil Service Regulations, he would
«be entitled. In thecase of a fow of these Assistant Inspectors in charge of circles, [
« raised the question in May 1898 whether they were not entitled to draw exchange
¢¢ gompensation allowance on the charge allowance of Rs. 95. The answer to that was
«@.0., No. 454, Revenue, dated 17th August 1898. This allows my request that the
« officers should be entitled to draw exchange compensation on the charge allowance ;
« hut the ‘Accountant-General has used the occasion in such a way as to make the con-
« gpssion a loss and not gain to the whole body of officers concerned by disallowing the

« gharge allowance for the first thirty days of a privilege leave vacancy.

« 3. The net effect of the order and his interpretation of it may.be illustrated from
 the list as it stands at present. There are four Inspectors on privilege leave. There
¢ gro three Assistant Inspectors in eharge ot: circles who are entitled to exchange
« gompensation allowance. The four men acting for the Tnspectors, lose between them
¢« Rs. 100 under the Acecountant-General’s ruling. The Assistant Inspectors, who are
« pntitled to exchange compensation allowance, gain Rs. 1-4-0 a month each for three

« months, or Rs. 14-1-0 in all between them under the order itself.
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“ 4. In asking for a reconsideration of th i
Scd S . . e matter (Board’s Proceedi :
z 4415€idatfla)d 7th November 1898), 1 did not go full)s tatd ik ;gg;li‘l‘g;g{g&a%%lsk l:'hof
> (Ilues otn, ecause 1 was proposing to clear the whole difficulty by giving thpA e
nspectors appointed to charge of circles an acting allowance, fo whith T s?:ill S&lit:?é

“they are fully entitled, instead of a char
“ accept this and matter,s were left where t%eeyallt?)vovg TP g s S

“5. T raised the technical question, therefore, i
! ore, in Board’ i i
: : gige%g ;rl;hFefgggry o 8?&':83;1 tl}: order on this’—G.C;)er s I;rggeeﬁill: gsl%g;ilfzo;igfgi
! —i8 e Accountant-General d . / o :
i ha : does not treat ;
“slzlc(::mgoallgwance.. This is based on a ruling of the Accountant?}e;gfal?suog)ane;'a}i
grounds are given, but which I should like to have an opportunity of ,dis:u;‘;ixlfg
4 3

“ to the effeet that article 120 of the Civi i ions i
g e e e il e Civil Service Regulations is applicable to charge

“ 6. Whether that ruling is correct
o or not the net effe
pointed out above, that the whole b i
¢ circles under pﬁvhege leave arran e SOl Wi Tndtegy of
Moo shirricld o i gements, now suffers, as the result of securin som
& cerqvisits, ; Wiat T Wi;!ﬁg :grknl})rensattlﬁn a}lowance to the very few entitled ’?0 tha:
? ' ou, therefore, is to se i i i
“ Accountant-General with a request that he wifl advise 1?1111 %vg:ésmgzﬁé;og:]ﬂsggtﬁi

 Inspectors may best be put back i :
« hefore the discussion begl;n,n o 8ft least as good a position as they were in

ct of the orders is, as I have

To Secretary—

Assistant Inspectors placed in charge of ei '

: ge of eircles draw an allowance of Rs. 25

mensern. This allowance was treated by the Accountant-General as lgc:I allo'v?:;lg: r

G.0., No. 454, Revenue, dated 17th August but on the representation of the Board
ey of“Rﬁvenne, it was decided that it was

e X : a “ charge allowance "’ coming withi

definition of salary in article 47 (¢) of the Civil Service Regulations. Tl‘gl:lz;n eif:tl}tﬂ(])%

‘zllxlls decision \:}t:p (1%) tto ?.I};tbtl;e é:ismtant Inspectors to draw exchange compensation

allowance on this, but (ii) to deprive them of the ch i

Sty dovs of o pet AN arge allowance during the first

2. Correspondence ensued wi
G.0s., No. 143, dated 10th January 1899, and object of getting over the secoZ&ﬂ;ffgﬁ
No. 900, dated 8rd March 1899. : of the ruling, but the Governmeﬁt
declined to make any change.

3. Mr. Thomson suggests a reference to the Accountant-General—

(i) as to the eorrectness of the ruling that article 120 ivi :
Regulat(ionsfapplies to charge allowance under article 115 ; and L
ii) for advice as to how the difficulty may be got ever i i
allowance during the first thirty days of a privilege Ieive v-a:axlllclzy(%mwmg s

4. In the course of the previous discussions, the Secretary observed that Assistant
Inspectors were ¢
Remarks on the margin of paragraph 2 of « ofI%icers in rae prilzr(i)h:giza%% g::zn Othe,I,‘A
office note on page 2 of the notes under | 5.4 this remark still hold ancy,
G.0., No. 143, dated 10th January 1899. ; ill holds good. There
_ is therefore no ground for pursuing the
G.S.F. subject further. : =

5. Tf a change should be made, the question for consideration will be whether
the allowance may be treated as a local allowance as before the issue of G.0., No. 454
dated 17th August 1898. Much good will not come of paying an acting iftendiof
charge allowance, as far as the first thirty days of a privilege leave vacaucy are
concerned. On the other hand, it would sensibly inerease the number of minutes

requiring His Excelleney’s sanction.

V.K.R.
15-12-99.

T: " _“]33#:

T Lrronei
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e
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ReveENUE DEPARTMENT.

NOTES CONNECTED WITH G.0., No. 900, MIS., REVENUE, DATED
3rp MARCH 1899.

[SUBJECT.—-C’Imrge allowance granted to Assistant Inspectors placed in charge of cirelss. |

e .

Revenue), No. 555, dated Tth February 1899, and

Board's Proceedings (Separate
e No. 670, dated 20th February 1899.

Accountant- General's Endorsement thereon

Ty Secretary—
The question was fully diseussed in the notes under G.0., No. 143, dated 10th

January 1899. The only point now raised by the Board is whether the * charge
allowaﬂce »” is treated as ¢ acting allowance.” The Accountant-General previously
replied that it was not. It is being treated as « gharge allowance ” and is liable,
under article 120 of the Civil Service Regulations, to be withheld for the first thirty

days of a privilege leave vacancy.
9. Please see draft below.

V.K.R.
1=3=99,
‘ Issue.
G. S. ForBEs.
3-3-99.

[Issued as G.0., No. 900, Mis., Revenue, dated 3rd Mareh 1899.]

——

the How'ble Mr. J. THOMSON, to the Hon’ble Mr. G. S. FORBES
dated 12th December 1899.

«May I ask you to look into the file of papers ending with G.O., No. 900, Mis.,
« Revenue, dated 3rd March 1899, as I do not think the effect of the orders passed

¢ has been fully understood.

« 9. Prior to May 1898, every Assistant Inspector in charge of a circle, in what-
«¢ gyer arrangement he was acting, drew Rs. 25 a month charge allowance instead of an
« geting allowance of Rs. 65 to which, under the Civil Service Regulations, he would
« be entitled. ~In the case of a few of these Assistant Inspectors in charge of eircles,
« paised the question in May 1898 whether they were not entitled to draw exchange
¢¢ compensation allowance on the charge allowance of Rs. 25. The answer to that was
«3.0., No. 454, Revenue, dated 17th August 1898. This allows my request that the
« officers should be entitled to draw exchange compensation on the charge allowance ;
« hut the Accountant-General has used the occasion in such a way as to make the con-
s pession a loss and not gain to the whole body of officers concerned by disallowing the
« gharge allowance for the first thirty days of a privilege leave vacancy.

« 3. The net effect of the order and his interpretation of it may be illustrated from
¢ the list as 1t stands at present. '_I_‘here are four.Inspectors on privilege leave. There
« gre three Assistant Inspectors in charge of circles who are entitled to exehange
nsation allowance. The four men aeting for the Inspectors, lose between them
¢ Rs. 100 under the Accountant-General’s ruling.. The Assistant Inspectors, who are
« entitled to exchange compensation allowance, gain Rs. 1-9-0 a month each for three
« months, or Rs. 14-1-0 in all between them under the order itself.

Demi-official from

“ compe
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“ 4. In asking for a reconsideration of the matter ([ i 1 !
C . (Board’s Proceedings, Mis. No.
:: 4415€idat%d 7th November 1898), I did not go fully into the teclmicalgl;m't of the
" (Imes on, because I was proposing to clear the whole difficul ty by giving the Assistant
nspectors appointed to charge of circles an acting allowance, to which I still believe

“they are fully entitled, instead of a charge all
¥ 1 owance, :
“ accept this and matters were left where t%ey stood.Il Rt s o

5. I raised the technical question, ther i i i
; efore, in Board’s Proceed Mis. No.
: : gargedhg:zg‘elbgggry ’18?}?;:;1;1 t}j: order on this,—G.O., No. 900, Mil:;gsl’{evglue?difgi
. —18 that the Accountant-General does not treat the all 3
““ acting allgwance._ This is based on a ruling of the Accountanrt?!aenofal?s Of?;:nvgzi:ﬁ
1o grounds are given, but which I should like to have an opportunity of ’disoussing
. ?

“to the effect that article 12 ivi i : : :
2 Yl arti(; 1(; 1105 .of the Civil Service Regulations is applicable to charge

* 6. Whether that ruling is correct or not the net

39 1

“Ié?;‘l;lf;:duzt:ltegli)orvi'sh thtlet;he whole body of Assistant Inspectors, when in charge of
AY .

“small amounts of ex%hangee:or;angements, Ho o, Sa'the séels of o T

X an pensation allowance to the very few entitled to that
: ge:gouls;@.t that I would ask you, therefore, is to send thi)e; demi-official ?o tl?e
untant-General with a request that he will advise in what manner the Assistant

* Inspectors may best be put 1 iti
g disc); et 81;1111 .”back mto at least as good a position as they were in

effect of the orders is, as I have

To Secretary—

Assistant Inspectors placed in charge of cireles dra
] w an allowance of Rs. 25
mensem. This allowance was treated by the Accountant-General as local allowa)nc: 7

o RO B SR but on the representation of the Board
Ik ) e August ¢ Revenue, it was decided that it was

g : ; a ‘“ charge allowance "’ comi ithi
definition of salary in article 47 (¢) of the Civil Service Regula.tions.m u']l‘%l;v ?ﬁ:;tﬂ:)?

this decision was (i) to enable Assistant Inspectors to draw exchange compensation

allowance on this, but (ii) to deprive them of the ¢h .
thirty days of a privilege leave vacaney. arge allowance during the first

| 2. Correspondence ensued i
G.0s., No. 143, dated 10th Jannary 1899, and object of getting over the secomllﬂelﬁgg
No. 900, dated 8rd March 1899. of the ruling, but the Govefnment

declined to make any change.
3. Mr. Thomson suggests a reference to the Accountant-General —

(i) as to the correctness of the ruling that articl ivi :
Regulations applies to charge allowance under%rticle {llg 'e :I?g _—
(i) for advice as to how the difficulty may be got ov

allowance during the first thirty days of a privilege leave v;:‘a:;y%mwmg g

4. In the course of the previous discussions, the Secretary observed that Assistant

Inspectors were “ no worse off than other

Remarks on the margin of paragraph 2 of « 3 1o
g paragrap officers in g privilege leave vacancy,”

office note on page 2 of the notes under

G.0., No. 143, dated 10th January 1899, ?;ilhzl;ésforemark still hcf] ?S pie 0
| i teé 1o ground for pursuing tl
G.S.F. subject further. pursuing the

5. If a change should be made, the question for consideration will be whether
the allowance may be treated as a local all'owanee as before the issue of 3.0.. No. 454
dated 17th Aungust 1898. Much good w.lll not come of paying an acting in;tead of a,
charge allowance, as far as the first thirty days of a privilege leave vaeaucy are
concerned. On the other hand, it would sensibly inerease the number of minutes

requiring His Excelleney's sanction,

V.K.R.
15-12-99.

3

Ty the Honourable Member.
. S. Forges.
15-12-99.

[ dow't understand why article 120 is held to apply to charge allowance under
article 115. Is there any ruling of India to that effect ? _
I suppose the Assistant Inspectors draw the charge allowance for the first thirty

! ety b
'8 if is a transfer of station. Is this so *
days if there1 _ S

18-12-99.

To Secretary—

May the .
Member’s queries
TP.K:
20-12-99.

V.K.R.
20-12-99.

Acecountant-General be asked (u.0.) to answer the Honourable
No information on the points is traceable in the office.

Ty the Accountant-General w.0.
EHEC oW A
21-12-99.

. AccouNTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE.
No. 133.

Charge allowance under article 115 is not allowed for the first thirty days in
rivilege leave arrangements as it does not come under the exceptions mentioned in

article 123, Civil Service Regulations. :
If thereis 2 transfer of station, the Assistant Inspector draws three-fourths of the

(5
charge allowanc T. HeskeTH Brees.
23-12-99,

To the Revemue Department w.o.

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

- 1y Seeretary—

V.K.R.
8-1-00.
To the Honourable Member— QAT
9-1-00.

may be told what the Accountant-General says. It does not seem

Mr. Thomson :
advisable to reopen the question. ATA.
10-1-00.
Ty Seerelary—
Please see draft below.
T.P.K. e
12-1-00.
V.K.R.
15-1-00.
Issue.
GS.F.
16-1-00.
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Demi-official from the Howble Mr. G. S. FORBES, to the Hon'bl,
My. J. THOMSON, dated 16tk January 1900.

“In reply to your Demi-official dated 12th December last, regarding charge

“gallowance of Assistant Inspectors, I am to enclose a copy of the Accountant-

¢« (Greneral’s un-official note No. 138, dated 23rd December 189
% Government does not consider it t;dvisable to reop:rlln tl(:: qﬁegti?)i(.l”to Rt

[Lssued as Demi-Official No. 11, Revenue, dated 16th January 1900.]

3

To the Honourable Member.
G. S. Forses.
15-12-99.

I don’t understand why article 120 is held to apply to charge allowance under
article 115. Is there any ruling of India to that effect ? &
I suppose the Assistant Inspectors draw the charge allowance for the first thirty
days if thereis a transfer of station. Is this so?
A.T. A[RUNDEL.]
18-12-99.

To Secrelary— .
May the Accountant-Greneral be asked (u.0.) to answer the Honourable
Member’s queries 7 No information on the points 1s traceable in the office.

T.P.K.
20-12-99.

V.K.R.
20-12-99.
To the Accountant-General w.o.
G.S.F.
21-12-99.

No. 133. AccouNTANT-GENERAL's OFFICE.

Charge allowance under: article 115 is not allowed for the first thirty days in
rivilege leave arrangements as it does not come under the exceptions mentioned in

article 123, Civil Service Regulations.
1f there is a transfer of station, the Assistant Inspector draws three-fourths of the

charge allowance.
T. Heskern Biees.

23-12-99.
To the Revenue Department u.o. .

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.
To Secretary—

V.K:R. /
8-1-00.
Ty the Honowrable Member—
G.S.F.
9-1-00.

Mr. Thomson may be told what the Accountant-General says. It does not seem
advisable to reopen the question.

AT.A
10-1-00.
To Secretary—
Please see draft below.
T.P.K.
12-1-00.
V.K.R.
15-1-00.
Issue.
GS.F.

16-1-00.
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Demi-official from the Hon'ble Mr. G. S, FORBES. {
iy, o the Hon'ble
My. J. THOMSON, dated 16th January 1900. ble

“In reply to your Demi-official dated 12th D i
:: allowam;e of Assistant Inspectors, I am to enelozzem;becro;;sg’f I‘fhg: r(};;lcgm;:::&rg'e
. General’s un-official note N 0. 138, dated 23rd December 1899 and to state that 31-
Government does not consider it advisable to reopen the question.” g e

[ Lssued as Demi- Official No. 11, Revenue, dated 16th January 1900.]

—

3

Ty the Honourable Member.
. S. Forses.
15-12-99.

I don’t understand why article 120 is held to apply to charge allowanee under
article 115. Is there any ruling of Tndia to that effect ?
I suppose the Assistant Inspectors dravy thg charge allowance for the first thirty
days if there is a transfer of station, Is thisso? y
A.T. A[RUNDEL.]
18-12-Y9.

Ty Secrelary—
May the Accountant-General be asked (u.0.) to answer the Honourable
Member’s queries ? No information on the points 1s traceable in the office.

Tr.K
20-12-99.
V.K.R.
20-12-99.
Ty the Accountant-General w.o.
G.S.F.
21-12-99.
No. 1338. AccoUNTANT-GENERAL's OFFICE.

Charge allowance under article 115 is not allowed for the first thirty days in
rivilege leave arrangements as it does not come under the exceptions mentioned in

article 123, Civil Service Regulations.
If there is a transfer of station, the Assistant Inspector draws three-fourths of the

charge allowance.
T. Heskern Bieas.

23-12-99.
To the Revenue Department u.o.

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

To Seeretary—

V.K.R.
8-1-00. P
To the Honourqble Member—
G.S.F.
9-1-00.

Mr. Thomson may be told what the Accountant-General says. It does not seem
advisable to reopen the question.

A.T.A.
10-1-00.
Ty Secretary—
Please see draft below.
TPas
12-1-00.
V.K.R.
15-1-00.
Issue.
G.S.F.

16-1-00,
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Demi-official from the Honw'ble Mr. ¢ S FORBES, to the Ion'l
o« U. O n'ble
My. J. THOMSON, dated 1674 January 1900.

““In reply to your Demi-official dated 12th Decemb i
| er last di ) .
:z allowamie of Assistant Inspectors, I am to enclose a copy o"r‘ r&g: rAggnfxlxl;ﬁ(:
¥ General’s un-official note No. 138, dated 23rd December 1899 and to state that the
Government does not consider it advisable to reopen the question.”

[ Lssued as Demi-Official No. 11, Revenue, dated 16th January 1900, ]

b

Ty the Honourable Member.
&. S. ForBes.
15=12-99.

I dow’t understand why article 120 is held to apply to charge allowance under
article 115. Is there any ruling of India to that effect ? .
I suppose the Assistant Inspectors draviv the charge allowance for the first thirty
days if there is a transfer of station. Is this so ?
A.T. A[RUNDEL.]
18-12-99.

Ty Secretary—
May the Accountant-General be asked (u.0.) to answer the Honourable

Member’s queries ? No information on the points is traceable in the office.

T.P.K:
20-12-99.
V.K.R.
20-12-99.
Ty the Accountant- General w.o.
G.S.F.
21-12-99.
No. 133. AccouNTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE.

Charge allowance under article 115 is not allowed for the first thirty days in
privilege leave arrangements as it does not come under the exceptions mentioned in
article 123, Civil Service Regulations.

If there is a transfer of station, the Assistant Inspector draws three-fourths of the

charge allowance.
T. Heskern Biees.

23-12-99.
To the Revenue Department w.o.

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.
To Secretary—

YV.X.R.
3-1-00.
To the Honourable Member—
G.S.F.
9-1-00.

Mr. Thomson may be told what the Accountant-General says. It does not seem
advisable to reopen the question.

A.T.A.
10-1-00.
To Secretary—
Please see draft below.
TP
12-1-00.
V.K.R
15-1-00
Issue.
G.S.F.

16-1-00.
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Demi-oﬁ“-al from the Haon’ble Mr G. 8 F
. G. 8. FORBES, to th J

; Mr. J. THOMSON, dated 161h Wankiry ,1900 an Honble

“In reply to your Demi-official dated 1 :

(43 4 2th December la .

“allovsice"o Aot a1 w45 sty SRS e

% Govern cial note No. 138, dated 23rd December 1899 and to sta Nk e
ment does not consider it advisable to reopen the question.” state that the

[ Zssued as Demi- Official No. 11, Revenue, dated 16th January 1900.]

3

To the Honourable Member.
G. S. Forges.
15-12-99..
I don’t understand why article 120 is held to apply to charge allowance under
article 115. Is there any ruling of India to that effect ?

I suppose the Assistant Inspectors draw the charge allowance for the first thirty
days if thereis a transfer of station. Is this so?

A.T. A[RUNDEL.]
18-12-99.
To Secrelary—

May the Accountant-General be asked (u.0.) to answer the Honourable
Member’s queries 7 No information on the points is traceable in the office.

TP.X.
20-12-99.
V.K.R.
20-12-99.
Ty the Accountant-General .0,
: G.S.F.
21-12-99.
Noo 133, - AccOUNTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE.

Charge allowance under article 115 is not allowed for the first thirty days in
privilege leave arrangements as it does not come under the exceptions mentioned in
article 123, Civil Serviee Regulations.

If there is a transfer of station, the Assistant Inspector draws three-fourths of the
charge allowance.
T. Heskers Bieas.
23-12-99.
To the Revenue Department .o,

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.
To Secretary—

V.K.R.
8-1=00.
To the Honourable Member—
G.S.F.
9-1-00.

Mr. Thomson may be told what the Accountant-General says. It does not scem
advisable to reopen the question.

ALTHAL
10-1-00.
Ty Secretary—
Please see draft below.
TP.K.
., 12-1-00.
V.K.R.
15-1-00.
Tssue.
G.S.F.
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Demi-oficial from the How'ble Mr. G. 8. FORBES, to the Hon'ble
Mr. J. THOMSON, dated 16(h Junuary 1900.

'“AIn reply to your Demi-official dated 12th December last, regarding charg ;

«allowance of Assistant Inspectors, 1 am to enclose a c?y of the Accountant-
« Greneral’s un-official note No. 138, dated 23rd December 1899 :
& Government does not consider it advisable to reopen the question.”

. IR
[ Issued as Demi- Official No. 11, Revenue, daled 16tk January 1900.]

and to state that the 1'

3

To the Honourable Member.
G. 8. Foraes.
15-12-99.

T don’t understand why article 120 is held to apply to charge allowance under
article 115. Is there any ruling of India to that effect ?

I suppose the Assistant Inspectors draw the charge allowance for the first thirty
days if thereis a transfer of station. Is this so? |
A.T. A[RUNDEL.]

18-12-99.
To Secretary—

May the Accountant-General be asked (u.0.) to answer the Honourable
Member’s queries 2 No information on the points 1s traceable in the office.

T.PXK:
20-12-99.
V.K.R.
920-12-99.
To the Accountant-General w.o.
G.S.F.
21-12-99.
No. 133. AccouNTaNT-GENERAL'S OFFICE.

Charge allowance under article 115 is not allowed for the first thirty days in
privilege leave arrangements as it does not come under the exceptions mentioned in
article 123, Civil Service Regulations.

If there is a transfer of station, the Assistant Inspector draws three-fourths of the

charge allowance.
T. Heskern Bices.

23-12-99.
To the Revenuc Department w.o.

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.
To Secretary—

V.K.R.
8-1-00.
To the Honourable Member—
G.S.F.
9-1-00.

Mr. Thomson may be told what the Accountant-General says. - It does not seem
advisable to reopen the question.

A.T.A.
10-1-00.
To Secretary—
Please see draft below. i
TP.K:
12-1-00.
VKR
15-1-00.
Issue.
- G.S.F.

16-1-00,
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1
Demi-official from the How’ble Mr. . S. FORBES, 1o the Hon'ble oot o s
Mr. J. THOMSON, dated 16th Junuary 1900.

“In reply to your Demi-official dated 12th December last, regarding charge
«gallowance of Assistant Inspectors, I am to enclose a copy of the Accountant-
< (General’s un-official note No. 138, dated 23rd December 1899 and to state that the
 Government does not consider it advisable to reopen the question.” .

[ Issued as Demi-Official No. 11, Revenue, dated 16th January 1900.]

G. S. Forsgs.
15-12-99.

, I dow’t understand why article 120 is held to apply to charge allowance under
article 115. Is there any ruling of India to that effect ?
I suppose the Assistant Inspectors draw the charge allowance for the first thirty
days if thereis a tronsfer of station. Is this so ?
A.T. A[RUNDEL.]
18-12-99.
To Seerelary— o

May the Accountant-General be asked (w.0.) to answer the Honourable
Member’s queries 7  No information on the points 1s traceable in the office.

~

T.P.K.
20-12-99.
V.K.R.
20-12-99.
B To the Accountant-General u.o.
o G.S.F.
i 21-12-99.
No. 133. Accountant-GENERAL's OrrIcE.

Charge allowance under article 115 is not allowed for the first thirty days in
rivilege leave arrangements as it does not come under the exceptions mentioned in

article 123, Civil Service Regulations.
If there is a transfer of station, the Assistant Inspector draws three-fourths of the

charge allowance.
T. HeskerH Bieas.

23-12-99.
To the Revenue Department .o,

22 REVENUE DEPARTMENT.
To Secretary—

& VKR .
1 ‘,v‘i‘ 8-1-00.
} '-'fI To the Honouruble Member—
\ b e G.S.F.
N 3 9-1-00.
e 3 Mr. Thomson may be told what the Accountant-General says. It does not seem
- advisable to reopen the question.’
L 3 ATA.
- 10-1-00.
' o Secrctary—
Please see draft below.
x B TP.EK.
- 12-1-00.
: V.K.R.
g 15-1-00.
a8 Issue.
v GS.T.

& B | 16-1-00.
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Demi-official from the How'ble Mr. G. 8. FORBES, to the Hon'h
Mr. J. THOMSON, dated 16th Junuary ’1900.16 on’ble

“In reply to your Demi-official dated 12th December last i
“allowance of Assistant Inspectors, I am to enclose a copyso’f r:lﬂgi:;l&;gﬁ
¢ Greneral’s un-official note No. 138, dated 23rd December 1899 and to state that th
¢ Government does not consider it advisable to reopen the question.” s

[ Issued as Demi- Official No. 11, Revenue, daled 16th January 1900.]
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To the Honourable Member.

G. S. Forses.
15-12-99.

I don’t understand why article 120 is held to apply to charge allowanee under
article 115. Is there any ruling of India to that effect ?
I suppose the Assistant Inspectors draw the charge allowance for the first thirty
days if thereis a transfer of station. Is this so ?
A.T. A[RUNDEL.]
18-12-99.
To Secretary—

May the Accountant-General be asked (u.0.) to answer the Honourable
Member’s queries 7 No information on the points is traceable in the office.

TP RS
20-12-99.
V.K.R.
20-12-99.
To the Accountant-General .o,
G.S.F.
21-12-99.
No. 133. AccounTaRT-GENERAL'S OFFICE.

Charge allowance under article 115 is not allowed for the first thirty days in
rivilege leave arrangements as it does not come under the exceptions mentioned in
article 123, Civil Service Regulations.

If there is a transfer of station, the Assistant Inspector draws three-fourths of the

charge allowance.
T. Heskera Brees.
23-12-99.

7o the Bevenue Depariment .o,

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.
To Secretary—

YV .K.R. i
8-1-00.
To the Honourable Member—
G.S.F.
9-1-00.

Mr. Thomson may be told what the Accountant-General says. It does not seem
advisable to reopen the question.

AT &,
% 10-1-00.
To Secretary—
Please see draft below.
T.P.K.
12-1-00.
V.K.R.
15-1-00.
Issue.
G.S.F.

16-1-00,



4

Demi-official from the How'ble Mr. G. S. FORBES, to the Hon'
W s W' ble
My. J. THOMSON, dated 164k January 1900.

““In reply to your Demi-official dated 12th December las
’ _ ast
“allowance of Assistant Inspectors, I am to enclose a copy of the Accountant-

* General’s un-official note No. 138, dated 23rd December 189
“ Government does not consider it advisable to reop::ln th: q“egti?:_i”m state that the

, regarding charge

[Lssued as Demi-Official No. 11, Revenue, dated 16tk January 1900.]

3

To the Honourable Member.

G. S. Forsss.
15-12-99.

I don’t understand why article 120 is held to apply to charge allowance under
article 115. Is there any ruling of India to that effect ?

I suppose the Assistant Inspectors draw the charge allowance for the first thirty
days it thereis a transfer of station. Is this so ?

A.T. A[RuNDEL.]
18-12-99.
To Secretary—

May the Accountant-Geeneral be asked (u.0.) to answer the Homnourable

Member’s queries > No information on the points 1s traceable in the office.

TQPIK. X
U299,

V.K.R.

20-12-99.

Ty the Aceountant-General u.o.
G.S.F.
211999,

No. 133. AccounTaNT-GENERAL'S OFFICE.

Charge allowance under article 115 is not allowed for the first thirty days in
privilege leave arrangements as it does not come under the exceptions mentioned in
article 123, Civil Service Regulations. :

If there is a transfer of station, the Assistant Inspector draws three-fourths of the
charge allowance.

T. Heskern Biees.
23-12-99.
To the Revenue Department u.o,

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.
To Secretary—

YV.X.R.
8-1-00.
Ty the Honourable Member—
G.S.F.
9-1-00.

Mr. Thomson may be told what the Accountant-General says. It does not seem
advisable to reopen the question.

.5 . W
10-1-00.
To Secretary—
Please sece draft below.
TR
12-1-00.
V.K.R.
15-1-00.
Tssue.
GS.T
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Demi-official from the How'ble Mr. ;. 8. FORBES, io the Hon'ble
Mr. J. THOMSON, dated 16¢h Junuary 1900,

““In reply to your Demi-official dated 12th December last, regarding charge
“allowance of Assistant Inspectors, I am to enclose a copy of the Accountant-

¢ Greneral’s un-official note No. 138, dated 23rd December 1899 and to state that the
% Government does not consider it advisable to reopen the question.”

[Lssued as Demi-Official No. 11, Revenue, dated 16tk January 1900.]

advisable to reopen the question.

3

To the Honourable Member.
G. 8. ForBEs.
15-12-99.
I don’t understand why article 120 is held to apply to charge allowance under
article 115. Is there any ruling of India to that effect ?

I suppose the Assistant Inspectors draw the charge allowance for the first thirty
days if thereis a transfer of station. Is this so ?

A.T. A[RUNDEL.]

18-12-99.
To Secretary—

May the Accountant-Greneral be asked (u.0.) to answer the Honourable
Member’s queries > No information on the points 1s traceable in the office.

TP.K
20-12-99.
V.K.R.
20-12-99.
To the Accountant-General u.o.
G.S.T.
21-12-99.
No. 133. AccounTanT-GENERAL'S OFFICE.

Charge allowance under article 115 is not allowed for the first thirty days in

privilege leave arrangements as it does not come under the exceptions mentioned in
article 123, Civil Service Regulations.

If there is a transfer of station, the Assistant Inspector draws three-fourths of the
charge allowance.
T. Heskern Biees.

23-12-99.
To the Revenue Depariment w.o.

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.
To Seeretary—

V.K.R.
8-1-00.
To the Honouruble Member—
G.S.F.
9-1-00.

Mr. Thomson may be told what the Accountant-General says. It does not seem

A.T.A.
10-1-00.
To Seerctary—
' Please see draft below.
s oS 1 T Tal
12-1-00. )
V.K.R.
15-1-00.
Issue. :
GS.F.

16-1-00,
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Demi-official from the How'ble Mr. . 8. FORBES, lo the Hom'ble
Mr. J. THOMSON, dated 16th January 1900.

“ In reply to your Demi-official dated 12th December last, regarding charge
« allowance of Assistant Inspectors, I am to enclose a copy of the Accountant-
« General’s un-official note No. 138, dated 23rd December 1899 and to state that the
« Government does not consider it advisable to reopen the question.”

[ Issued as Demi- Official No. 11, Revenue, daled 164k January 1900. ]
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To the Honourable Member.

G. 8. Forags.
15-12-99.

I dow’t understand why article 120 is held to apply to echarge allowanee under
article 115. Is there any ruling of India to that effect ?

I suppose the Assistant Inspectors draw the charge allowance for the first thirty
days if thereis a transfer of station. Is this so ?

A.T. A[RUNDEL.]
18-12-99.
To Secrelary—

May  the Accountant-Gieneral be asked (u.0.) to answer the Honourable
Member’s queries ? No information on the points 1s traceable in the office.

T.P.K.
20-12-99.

V.K.R.
20-12-99.

To the Accountant-General w.o0.
G.S.F,
21-12-99.
No. 133.

AccounTaNT-GENERAL'S OFFICE.

Charge allowance under article 115 is not allowed for the first thirty days in

privilege leave arrangements as it does not come under the exceptions mentioned in
article 123, Civil Service Regulations.

1f thereis a transfer of station, the Assistant Inspector draws three-fourths of the
charge allowance.

T. Heskera Brees.

- 23-12-99.
To the Revenue Dfpartment w0,

ReVENUE DEPARTMENT.
To Seerefary—

V.K.R.
8—-1-00.
Ty the Honourable Member— ]
G.8.F.
9-1-00.

Mr. Thomson may be told what the Accountant-General says. It does not seem
advisable to reopen the question. ;

ATA.
10-1-00.
To Seeretary— ,
: Please see draft below.
TP R
12-1-00.
V.K.R.
15-1-00.
Issue.
G.S.F.

16-1-00.



1

Demi-official from the Hon'ble Mr. G. 8. FORBES,
Ao 10
Mr. J. THOMSON, dated 161k January e

*“In reply to your Demi-official dated 12th D
) ecembe :
:: allowancie of Assistant Inspectors, I am to enclose a ci;;”f,’f I:Eaﬁxng charge
“General s un-official note N 0. 138, dated 23rd December 1899 and hoe ccountant -
Government does not consider it advisable to reopen the question.” state that the

[ Lssued as| Demi- Official No. 11, Revenue, dated 16th January 1900, ]

3

To the Honourable Member.
2 G. S. Foraes.
15-12-99.
I dow't understand why article 120 is held to apply to- charge allowanece under
article 115. Is there any ruling of India to that effect ?

I suppose the Assistant Tnspectors draw the charge allowance for the first thirty
days if thereis a tronsfer of station. Is this so?

A.T. A[RUNDEL.]
18-12-99.

To Secretary—

May the Accountant-General be asked (u.0.) to answer the Honourable
Member’s queries 7 No information on the points 1s traceable in the office.

T.P.K.
20-12-99.
V.ER.
20-12-99.
Ty the Aceountant- General .o,
G.8.F.
21-12-99.
No. 133. AccouNTANT-GENERAL's OFFICE.

Charge allowance under article 115 is not allowed for the first thirty days in
privilege leave arrangements as it does not come under the exceptions mentioned in
article 123, Civil Serviece Regulations.

If there is a transfer of station, the Assistant Inspector draws three-fourths of the
charge allowance.

: T. Heskern Bices.

23-12-99.
To the Revenue Department w.o.

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.
To Seeretary—

V.K.R.
8-1-00.
To the Honowrable Member—
G.8.F.
9=1=00.".

Mr. Thomson may be told what the Accountant-General says. It does not seem
advisable to reopen the question.

KRR
10-1-00.
To Secretary—
Please see draft below,
o
12-1-00.
V.K.R.
15-1-00.
' Issue.
G.S.F.

16-1-00.



4

Demi-official from the How'ble My. (; S FORR I
£ <. 00 FORBES
Mr. J. THOMSON, dated 161} Januaf;’léo()(t)].m 1l

““In reply to your Demi-official dated 12

) t
“allowance of Assistant Inspectors, I am to :ﬁcllz)zc;er:ber i
:: General’s un-official note No. 138, dated 23rd Decem 8¢
Government does not consider it advisable to reopen the question,”

gardi
PY of the Acspugice

(Issued as Demi- Official No. 11 y Revenue, dated 161, January 1900]

ber 1899 anq to state that the

e
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To the Honourable Member.
\ G. S. Forses.

15-12-99.

T don’t understand why article 120 is held to apply to charge allowanee under
article 115. Is there any ruling of India to that effect ?
I suppose the Assistant Inspectors draw the charge allowance for the first thirty

days if there is a transfer of station, Is this so?
' A.T. A[RUNDEL.]

18-12-99.

To Secretary—
May the Accountant-General be asked (u.0.) to answer the Honourable
Member's queries ? No information on the points is traceable in the office.

il 2 [
20-12-99.
V.K.R.
20-12-99.
To the Accountant-General u.o.
G.S.F.
21-12-99.
No. 133. AccoUNTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE.

Charge allowance under article 115 is not allowed for the first thirty days in
yrivilege leave arrangements as it does not come under the exceptions mentioned in

article 123, Civil Service Regulations.
If there is a transfer of station, the Assistant Inspector draws three-fourths of the

charge allowance.
T. Heskerr Biees.

23-12-99.
7o the Bevenue Department u.o.

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

To Secretary—

V.K.K.
8-1-00.
’ ”
To the Honourable Member—
G.8.F.
9-1-00.
Mr. Thomson may be told what the Accountant-General says. It does not seem
advisable to reopen the question.
: A.T.A.
10-1-00.
1% Seeretary—
Please see draft below.
T.P.K.
12-1-00.
V.K.R.
15-1-00.
Tssue.
G.S.F.
16-1-00.
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Demi-official from the How'ble My, ;. 8. FORBES, to the Hon'ble

My, J. THOMSON, dated 164, January 1900).

“In reply to your Demi-official dated 12th December last, regar di A
“allowance of Assistant Inspectors, I am to enclose a copy of thge A::]cgo |fn ltaiﬁ(:
«“ General’s un-official note No. 138, dated 23rq December 1899 and to state that the
*“ Government does not consider it advisable to

reopen the question.”
[ Issued as Demi- Official No. 11, Rcvenue, dated 164 January 1900._]
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To the Honourable Member.
G. S. Forgss,
15-12-99,
I don’t understand why article 120 is held to apply to charge allowance under
article 115. Is there any ruling of India to that effect ?

I suppose the Assistant Inspectors draw the charge allowance for the first thirty
days if thereis a transfer of station. Is this so ?

A.T. A[RuNDEL.]

18-12-99.
To Secretary—

May the Accountant-General be asked (u.0.) to answer the Honourable
Member’s queries ¥ No information on the points is traceable in the office.

4 i 2 L
20-12-99.

V.K.R.
20-12-99.

To the Accountant-General %0,
G.S.F.
21-12-99,
No. 133.

ACCOUNTANT-GENERAL'S Orrice.

Charge allowance under article 115 is not allowed for the first
privilege leave arrangements as it does not come under the exceptions
article 123, Civil Serviee Regulations

If there is a transfer of station, the Assistant Inspector draws three-fourths of the
charge allowance.

thirty days in
mentioned in

T. Heskern Bicas,

23-12-99,
7o the Revenue Department w.o,

REVENUE DEPARTMENT,
To Secretory—

V.K.R.
8-1-00.
To the Honouruble Member—
G.S8.F.
9-1-00.

Mr. Thomson may be told what the Accountant-General says.

It does not seem
advisable to reopen the question.

A-T.LA-
10-1-00.
To Seerclary—
Please see draft below.
TP,
12-1-00,
YK R.
15-1-00,
Issue.
GS.F,

L6-1-60,



4

Demi-officral from the How'ble Mr. G, 8. FORBES, ¢
M ehes the Hon'ble
| Mr. J. THOMSON, dated 16}, Junuary ,19000.8 S

““In reply to your Demi-official dated 12

“allowance of Assistant Inspectors, I am to t:n De
¢ General’s un-official note No. 138, dated 23rd De
% Government does not consider it advisable to reo

cember last, regarding charge
close a copy of the Accountant-
cember 1899 and to state that the
pen the question.”

[Lssued as Demi-Official No. 11, Revenue, dated 16 January 1960.]

3

To the Honourable Member.
G. 8. Forges.
15-12-99.
I don’t understand why article 120 is h(lild to apply to charge allowance under
article 115. Is there any ruling of India to that effect ?
I suppose the Assistant Inspectors draw the charge allowance for the first thirty
days if thereis a tronsfer of station. Is this so?
A.T. A[RUNDEL.]
‘ 18-12-99.
To Secrelary—

May the Accountant-General be asked (uw.0.) to answer the Honourable
Member’s queries 2 No information on the points 1s traceable in the office.

J i i o
20-12-99.
V.K.R.
20-12-99.
To the Accountant-General w.o.
G.S.E.
21-12-99.
No. 133. AccouNTANT-GENSRAL'S OFFICE.

Charge allowance under article 115 is not allowed for the first thirty days in
privilege leave arrangements as it does not come under the exceptions mentioned in
article 123, Civil Service Regulations.

If there is a transfer of station, the Assistant Inspector draws three-fourths of the
charge allowance.
T. Heskern Biees.
23-12-99.
To the Revenue Department w.o.

REVENUE DEPARTMENT.

. To Secretary—

V.K.R.
8-1-00.
To the Honourable Member—
G.S.F.
9-1-00.

Mr. Thomson may be told what the Accountant-General says. It does not seem
advisable to reopen the question.

A.T.A.
10-1-00.
To Seeretary—
Please see draft below.
PR
12-1-00
V.K.R
15-1-00
Issue.
G.S.F.
16-1-00,
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