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I have laid before the Lords ComnisBloners of Hi* 
Uajeity's Treasury Ur. Read's letter of the 23rd ultimp 
and it* enclosures further relative to the financial position 
of the Ea»t Africa Protectorate.

In reply I am to reijaest you to inform Ur.Secretary 
Harcourt that before^ fhey can a*k the tar Office to make a 
further repayment of £30,000 to the Crown Agent* on behalf 
of the Protectorate, They muet aak for an assurance that a 
sum of £30,000 (in excess of the £120,000 actually repaid) 
ha* already in fact been advanced by the Protectorate for 
the Indian troops alone, 
clearly understand that no further advance from Protector^t*^^ 
funds are to be And* for Indiwi troop* and that no repayment* 
can be usd* from far Offio* fund* for military expenditur* 
on troop* oth*r th*n the Indlaa force*.

Pandii^ more accarat* allocation, a provisional 
allocation of comnon charges, such as transport, must be mad* 
on an estimated basis in such a way as to avoid payment* by 
the far Office for non-Indian eervic&aifi^ 
esssntial in erd*r Vp. diffioultfe* iil adjnstlng
ohaiig** ths^t^rlal sod Indian Scv*na>*nt*.

The Protectorate Government auat

is allocation i*
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