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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

EDUCATIONAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following papers :—

I AR .

4

G.0., No. 741, Educational, dated 16th December 1904. J

AssTRACT. —Sanctioning, with remarks, a grant not exceeding one-third of the aotual
expenditure towards the cost of a building for the proposed American Evangelical Lutheran
Mission primary school at Guutfr. :

1I
G.0., No. 174, Educational, dated 23rd March 1907.

ABSTBA(,T.-—-Permitting the Director of Public Instruction to make a payment of Rs. 600 on
account of the cost of a building for the American Eva.ngehcal. Lutheran Mission primary school,
Guntfir, subject to a further scrutiny of the vouchers and certificates of actual expenditare.

III >

Letter—irom the Hon'ble Mr. T. T. Loaan, B.a, Acting Direotor of Public

Instraction. 3
To—the Secretary to Government, Educational Department.

Dated—Madras, the 15th May 1907.
No.—Ref. on Cur. 1002/03.
With reference to G.O., No. 174, Educational, ggwd 23rd March 1907, paragraph
9. I have the honour to recommend that an additional grant of Rs. 900 may be
sanctioned towards the cost of the building constructed for the American Evangelical
Lutheran Mission primary school, Guntir, which is now being used as the practising
gection of the American Lutheran Mission Training College at Guntir as a temporary
measure. The Superintending Engincer, Second Circle, inspected the building at my
instance and has certified that its value may be taken as Rs. 4,600. The manager
savs that the actual expenditure incurred on account of this work amounts to Rupees
4,550. My recommendation for a third grant on Rs..4,5600 is made on the following
grounds :— ‘
(1) The manager interpreted G.0., No. 741, Educational, dated 16th December
1904, as overruling the provisions of the Grant-in-Aid Code.
(2) The said Government Order definitely promised a grant not exceeding
one-third of the actual expenditure incurred.
3) The Government Order does not insist on the work being carried out
according to the approved plan and estimates. »
4) The increased expenditure is mainly caused by the addition of a verandah
which has made the building more suitable for school purposes. :
(5) Payment of a grant of Rs. 600 has already been sanctioned by me in
Proceedings Ref. on Cur, No. 1002/03, dated 24th April 1907. A

v
Memorandum No. 1171-1, Educational, dated 6th June 1907.

The Direetor of Public Instruetion is requested to report the real causes which
contributed to the enhancement of the cost of the building in question from

~ Rs. 2,000 to Rs. 4,500. The mere addition of a verandah could not apparently have
~ made all the difference. : _ S

No. 672, EpvoarioNar, 51 OctoBer 1907, 3

2. He is also requested to state whether before sanctioning the grant of. Rs. 600
which he was authorised to pay in G.O., No. 174, Educational, dated 231d Marcll
1907, he carried out the further scrutiny of the vouchers and certificates of actual
expenditure as required by that order. It should further be reported whether the
provisions of article 51 (ii) of the Grant-in-Aid Code were observed.

{3 o8 08 TAYLOH,
Ag. Secretary to Government.

*‘o the Director of Public Instraection.

V -

Letter—from the Hon’ble Mr. T. T. LoeaN, B.A., Acting Director of Publie
Instraction.

To—the Secretary to Government, Educational Department.

Dated-—Madras, the 3rd September 1907. :

No.—Ref. on Cur. 1002/03.

With reference to Memorandum No. 11711, Kducational, dated 6th June 1907
T have the honour to submit the following explanation as furnished by the Manager,
American Kvangelical Lutheran Mission primary school, Guntir, in regard to thé
causes which contributed to the enhancement of the cost of the building constructed
for the school from Rs 25000 to Rs. 4,500. The account of divergence and
explanation of difference referred to by the manager are also submitted as
enclosures :—

“ By this ‘account of divergence’ there was a decrease in the cost of four
items to the extent of* Rs. 23-8-0, because of better terms in * Flat Arch Work’
because * Areh Pointing’ had been otherwise provided for, because the wood work
painted was less in quantity and because there was a saving of Ks. 10 under earth-
work. : '

By this ¢ account of divergence’ there was an increase in twelve items to the
extent of Rs. 2,673-8-0 as follows : —

: (1) 1,867/100 cubic yards of stone work in chunam, instead of mud, together
with 22 cubic yards more of stone and mud work, from raising the walls 5 feet higher
cost Rs. 513-15-0 more ; )

(2) Pillars in brick work were not provided for and were added ;
(3) There was increase because of the pointing of a larger area of wall ;
(4) More wall surface had to be plastered ;

(5) The flooring with Napa stone in place of a chunam floor cost Rs. 302-5-0
more ;

: (6) The verandah was not planned to surround the building in the first
instance, and the change to a completely encircling verandah cost of Rs. 304-9-0 more
in the roofing ; el

: (7) This extension of the verandah gave 242 cubie feet more of teak wood
which wood itself increased As. 8a cubie foot in rate, making an addition of Rs, 1.055;
i?.the total expense for teak wood ;

(8) The doors and windows were enlarged by a total of 72 squre feet, to make
more airy openings, while the price per square foot, increased by 6 pies making a
further increase of Rs. 177 ; ~ ]

(9) The wood oiling of the increased wood work cost Rs. 56-10-0 more

i (10) There was an increase in the whitewashing because of a larger surface
of wall ;

(11) The establishment had more work and cost Rs. 82 more ; and
(12) There was a small increase of concrete in chunam work. in quantity.
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I respectfully submit these dozen items as a full, complete and eorrect explanation
of the inerease of the cost of the building from Rs. 2,000 to the sum of Rs. 4,550, the
decreased cost of four items having been deducted.”

2. The manager’s certificate of actual expenditure of Rs. 4,590 and the Engineer’s
certificate that the actual valuation of the building may be taken as Rs. 4,500 were
scrutinized before payment of the grant of Rs. 600 was authorized. This procedure
was all that was required according to the Grant-in-Aid Code, Rules 51 (1)and 53 (1).
The vouchers subsequently submitted by the manager support his certificate of actual
expenditure. I regret that the instructions relating to the scrutiny of voucherg,
contained in G.0., No. 174, Educational, dated 23rd March 1907, were not explicitly
followed but there has been no violation of the Code on this point.

3. thh regard to your query regarding the observation of the provisions of
Rule 51 (ii) of the Grant-in- Aid Code, as has been already reported in paragraph 2 of
my letter Ref. on Cur. No. 1002/03, dated 12th March 1907, a change was made in
the approved plan and estimates. No aid was promised towards the additional
expenditure involved by that change regarding which the Director was not consulted.

4. The grant of Rs. 600, payment of which was anthorized in G.0)., No. 174,
Educational, dated 23rd March 1907, was the graut promised with reference to the
approved plan and estimate. The reasons for the change made in the approved plan.

?15((1) 7(estimate were stated in my letter Ref. on Cur. No. 1002/03, dated 15th May

\

~ ‘
Order—No. 672, Educational, dated 5th October 1907.

The Government cannot accept the contention of the manager that 0., No. 741,
Educational, dated 16th December 1904, overruled the provisions of Article 61 (ii)
of the Grant-in-Aid Code. The manager, on his own responsibility, effected a
material alteration in the approved design of the building in respect of Which a grant
of one-third of the actual cost was sanctioned in the Government Order quoted
above, and he can_ therefore have no claim for any additional grant in respect of
the excess expenditure incurred in respect of such alteration. In view, however, of
the Director’s assurance that an expenditure of Rs. 4,500 was actually incurred on the
building and that it was thereby rendered more suitable for use as a school, the
Government will, as |a matter of grace, sanction a total grant of Rs. 1,200 in clusive
of the amount of grant already disbursed on the understanding that all the other
conditions preseribed in the Grant-in-Aid Code have been duly complied with.

(True Extract.)

H. D. Tavror,
Ag. Secretary to Government.

]

To the Director of Publie Instruetion.
s Finanoial Department.
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: lum., dated 1560 May 1907, No. 1002.
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Evangelieal Lutheran Mission Conference, Gantir,
., first applied for a grant-in-aid of Rupees
' 6,216 for three separate * buildings in
"7 1904, The Government then promised
a grant not exceeding one-third of the
 actual expenditure from private sources
~ towards tﬁ:n‘.,eost of a building tor.their E L
- primary school at Guntir to be paid on
- the completion of the building to the
~ satistaction of Government and on the
A R R proper organization of the school.
1907 the Director of Public Instruction (the Hon’ble Mr. Logan)
1907, -t‘he‘ o h or ~ submitted a revised estimate for Rs. 4,550,
: 174,‘13@(\1&@0&@8}, dated = the amount of the original estimate being

‘ b S D e b Gl O Ty A N aud‘re;co“mmendgd'a grant
being one-third of Rs, 4,500, the cost of the building as estimated by j

s with G.0., No. 174, Bduca- ' In this connection the Secretary
ant admissible under the original order of sanction was Rs. 666-13-4.
¢ asrction ay bo pormital to mako s payment o Rs. 600 . .
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When the Government undertook in 1904 to sanction a grant not exceeding one-
o third of the actual expenditure from
G.g., 1N90(54741’ Educational, dated 16th Decem- private sources on the p: rimary school
el building, the cost of this building was
estimated at Rs. 2,000. The estimate has subsequently been raised to more than
double the orginal figure, namely Rs. 4,500, and the argument that because Govern-
ment definitely promised in 1904 to make a grant not exceeding one-third of the
$ o < dys A actual cost, they should now sanefion a
Théfﬁ,‘;:n;znf"'m' e e e grant equal to yone- third of Rs. 4,600,
G. 8. Floxsss]. does not appear to be sound. The ime.
: crease in the cost of the building is stated
to be due to the addition of a verandah, but it is difficult to conceive how a verandah
can cost more than the building. It has, moreover, to be observed that the under-
taking in G O., No. 741, Educational, dated 16th December 1904, has reference only
to the maximum amount of grant beyond
which the Manager may not expeet any-
' thing and does not commit the Govern-
ment to the liability to pay ome-third of the actual expenses. It is therefore for
consideration whether the Director’s recommendation to increase the graut for the
building to Rs. 1,500 may be aceepted.

“ A grant not exceeding one-third of the actual
‘* expenses, ete.”

2. From the Director of Public Instruetion’s eurrent letter, it is observed that he
has already sanctioned payment of the grant of Rs. 600, which he was permitted to
pay in G.O , No. 174, Educational, dated 28rd March 1907 ; but he does not say
whether before sanctioning this grant he carried out the further serutin{ of the
vouchers aud certificates of actual expenditure required by paragraph of the
Government Order above quoted. May he be asked to report on this point please ?

K. RANGASWAMI A1YANGAR-—-29-5-07.

v The transaction would appear not altogether above board. The Government
Order of 1904 was vague and it seems probable that the Mission taking advantage of
this vagueness found an opportunity to build a verandah on the cheap. .

- Further, Mr. Logan’s letter is casual in that he makes no reference to any

- scrutiny of vouchers. Submitted that an extra grant canuot be given on the present
~information. ‘The Director of Public Instruction may be asked to state whether he
found the vouchers in order. He may also be asked whether the conditions of article -
51 (ii) of the Grant-in-aid Code have been observed. 1t seems obviously improper
that when once a grant has been sauctioned on a certain estimate, the estimate should ‘
be exceeded without previous information to the sanctioning authority and an

~ increased grant applied for, -

C. A. Soutrr—29-5-07.

The Government Order seems to me elear

0“5“8h- The proposals were to give av-
grant towards three buildings — ; gl Bite

i ok ;
(1) A school building estimated to cost .. ., .o 2,000 H fa voa
(Y O dorilibaly VSTl e L e L s g S
(i) Girls’ dormitory .. ¥ L ot .. 9,000 5
i

: The Government specifically declined a grant for items (ii)

e Wolihars - aed ¢ 10¢n & 8rant not exce *SDALC ot
y'gecgm?g:rurla&])i mfmps;: soro:"nofe. with @¢lwal expenditure from private sources
G.0., No. 741, FEducational, dated 16th on the school building. leRs ‘2,00:'01_»

~ December 1904. must be taken as the maximum. :

2, The Government cannot sanction an indefinite grant nor was the verandah
included in the estimates as submitted to Government, Had it been included, no
doubt the grant would have been caleulated on the additional expenditure required

and (jii), and sanctiow®d
eodixgg one-third of the

¥

 for its construetion.

: 5 derigi::ph 2 of Director of Public Instruction’s

- certificate of actual expenditure, which he (Dircetor of Publie In

No. 672, Epvoarionar, 518 Ocroser 1907. 3

It does not appear desirable to sanction any additional grant. If the Manager
had any doubt he could have referred to Government befo::e taking the work in hand.
What Government promised was a grant of Rs. 666 provided that expenditure from

private sources reached Rs. 2,000.
? H. D. Tavror—30-5-07.

1 think, before finally deciding, it will be as well to get the further information
as to the reason of the enhanced cost. Surely, a verandah could not have made all
the difference. The Director of Publiec Instruction should also report whether the
voslphers of actual expenditure have been examined, ete.

G. 8. I ornes]—3-6-07.
Please draft reference accordingly.
H. D. Tavr.or—4-6-07,

A draft reference is placed below for approval,

K. RANGASWAMI A1yANGAR—4-6-07.
C. A. Sovrer—5-6-07.

H. D. Tavrnor—6-6-07.
[Memorandum No. 1171-1, dated 6th June 1907.]

\

- From the Direetor of Public Insiruction, dated 3rd Seplember 1907,

-

From the Director's letter it is observed that the increase in the estimate from
Rs. 2,000 to Rs. 4,500 was due not only to the addition of a verandah completel y
encircling the building, but also to other various minor improvements, some of them
being incidental to the addition of the verandah. As regards the observance of the
provisions of rule 51 (ii) of the Grant-in-aid Code, the Director of Public Instruction
says that the Manager interpreted G.O., No. 741, Educational, dated 16th December
1904, as overruling the provisions of the Grant-in-aid Code by definitely promising a
grant not exceeding one-third of the actual expenditure ineurred, without, at the same
time, insisting on the work being completed aceording to the approved plan and
estimate. The Director of Public Instruction states that this interpretation of the
order made the Manager make a change in the approved plans and estimates. But
the Manager of the school had no justifi-
cation for making a material alteration in
_ ' the estimate of the school building with-
out consulting the Director of Public Instruction. As pointed out by the Director of
Public Instruction no grant was promised in respect of the extension of the building
so wade (construction of verandahs, ete.). The Manager of the school having taken
upon himself to huild a much more costly building for the school than what he
originally proposed and in respect of which a grant of one-third of the actual cost was
sanctioned in G.0., No. 741, Kducational, dated 16th December 1904, his claim for
incrﬁsed grant does not seem to-deserve consideration.

2. The Director regrets that he did not explicitly follow the instructions eon.

H. D. Tavior.

tained in G.0., No. 174, dated 23rd
March 1907, regarding the further sern-
tiny of vouchers and certificates of ex-
- penditure, before authorizing the payment of the grant of Rs. 600 sanctioned in that
~Government Order. He, however, observes that there has been no violation of the
Code on this point as the vouchers subsequently submitted support the Manager’s

struetion) had verified

letter.

before authorizing the payment of the grant.
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3. Attention is invited to the Secretary’s note, dated $0th May 1907 on page 2
supra. 'The Manager has actually inenrred an expenditure of Rs. 4,590 and it is for
consideration whether the grant of Rs. 90C.now asked for may be granted. The

payment of this additional grant seems to be opposed to the provisious of article 51
(ii) of the Grant-in-aid Code. ‘

K. RANGASWAMI AIYANGAR—22-9-07.

£

By far the major portion of the increased expenditure was due to the addition of
the verandah directly or indirectly.

C. A. Sourer—23-9-0*

G.0., No. 741, Educational, dated 16th December 1904, could only have refer-
ence to the estimate (Rs. 2,000) then before Government.

The Director of Public Instruction appears, however, to be satisfied as to the
actual expenditure incurred, and states that the addition has rendered the building
more suitable for school purposes. An additional grant of Rs. 600 may be made

‘bringing the total grant up to Rs. 1,200 against Rs. 1,500 recommended by the
‘Director of Public Instruction. :

SRl . QOONTENTS.

From ke ‘ 3 y Number.‘

H. D. TavLor—24-9-07.

Very well : explaining that Government do so as a matter of grace and that no
claim exists, ete., ete. ; : el RO

G. S. Flornes]—25-9-07,

%, Draft please.

H. D. Tavion—26-0-07.

The draft order placed below is submitted for appioval. o
P.R.—3-10-07. ‘ £y e %

K. RANQASWAHI Arva mm-—-if—dO—O?.’

C. A. Sovran—4-10-07.
 Issue. ‘ e
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Btook Form No. 135.
4,000 —27-4-06,

s ot R

f !
y Registered ... [\

Subjeet, EEN PN
Recommending that an additional grant of Rs QOO\JH.}(;:; sanc?t .o‘

oot il SRR RS AR A

towards the cost of the building constructed for the American

Evangelical Lutheran Mission Primary School Guntur,

‘Ref on Current No. s - FR ¢

- x
Station .M. & d.r & 8 y Dated theK‘ o : 1907.

PR TR S e P - T A

“adr a s,

.% /é E%cia/afy ¥ //%’el %wmmml ¢/ <//aa4¢u, '

éaaéca/«'wa/ _@;/atlmen/
| %
3 C:? L il With reference to G.0. No. 174 Bducational dnted
. 23rd March 1903;para 2 I have the honour to recommend that an
‘
additlional grant of Rs 900 may be sanctioned towards the cost

of the building coﬂstructed for the Mmerican Evangelical iuthera)L
Miggion Pri;nary School, sztur‘, whiéh is now heing used as the
practising section of the A,E.L.M Training College at Guntur
as a 't,emporary measu’re. The Superintending Engineer' Second
Qircle' inspected the building at my instance and has certifiad
thgt its value may t;e taken as Rs 4'500. _ The Manager says that
the actual expenditure incurred on account of this work

*

’;:,@mpunts to Rs 4,550, My recommendation for a third grant on

Rs 4500 is made ‘on the following grounds.

\/ 4 The Manager interpreted G.0. No. 741 Educational da*ed
e

16th Decemher 1904 as over, ruling the provisions of the Grant-in-
Ald Code.

rant not exceedss

&
(&)

2 The said G.0, definitely promised a




. s ¥ ;
0

ﬁé?third[ﬁf the actual'éxpéﬁditgfe incurred,
Z  The G.0. does not insistvoh the work being carried

oﬁt according to the approved plan and estimates .

4 The ;ncfeased expenditure'is mainly caused by the

addition of'a verandah which has made the bullding more suitable

or school purposes. !
L

5 Payment of?grant of Rs 600 has already been sanctioned

¥

)
)

No 1002/03 dated 24th April 07.

by me in Proceedings Ref on Cur

I have the honour to be, ,

g,

Your most obedient servant,

; ¢}12:::ZT) AN
" “2\. [% 5 5=y

For Director of Public Instruction.
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Btook Form No. 155. EDUCATIONAIJ DEPARTMEN:%. /
4,000 —27-4-06. A i 5 ke’ o
o ORI o O i // ) ; /4 /
| 25 & MUNSN
% Ii’acewed.._, V/ .......................... "‘"’\...190 g Roqeterad.*. ... 0 19.4..1907,
i- w( A~ SFp1ep7 ). A
W\ oy
i NS 5\“""7 Subjeet,
' Submitting the explanation as furnished by the lanager A.E.L.U

o decrease in the cost of four items to the extent of Rs 25/3, de
- . because of better térms in "Flat Arch “ork" s. because "Arch
Pointing" had been otherwise rrovided for, éeca,use the wood wori:

‘“’%/ o,

Primary School, Cuntur in regard to the causes that contributed
to the enhancement of the cost of the building constructed for the

school from Rs 2000 to Rs 4500,

- f."
E Losm!rs. % '
¥ : v

09 Ref on Cur S DS 2/03

Spare copies | | Siatum I . d . (15 4 , Daled thed's ept i 5. 190 7

c%m /%mc/ The.Hon'kle.l Lolo b B AN G BAL S

/@aﬁnmfaﬁn / Ag: Director of Fublic ¢n<%trvuc‘b”i?‘1:1m.

»% //e ?yecm’a / 0 /ﬂ/a %zwmmml a// vlld/ 1as,

; (éaaém/mna/ @ /aténm/
. » ‘%l
(p%@ Eﬂ [ f’ With reference to llemorandum ¥o. 1171l
) }

‘“duca.tiona.] dated Oth June 1907 I have the honour to submit the

Tollowing explanation as furnished by the lManager, A,T.L.IT

Primary School, Cuntur in regard to the causes which contributed

to the enhancement of the cost of the buillding constructed for the
school from Rs 2,000 to Rs 4,500, The actount of divergence and
w explanation of difference referred to by the manager are also

submitted as enclosures:-

"Bythis"accounp of' Divergence " there was a

painted was less in quantity and because there was a saving of

R8s 10 under earth work.

By this “account of divergence " there was an
{




8.5

¥ : e i T . 4 2 :
g e e ; AR i amgk :

.Increase in twelve items to the extent of ns 2575/8 as follows:-
» V“"
I ’8’37/100 cubic yards of stome work in chunam, instead

of mud, together with 22 cubic yards more of stone and mud work,

from raising the walls 5 feet higher , cost Rs 515/15 more;

2 Pillars in Lrick work were not provided for an& were
'added; o. There was increase because of the pointing of a larper
area of wallj; 4, lMorg wall surface had to be plastered; 5. The

, flobrinﬁ with Eggg_stone in place ofk%hunam floor cost Rs 302/5
D £ R g
; : morey O. The verandha was not planned to surround the building in
the first instance, and the change to a completely encirciing
i . [(verandah cost Rs 504/9 more in the roofings 7. This eéxtension of
‘the verandah gave 242 cubic feet more of teak wood s Which wood
itself increased As.8 a cé}c foot in rate, making an addition.of
. Rs_igggg;n the total expense for teak wood; 8. The doors and
e : ; windows were enlarged by a total of 72 8q. Teet, to make moré airy
ﬁ*ﬂi 5’ openings, wﬁile tﬂé price per sq. foot, increased by 6 p., making
8 a further increase of Rs 1773 9. The wood oiling of the increased

wood work cost Rs 50/10 morej 10, There was an increase in the

;; : white-washing because of a larger surface of wall; 11, The

establishment had more work and cost Rs 82 more; and 12, There was

a small increase of concrete in chunam work, in quantity.

X ; I respectfully submit these dozen items as a

W e j; . full, complete and correct explanation of the increase of the cost

of the building from Rs 2,000 to the sum of Rs 4550, the decreased

. cost of four items having been deducted,"

2 The manager's gertificate of_éctua( expenditum
b (“ ‘ Jf Rs %590 and the ﬁnpsgkaﬁeadtag Ingineer's certificate that the
£ | .%b%ual valuation of the buildiﬁg may te taken as Rs 3500 were
. scrutinized before payment of the erant of Rs 60Q was authorized.
» This procedure was all that was required according to the Grant-
iﬁind Code, Rule7blA(l) and 53 (1). The vouchers subsequently
submitted by the manapger support his certificate of actual
expendit?re. I repgret that the instructions relating to the
(;; . Beorutiny of vouchers contained in G.0. Yo. 174 Tducational dated
Rord March 1907 were not explicitly followed but there has teen
no violation of the_Code on this point.

o

) With regard to vour query regarding the

B S e



observation of the provisions of Rule 51 (ii) of the Grantgin-Aid
Ceode, asinas been already reported in paragraph 2 of my le€1er

Ref on Cur‘No.'IOOZ/OS dated 12th llarch 1907 a change was made in

the approved plan and estimates. Yo aid was was8 promised towards f
thé additional éxpenditure involved bﬁ tha£ change regarding whiqn
hé Director was not consulted. .

4 The grant of Rs.GOO,-payment of which was
authorized in ¢.0. YNo. 174 Tducational dated 25rd Mapch 1907 was
the grant promised with reference to the approved plan amd :
estimate, The reason for thé change made in the approved plap £
4id estinate were mtated in my letter RET on Cur Wo. 1008/08.4)
15th MAy 1907.

- ; .

At I have the honour to te,
A e B

Your most ovedient servant,

For Director of Public Instruction.
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K.R.
4"’6"07 .

Secretary.

C.A.S.
5-6_07 -

H.D.T.
\ £~-£-07.

Memorandum No.1171--1, 4/6-6-1907.

¥From the D.P.I., No.1002, dated Brd Sertember 1907.

From the Director's letter it is observed that
the increase in the estimate from P5.2,000 to %.4,500
was due not only to the addition of a verandah com-
pletely encircling the building, but also to other
various minor improvements, some of them being
incidental to the addition of the verandah. As
regards the observance of the provisions of rule
51(ii) of the Grant in Aid Code, the D.P.I. says
that the Manager interpreted G.0. No.741, Ed4dl.,
dated 16th December 1904, as overruling the pro-
visions of the Grant-in-Aid Code by definitely pro-
mising a grant not exceeding one-third of the actusa
expenditure incurred’without, at. the same time,
insisting on the work being completed according to
the approved plan and estimate. The D.P.I. states
that this interpretation of the order made the

Manager make a change in the approved plans and

|

g

estimates. But the Manager of the School hed no
justification for makine a materialvalteration in

the estimate of the school building without consult-

ing
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consulting the D.P.I. As pointed out by the D.P.I.
no grant was promised in respect of the extension
of the building so made (construction, of verandahs
etc.). The Manager of the school having taken upon
himself to build a much more costly building for
the school than what he originally proposed and in
respect of which a grant of one-third of the actual
cost was sanctioned in G.0. No.741, Edl., dated 16th

December 1904, his claim for increased grant does

not seem to deserve consideration.

2. The Director regrets that he d%d not expli-
citly follow the instructions contained in G.0O. No.
174, dated 23rd March 1907, regarding the further
scrutiny of voucherg and certificates of expenditun%
before authorizing the payment of the grant ef
75.600 sanctioned in that G.0., weeadss that there
has been no violation of the Code on this point
a8 the vouchers subsequently submitted support the
Manager's certificate of actual expenditurg,which he

had verified before authorizing the payment of the

grant.

%. Attention is invited to the Secretary's
note dated 3¥0th May 1907 on page 5 supra. The
Manager has actuallyswincurred an expenditure of
".4,590 and it is for consideration whether the
erant. of "5.900 noﬁ askgi}ig; may be grantedvse-i-g
et ‘ﬁxe payment, of h'grant ;‘ opposed to the
provisions of Article 51(ii) of the Grant in Aid

~
Code.
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