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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following paper :—

Extracts from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1895, No. 5-F.

In August 1894, sections . . . of the Code were amended,
mainly in order to correct an erroneous impression that appeared to exist regarding the
nature of the revised estimates of . . . expenditureand their connection with the
budget estimates. It was evidently believed in some cases that to * provide ” for
increased expenditure in the revised estimates superseded the necessity of applying
for an additional grant ; and it was still more often thought that the submission of
these revised estimates was the proper and only occasion for applying for an additional
grant to cover expenditure which had not been provided for in the budget estimates.
The orders thus revised have, however, not been uniformly observed by Local Govern-
ments and Administrations, or by the responsible officers . . . subordinate to
them ; while the Government of India have had frequent occasion to notice that
confusion still exists as to the object which the revised estimates of expenditare are
designed to serve, and as to the rules regarding applications for additional grants. I
am, therefore, directed to communicate the following observations for guidance.

2. The budget estimates are passed and sanctioned before the gommen_cemgnig of
the year to which they apply. They provide for: expenditure within certain’ limits ;
and Local Governments have power, subject to well-known rules, to- regulate their
expenditure within these limits. Outside these limits no expenditure of any sort
whatever can properly be incurred, unless a special additional grant to cover it has

been applied for and sanctioned by the Government of India.

"~ 8..The revised estimates (not revised budget estimates, as they are often
improperly called) make no provision for any expenditure whatever ; they are accepled,
not sanctioned, by the Government of India; and no entry in them carries with it any
authority for expenditure of any kind. They do not even provide for, or authorize,
the expenditure of charges already entered in the budget estimates; for these latter
alone possess authority. The revised estimates are not budgets or appropriations of
money, nor do they supersede the budget estimates as the basis for the regulation of
expenditure. They are estimates pure and simple, prepared for information, in order
to indicate to Government how far the expenditure already sanctioned (in the budget
estimates and in subsequent additional grants, if any) will be worked up to. If the
figures for expenditure in the revised estimates exceed the total of the budget

" estimates, and of special grants already made or applied for, they clearly must be
% wrong, . . .; formo expenditure can be incurred that has not been sanctioned,

8  and if it had become apparent, before the preparation of the revised estimates, that

expenditure in excess of existing sanction would be necessary, additional sanction
would, under standing rules, have been applied for at once.

4. The ruleis that sanction to all expenditure in excess of budget provision must
be applied for as soon as it becomes apparent that s_uch expenditure will be necessary.
When, however, the excess expenditure under individual heads is small, it may happen
that the general review of the year’s requirements which is made for the purposes of
the revised estimates disoloses for the first time the necessity for such expenditures
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When that is the case, the application for an additional grant must be magg at once
separately, and in a complete form, so that it may be disposed of quite apart from the
revised estimates. It has, indeed, no connection with those estimates ; for the makip
of the application is a condition precedent to the inclusion of the sum applied for

in the estimates : in short, the estimates depend on the grant, not the grant upon the
estimates.

5. As soon, then, as it appears that expenditure in excess of budget sanction will
be necessary, an application for an additional grant should be made at once. It mugt
be shown—

(1) that the expenditure is necessary and unavoidable, orat least in the highest
degree advisable ;

(2) that it could not have been foreseen when the budget estimates were pre-
pared ; or, if it could have been, it must be explained why the necessary
provision was not made ; 4 : .

(3) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation within the budget grant for
-« . expenditure;

(4) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation from the budget grants under
other major heads of expenditure which are controlled by the Local
Government, :

Mo Ml expenditure may occasionally be highly advisable, though
not absolutely unavoidable, For instance, expenditure which produces revenue may
have to be increased in the course of the year; and if a demand should spring up

it must be met at once, or the revenue may be altogether lost. But in all

msufficient.
A * » * »

Orper—dated 2nd May 1895, No. 853, Financial.

The above extracts will be communicated to all heads of departments for inform-
ation and guidance,
. (True Extract.)

J. F. PRICE,
Chaef Secretary, -

To the Public Works Department.
' 8ll Heads of Departments under
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following paper ==
Extracts from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1895, No. 5-F.

In August 1894, sections it of dhe. Code were amended,
mainly in order to correct an erroneous impression that appeared t0 exist regarding the
nature of the revised estimates of . . expenditure and their connection with the
budget estimates. It was evidently believed in some cases that to ¢ provide” for
increased expenditure in the revised estimates superseded the necessity of applying
for an additional grant ; and it was still more often thought that the submission of
these revised estimates was the proper and only occasion for applying for an additional
grant to cover expenditure which had not been provided for in the budget estimates.
The orders thus revised have, however, not been uniformly observed by Local Govern-
ments and Administrations, or by the responsible officers * gubordinate to
them ; while the Government of India have had frequent occasion to notice that
confusion still exists as to the object which the revised estimates of expenditare are
designed to serve and as to the rules regarding applications for additional grants.
am, therefore, directed to communicate the sollowing observations for guidance.

9. The bmilget estimates are passed and sanclioned before the commencement of
the year to which they apply. They provide for expenditure within certain limits ;

and Local Governments have power, si ject to well-known rules, 0 regulate their
expenditure within these limits. Outside. these limits 1o expenditure of any sort
whatever can properly be incurred, unless & special additional grant to cover it has

been applied for and sanctioned by the Government of India.

3. The revised estimates (not revised budget ostimates, as they are often
improperly called) make no provision for any expenditure whatever ; they are accepted,
not sanctioned, bY the Government of Tndia; and no entry in them carries with it any
authority for expenditure of any kind. They do not even provide for, or authorize,
the expenditure of charges already entered in the budget estimates ; f

alone possess authority. The revised estimates are not budgets or appropriations of
money, nor do they supersede the budget estimates as the basis for the regulation of
expenditure. They are estimates pure and simple, prepared for information, in order
to indicate to Government how far the expenditure already sanctioned (in the budget
estimates and in subsequent additional grants, if any) will be worked up to.
figures for expenditure in the revised estimates exceed the total of the budget
estimates, and of gpecial grants already made or applied for, they clearly must be
Wrong, . o *? for no expenditure can be incurred that has not been sanctioned,
and if it had become apparent, before the preparation of the revised estimates, that

expenditure in excess of existing sanction _Would be necessary, additional sanction
would, under standing rules, have been applied for at once.

. 4. The ruleis that sanction to all expenditure in excess of budget provision must
be applied for  as $00% as it becomes apparent that such expenditure will be mecessary.
‘When, however, the excess expenditure under individual heads is small, it may happen
that the general review of the year’s requirements which is made for the purposes of
the revised estimates disoloses for the first time the necessity for such expenditure.
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When that is the case, the application for an additional grant mnst be made at once
separately, and in a cowplete form, so that it may be disposed of quite apart from the
revised estimates. It has, indeed, no connection with those estimates ; for the makin
of the application is a condition precedent to the inclusion of the sum applied for
in the estimates : in short, the estimates depend on the grant, not the grant upon the
estimates.

5. As soon, then, as it appears that expenditure in excess of budget sanction will
be necessary, an application for an additional grant should be made at once. 1t must
be shown—

(1) that the expenditure is necessary and unavoidable, or at least in the highest
degree advisable ; '

(2) that it could not have been foreseen when the budget estimates were pre-
pared ; or, if it could have been, it must be explained why the necessary
provision was not made ;

(3) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation within the budget grant for
« .+ . expenditure;

(4) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation from the budget grants under

other major heads of expenditure which are controlled by the Local

Government.

6. . . . extra expenditure may occasionally be highly advisable, though
not absolutely unavoidable. For instance, expenditure which produces revenue may
have to be increased in the course of the year; and if ademand should spring up

' it must be met at once, or the revenue may be altogether lost. But in all
cases the necessity for the proposed excess expenditure must be fully explained and
Justified in detail : mere general references to a probable increase in the receipts are
sufficient.

S . » * »

Orper—dated 2nd May 1895, No. 353, Financial.
The above extracts will be communicated to all heads of departments for inform-
ation and guidance,
(True Extract.)

J. F. PRICE,
Chaef Secretary.

To the Public Works Department.
» all Heads of Departments under
the Chief Secretary.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

14 . FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following paper :—

p Extracts from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1895, No. 5-F.

In August 1894, sections . . . of the . . . Code were amended,
' mainly in order to correct an erroneous impression that appeared to exist regarding the
! nature of the revised estimates of . . . expenditure and their connection with the
budget estimates. It was evidently believed in some cases that to ¢ provide ” for
increased expenditure in the revised estimates superseded the necessity of applying
for an additional grant ; and it was still more often thought that the submission of
these revised estimates was the proper and only occasion for applying for an additional
grant to cover expenditure which had not been provided for in the budget estimates.
The orders thus revised have, however, not been uniformly observed by Local Govern-
ments and Administrations, or by the responsible officers . . . subordinate to
J them ; while the Government of India have had frequent occasion to notice that
X confusion still exists as to the object which the revised estimates of expenditare are
H_ designed to serve, and as to the rules regarding applications for additional grants. I
[': am, therefore, directed to communicate the following observations for guidance.
1

TN

3y 9. The budget estimates are passed and sanclioned before the commencement of
the year to which they apply.' They provide for expenditure within certain limits ; -
and” Local Governments have power, subject to well-known rules, to regulate their
expenditure within these limits. Outside these limits no expenditure of any sort
whatever can properly be incurred, unless a special additional grant to cover it has
been applied for and sanctioned by the Government of India.

3. The revised estimates (not revised budget estimates, as they are often
improperly called) make no provision for any expenditure whatever ; they are accepted,
not sanctioned, by the Government of India; and no entry in them carries with it any
authority for expenditure of any kind. They do not even provide for, or authorize,
the expenditure of charges already entered in the budget estimates; for these latter
alone possess authority. The revised estimates are not budgets or appropriations of
money, nor do they supersede the budget estimates as the basis for the regulation of
expenditure. They are estimates pure and simple, prepared for information, in order
to indicate to Government how far the expenditure already sanctioned (in the budget
estimates and in subsequent additional grants, if any) will be worked up to. If the
figures for expenditure in the revised estimates exceed the total of the budget
estimates, and of special grants already made or applied for, they clearly must be
wrong, . . .; formo expenditure can be incurred that has not been sanctioned,
and if it had become apparent, before the preparation of the revised estimates, that
expenditure in excess of existing sanction would be necessary, additional sanction

_would, under standing rules, have been applied for at once.

4. The ruleis that sanction to all expenditure in excess of budget provision must
be applied for as soon as it becomes apparent that such expenditure will be mecessary.
When, however, the excess expenditure under individual heads is small, it may happen
that the general review of the year’s requirements which is made for the purposes of
the revised estimates discloses forthe first time the necessity for such expenditure..
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‘When that is the case, the application for an additional grant must be made at once
separately, and in a complete form, so that it may be disposed of quite apart from the
revised estimates. It has, indeed, no connection with those estimates ; for the making
of the application is a condition precedent to the inclusion of the sum applied for
in the estimates : in short, the estimates depend on the grant, not the grant upon the ‘
estimates. 8

5. As soon, then, as it appears that expenditure in excess of budget sanction will
be necessary, an application for an additional grant should be made at once. It must
be shown—

(1) that the expenditure is necessary and unavoidable, or at least in the highest ‘&
|

v frames.

degree advisable ;

(2) that it could not have been foreseen when the budget estimates were pre-
pared ; or, if it could have been, it must be explained why the necessary
provision was not made ;

(3) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation within the budget grant for {

expenditure ; . k '
)

(4) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation from the budget grants under
other major heads of expenditure which are controlled by the Local
Government. ‘.\

6. . . . extra expenditure may occasionally be highly advisable, though i {
not absolutely unavoidable. For instance, expenditure which produces revenue may €
have to be increased in the course of the year; and if a demand should spring up
it must be met at once, or the revenue may be altogether lost. But in all
cases the necessity for the proposed excess expenditure must be fully explained and
‘justified in detail ; mere general references to a probable increase in the receipts are P
wsufficient. e
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Orpsr—dated 2nd May 1895, No. 353, Financial.

The above extracts will be communicated to all heads of departments for inform-
-ation and guidance,

(True Extract.)

J. F. PRICE,
Chief Secretary.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following paper :—

Extracts from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1895, No. 5-F.

In August 1894, sections . . . of the Code were amended,
mainly in order to correct an erroneous impression that appeared to exist regarding the
nature of the revised estimates of expenditure and their connection with the
budget estimates. It was evidently believed in some cases that to “ provide ” for
increased expenditure in the revised estimates superseded the necessity of applying
for an additional grant ; and it was still more often thought that the submission of
these revised estimates was the proper and only occasion for applying for an additional
grant to cover expenditure which had not been provided for in the budget estimates.
The orders thus revised have, however, not been uniformly observed by Local Govern-
ments and Administrations, or by the responsible officers é subord}nate to
them ; while the Government of India have had frequent occasion to notice that
confusion still exists as to the object which the revised estimates of expenditare are
designed to serve, and as to the rules regarding applications for additional grants. I
am, therefore, directed to communicate the following observations for guidance.

2. The budget estimates are passed and sanctioned before the commencement of
the year to which they apply. They provide for expenditure within certain limits ;
and Local Governments have power, subject to well:known I'llleS, ‘20 regulate their
expenditure within these limits. Outside these limits no expenditure of any sort
whatever can properly be incurred, unless a special addltl_onal grant to cover it has
been applied for and sanctioned by the Government of India.

3. The revised estimates (not revised budget estimates, as they are often
improperly called) make no provision for any expenditure whatever ; they are accepted,
not sanctioned, by the Government of India; and no entry in them carries with it any
authority for expenditure of any kind. They do not even provide for, or authorize,
the expenditure of charges already entered in the budget estimates; for these latter
alone possess authority. The revised estimates are not budgets or appropriations of
money, nor do they supersede the budget estimates as the basis for the regulation of
expenditure. They are estimates pure and simple, prepared for information, in order
to indicate to Government how far the expenditure already sanctioned (in the budget
estimates and in subsequent additional grants, if any) will be worked up to. If the
figures for expenditure in the revised estimates exceed the total of the budget
estimates, and of special grants already made or applied for, they clearly must be
wrong, . . .; forno expenditure can be incurred that has not been sanctioned,
and if it had become apparent, before the preparation of the revised estimates, that
expenditure in excess of existing sanction would be necessary, additional sanction
would, under standing rules, have been applied for at once.

4. The ruleis that sanction to all expenditure in excess of budget provision must
be applied for as soon as it becomes apparent that such expenditure will be mecessary.
When, however, the excess expenditure under individual heads is small, it may happen
that the general review of the year’s requirements which is made for the purposes of
the revised estimates discloses for the first time the necessity for such expeunditare.
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When that is the case, the application for an additional grant must be made at once.

separately, and in a complete form, so that it may be disposed of quite apart from the
revised estimates. It has, indeed, no connection with those estimates ; for the making
of the application is a condition precedent to the inclusion of the sum applied for
in the estimates : in short, the estimates depend on the grant, not the grant upon the
estimates. ;

5. As soon, then, as it appears that expenditure in excess of budget sanction will
be necessary, an application for an additional grant should be made at once. 1t must
be shown— '

(1) that the expenditure is necessary and unavoidable, or at least in the highest
degree advisable ;

(2) that it could not have been foreseen when the budget estimates were pre-
pared ; or, if it could have been, it must be explained why the necessary
provision was not made;

(8) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation within the budget grant for
. . . expenditure;

(4) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation from the budget grants under
other major heads of expenditure which are controlled by the Local
Government.

6. . . . extra expenditure may occasionally be highly advisable, though
not absolutely unavoidable. For instance, expenditure which produces revenue may
have to be increased in the course of the year; and if a demand should spring up

it must be met at once, or the revenue may be altogether lost. But in all
cases the necessity for the proposed excess expenditure must be fully explained and
‘ustified in detail : mere general references to a probable increase in the receipts are

nsufficient.
7 * * » * »

——

Orpsr—dated 2nd May 1895, No. 353, Financial.
The above extracts will be communieated to all heads of departments for inform-
ation and guidance,
(True Extract.)

~J. F. PRICE,
. Chief Secretary.

To the Public Works Department.
» all Heads of Departments under
the Chief Secretary.

Bzd. A. Baitt,
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following paper :—

Extracts from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1895, No. 5-F.

In August 1894, sections . . . of the . Code were amended,
mainly in order to correct an erroneous impression that appeared to exist regarding the
nature of the revised estimates of expenditure and their connection with the
budget estimates. It was evidently believed in some cases that to ‘“ provide ” for
increased expenditure in the revised estimates superseded the necessity of applying

“for an additional grant ; and it was still more often thought that the submission of

these revised estimates was the proper and only occasion for applying for an additional
grant to cover expenditure which had not been provided for in the budget estimates.
The orders thus revised have, however, not been uniformly observed by Loeal.Govern-
meflkl:fs; _and Administrations, or by the responsible officers . . . subordinate to
them ; while the Government of India have had frequent occasion to notice that
confusion still exists as to the object which the revised estimates of expenditare are
designed to serve, and as to the rules regarding applications for additional grants. I
am, therefore, directed to communicate the following observations for guidance.

2. The budget estimates are passed and sanclioned before the commencement of
the year to which they apply. They provide for expenditure within certain limits ;
and Local Governments have power, subject to well-known rules, to regulate their
expenditure within these limits. Outside these limits no exy enditure of any sort
whatever can properly be incurred, uiilassa special additional grant to cover if. has
been applied for and sanctioned by the Government of India.

"8, The revised estimates (not revised budget estimates, as they are often
improperly called) make no provision for any expenditure whatever ; they are accepted,
not sanctioned, by the Government of India; and no entry in them carries with it any
authority for expenditure of any kind. They do not even provide for, or authorize,
the expenditure of charges already entered in the budget estimates; for these latter
alone possess authority. The revised estimates are not budgets or appropriations of
money, nor do they supersede the budget estimates as the basis for the regulation of
expenditure. They are estimates pure and simple, prepared for information, in order
to indicate to Government how far the expenditure already sanctioned (in the budget
estimates and in subsequent additional grants; if any) will be worked up to. If the
figures for expenditure in the revised estimates exceed the total of the budget
estimates, and of special grants already made or applied for, they clearly must be
wrong, . . .; for no expenditure can be incurred that has not been sanctioned,

and if it had become _qug;ggp,, before the_preparation of the revised estimates, that |

expenditiiré in-exceess of existing sanction would be necessary, additional sanction

would, under standing rules, have been applied for at once.

4. The ruleis that sanction to all expenditure in excess of budget provision must
be applied for ag soon as it_becomes apparent that such e : il be mecessary.
When, however, the excess expen&ﬁure under in 1v1§ua| Eeags 18 smaﬁ, it may gappen
that the general review of the year’s requirements which is made for the purposes of
the revised estimates disclose§ for the first time the necessity for such expenditure.

|
|



9 9xp May 1895, No. 353, FINANCIAL.

When that is the case, the a lication for an additional grant must be made at once
separately, and in a complete [f)dﬁn,"So that it may be disposed of quite apart from e
revised estimates. It has, indeed, no connection with those estimates ; for the making
of the application is a condition precedent to the inclusion of the sum applied for
in the estimates : in short, the estimates depend on the grant, not the grant upon the
estimates.

5. As soon, then, as it appears that expenditure in excess of budget sanction will
be necessary, an application for an additional grant should be made at once. It must
be shown—

(1) that the expenditure is necessary and unavoidable, or at least in the highest
degree advisable ;

(2) that it could not have been foreseen when the budget estimates were pre-
pared ; or, if it could have been, it must be explained why the necessary
provision was not made; e s

(3) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation within the budget grant for
5 expenditure ; e

(4) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation from the budget grants under
other major heads of expenditure which are controlled by the Local
Government.

6. . . . extra expenditure may occasionally be highly advisable, though
not absolutely unavoidable. For instance, expenditure which produces revenue may
have to be increased in the course of the year ; and if a demand should spring up

it must be met at once, or the revenue may be altogether lost. But in all
cases the necessity for the proposed excess expenditure must be fully explained and
justified in detail : mere general references to a probable increase in the receipts are
insufficient.

i # * * *
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OrpEr—dated 2nd May 1895, No. 353, Financial.

The above extracts will be communicated to all heads of departments for inform-
ation and guidance.

(True Extract.)

Chief Secretary.

To the Public Works Department.

all Heads of Departments under
g et the Chief Becretary.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following paper :—

Extracts from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1895, No. 5-F.

In August 1894, sections . . . of the . . . Code were amended,
mainly in order to correct an erroneous impression that appeared to exist regarding the
nature of the revised estimates of . . . expenditureand their connection with the
budget estimates. It was evidently believed in some cases that to “ provide ” for
increased expenditure in the revised estimates superseded the necessity of applying
for an additional grant ; and it was still more often thought that the submission of
these revised estimates was the proper and only occasion for applying for an additional

_grant to cover expenditure which had not been provided for in the budget estimates.

The orders thus revised have, however, not been uniformly observed by Local Govern-
ments and Administrations, or by the responsible officers . . . subordinate to
them ; while the Government of India have had frequent occasion to notice that
confusion still exists as to the object which the revised estimates of expenditare are
designed to serve, and as to the rules regarding applications for additional grants. I
am, therefore, directed to communicate the following observations for guidance.

2. The budget estimates aro passed and sanclioned before the commencement of

" the year to which they apply. They provide for expenditure within certain limits ;

and Local Governments have power, subject to well-known rules, to regulate their
expenditure within these limits. Outside these limits no expenditure of any sort
whatever can properly be incurred, unless a special additional grant to cover it has
been applied for and sanctioned by the Government of India.

8. The revised estimates (not revised budget estimates, as they are often
improperly called) make no provision for any expenditure whatever ; they are accepted,
not sanctioned, by the Government of India; and no entry in them carries with it any
authority for expenditure of any kind. They do not even provide for, or authorize,
the expenditure of charges already entered in the budget estimates; for these latter
alone possess authority. The revised estimates are not budgets or appropriations of
money, nor do they supersede the budget estimates as. the basis for the regulation of
expenditure. They are estimates pure and simple, prepared for information, in order
to indicate to Government how far the expenditure already sanctioned (in the budget
estimates and in subsequent additional grants, if any) will be worked up to. If the
figures for expenditure in the revised estimates exceed the total of the budget
estimates, and of special grants already made or applied for, they clearly must be
wrong, . . .; for no expenditure can be incurred that has not been sanctioned,
and if it had become apparent, before the preparation of the revised estimates, that
expenditure in excess of existing sanction would be necessary, additional sanction
would, under standing rules, have been applied for at once.

4. The ruleis that sanction to all expenditure in excess of budget provision must
be applied for as soon as it becomes apparent that such expenditure will be mecessary.
When, however, the excess expenditure under individual heads is small, it may happen
that the general review of the year’s requirements which is made for the purposes of
the revised estimates discloses for the first time the necessity for such expenditure.
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When that is the case, the application for an additional grant must be made at onee
separately, and in a complete form, so that it may be disposed of quite apart from the
revised estimates. It has, indeed, no connection with those estimates ; for the making
of the application is a condition precedent to the inclusion of the sum applied for
in the estimates : in short, the estimates depend on the grant, not the grant upon the
estimates,

5. As soon, then, as it appears that expenditure in excess of budget sanction will
be necessary, an application for an additional grant should be made at once. It must
be shown—

(1) that the expenditure is necessary and unavoidable, or at least in the highest
degree advisable ; '

(2) that it could not have been foreseen when the budget estimates were pre-
pared ; or, if it could have been, it must be explained why the necessary
provision was not made ;

(3) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation within the budget grant for
-« . expenditure;

(4) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation from the budget grants under
other major heads of expenditure which are controlled by the Local
Government.

6. . . . extra expenditure may occasionally be highly advisable, though
not absolutely unavoidable. For instance, expenditure which produces revenue may
have to be increased in the course of the year ; and if a demand should spring up

-+ . it must be met at once, or the revenue may be altogether lost. But in all
cases the necessity for the proposed excess expenditure must be fully explained and
justified in detail: mere general references to a probable increase in the receipts are
insufficient.

45,8 » » * »
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The above extracts will be communicated to all heads of departments for inform-
ation and guidance,
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(True Extract.)
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Chuef Secretary.

To the Public Works Department.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following paper :—

Extracts from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1895, No. 5-F.

In August 1894, sections . . . of the . . . Code were amended,
mainly in order to correct an erroneous impression that appeared to exist regarding the
nature of the revised estimates of . ., . expenditureand their connection with the
budget estimates. It was evidently believed in some cases that to “provide ” for
increased expenditure in the revised estimates superseded the necessity of applying
for an additional grant ; and it was still more often thought that the submission of
these revised estimates was the proper and only occasion for applying for an additional
grant to cover expenditure which had not been provided for in the budget estimates.
The orders thus revised have, however, not been uniformly observed by Local Govern-
ments and Administrations, or by the responsible officers . . . subordinate to
them ; while the Government of India have had frequent occasion to notice that
confusion still exists as to the object which the revised estimates of expenditare are
designed to serve, and as to the rules regarding applications for additional grants. I
am, therefore, directed to communicate the following observations for guidance.

2. The budget estimates are passed and sanclioned b.efore tl}e commencement of
the year to which they apply. They provide for expenditure within cerfain limits ;
and Local Governments have power, subject to well-known rules, to regulate their
expenditure within these limits. Qutside these. limits no expenditure of any sort
whatever can properly be incurred, unless a special additional grant to cover it has
been applied for and sanctioned by the Government of India.

3. The revised estimates (not revised budget estimates, as they are often
improperly called) make no provision for any expenditure whatever ; they are accepted,
not sanctioned, by the Government of India; and no entry in them carries with it any
authority for expenditure of any kind. They do not even provide for, or authorize,
the expenditure of charges already entered in the budget estimates; for these latter
alone possess authority. The revised estimates are not budgets or appropriations of
money, nor do they supersede the budget estimates as the basis for. the regulation of
expenditure. They are estimates pure and simple, prepared for information, in order
to indicate to Government how far the expenditure already sanctioned (in the budget
estimates and in subsequent additional grants, if any) will be worked up to. If the
figures for expenditure in the revised estimates exceed the total of the budget
estimates, and of special grants already made or applied for, they clearly must be
wrong, . . .; for no expenditure can be incurred that has not been sanctioned,
and if it had become apparent, before the preparation of the revised estimates, that
expenditure in excess of existing sanction would be necessary, additional sanction
would, under standing rules, have been applied for at once.

4. The ruleis that sanction to all expenditure in excess of budget provision must
be applied for as soon as it becomes apparent that such expenditure will be necessary.
When, however, the excess expenditure under individual heads is small, it may happen
that the general review of the year’s requirements which is made for the purposes of
the revised estimates discloses for the first time the necessity for such expenditure.
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When that is the case, the application for an additional grant must

separately, and in a complete form, S0 that it may be disposed of quite apart from the
mates. 1d . s ; for the making
of the application 18 @ condition precedent to the inclusion of the sum applied for
in the estimates : in short, the estimates depend on the grant, not the grant upon the

revised estimates. It has, indeed, no connection with those estimate

estimates.

5. As soon, then, as it appears that expenditure in excess of budget sanction will

be necessary, an application, for an additional grant chould be made at once. 1t must

be shown—

(1) that the expenditure is necessary and unavoidable, or at least in the highest

degree advisable ;

(2) that it could not have been foreseenl when the budget estimates were pre-

pared ; o, if it could have been, it must be explained why the necessary

provision was not made :
(8) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation within the
expenditure ;- :

(4) th;l.t 'it (;annot be met by r_e-appropriation from the budget grants under
i led by the Local

other major heads of "expenditure ~which are control
Government. ‘

be made at once,

budget grant for

extra expenditure may occasionally be highly advisable, though Issued

not absolutely anavoidable. For instance, expenditure which produces revenue may
have to be increased in the course of the year; and if ademand should spring up
. . . itmust be met at once, or the revenue may be altogether lost. But in all
cases the necessity for the proposed excess expenditure must be fully explained and
justified in dotail : mere general references to a probable increase in the receipts are

Insufficient. :
7. % » » *

PR

Orprr—dated 2nd May 1895, No. 3563, Financial.

The above extracts will be communicated to all heads of depértments for inform-

gtion and guidance.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.
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Reap—the following paper :—
Extracts from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1895, No. 5-F.

In August 1894, o e PR B Y 8 - SRS Code were amended,
mainly in order to correct an erroneous impression that appeared to exist regarding the
nature of the revised estimatesof . . . expenditure and their connection with the
budget estimates. It was evidently believed in some cases that to ¢ provide” for
increased expenditure in the revised estimates superseded the necessity of applying
for an_additional grant ; and it was still more often thought that the submission of
these revised estimates was the proper and only occasion for applying for an additional
grant to cover expenditure which had not been provided for in the budget estimates.
The orders thus revised have, however, not been uniformly observed by Local Govern-
ments and Administrations, or by the responsible officers . . . subordinate to
them ; while the Government of Tndia have had frequent occasion to notice that
confusion still exists as to the object which the revised estimates of expenditare are
designed to serve, and as to the rules regarding applications for additional grants. I

.

am, therefore, directed to communicate the following observations for guidance.

2. The budget estimates are passed and sanctioned b.efore tl}e gommen_cem&_ant of
the year to which they apply. They prom‘de for expenditure within certain hmits.;
and Local Governments have power, subject to wc.ell-.known rules, t.o regulate their
expenditure within these limits. Outside these limits no expenditure of any sort
whatever can properly be incurred, anless a special additional grant to cover it has

been applied for and sanctioned by the Government of India.
3. The revised estimates (not revised budget estimates, as they are often

improperly called) make no provision for any expenditure whatever ; they are accepted,
not sanctioned, by the Government of India ; and no entry in them carries with it any
authority for expenditure of any kind. They do not even provide for, or authorize,
the expenditure of charges already entered in the budget estimates; for these latter
alone possess authority. The revised estimates are not budgets or appropriations of
money, nor do they supersede the budget estimates as the basis for the regulation of
expenditure. They are estimates pure and simple, prepared for information, in order
to indicate to Government how far the expenditure already sanctioned (in the budget
estimates and in subsequent additional grants, 1f any) will be worked up to. If the
figures for expenditure in the revised estimates exceed the total of the budget
estimates, and of special grants already made or applied for, they clearly must be
WIOnE, s, + vy for no expenditure can be incurred that has not been sanctioned,
and if it had become apparent, before the preparation of the revised estimates, that
expenditure in excess of existing sanction would be necessary, additional sanction

would, under standing rules, have been applied for at once.

4. The ruleis that sanction to all expenditure in excess of budget provision must
be applied for as soon as il becomes apparent that such expenditure will be mecessary.
‘When, however, the excess expenditure ander individual heads is small, it may happen
that the general review of the year’s requirements which is made for the purposes of

the revised estimates discloses for the first time the nocessity for such expenditure.
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‘When that is the case, the application for an additional grant must be made at once
separately, and in a complete form, so that it may be disposed of quite apart from the
revised estimates. It has, indeed, no connection with those estimates ; for the making
of the application is a condition precedent to the inclusion of the sum applied for
in the estimates : in short, the estimates depend on the grant, not the grant upon the
estimates.

5. As soon, then, as it appears that expenditure in excess of budget sanction will
be necessary, an application for an additional grant should be made at once. It must
be shown—

(1) that the expenditure is necessary and unavoidable, or at least in the highest
degree advisable ;

(2) that it could not have been foreseen when the budget estimates were pre-
pared ; or, if it could have been, it must be explained why the necessary
provision was not made;

(3) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation within the budget grant for
. . . expenditure;

(4) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation from the budget grants under
other major heads of expenditure which are controlled by the Local
Government.

6. . . . extra expenditure may occasionally be highly advisable, though
not absolutely unavoidable. For instance, expenditure which produces revenue may
have to be increased in the course of the year; and if a demand should spring up

it must be met at once, or the revenue may be altogether lost. But in all
cases the necessity for the proposed excess expenditure must be fully explained and
justified in detail : mere general references to a probable increase in the receipts are
msufficient.

. » * 4 * »

Orper—dated 2nd May 1895, No. 853, Financial.

The above extracts will be communicated to all heads of departments for inform-
ation and guidance. :

(True Extract,)

J. F. PRICE,
Chief Secretary.

To the Public Works Department.
,, all Heads of Departments under
the Chief Secretary.

Exd. A. Baitt,

&>

Gobt. of {1895} W adras,
FINANCIAL.

Rt )

Jssued

.Recd. E"cl

6.0, 2nd May 1

395, No. 353.

MAY.

Forest Expenditure.

Communicating to all Ileads of Departments
for information and guidance, extracts from the
Government of India circular embodying remarks
regarding — included in budget and revised
estimates.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following paper :—

Extracts from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1895, No. 5-F.

In August 1894, sections . . . of the . . . Code were amended,
mainly in order to correct an erroneous impression that appeared to exist regarding the
nature of the revised estimates of . . . expenditureand their connection with the
budget estimates. It was evidently believed in some cases that to provide ” for
increased expenditure in the revised estimates superseded the necessity of applying
for an additional grant ; and it was still more often thought that the submission of
these revised estimates was the proper and only occasion for applying for an additional
grant to cover expenditure which had not been provided for in the budget estimates,

" The orders thus revised have, however, not been uniformly observed by Local Govern-

ments and Administrations, or by the responsible officers . . - subordinate to
them ; while the Government of India have had frequent; occasion to notice that
confusion still exists as to the object which the revised estimates of expenditare are
designed to serve, and as to the rules regarding applications for additional grants. I
am, therefore, directed to communicate the following observations for guidance.

2. The budget estimates are passed and sanclioned before the commencement of

~ the year to which they apply. They provide for expenditure within certain limits :

and Local Governments have power, subject to well-known rules, to regulate their
expenditure within these limits. Outside these limits no expenditure of any sort
whatever can properly be incurred, unless a special additional grant to cover ‘it has
been applied for and sanctioned by the Government of India.

8. The revised estimates (not revised budget estimates, as they are often
improperly called) make no provision for any expenditure whatever ; they are accepted,
not sanctioned, by the Government of India; and no entry in them carries with it any
authority for expenditure of any kind. They do not even provide for, or authorize,
the expenditure of charges already entered in the budget estimates; for these latter
alone possess authority. The revised estimates are not budgets or appropriations of
money, nor do they supersede the budget estimates as the basis for the regulation of
expenditure. They are estimates pure and simple, prepared for information, in order
to indicate to Government how far the expenditure already sanctioned (in the budget
estimates and in subsequent additional grants, if any) will be worked up to. If the
figures for expenditure in the revised estimates exceed the total of the budget
estimates, and of special grants already made or applied for, they clearly must be
wrong, . . .; for no expenditure can be incurred that has not been sanctioned,
and if it had become apparent, before the preparation of the revised estimates, that
expenditure in excess of existing sanction would be necessary, additional sanction
would, under standing rules, have been applied for at once.

4. The ruleis that sanction to all expenditure in excess of budget provision must
be applied for as soon as it becomes apparent that such expenditure will be necessary.
When, however, the excess expenditure under individual heads is small, it may happen
that the general review of the year’s requirements which is made for the purposes of
the revised estimates disoloses for the first time the necessity for such expenditure.
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‘When that is the case, the application for an additional grant must be made at once
separately, and in a complete form, so that it may be disposed of quite apart from the
revised estimates. It has, indeed, no connection with those estimates ; for the making
of the application is a condition precedent to the inclusion of the sum applied for
in the estimates : in short, the estimates depend on the grant, not the grant upon the
estimates.

5. As soon, then, as it appears that expenditure in excess of budget sanction will
be necessary, an application for an additional grant should be made at once. 1t must
be shown—

(1) that the expenditure is necessary and unavoidable, or at least in the highest
degree advisable ;

(2) that it could not have been foreseen when the budget estimates were pre-
pared ; or, if it could have been, it must be explained why the necessary
provision was not made ;

(3) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation within the budget grant for
. . . expenditure;

(4) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation from the budget grants under

other major heads of expenditure which are controlled by the Local
Government.

6. . . . extra expenditure may occasionally be highly advisable, though
not absolutely unavoidable. For instance, expenditure which produces revenue may
have to be increased in the course of the year; and if a demand should spring up

it must be met at once, or the revenue may be altogether lost. But in all
cases the necessity for the proposed excess expenditure must be fully explained and
justified in detail : mere general references to a probable increase in the receipts are
insufficient.

S » . » r

.

Orprr—dated 2nd May 1895, No. 853, Financial.

The above extracts will be communicated to all heads of departments for inform-
- ation and guidance.

(True Extract.)

J. F. PRICE, .
Chief Secretary.

To the Public Works Department.
,, all Heads of Departments under
the Chief Secretary.

Bxd. A. Raitt.
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regarding — included in budget and revised
estimates.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

———

Reap—the following paper :—

Extracts from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1895, No. 5-F.

In August 1894, sections . . ;i of the Code were amended,
mainly in order to correct an erroneous impression that appeared to exist regarding the
nature of the revised estimates of expenditure and their connection with the
budget estimates. It was evidently believed in some cases that to ¢ provide ” for
increased expenditure in the revised estimates superseded the necessity of applying
for an additional grant ; and it was still more often thought that the submission of
these revised estimates was the proper and only occasion for applying for an additional
grant to cover expenditure which had not been provided for in the budget estimates,
The orders thus revised have, however, not been uniformly observed by Local Govern-
ments and Administrations, or by the responsible officers . subordinate to
them ; while the Government of India have had frequent occasion to notice that
confusion still exists as to the object which the revised estimates of expenditare are
designed to serve, and as to the rules regarding applications for additional grants. I
am, therefore, directed to communicate the following observations for guidance.

2. The budget estimates are passed and sanclioned before the commencement of
the year to which they apply. They provide for expenditure within certain limits :
and Local Governments have power, subject to well-known rules, to regulate their
expenditure within these limits. Outside these limits no expenditure of any sort
whatever can properly be incurred, unless a special additional grant to cover ‘it has
been applied for and sanctioned by the Government of India.

3. The revised estimates (not revised budget estimates, as they are often
improperly called) make no provision for any expenditure whatever ; they are accepted,
not sanctioned, by the Government of India; and no entry in them carries with it any
suthority for expenditure of any kind. They do not even provide for, or authorize,
the expenditure of charges already entered in the budget estimates; for these latter
alone possess authority. The revised estimates are not budgets or appropriations of
money, nor do they supersede the budget estimates as the basis for the regulation of
expenditure. They are estimates pure and simple, prepared for information, in order
to indicate to Government how far the expenditure already sanctioned (in the budget
estimates and in subsequent additional grants, if any) will be worked up to. If the
figures for expenditure in the revised estimates exceed the total of the budget
estimates, and of special grants already made or applied for, they clearly must be
wrong, ., ., .; forno expenditure can be incurred that has not been sanctioned,
and if it had become apparent, before the preparation of the revised estimates, that
expenditure in excess of existing sanction would be necessary, additional sanction
would, under standing rules, have been applied for at once.

4. The ruleis that sanction to all expenditure in excess of budget provision must
be applied for as soon as it becomes apparent that such expenditure will be necessary.
When, however, the excess expenditure under individual heads is small, it may happen
that the general review of the year's requirements which is made for the purposes of
the revised estimates discloses for the first time the necessity for such expeunditure.
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When that is the case, the application for an additional grant mus

separately, and in a complete form, so that it may be disgosed of qfxilt)s :Il;?-: f?(t) Onti:?y
revised estlgnatgs. : It has, indeed, no connection with those estimates : for the m;nk’t 3
of the apphcatlon 18 a condition precedent to the inclusion of the s’um applied 1?
in the 1;stlmates : in short, the estimates depend on the grant, not the grant upon tl(l); GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.
estimates.

5. As soon, then, as it appears that expenditure in excess of budget sanction will

be necessary, an application for an additional grant should be made at once. It must
be shown—

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

(1) that the expenditure is necessary and unavoidable, or at least in the highest !
degree advisable ; %

. ' Rrap—the following paper :—

(2) that it could not have been foreseen when the budget estimates were pre- s i 1895, No. 5-F
pared ; or, if it could have been, it must be explained why the neces.fary { Extracts from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1895, No. o-¥.
provision was not made; : _ i In August 1894, sections . . . of the . . . Code were amended,

(3) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation within the budget grant for | : 1nin or%ler to correct an erroneous impression that appeared to exist regarding the
.4 expenditure ; i mainly £ the revised estimates of . . . expenditure and their connection .w1th the

(4) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation from the budget grants under na.turet0 {i?nates It was evidently believed in some casés that to “ provide ” for
other major heads of expenditure which are controlled by the Local budge 35 enditure in the revised estimates superseded the necessity of applying
Government. : i ;ncrezseaddﬁégnal grant ; and it was still more often thought that the submission of

6. . . . extra expenditure may occasionally be highly advisable, though \ t;l;;; revised estimates was the proper and only occasion for applying for an addi Hondl
not absolutely un : |

1 _ avoidable. For instance, expenditure which produces revenue may
‘have to be increased in the course of the year; and if ademand should spring up

it must be met at once, or the revenue may be altogether lost.

i i i in the budget estimates.
enditure which had not been provided for in g
T}f: E)::l)eigvgugigvised have, however, not been uniformly observed by Local Govern-

1 inistrations, or by the responsible officers . . . subordinate to
cases the necessity for the proposed excess expenditure must be fully explzl:ilrlltecinagg : ff,f;tls. z;lgif:d;ﬁe Govemn;ent of Tndia have had frequent occasion to notice that
justified in detail : mere general references to a probable increase in the receipts are i fu;ion still exists as to the object which. the revysed' estimates of. _expend1tare are

% i i ] ((:1011' ned to serve, and as to the rules regarding applications for additional grants. I
Tei ¥ » B * » i3 asf:gtherefore, directed to communicate the following observations for guidance.
. f

ot estimates are passed and sanclioned bf:fore tl.le gommenpemg,nt of

the ?aérT}:: 31111(11(;gh they apply. Tlll)ey provide for. expenditure within Oel‘tal{l hmll]ts‘;
'dyLocal Governments have power, subject to well-known rules, to regu ate their
o diture within these limits. Outside these limits no expenditure of any sort
?lgatgver can properly be incurred, unless a special additional grant to cover it has

i t of India.
applied for and sanctioned by the Governmen .
been?)m')]fhe revised estimates (not revised budget estimates, as they are often
(True Extract.) ‘ .

; vion for any expenditure whatever ; they are accepted,
: 1mprope?yn(;aéllg;)i) Itrﬁﬂ,& ?}ggell{');ﬁ?n% of Indig : :Ed no entry in thqm carries with it any

ki S Dt 10f ox };nditure of any kind. They do not even provide for, or authorize,
ok it g d?:ure%f charges already entered in the budget estimates ; for these latter
o expet;s;ss authority. The revised estimates are not budgets or appropriations of
i P(I)IOI' do they supersede the budget estimates as the basis for the regulation of
money(iiture They are estimates pure and simple, prepared for l_nf_Qrma.tlon, in order
eXl?eg, 4 to Government how far the expenditure already sanctioned (in the budget
e 1325 and in subsequent additional grants, if any) will be worked up to. If the
Sy for expenditure in the revised estimates exceed the total of the budget
figures To dI:)f special grants already made or applied for, they clearly must be
g - fpr no expenditure can be incurred that has not been sanctioned,
wrgn.%,'t fmd be.cgm(:a apparent, before the preparation of the revised .egtlmiites, tl.mat
:I; elndliture in excess of existing sanction.would be necessary, additional sanction
WOIl)lld under standing rules, have been apphe‘d for.at once. . % : :
4, The ruleis that sanction to all expenditurein excess of budget przwswn mus

be applied for as soon as it becomes apparent that such expenditure will be mecessary.
Vshegp however, the excess expenditure under m(%l‘JIdllx]:altlhf:(}: 3.13 :T:ﬂlé }11; ?zz-p 1(1)233?;

) ) . c
‘ew of the year’s requirements Wiloh “5 s

:E:trzggsggtﬁ?hizgegiscloses };or the first time the necessity for such expenditure.

Orper—dated 2nd May 1895, No. 353, Financial.

_ The above extracts will be communicated to all heads of departments for inform-
- ation and guidance.

To the Public Works Department.
» all Heads of Departments under
the Chief Secretary.

‘Bxd. A. Baitt.
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When that is the case, the application for an additional grant must be made at once,
separately, and in a complete form, so that it may be disposed of quite apart from the
revised estimates. It has, indeed, no connection with those estimates ; for the making
of the application is a condition precedent to the inclusion of the sum applied for

in the estimates : in short, the estimates depend on the grant, not the grant upon the
estimates.

5. As soon, then, as it appears that expenditure in excess of budget sanction will

be necessary, an application for an additional grant should be made at once. 1t must
be shown—

(1) that the expenditure is necessary and unavoidable, or at least in the highest
degree advisable ;

(2) that it could not have been foreseen when the budget estimates were pre-
pared ; or, if it could have been, it must be explained why the necessary
provision was not made;

(3) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation within the budget grant for
PR expenditure ;

(4) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation from the budget grants under

other major heads of expenditure which are controlled by the Local
Government.

6. . . . extra expenditure may occasionally be highly advisable, though
not absolutely unavoidable. For instance, expenditure which produces revenue may
have to be increased in the course of the year ; and if a demand should spring up

. . . it must be met at once, or the revenue may be altogether lost. But in all
cases the necessity for the proposed excess expenditure must be fully explained and
justiffiiie(.i in detail ; mere general references to a probable increase in the recelpts are
msuincient.

“HE 5 * * *» »

Orppr—dated 2nd May 1895, No. 353, Financial.

_ The above extracts will be communicated to all heads of departments for inform-
ation and guidance,

(True Extract.)
J. F. PRICE,
Chief Secretary.
To the Public Works Department.
» 8ll Heads of Departments under
the Chief Secretary.
Exd. A. Baitf,
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Reap—the following paper :—

Extracts from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1895, No. 5-F.

In August 1894, sections . . . of the Code were amended,
mainly in order to correct an erroneous impression that appeared to exist re:gardl_ng the
nature of the revised estimates of : expenditure and their connection with the
budget estimates. It was evidently believed In some cases that to provide ” for
increased expenditure in the revised estimates superseded the necessity of e_;pplymg
for an additional grant ; and it was still more often thought that the submission of
these revised estimates was the proper and only occasion for applymg for an add}tmnal
grant to cover expenditure which had not been provided for in the budget estimates.
The orders thus revised have, however, not been_umformly observed by Local Govern-
ments and Administrations, or by the responsible officers , . . subordmte to
them ; while the Government of India have had f.requent.: oceasion fto not_lce that
confusion still exists as to the object which the revised estimates of _expendltare are
designed to serve, and as to the ru_les regarding apphcatmns fpr addmon_al grants. I
am, therefore, directed to communicate the following observations for guidance.

9. The budget estimates are passed and sanclioned b.efore the gommen.cemt.ant' of
the year to which they apply. They provide for expenditure within certain 11m1ts.;
and Local Governments have power, subject to well-known rules, to regulate their
expenditure within these limits. Outside these limits o expenditure of any sort
whatever can properly be incurred, unless a special additional grant to cover it has

been applied for and sanctioned by the Government of India.
3. The revised estimates (not revised budget estimates, as they are often

improperly called) make no provision for any expenditure whatever ; they are_accgpted,
not sanctioned, by the Government of India; and no entry in them carries with it any
authority for expenditure of any kind. They do not even provide for, or authorize,
the expenditure of charges already entered in the budget estimates; for these latter
alone possess authority. The revised estimates are not budgets or appropriations of
money, nor do they supersede the budget estimates as the basis for the regulation of
expenditure. They are estimates pure and simple, prepared for information, 10 order
to indicate to Government how far the expenditure already sanctioned (in the budget
estimates and in subsequent additional grants, if any) will be worked up to. If the
foures for expenditure in the revised estimates exceed the total of the budget
eft‘ilmates, and of special grants already made or applied for, they clearly must be

g . .; for no expenditure can be incurred that has not been sanctioned,
wrg i%,it had become apparent, before the prepa.ration of the revised .egtlmates, tl_lat
a1; enditure in excess of existing sanction.would be necessary, additional sanction
:ror:zld, under standing rules, have been applied for at once.

4. The ruleis that sanction to all expenditure in excess of budget provision must
be 2 “lied for as soom as it becomes apparent that such expenditure will be mecessary.
Vsh o however, the excess expenditure under individual heads is small, it may happen
thate:;l}’le general’ review of the year’s requirements which is made for the purposes of
the revised estimates discloses for the first time the necessity for such expenditure.



2np May 1895, No. 353, FINANCIAL.

.

When that is the case, the application for an additional grant must be made at once,
separately, and in a complete form, so that it may be disposed of quite apart from the
revised estimates. It has, indeed, no connection with those estimates ; for the making
of the application is a condition precedent to the inclusion of the sum applied for

in the estimates : in short, the estimates depend on the grant, not the grant upon the
estimates.

5. As soon, then, as it appears that expenditure in excess of budget sanction will

be necessary, an application for an additional grant should be made at once. 1t must
be shown—

(1) that the expenditure is necessary and unavoidable, or at least in the highest
degree advisable ;

(2) that it could not have been foreseen when the budget estimates were pre-
pared ; or, if it could have been, it must be explained why the necessary
provision was not made;

(3) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation within the budget grant for
. . . expenditure;

(4) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation from the budget grants under

other major heads of expenditure which are controlled by the Local

Governu::it. %

" 6. . . . extra \expenditure may ~aceasionally be highly advisable, though
Dot absolutely unayoide2016. - FOF nstance, expenditure whicﬁ pzoduces revenue mgy
have to ben.-nmreased in the course of the year; and if a demand should spring up
b e o U INUSL be met at once, or the revenue may be altogether lost. But in all
~ “eases the necessity for the proposed excess expendit 1

; : g d
‘justified in detail : mere general references to a brd ure must be fully explained an

Sitsifhicat, ' bable increase in the receipts are
& * ¥ * * ®

Orper—dated 2nd May 1895, No. 853, Financial.

ationTa}xll?i ?fi‘:iz ::;mcts will be communicated to all heads of departments for inform-

(True Extract,)
J. F. PRICE,
Chief Secretary.

To the Public Works Department.

5 all Heads of Departments under

the Chief Secretary.

Bxd. A. Baith,
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following paper :—
Extracts from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1895, No. 5-F.

i __ of the . . . Code were amended,

- In An %UStt 108022(;::;}1“&?2%.0% impression that appeared to exist regarding the
mainly in order to 1 uatechutos i Dty expenditure and their connection .Wlt}],. the
petse of tl}e r:nse It was evidently believed in some cases that to_“ provide .for
pudget i e?i"'cure in the revised estimates superseded the necessity of ?.pglymg
migpebsed (?X'penll rant : and it was still more often. thought th'(.xt the submlss%op of
e ad'dltlon?' gates vzvas the proper and only occasion for applying for an add.ltlona.l
e e ;menditure which had not been provided for in the budget estimates.
%r;:;l E:geigv;guz rI()avised have, however, not been. E{lifmiglly observed by ;%%ngg::n:;

ini 1 onsible otncers . . .

e andedﬁngitelfﬁieg &ylg(ll?a rizli'e had frequent occasion to motice @hat
e ki 1?' 11 exists as to the object which the revjsed estimates of; _expendltare are
ﬁzgf;;?ts ;erve, and as to the rules regarding applications for additional grants. I

¢ i llowing observations for guidance.
am, therefore, directed to communicate the fo g g

i ssed and sanctioned before the commencement of

2. Tge b‘ﬁggftt lcle:;u:;;?;ar %III;:Y provide for expenditure within certain hm;lts.;

iyl 10(;V vernments have power, subject to well-known rules, to regulate their

gnd Local G0 ithin these limits. Outside these limits no expenditure of any sort

- drenii I:V roperly be incurred, unless a special additional grant to cover it has
f::;e:;;ugz f(?r and sanctioned by the Government of India.

: ; ftins
. od estimates (not revised budget estimates, as they are ©

: . 'ﬁheca{ﬁagifnake no prom’s(ion for any expenditure wl_latever ; they are_:ﬁc«ietpie:,
i A ed, by the Government of India; and no entry in thqm carries wi ol y
not Saqctlofn (;x }(:,nditure of any kind. They do not even provide for, or aut i)rge,
+ gttt d(')tr re%f charges already entered in the budget estimates; for these la elf'
O uthority. The revised estimates are not budgets or appropriations of
g possesas athe supersede the budget estimates as. the basis for the ;egu{ahondo
money, nor do The};' are estimates pure and sir!}ple, prepared for %nforma_tmnﬁ 11;) o; el;
exI.)enghturet'o Government how far the expenditure already sanctioned (in the II; %l(:
- %ndxcate d in subsequent additional grants, if any) will be worked up to. e e:
e nditure in the revised estimates exceed the total of the budge
figures for egpef special grants already made or applied for, they clearly must l:;a
estimates, A0C 5 fc?r no expenditure can be incurred that has not been sanctioned,
. ot become apparent, before the preparation of the revised _egtlmlates, ipa:
e lfdl'ttltll:e in excess of existing sanction would be necessary, additional sanctio
expendl

uld, under standing rules, have been applied for at once.
wouid,

fon i i t provision must
is tion to all expenditure in excess of budget

= The S lss?;:t:: Izltc z(t)acomes appa?rent that s.uch expenditure will be neﬁssary.
be applied for aihe excess expenditure under ind1v1du:al hfaads is small, it may appeI;
b dgi howeverl, review of the year’s requirements which 18 made for the purposes o

i ggng:ilmates discloses for the first time the necessity for such expenditutre.
the revise
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When that is the case, the application for an additional grant must be made at once,
separately, and in a complete form, so that it may be disposed of quite apart from the
revised estimates, It has, indeed, no connection with those estimates ; for the making
of the application is a condition precedent to the inclusion of the sum applied for

in the estimates : in short, the estimates depend on the grant, not the grant upon the
estimates,

5. As soon, then, as it appears that expenditure in excess of budget sanction will
ge nﬁcessary, an application for an additional grant should be made at once. It must
e shown—

(1) that the expenditure is n
degree advisable ;

(2) that it could not have been forese
pared ; or, if it could have been
provision was not made ;

(3) that it cannot be met by re-
- '« . expenditure; -

(4) that it cannot be met by Te-appropriation from the budget grants under

other major heads of expenditure which are controllod by the Local
Government,

o~

en when the budget estimates were pre-
» 1t must be explained why the necessary

appropriation within the budget grant for

O, . .. . eoxtra expenditure may occasionall
not absolutely unavoidable, For instance, expenditure which produces revenue may
have to be jncreased in the course of the year ; and if a demand should spring up

: + -+ - it must be met at once, or the Tévenue may be altogether lost. But in all
cases the.necess1.ty for the proposed eXcess expenditure must be fully explained and
Jnstlige(_l u: detail : mere general references to g Probable increase in the receipts are
insufficient,

B *» 2

y be highly advisable, though

* *
N

OrpER—dated 2nd May 1895, No. 3563, Financia),

The above extracts will be communicat d . 3
ation and guidance, ated to all heads of departments for inform

(True Extract )
J. F. PRICE,
Chief Secretary.
To the Public Works Department,
» all Heads of Departments under y
the Chief Seoretary. 5

Exd. A, Baitt.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following paper :—

Extracts from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1895, No. 5-F.

In August 1894, sections . . . of the . . . Code were amended,
mainly in order to correct an erroneous impression that appeared to exist regarding the
nature of the revised estimates of . . . expenditureand their connection with the
budget estimates. It was evidently believed in some cases that to “ provide ” for
increased expenditure in the revised estimates superseded the necessity of applying
for an additional grant ; and it was still more often thought that the submission of
these revised estimates was the proper and only occasion for applying for an additional
grant to cover expenditure which had not been provided for in the budget estimates.
The orders thus revised have, however, not been uniformly observed by Local Govern-
ments and Administrations, or by the responsible officers . . . subordinate to
them ; while the Government of India have had frequent occasion to notice that
confusion still exists as to the object which the revised estimates of expenditare are
designed to serve, and as to the rules regarding applications for additional grants. I
am, therefore, directed to communicate the following observations for guidance.

2. The budget estimates are passed and sanclioned before the commencement of
the year to which they apply. They provide for expenditure within certain limits ;
and Local Governments have power, subject to well-known rules, to regulate their
expenditure within these limits. Outside these limits no expenditure of any sort
whatever can properly be incurred, unless a special additional grant to cover it has
been applied for and sanctioned by the Government of India.

3. The revised estimates (not revised budget estimates, as they are often
improperly called) make no provision for any expenditure whatever ; they are accepted,
not sanctioned, by the Government of India; and no entry in them carries with it any
authority for expenditure of any kind. They do not even provide for, or authorize,
the expenditure of charges already entered in the budget estimates; for these latter
alone possess authority. The revised estimates are not budgets or appropriations of
money, nor do they supersede the budget estimates as the basis for the regulation of
expenditure. They are estimates pure and simple, prepared for information, in order
to indicate to Government how far the expenditure already sanctioned (in the budget
estimates and in subsequent additional grants, if any) will be worked up to. If the
figures for expenditure in the revised estimates exceed the total of the budget
estimates, and of special grants already made or applied for, they clearly must be
wrong, . . .; for no expenditure can be incurred that has not been sanctioned,
and if it had become apparent, before the preparation of the revised estimates, that
expenditure in excess of existing sanction would be necessary, additional sanction
would, under standing rules, have been applied for at once.

4. The ruleis that sanction to all expenditure in excess of budget provision must

be applied for as soon as it becomes apparent that such expenditure will be mecessary.
en, however, the excess expenditure under individual heads is small, it may happen
that the general review of the year’s requirements which is made for the purposes of
the revised estimates discloses for the first time the necessity for such expenditure.
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When that is the case, the application for an additional grant must be made at once,
separately, and in a complete form, so that it may be disposed of quite apart from the
revised estimates. It has, indeed, no connection with those estimates ; for the making
of the application is a condition precedent to the inclusion of the sum applied for

in the estimates : in short, the estimates depend on the grant, not the grant upon the
estimates,

5. As soon, then, as it appears that expenditure in excess of budget sanction will

be necessary, an application for an additional grant should be made at once. It must
be shown—

(1) that the expenditure is necessary and unavoidable, or at least in the highest
degree advisable ;

(2) that it could not have been foreseen when the budget estimates were pre-
pared ; or, if it could have been, it must be explained why the necessary
provision was not made ;

(3) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation within the budget grant for
. « . "expenditure;. '
(4) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation from the budget grants under

other major heads of expenditure which are controlled by the Local
Government.

6. . . . extra expenditure may occasionally be highly advisable, though
not absolutely unavoidable. For instance, expenditure which produces revenue may
have to be increased in the course of the year; and if a demand should spring up

it must be met at once, or the revenue may be altogether lost. But in all
cases the necessity for the proposed excess expenditure must be fully explained and
'jusﬁifi{iiet.i in detail ; mere general references to a probable increase in the receipts are
1nsufficient.

R * * * »

Orper—dated 2nd May 1895, No. 363, Financial.

_ The above extracts will be communicated to all heads of departments for inform-
ation and guidance,
R 4 (Trne Extract.)

J. F. PRICE,
Chief Secretary.

To the Public Works Department,
~,, 8ll Heads of Departments under

the Chief Becretary.

Exd. A. Raitt.




AE— T
g P

. ar T

- @obt. of {1895} s, * o T A
3 FINANCIALL 5 o |

@abt. of {1895 S adras.
FINANCIAL.
— -ig,
= lssued
i ; Recd. Enei. i
2 B ey A Aol . Recd. Enel.

¢.0., 2nd May 1895, No. 353.

G.0., 2nd May 1895, No. 353.

MAY.
MAY.
Forest Expenditure.
Communicating to all Heads of Departments,
Expenditure.

for information and guidance, extracts from the
Government of India circular embodying remarks
regarding — included in budget and revised

estimates.

Communicating to al Heads of Departments,
:dance, extracts from the

for information and gul t
Government of India cireular embodying remarks

regarding — included in budget and e
estimabes.

//_1_”‘“




e TR ® N -t

e

e 4 p e i (-
\ 4 % = g T i 3 3
e Ty - S

28p May 1895, No. 353, FinavciL.

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.
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Reap—the following paper :—

Extracts-from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1895, No. 5-F.

In August 1894, sections . sy of' the ; . . Code were amended,
mainly in order to correct an erroneous impression that appeared to exist regarding the
nature of the revised estimates of . . . expenditure and their connection with the
budget estimates. It was evidently believed in some cases that to “provide ” for
increased expenditure in the revised estimates superseded the necessity of applying
for an additional grant ; and it was still more often thought that the submission of
these revised estimates was the proper and only occasion for applying for an additional
grant to cover expenditure which had not been provided for in the budget estimates,
The orders thus revised have, however, not been uniformly observed by Local Govern-
ments and Administrations, or by the responsible officers . . . subordinate to
them ; while the Government of Tndia have had frequent occasion to mnotice that
confusion still exists as to the object which the revised estimates of expenditare are
designed to serve, and as to the rules regarding applications for additional grants. I
am, therefore, directed to communicate the following observations for guidance.

2. The budget estimates are passed and sanclioned before the commencement of
the year to which they apply. They provide for expenditure within certain limits -
and Local Governments have power, subject to well-known rules, to regulate their
expenditure within these limits. Qutside these limits no expenditure of any sort
whatever can properly be incurred, unless a special additional grant to cover it has
been applied for and sanctioned by the Government of India.

3. The revised estimates (not revised budget estimates, as they are often
improperly called) make no provision for any expenditure whatever ; they are accepted,
not sanctioned, by the Government of India; and no entry in them carries with it any
authority for expenditure of any kind. They do not even provide for, or authorize,
the expenditure of charges already entered in the budget estimates ; for these latter
alone possess authority. The revised estimates are not budgets or appropriations of
money, nor do they supersede the budget estimates as the basis for the regulation ef
expenditure. Thev are estimates pure and simple, prepared for information, in order
to indicate to Government how far the expenditure already sangtioned (in the budget
estimates and in subsequent additional grants, if any) will be worked up to. If the
figures for expenditure in the revised estimates exceed the total of the budget
estimates, and of special grants already made or applied for, they clearly must be
wrong, . . .; for no expenditure can be incurred that has not been sanctioned,
and if it had become apparent, before the preparation of the revised estimates, that
expenditure in excess of existing sanction would be necessary, additional sanction
would, under standing rules, have been applied for at once.

4. The ruleis that sanction to all expenditure in excess of budget provision must
be applied for as soon as it becomes apparent that such expenditure will be mecessary.
When, however, the excess expenditure under individual heads is small, it may happen
that the general review of the year’s requirements which is made for the purposes of
the revised estimates discloses for the first time the necessity for such expenditura.

vy
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When that is the case, the application for an additional gratnt must be made at once

geparately, and in a complete form, so that it may be disposed of quite apart from thf;
revised estimates. It has, n}d.eed, no connection with those estimates ; for the making
of the application is a condition precedent to the inclusion of the sum applied for

in the estimates : in short, the estimates depend on the grant, not the grant upon the

estimates.
5. As soon, then, as it appears that expenditure in excess of budget sanction will
be necessary, an application for an additional grant should be made at once. It must

be shown—
(1) that the expenditure is necessary and unavoidable, or at least in the highest
degree advisable ; i
(2) that it could not have been foreseen when the budget estimates were pre- i
pared ; or, if it could have been, it must be explained why the necessary
provision was not made;
(3) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation within the budget grant for
. . . expenditure;
(4) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation from the budget grants under
other major heads of expenditure which are controlled by the Local : 3
Government. '
6. . . . extra expenditure may occasionally be highly advisable, though |
not absolutely unavoidable. For instance, expenditure which produces revenue may 1
have to be increased in the course of the year;and if a demand should spring up ‘t’

Issued

Recd. Encl.

it must be met at once, or the revenue may be altogether lost. But in all

cases the necessity for the proposed excess expenditure must be fully explained and

 ustified in detail ; mere general references to a probable increase in the receipts are
msufficient.

AV . » » » B i

G.0., 2nd May 1895, No. 353.

Orper—dated 2nd May 1895, No. 353, Financial.

_ The above extracts will be communicated to all heads of departments for inform- ;i
ation and guidance. -

(True Extract.) .’a MAY.
J. F. PRICE,
Chief Secretary. ]
“To the Public Works Department. E
,» all Heads of Departments under ol !
the Chief Secretary. !
| Expenditure.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following paper :— .
Extracts from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1895, No. 5-F.

In August 1894, gections . . . of the Code were amended,
mainly in order to correct an erroneous impression that appeared to exist regarding the
nature of the revised estimates of expenditure and their connection with the
budget estimates. It was evidently believed in some cases that to ¢ provide ” for
increased expenditure in the revised estimates superseded the necessity of applying
for an additional grant ; and it was still more often thought that the submission of
these revised estimates was the proper and only occasion for applying for an additional
grant to cover expenditure which had not been provided for in the budget estimates.
The orders thus revised have, however, not been uniformly observed by Local Govern-
ments and Administrations, or by the responsible officers . . . subordinate to
them ; while the Government of Tndia have had frequent occasion to notice that
confusion still exists as to the object which the revised estimates of expenditare are
designed to serve, and as to the rules regarding applications for additional grants. I
am, therefore, directed to communicate the following observations for guidance.

9. The budget estimates are passed and sanclioned before the commencement of
the year to which they apply. They provide for expenditure within certain limits ;
and Local Governments have power, subject to well-known rules, to regulate their
expenditure within these limits. Outside these limits no expenditure of any sort
whatever can properly be incurred, unless a special additional grant to cover it has

been applied for and sanctioned by the Government of India.

3. The revised estimates (not revised budget estimates, as they are often
improperly called) make no provision for any expenditure whatever ; they are accepted,
not sanctioned, by the Government of India; and no entry in them carries with it any
authority for expenditure of any kind. They do not even provide for, or authorize,
the expenditure of charges already entered in the budget estimates; for these latter
alone possess authority. The revised estimates are not budgets or appropriations of
money, nor do they supersede the budget estimates as the basis for the regulation of
expenditure, They are estimates pure and simple, prepared for information, in order
to indicate to Government how far the expenditure already sanctioned (in the budget
ostimates and in subsequent additional grants, if any) will be worked up to. If the
figures for expenditure in the revised estimates exceed the total of the budget
estimates, and of special grants already made or applied for, they clearly must be
wrong, . . .; formno expenditure can be incurred that has not been sanctioned,
and if it had become apparent, before the preparation of the revised estimates, that
expenditure in excess of existing sanction would be necessary, additional sanction
would, under standing rules, have been applied for at once.

4. The ruleis that sanction to all expenditure in excess of budget provision must
be applied for as soon as it becomes apparent that such expenditure will be mecessary.
When, however, the excess expenditure under individual heads is small, it may happen
that the general review of the year’s requirements which is made for the purposes of
the revised estimates discloses for the first time the necessity for such expenditure.

4
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When that is the case, the application for an additional grant must be made at once
separately, and in a complete form, so that it may be disposed of quite apart from the
revised estimates. It has, indeed, no connection with th

h those estimates ; for the making
of the application is a condition precedent to the inclusion of the s

] ; [ um applied for
in the estimates : in short, the estimates depend on the grant, not the grant upon the
estimates.

5. As soon, then, as it appears that expenditure in excess of budget sanction will
be necessary, an application for an additional grant should be made at once.

1t must
be shown—

(1) that the expenditure is necessary and unavoidable, or at least in the highest
degree advisable ;

(2) that it could not have been foreseen when the budget estimates were pre-
pared ; or, if it could have been, it must be explained why the necessary
provision was not made;

(3) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation within the budget grant for
. . . expenditure,
(4) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation from the budget grants under

other major heads of expenditure which are controlled by the Local
Government.

6. . . exira expenditure may occasionally be highly advisable, though
not absolutely unavoidable. For instance, expenditure which produces revenue may

have to be increased in the course of the year; and if a demand should spring up

it must be met at once, or the revenue may be altogether lost. But in all
cases the necessit

y for the proposed excess expenditure must be fully explained and
justified in detail : mere general references to a probable increase in the receipts are
insufficient.

7_ * *

* * *

Orppr—dated 2nd May 1895, No. 353, Financial.
The above extracts will be communicated to all heads of departments for inform-
ation and guidance,

(True Extract,)
Chief Secretary.

To the Public Works Department. .
» all Heads of Departments under
the Chief Secretary.

Exd. A. Raitt,
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following paper :— 2
Extracts from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1895, No. 5-¥.

d

In August 1894, sections . . . O:Siotxlll?hai.; a;;pee;re gct)(f)lzxge:gg;&migrédteh é
mainly in order to cgrretq;ilge:rchme?us. un.Preexpenditure and their conn?‘ction .v(vl'itg ghe
nature of the revise I(Zs v}vas evidently believed in some cases that to.t Prg"; 9 \ igr
budget esstlmatei:l-_t ro in the revised estimates superseded the necetssl y (1)) e sI;Ii)oi ogf
Endeia e:x.penll . nt : and it was still more often thought th?‘t fe i sdditional
e ad_dltmn?. gr:meq was the proper and only occasion for ap'Plylllngb 03 a; cavhiated
thoea prises o6 1m(iln.dkiture which had not been prtzwded forin t 3 bu Lgocal Govern:
grant to cm&gﬁzvise d have, however, not been'unlfOrmly observed by e
The orders Administrations, or by the reSpons1ble officers . . .n g
ey A trﬁ Governm’ent of India have had frequent occasmf ensndibins S
them ;.Whﬂe‘u e ists as to the object which the yovied eStlmatesd?l't'zngl rants. 1
ety g and as to the rules regarding applications for a I 5 o dagnce '
demiiz(:eggrzerggected to communicate the following observations for g g
am, )

9. The budget estimates are passed and sanctioned before the commencement of
. e ’

h to which they apply. They provide for expenditure within certain limits ;
the year to i

) ' Y o] he T

: imi diture of any sort
: e imits. Outside these limits no expen ;
expendltrurga: Il)trl(l);)lrf?e?)ee ilgzzllllrred, unless a special ?dIdltllfmal grant to cover it has
g;aie;;plied for and sanctioned by the Government of India.

i ften
i i ised budget estimates, as they are o

ALt g 'QPOtfo;elelseex enditure whatever ; they are accepled,
improperl.y c:glle{)l) rtnl?ek %rgge{;?ﬁ;sﬁ%nof IndiZ . agd no entry in the.m carries Wlﬂ; ﬁ(t):;;ley
s sagctmne : ynditure of any kind. They do not even px:ovlde for, 011:‘]1%1ue lattex"
oy eXp(} charges already entered in the budget estimates; for thes gty
o s 4 (t)h it The revised estimates are not budgqts or appmprlt{ i :
A agl 01‘rsuy.ersede the budget estimates as the basis for the tI:egu a lgll}dgr
mipueyy 2 dg They arI:a estimates pure and simple, prepared for informa .10:11;(311{1) ondge
ex;_)en(_hture. G e}Ir‘nment; how far the expenditure alrea@y sa,nctwne(‘i1 (lntv . ?he
s ot Ovebs,e sent additional grants, if any) will be worke1 ufp t}(; e
i S‘fn qe in the revised estimates exceed the tota (i B .
REgees A urial rants already made or applied for, they bc ear Zaxi&oned
Bmmiles, 08 Of- et egx enditure can be incurred that has fot eelz. = thai’;
Wrgn.%,_ ¢ }.md. be’cglff;r Ialgpa;e%t, before the preparation of the revised estimates,
and if 1

it] nction
i in excess of existing sanction.would be necessary, additional sa
exglir(lidlt?:(‘lzrlgtanding rules, have been apphe.d for.at once. B R
v 4, The ruleis that sanction to all expendlt\;lret in e}fce;se :)ditu,l:g gw,'lg) e
oli 't becomes apparent that such exrpenail 4

o astlfoogx(zz;stexi)enditug under individual hgads is small% 111t m{ag'r l:)zgse;;
Vglte?fx howf:f;f re?’iew of the year’s requirements which is made for the purpos
that the ge
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‘When that is the case, the application for an additiona_l grant must be made at once,
separately, and in a complete form, so that it may be disposed of quite apart from the
revised estimates. It has, indeed, no connection with those estimates ; for the making
of the application is a condition precedent to the inclusion of the sum applied for
in the estimates : in short, the estimates depend on the grant, not the grant upon the
estimates.

5. As soon, then, as it appears that expenditure in excess of budget sanction will
be necessary, an application for an additional grant should be made at once. 1t must
be shown— :

(1) that the expenditure is necessary and unavoidable, or at least in the highest
degree advisable ;

(2) that it could not have been foreseen when the budget estimates were pre-
pared ; or, if it could have been, it must be explained why the necessary
provision was not made;

(3) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation within the budget grant for
« *+" . expenditure;

(4) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation from the budget grants under
other major heads of expenditure which are controlled by the Local
Government.

6. . . . extra expenditure may occasionally be hi
not absolutely unavoidable. For instance, expenditure which produces revenue may
have to be increased in the course of the year; and if a demand should spring up

it must be met at once, or the revenue may be altogether lost. But in all
cases the necessity for the proposed excess expenditure must be fully explained and
Justified in detail : mere general references to a probable increase in the receipts are
‘nsufficient.

/R Al b »

ghly advisable, though

*>

Orper—dated 2nd May 1895, No. 353, Financial.

The above extracts will be communicated to all heads of departments fOr’inform.-
ation and guidance,
(True Extract.)

J. F. PRICE,
Chief Secretary.

To the Public WBrks agepa.r:men;.
y eads of Departments under
iy, e Ao the Chief SBecretary.

Fxd. A, Raitf,
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following paper :—
Extracts from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1895, No. 5-F.

In August 1894, sections . . . of the . . . Code were amended,
mainly in order to correct an erroneous impression that appeared to exist regarding the
nature of the revised estimates of . . . expenditure and their connection with the
budget estimates. It was evidently believed in some cases that to * provide ” for
increased expenditure in the revised estimates superseded the necessity of applying
for an additional grant ; and it was still more often thought that the submission of
these revised estimates was the proper and only. occasion for applying for an additional
grant to cover expenditure which had not been provided for in the budget estimates.
The orders thus revised have, however, not been uniformly observed by Local Govern-
ments and Administrations, or by the responsible officers . . . subordinate to
them ; while the Government of India have had frequent occasion to notiee that
confusion still exists as to the object which the revised estimates of expenditare are
designed to serve, and as to the rules regarding applications for additional grants. I
am, therefore, directed to communicate the following observations for guidance.

2. The budget estimates are passed and sanctioned before the commencement of
the year to which they apply. They provide for expenditure within cerfain limits ;
and Local Governments have power, subject to well-known rules, to regulate their
expenditure within these limits. Outside these limits no expenditure of any sort
whatever can properly be incurred, unless a special additional grant to cover it has
been applied for and sanctioned by the Government of India.

3 The revised estimates (not revised budget estimates, as they are often
improperly called) make no provision for any expenditure whatever ; they are accepted,
not sanctioned, by the Government of India; and no entry in them carries with it any
authority for expenditure of any kind. They do not even provide for, or authorize,
the expenditure of charges already entered in the budget estimates; for these latter
alone possess authority. The revised estimates are not budgets or appropriations of
money, nor do they supersede the budget estimates as the basis for- the regulation of
expenditure. They are estimates pure and simple, prepared for information, in order-
to indicate to Government how far the expenditure already sanctioned (in the budget
estimates and in subsequent additional grants, if any) will be worked up to. If the
figures for expenditure in the revised estimates exceed the total of the budget
estimates, and of special grants already made or applied for, they clearly must be
wrong, . . .; for no expenditure can be incurred that has not been sanctioned,
and if it had become apparent, before the preparation of the re vised estimates, that
expenditure in excess of existing sanction would be necessary, additional sanction
would, under standing rules, have been applied for at once.

4. The ruleis that sanction to all expenditure in excess of budget provision must
be applied for as soon as it becomes apparent that such expenditure will be necessary.
When, however, the excess expenditure under individual heads is small, it may happen
that the general review of the year’s requirements which is made for the purposes of
the revised estimates discloses for the first time the necessity for such expenditure.
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When that is the case, the application for an additional grant must be made 5¢ %
separately, and in a complete form, so that it may be disposed of quite apart from the
revised estimates, It has, indeed, no connection with those estimates ; for the makip

in the estimates : in short, the estimates depend on the grant
estimates.

5. As soon, then, as it appears that expenditure in excess of budget sanetion wi]]
be necessary, an application for an additional grant should be made at once, |t must
be shown—

(1) that the expenditure is Decessary and unavoidable, orat least in the highest
degree advisable ;

(2) that it could not have been foreseen when the budget estimates were pre-
pared ; or, if it could have been, it must be explained why the necessary
provision was not made ;

(3) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation within the budget grant for
* -+ expenditure;

(4) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation from the budget grants under

other major heads of expenditure which are controlleg by the Local
Government. ?

Oy Lpxin expenditure may occasionally be highly advisable, though
not absolutely unavoidable, For instance, expenditure which produces revenue may
have to be increased in the course of the year; and if a demang should spring up

. it must be met at once, or the revenue may be altogether lost. But in all
cases the necessity for the Proposed excess expenditure must be fully explained and
justified in detail; mere general references to a probable increase in the receipts are
wsufficient,

7. ’ * » * b

OrpEr—dated 2nd May 1895, No. 353, Financial.

The above extracts will be communicated to all heads of departments for inform-
ation and guidance,

(True Extract,)

J. F. PRICE,
Chief Secretary,

To the Public Works Department,
" » all Heads of Departments under
- the Chief Secretary,
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following paper :—
Extracts from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1895, No. 5-F.

In August 1894, sections . . . of the . . . Code were amended,
mainly in order to correct an erroneous impression that appeared to exist regarding the
nature of the revised estimates of . . . expenditure and their connection with the
budget estimates. It was evidently believed in some cases that to * provide ” for
increased expenditure in the revised estimates superseded the necessity of applying
for an additional grant ; and it was still more often thought that the submission of
these revised estimates was the proper and only occasion for applying for an additional

rant to cover expenditure which had not been provided for in the budget estimates.
The orders thus revised have, however, not been uniformly observed by Local Govern-
ments and Administrations, or by the responsible officers . . . subordinate to
them ; while the Government of India have had frequent occasion to notice that
confusion still exists as to the object which the revised estimates of expenditare are
designed to serve, and as to the rules regarding applications for additional grants. I
am, therefore, directed to communicate the following observations for guidance.

9. The budget estimates are passed and sanctioned before the commencement of
the year to which they apply. They provide for expenditure within certain limits ;
and Local Governments have power, subject to well-known rules, to regulate their
expenditure within these limits. Outside these limits no expenditure of any sort
whatever can properly be incurred, unless a special additional grant to cover it has

been applied for and sanctioned by the Government of India.

3 The revised estimates (not revised budget estimates, as they are often
improperly called) make no provision for any expenditure whatever ; they are accepted,
not sanctioned, by the Government of India; and no entry in them carries with it any
authority for expenditure of any kind. They do not even provide for, or authorize,
the expenditure of charges already entered in the budget estimates; for these latter
alone possess authority. The revised estimates are not budgets or appropriations of
money, nor do they supersede the budget estimates as the basis for the regulation of
expenditure. They are estimates pure and simple, prepared for information, in order
to indicate to Government how far the expenditure already sanctioned (in the budget
estimates and in subsequent additional grants, if any) will be worked up to. If the
figures for expenditure in the revised estimates exceed the total of the budget
estimates, and of special grants already made or applied for, they clearly must be
wrong, . . .; forno expenditure can be incurred that has not been sanctioned, |
and if it had become apparent, before the preparation of the revised estimates, that |

expenditure in excess of existing sanction would be necessary, additional sanction
would, under standing rules, have been applied for at once.

4. The ruleis that sanction to all expenditure in excess of budget provision must
be applied for as soon as it becomes apparent that such expenditure will be mecessary.
When, however, the excess expenditure under individual heads is small, it may happen
that the general review of the year’s requirements which is made for the purposes of
the revised estimates discloses for the first time the necessity for such expenditure:

e
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When that is the case, the application for an additional grant must be made at once
separately, and in a complete form, so that it may be disposed of quite apart from th;
revised estimates. It has, indeed, no connection with those estimates ; fc})r the makin

of the application 15 a condition precedent to the inclusion of the s,um applied f(g'

:n the estimates : in short, th i
::;timixtes.l n short, the estimates depend on the grant, not the grant upon the

5. As soon, then, as it appears that expenditure in excess of budget sanction will

be necessary, an applicati “ye
X il own __Y ) pplication for an additional grant should be made at once. It must

(1) that the expenditure i 70l i '

: hdegree adgisable : is necessary and unavoidable, or at least in the highest
that it i
(2) o ;edc;)gidilfl(;i Engdbﬁss fgreseep when the budget estimates were pre-
: thp:()_vision’was dokuring e been, it must be explained why the necessary
) that it eang;;sfldilif: by re-appropriation within the budget grant for
] e :
4) that i ’ e

(4) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation from the budget grants under

th i : !
(()}Osznllnng;r);. heads of expenditure which are controlled by the Local

mlp—

6. . . . extra expendit : > A
not abs fog ure may occasionally be highl advisable, though
v toolll)l:ei?c;ma‘(‘i’lflable- For instance, expenditure Whi(}% p¥oduces revenue may

it meaieb in the course of the year; and if a demand should spring up
cases the necessil}cS fe m}e;t at once, or the revenue may be altogether lost. But in all
justified in deta'lyi or the proposed excess expenditure must be fully explained and
bnieant 1l: mere general references to a probable increase in the receipts are

*
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following paper :—
Extracts from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1895, No. 5-F.

In August 1894, sections . . . of. the . . . Code were amended,
mainly in order to correct an erroneous impression that appeared to exist regarding the
nature of the revised estimates of . . . expenditureand their connection with the

budget estimates. It was evidently believed in some cases that to ‘ provide ” for

increased expenditure in the revised estimates superseded the necessity of applying
for an additional grant ; and it was still more often thought that the submission of
these revised estimates was the proper and only oceasion for applying for an additional

rant to cover expenditure which had not been provided for in the budget estimates.
The orders thus revised have, however, not been uniformly observed by Local Govern-
ments and Administrations, or by the responsible officers . . . subordinate to
them ; while the Government of India have had frequent occasion to notice that
confusion still exists as to the object which the revised estimates of expenditare are
designed to serve, and as to the rules regarding applications for additional grants. I
am, therefore, directed to communicate the following observations for guidance.

2., The budget estimates are passed and sanctioned before the commencement of
the year to which they apply. They provide for expenditure within certain limits ;
and Local Governments have power, subject to well-known rules, to regulate their
expenditure within these limits. Outside these limits no expenditure of any sort
whatever can properly be incurred, unless a special additional grant to cover it has
been applied for and sanctioned by the Government of India.

3. The revised estimates (not revised budget estimates, as they are often
improperly called) make no provision for any expenditure whatever ; they are accepted,
not sanctioned, by the Government of India; and no entry in them carries with it any
authority for expenditure of any kind. They do not even provide for, or authorize,
the expenditure of charges already entered in the budget estimates; for these latter
alone possess authority. The revised estimates are not budgets or appropriations of
money, nor do they supersede the budget estimates as the basis for- the regulation of
expenditure. They are estimates pure and simple, prepared for information, in order
to indicate to Government how far the expenditure already sanctioned (in the budget
estimates and in subsequent additional grants, if any) will be worked up to. If the
figures for expenditure in the revised estimates exceed the total of the budget
estimates, and of special grants already made or applied for, they clearly must be
wrong, . . .; forno expenditure can be incurred that has not been sanctioned,
and if it had become apparent, before the preparation of the revised estimates, that
expenditure in excess of existing sanction would be necessary, additional sanction
would, under standing rules, have been applied for at once.

4. The ruleis that sanction to all expenditure in excess of budget provision must
be applied for as soon as it becomes apparent that such expenditure will be mecessary.
When, however, the excess expenditure under individual heads is small, it may happen
that the general review of the year’s requirements which is made for the purposes of
the revised estimates discloses for the first time the necessity for such expemditure.
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When that is the case, the application for an additional grant must be made at once,
separately, and in a complete form, so that it may be disposed of quite apart from the
revised estimates. It has, indeed, no connection with those estimates ; for the makin
of the application is a condition precedent to the inclusion of the sum applied for
in the estimates : in short, the estimates depend on the grant, not the grant upon the
estimates.

5. As soon, then, as it appears that expenditure in excess of budget sanction wil]
be necessary, an application for an additional grant should be made at once, It must
be shown— ;

(1) that the expenditure is necessary and unavoidable, orat least in the highest
" degree advisable ;

(2) that it could not have been foreseen when the budget estimates were pre-
pared ; or, if it could have been, it must be explained why the necessary
provision was not made ; "

(3) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation within the budget grant for
+ .+ . expenditure; '

(4) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation from the budget grants under
other major heads of expenditure which are controlled by the Local
Government.

6. . . . extra expenditure may occasionally be highly advisable, though
not absolutely unavoidable. For instance, expenditure which produces revenue may
have to be increased in the course of the year; and if a demand should spring up

- ., it must be met at once, or the revenue may be aitogether lost. But in all
cases the necessity for the proposed excess expenditure must be fully explained and
justified in detail : mere general references to a probable increase in the receipts are
msufficient,

Tl o E » i 3

Orper—dated 2nd May 1895, No. 353, Financial.

The above extracts will be communicated to all heads of departments for inform-
ation and guidance, '

(True Extract.)

J. F. PRICE,
Chief Secretary,

To the Public Works Department.
» all Heads of Departments under
the Chief Secretary.

Exd. A, Baité.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following paper :—
Extracts from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1895, No. 5-F.

In August 1894, sections . . . of : the Code were amended,
mainly in order to correct an erroneous Impression that appeared to exist regarding the
nature of the revised estimates of expenditure and their connection with the
budget estimates. It was evidently believed in some cases that to ‘“provide ” for
increased expenditure in the revised estimates superseded the necessity of applying
for an additional grant ; and it was still more often thought that the submission of
these revised estimates was the proper and only occasion for applying for an additional

ant to cover expenditure which had not been provided for in the budget estimates.
The orders thus revised have, however, not been uniformly observed by Local Govern-
ments and Administrations, or by the responsible officers . . . subordinate to
them ; while the Government of India have had frequent occasion to notice that
confusion still exists as to the object which the revised estimates of expenditare are
designed to serve, and as to the rules regarding applications for additional grants. I
am, therefore, directed to communicate the following observations for guidance.

9. The budget estimates are passed and sanclioned before the commencement of
the year to which they apply. They provide for expenditure within certain limits ;
and Local Governments have power, subject to well-known rules, to regulate their
expenditure within these limits. Outside these limits no expenditure of any sort
whatever can properly be incurred, unless a special additional grant to cover it has
been applied for and sanctioned by the Government of India.

3. The revised estimates (not revised budget estimates, as they are often
improperly called) make no provision for any expenditure whatever ; they are accepted,
not sanctioned, by the Government of India; and no entry in them carries with it any
authority for expenditure of any kind. They do not even provide for, or authorize,
the expenditure of charges already entered in the budget estimates; for these latter
alone possess authority. The revised estimates are not budgets or appropriations of
money, nor do they supersede the budget estimates as. the basis for the regulation of
expenditure. They are estimates pure and simple, prepared for information, in order
to indicate to Government how far the expenditure already sanctioned (in the budget
estimates and in subsequent additional grants, if any) will be worked up to. If the
figures for expenditure in the revised estimates exceed the total of the budget
estimates, and of special grants already made or applied for, they clearly must be
wrong, . . .; forno expenditure can be incurred that has not been sanctioned,
and if it had become apparent, before the preparation of the revised estimates, that
expenditure in excess of existing sanction would be necessary, additional sanction
would, under standing rules, have been applied for at once.

4. The ruleis that sanction to all expenditure in excess of budget provision must
be applied for as soon as it becomes apparent that such expenditure will be mecessary.
When, however, the excess expenditure under 1nd1v1du;11 hgads is small, it may happen
that the general review of the year’s requirements which 18 made for the purposes of
the revised estimates discloses for the first time the necessity for such expenditure.
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‘When that is the case, the application for an additional grant must be made at one
geparately, and in a complete form, so that it may be disposed of quite apart from t}i’z
revised estimates. It has, indeed, no connection with those estimates ; for the makin
of the application is a condition precedent to the inclusion of the sum applieq fogr
in the estimates : in short, the estimates depend on the grant, not the grant upon the
estimates.

5. As soon, then, as it appears that expenditure in excess of budget sanction will
be necessary, an application for an additional grant should be made at once. It must
be shown—

(1) that the expenditure is necessary and unavoidable, or at least in the highest
degree advisable ;

(2) that it could not have been foreseen when the budget estimates were pre-
pared ; or, if it could have been, it must be explained why the necessary
provision was not made; 3

(8) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation within the budget grant for
« « « expenditure; .

"(4) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation from the budget grants under
other major heads of expenditure which are controlled by the Local
Government. o

6 . . extra expenditure may occasionally be highly advisable, though |

not absolutely unavoidable. For instance, expenditure which produces revenue may
have to be increased in the course of the year; and if a demand should spring up

it must be met at once, or the revenue may be altogether lost. But in all
cases the necessity for the proposed excess expenditure must be fully explained and
justified in detail : mere general references to a probable increase in the receipts are
msufficient. Ly

7. * *» » » >

Orper—dated 2nd May 1895, No. 853, Financial.

The above extracts will be communicated to all heads of departments for inform-
ation and guidance,

(True Extract.)

J. F. PRICE,
Chief Secretary.

To the Public Works Department.
» 8ll Heads of Departments under
the Chief Secretary.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

‘Reap—the following paper :—
Extracts from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1895, No. 5-F.

In August 1894, sections . . . of ; the . . . Code were amended,
mainly in order to correct an erroneous Impression that appeared to exist regarding the
nature of the revised estimates of . . . expenditureand their connection with the
‘budget estimates. Tt was evidently believed in some ecases that to ‘ provide” for
increased expenditure in the revised estimates superseded the necessity of applying
for an additional grant ; and it was still more often thought that the submission of
‘these revised estimates was the proper and only occasion for applying for an additional
grant to cover expenditure which had not been provided for in the budget estimates.
The orders thus revised have, however, not been uniformly observed by Local Govern-
ments and Administrations, or by the responsible officers . . . subordinate to
them ; while the Government of India have had frequent occasion to notiee that
confusion still exists as to the object which the revised estimates of expenditare are
designed to serve, and as to the rules regarding applications for additional grants. I
am, therefore, directed to communicate the following observations for guidance.

9. The budget estimates are passed and sanclioned before the commencement of
-the year to which they apply. They provide for expenditure within certain limits ;
and Local Governments have power, subject to well-known rules, to regulate their
expenditure within these limits. Outside these limits no expenditure of any sort
whatever can properly be incurred, unless a special additional grant to cover it has
been applied for and sanctioned by the Government of India.

3. The revised estimates (not revised budget estimates, as they are often
improperly called) make no provision for any expenditure whatever ; they are accepted,
not sanctioned, by the Government of India; and no entry in them carries with it any
authority for expenditure of any kind. They do not even provide for, or authorize,
the expenditure of charges already entered in the budget estimates; for these latter
alone possess authority. The revised estimates are not budgets or appropriations of
money, nor do they supersede the budget estimates as the basis for the regulation of
expenditure. They are estimates pure and simple, prepared for information, in order
to indicate to Government how far the expenditure already sanctioried (in the budget
estimates and in subsequent additional grants, if any) will be worked up to. If the
figures for expenditure in the revised estimates exceed the total of the budget
estimates, and of special grants already made or applied for, they clearly must be
wrong, . . .; forno expenditure can be incurred that has not been sanctioned,
and if it had become apparent, before the preparation of the revised estimates, that
expenditure in excess of existing sanction would be necessary, additional sanction
would, under standing rules, have been applied for at once.

4. The ruleis that sanction to all expenditure in excess of budget provision must
be applied for as soon as it becomes apparent that such expenditure will be mecessary.
When, however, the excess expenditure under individual heads is small, it may happen
that the general review of the year’s requirements which is made for the purposes of
the revised estimates discloses for the first time the necessity for such expenditure.
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‘When that is the case, the application for an additional grant must be made at once
geparately, and in a complete form, so that it may be disposed of quite apart from tht’a
revised estimates. It has, indeed, no connection with those estimates ; for the makin
of the application is a condition precedent to the inclusion of the sum applied fj’l'.
in the estimates : in short, the estimates depend on the grant, not the grant upon the
estimates.

5. As soon, then, as it appears that expenditure in excess of budget sanction will
be necessary, an application for an additional grant should be made at once. It must
be shown—

(1) that the expenditure is necessary and unavoidable, or at least in the highest
degree advisable ;

(2) that it could not have been foreseen when the budget estimates were pre-
pared ; or, if it could have been, it must be explained why the necessary
provision was not made; ;

(8) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation within the budget grant for
. . . expenditure;

(4) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation from the budget grants under
other major heads of expenditure which are controlled by the Local
Government.

6. . . . extra expenditure may occasionally be highly advisable, though
not absolutely unavoidable. For instance, expenditure which produces revenue may
have to be increased in the course of the year; and if a demand should spring up

it must be met at once, or the revenue may be altogether lost. But inall
cases the necessity for the proposed excess expenditure must be fully explained and
justified in detail : mere general references to a probable increase in the receipts are
msufficient. :

7. * » ¥ »
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Orper—dated 2nd May 1895, No. 353, Financial.

The above extracts will be communicated to all heads of departments for inform-
ation and guidance,

(True Extract.)
J. F. PRICE,
Chief Secretary.
To the Public Works Department.
,» all Heads of Departments under
" the Chjef Secretary.

Exd. A Baitt. g 4

Rl

~@obt, of {1895} gtladys.

FINANCIAL.

——

Recd. Enel,

0., 2nd May 1895, No. 353.

o

MAY.

8% et

for information and guidance, extracts Irom th
Government of India circular embodymg‘: remarks
regarding — included in ‘budget an :

-



e

g

T e e M T O T e e SRR ISP GGG A Fs —grocts

9xp May 1895, No. 353, FINANCIAL.

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following paper :—
Extracts from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1895, No. 5-F.

In August 1894, sections . . - of the Code were amended,
mainly in order to correct an erroneous impression that appeared to exist regarding the
nature of the revised estimates of expenditure and their connection with the
budget estimates. It was evidently believed in some cases that to ¢ provide” for
increased expenditure in the revised estimates superseded the necessity of applying
for an additional grant; and it was still more often thought that the submission of
these revised estimates was the proper and only occasion for applying for an additional
grant to cover expenditure which had not been provided for in the budget estimates.
The orders thus revised have, however, 1ot been uniformly observed by Local Govern-
ments and Administrations, or by the responsible officers . . . subordinate to
them ; while the Government of India have had frequent occasion to notice that
confusion still exists as to the object which the revised estimates of expenditare are
designed to serve, and as fo the rules regarding applications for additional grants. I
am, therefore, directed to communicate the following observations for guidance.

9. The budget estimates are passed and sanctioned before the commencement of
the year to which they apply. They provide for expenditure within certain limits ;
and Local Governments have power, subject to well-known rules, to regulate their
expenditure within these limits. Outside these limits no expenditure of any sort
whatever can properly be incurred, unless a special additional grant to cover it has
been applied for and sanctioned by the Government of India.

3. The revised estimates (not revised budget estimates, as they are often
improperly called) make no provision for any expenditure whatever ; they are accepted,
not sanctioned, by the Government of India; and no entry in them carries with it any
authority for expenditure of any kind. They do not even provide for, or authorize,

the expenditure of charges already entered 1n the budget estimates ; for these latter
alone possess authority. The revised estimates are not budgets or appropriations of
money, nor do they supersede the budget estimates as the basis for the regulation of
expenditure. They are estimates pure and simple, prepared for information, in order
to indicate to Government how far the expenditure already sanctioned (in the budget
estimates and in subsequent additional grants, if any) will be worked up to. If the
figures for expenditure in the revised estimates exceed the total of the budget
estimates, and of special grants already made or applied for, they clearly must be
wrong, . . .; formo expenditure can be incurred that has not been sanctioned,
and if it had become apparent, before the preparation of the revised estimates, that

expenditure in excess of existing sanction would be necessary, additional sanction
would, under standing rules, have been applied for at once.

4. The ruleis that sanction to all expenditure in excess of budget provision must
be applied for as soon as it becomes apparent that such expenditure will be mecessary.
When, however, the excess expenditure under individual heads is small, it may happen
that the general review of the year’s requirements which is made for the purposes of
the revised estimates discloses for the first time the necessity for such expenditurs..
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‘When that is the case, the application for an additional grant must be made at once
separately, and in a complete form, so that it may be disposed of quite apart from th:a
revised estimates. It has, indeed, no connection with those estimates ; for the makin
of the application is a condition precedent to the inclusion of the sum applied for
in the estimates : in short, the estimates depend on the grant, not the grant upon the
estimates.

5. As soon, then, as it appears that expenditure in excess of budget sanction will
be necessary, an application for an additional grant should be made at once. It must
be shown—

(1) that the expenditure is necessary and unavoidable, or at least in the highest
degree advisable ;

(2) that it could not have been foreseen when the budget estimates were pre-
pared ; or, if it could have been, it must be explained why the necessary
provision was not made;

(3) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation within the budget grant for
.. . expenditure;

(4) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation from the budget grants under
other major heads of expenditure which are controlled by the Local
Government.

6. . . . extra expenditure may occasionally be highly advisable, though
not absolutely unavoidable. For instance, expenditure which produces revenue may
have to be increased in the course of the year; and if a demand should spring up

it must be met at once, or the revenue may be altogether lost. But in all
cases the necessity for the proposed excess expenditure must be fully explained and
justified in detail ; mere general references to a probable increase in the receipts are
‘msufficient.
7. ® . ) » »
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Orper—dated 2nd May 1895, No. 353, Financial.

The above extracts will be communicated to all heads of departments for inform-
_ation and guidance, :

(True Extract.)
J. F. PRICE,
Chief Secretary.
To the Public Works Department.
,, all Heads of Departments under
the Chief Secretary.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following paper :—
Fxtracts from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1895, No. 5-F.

In August 1894, gections . . . of the Code were amended,
mainly in order to correct an erroneous impression that appeared to exist regarding the
nature of the revised estimates of expenditure and their connection with the
budget estimates. It was evidently believed in some cases that to “ provide ” for
increased expenditure in the revised estimates superseded the necessity of applying
for an additional grant ; and it was still more often thought that the submission of
these revised estimates was the proper and only occasion for applying for an additional

ant to cover expenditure which had not been provided for in the budget estimates.

he orders thus revised have, however, not been uniformly observed by Local Govern-
ments and Administrations, or by the responsible officers subordinate to
them ; while the Government of India have had frequent occasion to notice that
confusion still exists as to the object which the revised estimates of expenditare are
designed to serve, and as to the rules regarding applications for additional grants. I
am, therefore, directed to communicate the following observations for guidance.

9. The budget estimates are passed and sanctioned before the commencement of
the year to which they apply. = They provide for expenditure within certain limits ;
and Local Governments have power, subject to well-known rules, to regulate their
expenditure within these limits. Outside these limits no expenditure of any sort
whatever can properly be incurred, unless a special additional grant to cover it has
been applied for and sanctioned by the Government of India.

3. The revised estimates (not revised budget estimates, as they are often
improperly called) make no provision for any expenditure whatever ; they are accepted,
not sanctioned, by the Government of India; and no entry in them carries with it any
authority for expenditure of any kind. They do not even provide for, or authorize,
the expenditure of charges already entered in the budget estimates; for these latter
alone possess authority. The revised estimates are not budgets or appropriations of
money, nor do they supersede the budget estimates as the basis for the regulation of
expenditure. They are estimates pure and simple, prepared for information, in order
to indicate to Government how far the expenditure already sanetioned (in the budget
estimates and in subsequent additional grants, if any) will be worked up to. If the
figures for expenditure in the revised estimates exceed the total of the budget
estimates, and of s,pecial grants already made_ or applied for, they clearly must be
wrong, . . .; forno expenditure can be incurred that has not been sanctioned,
and if it had become apparent, before the preparation of the revised estimates, that
expenditure in excess of existing sanction would be necessary, additional sanction
would, under standing rules, have been applied for at once.

4. The ruleis that sanction to all expenditure in excess of budget provision must
be applied for as soon as 1t becomes apparent that such expenditure will be mecessary.
When, however, the excess expenditure under individual hgads is small, it may happen
that the general review of the year’s requirements which is made for the purposes of
the revised estimates discloses for the first time the necessity for such expenditure.
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When that is the case, the application for an additional grant must be made at once,
separately, and in a complete form, so that it may be disposed of quite apart from the
revised estimates. It has, indeed, no connection with those estimates ; for the making
of the application is a condition precedent to the inclusion of the sum applied for

in the estimates : in short, the estimates depend on the grant, not the grant upon the
estimates.

5. As soon, then, as it appears that expenditure in excess of budget sanction will

be necessary, an application for an additional grant should be made at once. 1t must
be shown—

(1) that the expenditure is necessary and unavoidable, or at least in the highest
degree advisable ;

(2) that it could not have been foreseen when the budget estimates were pre-
pared ; or, if it could have been, it must be explained why the necessary
provision was not made ; fix

(3) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation within the budget grant 1o
. . . expenditure; o

(4) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation from the budget grants li],t)cal
other major heads of expenditure which are controlled by the
Government.

6. . . . extra expenditure may occasionally be highly advisable, n;];o;%};
not absolutely unavoidable. For instance, expenditure which produce;l ;('ieve by
have to be increased in the course of the year; and if a demand slio 8 S}I;ut- ign y

it must be met at once, or the revenue may be altoget]}el].l osex lained and
cases the necessity for the proposed excess expenditure must be fu Y;he lPeceiPts are
justified in detail : mere general references to 2 probable increase 1
insufficient.
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OnpEn—dated 2nd May 1895, No. 353, Financial.

The above.extracts will be communfcated to all heads of depa.rtments for inform-

ation and guidance.
Extract.)
(2 J. ¥. PRICE,
Chief Secretary.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following paper :—
Extracts from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1895, No. 5-F.

In August 1894, gections . . . of the Code were amended,
mainly in order to correct an erroneous impression that appeared to exist regarding the
nature of the revised estimates of expenditure and their connection with the
budget estimates. It was evidently believed in some cases that to “ provide ” for

“increased expenditure in the revised estimates superseded the necessity of applying

for an additional grant ; and it was still more often thought that the submission of
these revised estimates was the proper and only occasion for applying for an additional
grant to cover expenditure which had not been provided for in the budget estimates.

‘The orders thus revised have, however, not been uniformly observed by Local Govern-

ments and Administrations, or by the responsible officers . . . subordinate to
them ; while the Government of India have had frequent occasion to notice that
confusion still exists as to the object which the revised estimates of expenditare are
designed to serve, and as to the rules regarding applications for additional grants. I
am, therefore, directed to communicate the following observations for guidance.

9. The budget estimates are passed and sanctioned before the commencement of
the year to which they apply. They provide for expenditure within certain limits ;
and Local Governments have power, subject to well-known rules, to regulate their
expenditure within these limits. Outside these limits no expenditure of any sort

whatever can properly be incurred, unless a special additional grant to cover it has
been applied for and sanctioned by the Government of India.

3. The revised estimates (not revised budget estimates, as they are often
improperly called) make no provision for any expenditure whatever ; they are accepted,
not sanctioned, by the Government of India; and no entry in them carries with it any
authority for expenditure of any kind. They do not even provide for, or authorize,
the expenditure of charges already entered in the budget estimates; for these latter
alone possess authority. The revised estimates are not budgets or appropriations of
money, nor do they supersede the budget estimates as the basis for the regulation of
expenditure. They are estimates pure and simple, prepared for information, in order
to indicate to Government how far the expenditure already sanctioned (in the budget
estimates and in subsequent additional grants, if any) will be worked up to. If the
figures for expenditure in the revised estimates exceed the total of the budget
estimates, and of special grants already made or applied for, they clearly must be
wrong, . . .; formo expenditure can be incurred that has not been sanctioned,
and if it had become apparent, before the preparation of the revised estimates, that
expenditure in excess of existing sanction would be necessary, additional sanction
would, under standing rules, have been applied for at once.

4. The ruleis that sanction to all expenditure in excess of budget provision must
be applied for as soon as it becomes apparent that such expenditure will be mecessary.
When, however, the excess expenditure under individual heads is small, it may happen
that the general review of the year’s requirements which is made for the purposes of
the revised estimates discloses for the first time the necessity for such expenditure.
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‘When that is the case, the application for an additional grant must be made at once,
geparately, and in a complete form, so that it may be disposed of quite apart from the
revised estimates. 1t has, indeed, no connection with those estimates ; for the making
of the application is a condition precedent to the inclusion of the sum applied for
in the estimates : in short, the estimates depend on the grant, not the grant upon the
estimates.

5. As soon, then, as it appears that expenditure in excess of budget sanction will
be necessary, an application for an additional grant should be made at once. 1t must
be shown—

(1) that the expenditure is necessary and unavoidable, or at least in the highest
degree advisable ;

(2) that it could not have been foreseen when the budget estimates were pre-
pared ; or, if it could have been, it must be explained why the necessary
provision was not made;

(8) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation within the budget grant for
g . expenditure; L

(4) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation from the budget grants under
other major heads of expenditure which are controlled by the Local
Government.

6. . . . extra expenditure may occasionally be highly advisable, though
not absolutely unavoidable. For instance, expenditure which produces revenue may
have to be increased in the course of the year;and if a demand should spring up

it must be met at once, or the revenue may be altogether lost. But in all
cases the necessity for the proposed excess expenditure must be fully explained and
ustified in detail ; mere general references to 2 probable increase in the receipts are
insufficient. :

f @ * * > » »
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Orper—dated 2nd May 1895, No. 353, Financial.

The above extracts will be communicated to all heads of departments for inform-
ation and guidance.

(True Extract.)
J. F. PRICE,
Chief Secretary.
, MAY.
To the Public Works Department.
,» all Heads of Departments under
~ the Chief Secretary.
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'GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following paper :—
Extracts from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1895, No. 5-F.

In August 1894, sections . . . of the . . . Code were amended,
mainly in order to correct an erroneous impression that appeared to exist regarding the
nature of the revised estimates of expenditure and their connection with the
budget estimates. It was evidently believed in some cases that to ¢ provide ” for
increased expenditure in the revised estimates superseded the necessity of applying
for an additional grant ; and it was still more often thought that the submission of
these revised estimates was the proper and only occasion for applying for an additional
grant to cover expenditure which had not been provided for in the budget estimates.
The orders thus revised have, however, not been uniformly observed by Local Govern-
ments and Administrations, or by the responsible officers . . . subordinate to
them ; while the Government of India have had frequent occasion to notiee that
confusion still exists as to the object which the revised estimates of expenditare are
designed to serve, and as to the rules regarding applications for additional grants. I
am, therefore, directed to communicate the following observations for guidance.

9. The budget estimates are passed and sanclioned before the commencement of

‘the year to which' they apply. They provide for expenditure within certain limits ;

and Local Governments have power, subject to well-known rules, to regulate their
expenditure within these limits. Outside these limits no expenditure of any sort
whatever can properly be incurred, unless a special additional grant to cover it has
been applied for and sanctioned by the Government of India.

3. The revised estimates (not revised budget estimates, as they are often
improperly called) make no provision for any expenditure whatever ; they are accepfed,
not sanctioned, by the Government of India; and no entry in them carries with it any
authority for expenditure of any kind. They do not even provide for, or authorize,
the expenditure of charges already entered in the budget estimates; for these latter
alone possess authority. The revised estimates are not budgets or appropriations of
money, nor do they supersede the budget estimates as the basis for- the regulation of
expenditure, They are estimates pure and simple, prepared for information, in order
to indicate to Government how far the expenditure already sanctioned (in the budget
estimates and in subsequent additional grants, if any) will be worked up to. If the
figures for expenditure in the revised estimates exceed the total of the budget
estimates, and of special grants already made or applied for, they clearly must be
wrong, . . .; forno expenditure can be incurred that has not been sanctioned,
and if it had become apparent, before the preparation of the revised estimates, that

expenditure in excess of existing sanction would be necessary, additional sanction
would, under standing rules, have been applied for at once.

4. The ruleis that sanction to all expenditure in excess of budget provision must
be applied for as soon as it becomes apparent that such expenditure will be necessary.
When, however, the excess expenditure under individual heads is small, it may happen
that the general review of the year’s requirements which is made for the purposes of
the revised estimates discloses for the first time the necessity for such expemdituret
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‘When that is the case, the application for an additional grant must be made at once.
separately, and in a complete form, so that it may be disposed of quite apart from th;
revised estimates. It has, indeed, no connection with those estimates ; for the makin
of the application is a condition precedent to the inclusion of the sum applied for

in the estimates : in short, the estimates depend on the grant, not the grant upon the
estimates.

5. As soon, then, as it appears that expenditure in excess of budget sanction ‘will |

be necessary, an application for an additional grant should be made at once. It must
be shown— .

(1) that the expenditure is necessary and unavoidable, or at least in the highest
degree advisable ;

(2) that it could not have been foreseen when the budget estimates were pre-
pared ; or, if it could have been, it must be explained why the necessary
provision was not made;

(3) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation within the budget grant for
. . . expenditure; '

(4) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation from the budget grants under
other major heads of expenditure which are controlled by the Local
Government.

6. . . . extra expenditure may occasionally be highly advisable, though
not absolutely unavoidable. For instance, expenditure which produces revenue may
have to be increased in the course of the year; and if a demand should spring up

it must be met at once, or the revenue may be altogether lost. But'in all
cases the necessity for the proposed excess expenditure must be fully explained and
justified in detail ; mere general references to a probable increase in the receipts are
msufficient. :

7- * » L ] * »

Orper—dated 2nd May 1895, No. 853, Financial.

The above extracts will be communicated to all heads of departments for inform-
ation and guidance,

(True Extract.)

J. F. PRICE,
Chief Secretary.

To the Public Works Department.
,, all Heads of Departments under
the Chief Secretary,

Exd. A. Baith,
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following paper :—

Extracts from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1895, No. 5-F.

In August 1894, sections . . . of the . . . Code were ag}end:};l,
mainly in order to correct an erroneous impression that appeared to exist regar l}:{l-{l the
nature of the revised estimates of . . . expenditureand their connection Wi e

AR
budget estimates. It was evidently believed in some cases that to “ prowde1 for
increased expenditure in the revised estimates superseded the necessity of app 5’11108f
for an additional grant ; and it was still mere often thought that the subth(sil.(t)_n t
these revised estimates was the proper and only occasion for applying fog "mt a til lotes
grant to cover expenditure which had not been provided for 1n the bu Ee ?sGu;:m:
The orders thus revised have, however, not been uniformly observed by (I))coard in:.te o
ments and Administrations, or by the responsible officers . . - zg i Gt
them ; while the Government of India have had frequent occaswfn v elxllditare .
confusion still exists as to the object which the revised estlmatesd‘(’i_ t'?)ngl st 1
designed to serve, and as to the rules regarding applications for a ; 1t1 s da%l g
am, therefore, directed to communicate the following observations 10T § 3

2. The budget estimates are passed and sanctioned before the commencement of

; 2 ithin certain limits;

: -known rul

and " Local Governments have power, subject to W(?ll_ ’ e
expenditure within these limits. Outside these lmgsd.?‘;n‘;fp?;if‘i? c(:)tv:rny;t 59
whatever can properly be incurred, unless a special ? s ldlia g

been applied for and sanctioned by the Government of India.

3. The revised estimates (not revised budget eStllllll?:teS, ?sthzheg'rea;ic e;ftte?
improperly called) make no provision for any expenditure Wi :ﬁrer ¢ n-iyes with it anj’r
not sanctioned, by the Government of India; and 10 enfry 1n e.‘:; c? o aiithorine
authority for expenditure of any kind. They do not even II;I:OVIt e .Of:) ok Latts ;
the expenditure of charges already entered in the budget e?l 1mtz; o8 L ettt al
alone possess authority. The revised estimates are not bub 8¢ for tEE re%ulation of
money, nor do they supersede the budget estimates as the dafsm iﬁ; e e
expenditure. They are estimates pure and simple, prepare ort. 4 T tlie Duiget
to indicate to Government how far the expenditure alreadﬂyi s;mc ‘0111{‘; dupto. If the
estimates and in subsequent additional grants, if any ) W 4 tﬁ W:;t Sod the budget
figures for expenditure in the revised estimates ezigeg : e iy irint b8
estimates, and of special gfants already made or 3PP lehatollx" {been Segrully
wrong, . . .; forno expenditure can be incurred t;f thea:egios o e iates tha;
and if it had become apparent, before the preparat“l’)n £ are - dddstonal U
expenditure in excess of existing rsanction.WOHld te 11113: s
would, under standing rules, have been applied for at once.

4. The ruleis that sanction to all expenditure in ehxte.‘,:ss" f};iffg;:z?rzzw::;sﬁ::
be applied for as soon as it becomes appar ent thal SuC “{ ds is small, it may happen
When, however, the excess expenditure under mdlwdll:ah eads 138%1‘ N uy osgspi t
that the general review of the year’s requirements whicht 18 mi ks

the revised estimates. discloses for the first time the necessity for such expenditure.
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When that is the case, the application for an additional grant must be made at once,
separately, and in a complete form, so that it may be disposed of quite apart from the
revised estimates. It has, indeed, no connection with those estimates ; for the making
of the application is a condition precedent to the inclusion of the sum applied for

in the estimates : in short, the estimates depend on the grant, not the grant upon the
estimates.

9. As soon, then, as it appears that expenditure in excess of budget sanction will

be necessary, an application for an additional grant should be made at once. It must
be shown—

(1) that the expenditure is necessary and unavoidable, or at least in the highest
degree advisable ;

(2) that it could not have been foreseen when the budget estimates were pre-
pared ; or, if it could have been, it must be explained why the necessary
provision was not made; ,

(3) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation within the budget grant for

PR oty T expenditure ;.
(4) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation from the budget grants under

other major heads of expenditure which are controlled by the Local
Government.

6. . . . extra expenditure may ocecasionally be hi e i i
‘not absolutely unavoidable. For instance, y 1ghly advisable,

‘have to be increased in the course of the

it must be met at once, or the r
cases the necessity for the proposed exces
justiﬁed in detail : mere general reference

gh
O

expenditure which produces revenue may
year; and if a demand should spring up
evenue may be altogether lost. But in all

§ expenditure must be fully explained and

s to ] i i
L aefcient. a probable increase in the receipts are
R A » » * »
Orper—dated 2nd May 1895, No. 353, Financial.
The above extracts will be icat i -
P i gt communicated to all heads of departments for inform |
(True Extract.)
J. F. PRICE,
“Chief Secretary.
To the Public Works Department,
", all Heads of Departments under
the Chief Secretary,
-

Bxd. A Baith,
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following paper :—
Extracts from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1895, No. 5-F.

In August 1894, sections of the Code were amended,
mainly in order to correct an erroneous impression that appeared to exist regarding the
nature of the revised estimates of expenditure and their connection with the
budget estimates. It was evidently believed in some cases that to * provide ” for
increased expenditure in the revised estimates superseded the necessity of applying
for an additional grant ; and it was still more often thought that the submission of
these revised estimates was the proper and only occasion for applying for an additional

ant to cover expenditure which had not been provided for in the budget estimates.
The orders thus revised have, however, not been uniformly observed by Local Govern-
ments and Administrations, or by the responsible officers subordinate to
them ; while the Government of India have had frequent occasion to notice that
confusion still exists as to the object which the revised estimates of expenditare are
designed to serve, and as to the rules regarding applications for additional grants. I
am, therefore, directed to communicate the following observations for guidance.

2. The budget estimates are passed and sanclioned before the commencement of
the year to which they apply. They provide for expenditure within certain limits ;
and Local Governments have power, subject to well-known rules, to regulate their
expenditure within these limits. Outside these limits no expenditure of any sort
whatever can properly be incurred, unless a special additional grant to cover it has
been applied for and sanctioned by the Government of India.

8. The revised estimates. (not revised budget estimates, as they are often
improperly called) make no provision for any expenditure whatever ; they are accepted,
not sanctioned, by the Government of India; and no entry in them carries with it any
authority for expenditure of any kind. They do not even provide for, or authorize,
the expenditure of charges already entered in the budget estimates; for these latter
alone possess authority. The revised estimates are not budgets or appropriations of
money, nor do they supersede the budget estimates as the basis for the regulation of
expenditure. They are estimates pure and simple, prepared for information, in order
to indicate to Government how far the expenditure already sanctioned (in the budget
estimates and in subsequent additional grants, if any) will be worked up to. If the
figures for expenditure in the revised estimates exceed the total of the budget
estimates, and of special grants already made or applied for, they clearly must be
wrong, , . .; for no expenditure can be incurred that has not been sanctioned,
and if it had become apparent, before the preparation of the revised estimates, that
expenditure in excess of existing sanction would be necessary, additional sanction
would, under standing rules, have been applied for at once.

4. The ruleis that sanction to all expenditure in excess of budget provision must
be applied for as soon as it becomes apparent that such expenditure will be nmecessary.
When, however, the excess expenditure under individual heads is small, it may happen
that the general review of the year’s requirements which is made for the purposes of
the revised estimates discloses for the first time the necessity for such expenditure.




e ——————

M
9 oxp May 1895, No. 353, FINANCIAL.

R

RS AT TR

When that is the case, the application for an additional grant must be made at once

separately, and in a complete form, so that it may be disposed of quite apart from the

revised estimates. It has, indeed, no connection with those estimates ; for the makin

‘ of the application is a condition precedent to the inclusion of the sum applied ffr
in the estimates : in short, the estimates depend on the grant, not the grant upon the

x estimates. :
5. As soon, then, as it appears that expenditure in excess of budget sanction will
be necessary, an application for an additional grant should be made at once. 1t must

be shown—

(1) that the expenditure is necessary and unavoidable, or at least in the highest
degree advisable ;

(2) that it could not have been foreseen when the budget estimates were pre-
pared ; or, if it could have been, it must be explained why the necessary
provision was not made;

A (3) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation within the budget grant for
' . . . expenditure;

(4) that it cannot be met Dby re-appropriation from the budget grants under

other major heads of “expenditure which are controlled by the Local

Government.

B i extra expenditure may occasionally be highly advisable, though
not absolutely anavoidable. For instance, expenditure which produces revenue may
have to be increased in the course of the year;and if a demand should spring up

: it must be met at once, or the revenue may be altogether lost. But in all
¢ases the necessity for the proposed excess expenditure must be fully explained and
justified in detail : mere general references to a probable increase in the receipts are

insufficient.
noo» * »

R

* *

——

Orper—dated 2nd May 1895, No. 353, Financial.
The above extracts will be communicated to all heads of departments for inform-

-ation and guidance.
(True Extract.)

J. F. PRICE,
Chief Secretary.

To the Public Works Department.
,, all Heads of Departments under
the Chief Secretary.

Bxd. A. Raitt.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following paper :—
Extracts from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1895, No. 5-F.

In August 1894, sections . . . of the . . . Code were amended,
mainly in order to correct an erroneous impression that appeared to exist regarding the
nature of the revised estimates of . . . expenditureand their connection with the
budget estimates. It was evidently believed in some cases that to ¢ provide ” for
increased expenditure in the revised estimates superseded the necessity of applying
for an additional grant ; and it was still more often thought that the submission of
these revised estimates was the proper and only occasion for applying for an additional
grant to cover expenditure which had not been provided for in the budget estimates.
The orders thus revised have, however, not been uniformly observed by Local Govern-
ments and Administrations, or by the responsible officers . . . subordinate to
them ; while the Government of India have had frequent occasion to notice that
confusion still exists as to the object which the revised estimates of expenditare are
designed to serve, and as to the rules regarding applications for additional grants. 1
am, therefore, directed to communicate the following observations for guidance.

9. The budget estimates are passed and sanctioned before the commencement of
the year to which they apply. They provide for expenditure within certain limits ;
and Local Governments have power, subject to well-known rules, to regulate their
expenditure within these limits. Outside these limits no expenditure of any sort
whatever can properly be incurred, unless a special additional grant to cover it has
been applied for and sanctioned by the Government of India.

3. The revised estimates (not revised budget estimates, as they are often
improperly called) make no provision for any expenditure whatever ; they are accepted,
not sanctioned, by the Government of India; and no entry in them carries with it any
authority for expenditure of any kind. They do not even provide for, or authorize,
the expenditure of charges already entered in the budget estimates; for these latter
alone possess authority. The revised estimates are not budgets or appropriations of
money, nor do they supersede the budget estimates as the basis for the regulation of
expenditure. They are estimates pure and simple, prepared for information, in order
to indicate to Grovernment how far the expenditure already sanctioned (in the budget
estimates and in subsequent additional grants, if any) will be worked up to. If the
figures for expenditure in the revised estimates exceed the total of the budget
estimates, and of special grants already made or applied for, they clearly must be
wrong, . . .; forno expenditure can be incurred that has not been sanctioned,
and if it had become apparent, before the preparation of the revised estimates, that
expenditure in excess of existing sanction would be necessary, additional sanction
would, under standing rules, have been applied for at once.

4. The ruleis that sanction to all expenditure in excess of budget provision must
be applied for as soon as it becomes apparent that such expenditure will be necessary.
When, however, the excess expenditure under individual heads is small, it may happen
that the general review of the year’s requirements which is made for the purposes of
the revised estimates discloses for the first time the necessity for such expenditure.
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When that is the case, the application for an additional grant must be made 4¢
separately, and in a complete form, so that it may be disposed of quite apart froxznt}
revised estimates. It has, indeed, no connection with those estimates ; for the mak; 2
of the application is a condition precedent to the inclusion of the sum applied ;:)
in the estimates : in short, the estimates depend on the grant, not the grant upon th;
estimates. :

5. As soon, then, as it appears that expenditure in excess of budget sanction will
be necessary, an application for an additional grant should be made at once, Oy e
be shown—

(1) that the expenditure is necessary and unavoidable, or at least in the highest
degree advisable ;

(2) that it could not have been foreseen when the budget estimates were pre-
pared ; or, if it could have been, it must be explained why the necessary
provision was not made ;

(3) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation within the budget grant for
+ . . expenditure; ;

(4) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation from the budget grants under
other major heads of expenditure which are controlled by the Local
Government. :

6. . . . extra expenditure may occasionally be highly advisable, though
not absolutely unavoidable. For instance, expenditure which produces revenue may
have to be increased in the course of the year; and if a demand should spring up

» it must be met at once, or the revenue may be altogether lost. But in all
cases the necessity for the proposed excess expenditure must be fully explained and
justified in detail : mere general references to a probable increase in the receipts are
nsufficient.

g : » * * »

_OrpEr—dated 2nd May 1895, No. 363, Financial.

The above extracts will be communicated to all heads of departments for mnform-
ation and guidance.

(True Extract.)

J. F. PRICE,
Chief Secretary,

To the Public Works Department.
» all Heads of Departments under
the Chief Secretary.,
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—again the following paper :—
G.0., dated 27th July 1893, No. 715, Financial.

AnstracT.—Communicating to the Superintendent, Arch®ological Survey, Government
Epigraphist and the Superintendent, Government Press, the instructions of the Government of
Tudia regarding the numbering of the volumes of the new series of the Archaological Survey

Reports.

Reap—also the following paper :—

* From E. V. LEVINGE, Esq., C.8., Under Secretary to the Government of
India, Department of Revenue and Agriculture (Archeology and Epigraphy),
to the Chief Secretary to the Government of Madras, dated Simla, the 18th
April 1895, No. 1036—30-4.

I am directed to forward an extract (paragraph 2) from a letter from the Resi-
dent in Mysore, No. 861—118-85, dated the 9th ultimo, and of its enclosure, and to
request that, on publication of any volume of the Imperial Series of Archeological
Survey reports, the list of the Mysore Series of Inscriptions forwarded by the Resi-

" dent may be inserted as an advertisement on the cover of the report.

e

EncrLosures.
Exrtracr from a letter from the Resident in Mysore, No. 861 —118-35, dated the 9th March 1895,
to the Secretary to the Government of India, Foreign Department.
* * * - ¥
9. As regards the suggestion in paragraph 3 of your letter quoted above, [ beg to state that

the Darbar consider it desirable that a list of the Mysore Series of Inscriptions should be inserted
in the volumes of the Government of 1ndia Series, and with this view I enclose a copy of such a

“list prepared by the Director of Archesological Researches in Mysore.

.

Mysore Archaological Series.

Number
. Autrhor or Date of
B TR Editor. | publication.
1 | Coorg Inscriptions 3 e .o 57 o Rice. 1886.
1I | Inscriptions at Sravana Belgola “o o 5 5 1889.
Epigraphia Carnatica.
III | Inscriptions in the Mysore District, Part L. e o 1894.
v 5 in the Mysore District, Part 7 Grees ot = In the Press.
v b in the Hassan District .. Vs e o5 o
44 § vy in the KadurDistrict o4 oy v e 5
VIL 5 in the Shemoga District, Part I .. e i 39
VIII 55 in the Shemoga District, Paxt II . e 7 =
1X > in the Bangalore District Sy 5 <
X 3 in the Kolar District .. Ve e o5 %
XI 5 in the Chitaldrug District .o A " 5
XII s in the Tumkur Distriet .. % s % -
3
L
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Communicated to the Superintendent, Government Press, for gnidanoe ' ; B
. (True Extract.) |
J. F. ‘FRICE" "' A ,,g- - :
X Chief Secretary. .
Issued
To the Superintendent, Government Press. ; >

%1 3 Archmological Survey. :

»  Government Epigraphist. * Recd. ‘ Enl,

» Public Department.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

il iy

Reap—the following paper :—

Extracts from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1895, No. 5-F.

Tn August 1894, sections . . . of the . . . Code were amended,
mainly in order to correct an erroneous impression that appeared to exist regarding the
nature of the revised estimates of . . . expenditureand their connection with the
budget. estimates. It was evidently believed in some cases that to “ provide ” for
increased expenditure in the revised estimates superseded the necessity of applying
for an additional grant ; and it was still more often thought that the submission of
these revised estimates was the proper and only occasion for applying for an additional
grant to cover expenditure which had not been provided for in the budget estimates.
The orders thus revised have, however, not been uniformly observed by Local Govern-
ments and Administrations, or by the responsible officers . . . subordinate to
them ; while the Government of India have had frequent occasion to notice that
confusion still exists as to the object which the revised estimates of expenditare are
designed to serve, and as to the rules regarding applications for additional grants. I
am, therefore, directed to communicate the following observations for guidance.

2. The budget estimates are passed and sanclioned before the commencement of
the year to which they apply. They provide for expenditure within certain limits .
and Local Governments have power, subject to well-known rules, to regulate their
expenditure within these limits. Qutside these limits no expenditure of any sort
whatever can properly be incurred, unless a special additional grant to cover it has
been applied for and sanctioned by the Government of India.

8. The revised estimates (not revised budget estimates, as they are often
improperly called) make no provision for any expenditure whatever ; they are accepted,
not sanctioned, by the Government of India; and no entry in them carries with it any
authority for expenditure of any kind. They do not even provide for, or authorize,
the expenditure of charges already entered in the budget estimates ; for these latter
alone possess authority. The revised estimates are not budgets or appropriations of
money, nor do they supersede the budget estimates as the basis for the regulation of
expenditure. They are estimates pure and simple, prepared for information, in order
to indicate to Government how far the expenditure already sanctioned (in the budget
estimates and in subsequent additional grants, if any) will be worked up to. If the
figures for expenditure in the revised estimates exceed the total of the budget
estimates, and of special grants already made or applied for, they clearly must be
wrong, . . .; forno expenditure can be incurred that has not been sanctioned,
and if it had become apparent, before the preparation of the revised estimates, that
expenditure in excess of existing sanction would be necessary, additional sanction
would, under standing rules, have been applied for at once.

4. The ruleis that sanction to all expenditure in excess of budget provision must
be applied for as soon as it becomes apparent that such expenditure will be necessary.
When, however, the excess expenditure under individual heads is small, it may happen
that the general review of the year’s requirements which is made for the purposes of
the revised estimates discloses for the first time the necessity for such expenditure.
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When that is the case, the application for an additional grant must be made at once,
geparatelys and in a complete form, so that it may be disposed of quite apart from the
revised ostimates. It has, indeed, 00 connection with those estimates ; for the makin
of the application is a condition precedent to the inclusion of the sum applied f(;gr
in the estimates : in short, the estimates depend on the grant, not the grant upon the
estimates. .

5. As soon, then, a8 it appears that expenditure in eXCess of budget sanction will
be necessary, an application for an additional grant should be made at once. 1t must
be shown—

(1) that the expenditure is necessary and anavoidable, or at least in the highest
degree advisable ; e ey ; ;

(2) that it could not have been foreseen when the budget estimates were pre-
pared ; or, if it could have been, it must be explained why the necessary
provision was not made;

(3) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation within the budget grant for

: ., . expenditure;

(4) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation from the budget grants aunder
other major heads of expenditure which are controlled by the Local
Government.

: B TV expenditure may occasionally be highly advisable, though

‘not absolutely anavoidable. For instance, expenditure which produces revenue may

“have to be increased in the course of the year;and if a domand should spring UuP
o it must be met at once, 0r the revenue may be altogether lost. Butin a

* cases the necessity for the proposed excess expenditure must be fully explained and

justified in detail : mere general references to a probable increase 1 the receipts are

_nsufficient.
., @ B * - 2

PRS-

Orper—dated 2nd May 1895, No. 853, Financial.
; The above extracts will be communicated to all heads of departments for inform-
. ation and guidance.

(True Extract.)
J. F. PRICE,
Chief Secretary.
" o the Public ‘Works Department.
, 8l ‘Heads of De ents under
the Chief Secretary
Id A Baith,
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following paper :—
Fxtracts from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1895, No. 5-F.

In August 1894, sections . . - of the Code were amended,
mainly in order to correct an erroneous impression that appeared to exist regarding the
nature of the revised estimates of . . . expenditureand their connection with the
budget estimates. It was evidently believed in some cases that to «provide ” for
increased expenditure in the revised estimates superseded the necessity of applying
for an additional grant; and it was still more often thought that the submission of
these revised estimates was the proper and only occasion for applying for an additional
grant to cover expenditure which had not been provided for in the budget estimates.

'The orders thus revised have, however, not been uniformly observed by Local Govern-

ments and Administrations, or by the responsible officers subordinate to
them ; while the Government of India have had frequent occasion to mnotice that
confusion still exists as to the object which the revised estimates of expenditare are
designed to serve, and as to the rules regarding applications for additional grants. I
am, therefore, directed to communicate the following observations for guidance.

9. The budget estimates are passed and sanclioned before the commencement of

the year to which they apply. They provide for expenditure within certain limits ;

and Local Gov.erqments have power, sul_)ject to well-known rules, to regulate their
expenditure within these limits. Outside these limits no expenditure of any sort
whatever can properly be incurred, unless a special additional grant to cover it has

been applied for and sanctioned by the Government of India.

3. The revised estimates (not revised budget estimates, as they are often
improperly called) make no provision for any expenditure whatever ; they are accepted,
not sanctioned, by thg Government of India; and no entry in them carries with it any
authority for expenditure of any kind. They do not even provide for, or authorize,
the expenditure of charges already entered in the budget estimates; for these latter
alone possess authority. The revised estimates are not budgets or appropriations of
money, nor do they supersede the budget estimates as the basis for the regulation of
expenditure. They are estimates pure and simple, prepared for information, in order
to indicate to Government how far the expenditure already sanctioned (in the budget
estimates and in subsequent additional grants, if any) will be worked up to. If the
figures for expenditure in the revised estimates exceed the total of the budget
estimates, and of special grants already made or applied for, they clearly must be
Wrong, . o 3 forno expenditure can be incurred that has mot been sanctioned,
and if it had become apparent, before the preparation of the revised estimates, that
expenditure in excess of existing sanction would be necessary, additional sanction
would, under standing rules, have been applied for at once.

4. The ruleis that sanction to all expenditure in excess of budget provision must
be applied for as soon as it becomes apparent that such expenditure will be mecessary.
When, however, the excess expenditure under individual heads is small, it may happen
that the general review of the year’s requirements which is made for the purposes of
the revised estimates discloses for the first time the necessity for such expenditure.
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When that is the case, the application for an additional grant must be
separately, and in a comple@e form, so that it may be disggsed of quite :;;dr: f:z l:nto:,
revised estimates. It has, indeed, no connection with those estimates ; for the maki a
of the application is a condition precedent to the inclusion of the sum applied ;‘8
in the estimates : in short, the estimates depend on the grant, not the grant upon tho:
estimates. :

5. As soon, then, as it appears that expenditure in excess of budget sanction will
be necessary, an application for an additional grant should be made at once. It must
be shown— :

(1) that the expenditure is necessary and unavoidable, or at least in the highest
degree advisable ;

(2) that it could not have been foreseen when the budget estimates were pre-
pared ; or, if it could have been, it must be explained why the necessary
provision was not made;

(3) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation within the budget grant for
. o « expenditure;

(4) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation from the budget grants under
" other major heads of expenditure which are controlled by the Local
Government.

6. . . . extra expenditure may occasionally be highly advisable, though
‘not absolutely unavoidable. For instance, expenditure which produces revenue may
have to be increased in the course of the year; and if a demand should spring up

. . . it must be met at once, or the revenue may be altogether lost. But in all
cases the necessity for the proposed excess expenditure must be fully explained and

" justified in detail : mere general references to a probable increase in the receipts are
sufficient.

7 2 * * 2 * *

Tssued

Recd. Enel.

G.0., 2nd May 1895, No. 353.

— e e e e

Orper—dated 2nd May 1895, No. 353, Financial.

, The above extracts will be communicated to all heads of departments for inform-
- ation and guidance.

(True Extract.)

MAY.
J. F. PRICE,
Chief Secretary.
To the Public Works Department. —
,, all Heads of Departments under
the Chief SBecretary.

Baxd. A. Reith. - : RS RIS
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following paper :—

Extracts from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1895, No. 5-F.

In August 1894, sections . . o of. the . . . Code were amended,
mainly in order to correct an erroneous 1mpression that appeared to exist regarding the
nature of the revised estimates of . . . expenditureand their connection with the
budget estimates. It was evidently believed in some cases that to ““ provide ” for
increased expenditure in the revised estimates superseded the necessity of applying
for an additional grant ; and it was still more often thought that the submission of
these revised estimates was the proper and only occasion for applying for an additional

_grant to cover expenditure which had not been provided for in the budget estimates.

The orders thus revised have, however, not been uniformly observed by Local Govern-
ments and Administrations, or by the responsible officers . . . subordinate to
them ; while the Government of India have had frequent occasion to notice that
confusion still exists as to the object which the revised estimates of expenditare are
designed to serve, and as to the rules regarding applications for additional grants. I
am, therefore, directed to communicate the following observations for guidance.

2. The budget estimates are passed and sanclioned before the commencement of
the year to which they apply. They provide for expenditure within certain limits ;
and Local Governments have power, subject to well-known rules, to regulate their
exfenditure within these limits. OQutside these limits no expenditure of any sort
whatever can properly be incurred, unless a special additional grant to cover it has
been applied for and sanctioned by the Government of India.

3. The revised estimates (not revised budget estimates, as they are often
improperly called) make no provision for any expenditure whatever ; they are accepted,
not sanctioned, by th_e Government of India; and no entry in them carries with it any
authority for expenditure of any kind. They do not even provide for, or authorize,
the expenditure of charges already entered in the budget estimates; for these latter
alone possess authority. The revised estimates are not budgets or appropriations of
money, nor do they supersede the budget estimates as the basis for the regulation of
expenditure. They are estimates pure and simple, prepared for information, in order
to indicate to Government how far the expenditure already sanctioned (in the budget
estimates and in subsequent additional grants, if any) will be worked up to. If the
figures for expenditure in the revised estimates exceed the total of the budget
estimates, and of special grants already made or applied for, they clearly must be
wrong, . . .; for no expenditure can be incurred that has not been sanctioned,
and if it had become apparent, before the preparation of the revised estimates, that
expenditure in excess of existing sanction would be necessary, additional sanction
would, under standing rules, have been applied for at once.

4. The ruleis that sanction to all expenditure in excess of budget provision must
be applied for as soon as it becomcs apparent that such expenditure will be mecessary.
When, however, the excess expenditure under individual heads is small, it may happen
that the general review of the year’s requirements which is made for the purposes of
the revised estimates discloses for the first time the necessity for such expenditure.
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‘When that is the case, the application for an additional grant must b

separately,‘and in a comple?e form, so that it may be disposed of quit: ::;dr: at once,
revised estimates. It has, indeed, no connection with those estimates : for the fio
of the application is z}zl condition precedent to the inclusion of the s’um aPPllil:iklf
in the estimates : in short, the estimates depend on the grant, not the gran %
estimates. . i ¥ t upon the

5. As soon, then, as it appears that expenditure in excess of budget . {
i s o eyt i sten of btoe U
be shown— .

1) th(ait the e;pgnditm:e' is necessary and unavoidable, or at least in the highest

egree advisable ;

(2) that it could not have been foreseen when the budget estimates were pre-
pared ; or, if it could have been, it must be explained why the necessary
provision was not made;

(3) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation within the budget grant for
. .« . expenditure; = : .

(4) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation from the budget grants under
other major heads of expenditure which are controlled by the Local
Government.

: 6. . . . extra expenditure may occasionally be highly advisable, though
_not absolutely unavoidable. For instance, expenditure which produces revenue may
‘have to be increased in the course of the year; and if ademand should spring up
it must be met at once, or the revenue may be altogether lost. But in all
cases the necessity for the proposed excess expenditure must be fully explained and
justified in detail : mere general references to a probable increase in the receipts are
insufficient.
i 7. * * * »
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_ Orper—dated 2nd May 1895, No. 353, Financial.

: The above extracts will be communicated to all heads of departments for inform- i
- ation and guidance. : i 123

(True Extract.)

J. F. PRICE, s

Chaef Secretary.

" To the Public Works Department. W
*,, all Heads of Departments under ‘ ‘ "

NSRS

the Chief Secretary. i
| TH§
b
3"
." ?' -~

s T

S all Heads Ads of Departments,
for information and g ’, extracts from the
Government of India cireular embodyi remarks -
anidin :fllx::,luded in budget au!:g

»

Bxd. A. Baitt
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2xp May 1895, No. 353, FINANCIAL.

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following paper :—
Extracts from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1895, No. 5-F.

In August 1894, sections . . . of : the Code were amended,
mainly in order to correct an erroneous Impression that appeared to exist regarding the
nature of the revised estimates of expenditure and their connection with the

‘budget estimates. It was evidently believed in some cases that to “ provide ” for

increased expenditure in the revised estimates superseded the necessity of applying
for an additional grant ; and it was still more often thought that the submission of
these revised estimates was the proper and only occasion for applying for an additional
grant to cover expenditure which had not been provided for in the budget estimates.
The orders thus revised have, however, not been uniformly observed by Local Govern-
ments and Administrations, or by the responsible officers subordinate to
them ; while the Government of India have had frequent occasion to notice that
confusion still exists as to the object which the revised estimates of expenditare are
designed to serve, and as to the rules regarding applications for additional grants. I
am, therefore, directed to communicate the following observations for guidance.

2. The budget estimates are passed and sanctioned before the commencement of

‘the year to which they apply. They provide for expenditure within certain limits ;

and Local Governments have power, subject to well-known rules, to regulate their
expenditure within these limits. Outside these limits no expenditure of any sort
whatever can properly be incurred, unless a special additional grant to cover it has
been applied for and sanctioned by the Government of India.

3. The revised estimates (not revised budget estimates, as they are often
improperly called) make no provision for any expenditure whatever ; they are accepted,
not sanctioned, by the Government of India; and no entry in them carries with it any
authority for expenditure of any kind. They do not even provide for, or authorize,
the expenditure of charges already entered in the budget estimates; for these latter
alone possess authority. The revised estimates are not budgets or appropriations of
money, nor do they supersede the budget estimates as the basis for the regulation of
expenditure. They are estimates pure and simple, prepared for information, in order
to indicate to Government how far the expenditure already sanctioned (in the budget
estimates and in subsequent additional grants, if any) will be worked up to. If the
figures for expenditure in the revised estimates exceed the total of the budget
estimates, and of special grants already made or applied for, they clearly must be
wrong, . . .; forno expenditure can be incurred that has not been sanctioned,
and if it had become apparent, before the preparation of the revised estimates, that
expenditure in excess of existing sanction would be necessary, additional sanction
would, under standing rules, have been applied for at once.

4. The ruleis that sanction to all expenditure in excess of budget provision must
be applied for as soon as it becomes apparent that such expenditure will be mecessary.
When, however, the excess expenditure under individual heads is small, it may happen
that the general review of the year’s requirements which is made for the purposes of
the revised estimates discloses for the first time the necessity for such expenditure.
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‘When that is the case, the application for an additional grant must be made at
separately, and in a complete form, so that it may be disposed of quite apart fro:xnt:'
revised estimates. It has, indeed, no connection with those estimates ; for the maki »
of the application .is a condition Precedent to the inclusion of the sum applied ?(g.
in the estimates : in short, the estimates depend on the grant, not the grant upon the
estimates.

5. As soon, then, as it appears that expenditure in excess of budget sanction will
be necessary, an application for an additional grant should be made at once. 1t must
be shown—

(1) that the expenditure is necessary and unavoidable, or at least in the highest

degree advisable ;

(2) that it could not have been foreseen when the budget estimates were pre-
pared ; or, if it could have been, it must be explained why the necessary
provision was not made;

(3) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation within the budget grant for
. . . expenditure;

(4) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation from the budget grants under
other major heads of expenditure which are controlled by the Local
Government.

6 extra expenditure may

Ranatan S

) e occasionally be highly advisable, though
not absolutely unavoidable. For instance, expenditure which produces revenue may
have to be increased in the course of the year; and if a demand should spring up

. it must be met at once, or the revenue may be altogether lost. But 1n all
cases the necessity for the proposed excess expenditure must be fully explained and
"+ stified in detail : mere general references to a probable increase in the receipts are

‘insufficient. .
7' * * * » » Y
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Orper—dated 2nd May 1895, No. 353, Financial.

The above extracts will be communicated to all heads of departments for inform-
-ation and guidance,

(True Extract.) MAY.

J. F. PRICE, . '
Chief Secretary. i

To the Public Works Department. . |

the Chief Secretary. A

Exd. A. Raitt.
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2¥p May 1895, No. 353, FINANCIAL.

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following paper :—

Extracts from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1895, No. 5-F.

In August 1894, sections . . . of the Code were amended,
mainly in order to correct an erroneous impression that appeared to exist regarding the
nature of the revised estimates of expenditure and their connection with the
budget estimates. It was evidently believed in some cases that to ¢ provide ” for
increased expenditure in the revised estimates superseded the necessity of applying
for an additional grant ; and it was still more often thought that the submission of
these revised estimates was the proper and only occasion for applying for an additional
grant to cover expenditure which had not been provided for in the budget estimates.
The orders thus revised have, however, not been uniformly observed by Local Govern-
ments and Administrations, or by the responsible officers . . . subordinate to
them ; while the Government of India have had frequent occasion to notice that
confusion still exists as to the object which the revised estimates of expenditare are
designed to serve, and as to the rules regarding applications for additional grants. I
am, therefore, directed to communicate the following observations for guidance.

2. The budget estimates are passed and sanclioned before the commencement of
the year to which they apply. They provide for expenditure within certain limits ;
and Local Governments have power, subject to well-known rules, to regulate their
expenditure within these limits. Outside these limits no expenditure of any sort
whatever can properly be incurred, unless a special additional grant to cover it has
been applied for and sanctioned by the Government of India.

3. The revised estimates (not revised budget estimates, as they are often
improperly called) make no provision for any expenditure whatever ; they are accepted,
not sanctioned, by the Government of India; and no entry in them carries with it any
authority for expenditure of any kind. They do not even provide for, or authorize,
the expenditure of charges already entered in the budget estimates; for these latter
alone possess authority. The revised estimates are not budgets or appropriations of
money, nor do they supersede the budget estimates as the basis for the regulation of
expenditure. They are estimates pure and simple, prepared for information, in order
to indicate to Government how far the expenditure already sanctioned (in the budget
estimates and in subsequent additional grants, if any) will be worked up to. If the
figures for expenditure in the revised estimates exceed the total of the budget
estimates, and of special grants already made or applied for, they clearly must be
wrong, . . .; for no expenditure can be incurred that has not been sanctioned,
and if it had become apparent, before the preparation of the revised estimates, that
expenditure in excess of existing sanction would be necessary, additional sanction
would, under standing rules, have been applied for at once.

4. The ruleis that sanction to all expenditure in excess of budget provision must
be applied for as soom as it becomes apparent that such expenditure will be necessary.
When, however, the excess expenditure under individual heads is small, it may happen
that the general review of the year’s requirements which is made for the purposes of
the revised estimates discloses for the first time the necessity for such expeunditure.
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‘When that is the case, the application for an additional grant must be made at once,
separately, and in a complete form, so that it may be disposed of quite apart from the
revised estimates. It has, indeed, no connection with those estimates ; for the making
of the application is a condition precedent to the inclusion of the sum applied for

in the estimates : in short, the estimates depend on the grant, not the grant upon the
estimates.

5. As soon, then, as it appears that expenditure in excess of budget sanction will

be necessary, an application for an additional grant should be made at once. 1t must
be shown—

(1) that the expenditure is necessary and unavoidable, or at least in the highest
degree advisable ;

(2) that it could not have been foreseen when the budget estimates were pre-

s ge

pared ; or, if it could have been, it must be explained why the necessary
Provision was not made ;

(3) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation within the budget grant for
+ « . expenditure; - d

(4) that it cannot be met i)y re-appropriation from the budget grants un ell'
other major heads of expenditure which are controlled by the Loca
Government,

6. . . . extra expenditure ma occasionally be highly advisable, though
not absolutely unavoidable.pe For instanci, expenditurye whicg produces revenue m:Y
have to be increased in the course of the year ; and if a demand should B}I;ftn ﬁ; alll)
* + - 1t must be met at once, or the revenue may be altogether lost. el il
cases the necessity for the proposed excess expenditure must be fully hexp ali ts are
Jm;lﬁfed in detail ; mere general references to a probable increase in the reccipts &
nsuflicient,
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Orpsr—dated 2ud May 1895, No. 853, Financial. artments for inform-

_The above extracts will be communicated to all heads of de '
ation and guidance,
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(True Extract.) J. F. PRICE, .
Chief Secretary.
To the Public Works Department.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

‘Reap—the following paper :—
Extracts from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1895, No. 5.F.

In August 1894, sections . . . of the . . . Code were amended,
mainly in order to correct an erroneous impression that appeared to exist regarding the
nature of the revised estimates of . ., . expenditure and their connection with the
budget estimates. It was evidently believed in some cases that to “ provide » for
increased expenditure in the revised estimates superseded the necessity of applying
for an additional grant ; and it was still more often thought that the submission of
these revised estimates was the proper and only occasion for applying for an additional
grant to cover expenditure which had not been provided for in the budget estimates.
The orders thus revised have, however, not been uniformly observed by Local Govern-
ments and Administrations, or by the responsible officers . . . subordinate to
them ; while the Government of Tndia have had frequent occasion to notice that
confusion still exists as to the object which the revised estimates of expenditare are
designed to serve, and as to the rules regarding applications for additional grants. I
am, therefore, directed to communicate the following observations for guidance.

2. The budget estimates are passed and sancfioned before the commencement of

the year to which they apply. They provide for expenditure within certain limits :

~and Local Governments have power, subject to well-known rules, to regulate their

expenditure within these limits. Outside these limits no expenditure of any sort

whatever can properly be incurred, unless a special additional grant to cover it has
been applied for and sanctioned by the Government of India.

8. The revised estimates (not revised budget estimates, as they are often
improperly called) make no provision for any expenditure whatever ; they are accepted,
not sanctioned, by the Government of India; and no entry in them carries with it any
authority for expenditure of any kind. They do not even provide for, or authorize,
the expenditure of charges already entered in the budget estimates; for these latter
alone possess authority. The revised estimates are not budgets or appropriations of
money, nor do they supersede the budget estimates as the basis for the regulation of
expenditure. They are estimates pure and simple, prepared for information, in order
to indicate to Government how far the expenditure already sanctioned (in the budget
estimates and in subsequent additional grants, if any) will be worked up to. If the
figures for expenditure in the revised estimates exceed the total of the budget
. estimates, and of special grants already made or applied for, they clearly must be
wrong, . . .; forno expenditure can be incurred that has not been sanctioned,
and if it had become apparent, before the preparation of the revised estimates, that
expenditure in excess of existing sanction would be necessary, additional sanction
would, under standing rules, have been applied for at once.

4. The ruleis that sanction to all expenditure in excess of budget provision must
‘be applied for as soon as it becomes apparent that such expenditure will be mecessary.
When, however, the excess expenditure under individual heads is small, it may happen
that the general review of the year’s requirements which is made for the purposes of
the revised estimates discloses for the first time the necessity for such expenditure:
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‘When that is the case, the application for an additional grant must

separately, and in a complete form, so that it may be disgcx).:ed of quilt): :;;dr: f:g once,
revised estimates. It has, indeed, no connection with those estimates ; for the m!: kithe
of the application is a condition precedent to the inclusion of the sum applied §
in the estimates : in short, the estimates depend on the grant, not the grant upon tl(:r
estimates. po e

5. As soon, then, as it appears that expenditure in excess of budget sanction will "
be necessary, an application for an additional grant should be made at once. It must .
be shown—

(1) that the expenditure is necessary and unavoidable, or at least in the highest
degree advisable ;

(2) that it could not have been foreseen when the budget estimates were pre-
pared ; or, if it could have been, it must be explained why the necessary
provision was not made ; 2

(3) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation within the' budget grant for

. . . expenditure; - ‘ Tssued
(4) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation from the budget grants under
other major heads of expenditure which are controlled by the Local % . Enel
Government. Recd. A
6. . . . extra expenditure may occasionally be highly advisable, though

not absolutely unavoidable. For instance, expenditure which produces revenue may
have to be increased in the course of the year; and if a demand should spring up == - -
it must be met at once, or the revenue may be altogether lost. But in all
cases the necessity for the proposed excess expenditu}r,'e must be fully explained and T B G.0., 2nd May 1895, No. 353.
justified in detail : mere general references to a probable increase in the receipts are £ R S RNol S S SRR P
msufficient. &
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Orper—dated 2nd May 1895, No. 3563, Financial.

The above extracts will be communicated to all heads of departments for inform-
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ation and guidance,
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(True Extract.)
J. F. PRICE, v
Chief Secretary.
To the Public Works Department. T 1
,, all Heads of Departments under ! §
the Chief Secretary, an

Bzd. A Baits,
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

. Reap—the following paper :—

Extracts from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1895, No. 5-F.

In August 1894, sections . . i of . the Code were amended,
mainly in order to correct an erroneous impression that appeared to exist regarding the
nature of the revised estimates of expenditure and their connection with the

‘budget estimates. It was evidently believed in some cases that to ¢ provide ” for

increased expenditure in the revised estimates superseded the necessity of applying
for an additional grant ; and it was still more often thought that the submission of
these revised estimates was the proper and only occasion for applying for an additional

ant to cover expenditure which had not been provided for in the budget estimates.
The orders thus revised have, however, not been uniformly observed by Local Govern-
ments and Administrations, or by the responsible officers subordinate to
them ; while the Government of India have had frequent occasion to notice that
confusion still exists as to the object which the revised estimates of expenditare are
designed to serve, and as to the rules regarding applications for additional grants. I
am, therefore, directed to communicate the following observations for guidance.

2. The budget estimates are passed and sanclioned before the commencement of

“the year to which they apply. They provide for expenditure within certain limits ;

and Local Governments have power, subject to well-known rules, to regulate their
expenditure within these limits. OQutside these limits no expenditure of any sort
whatever can properly be incurred, unless a special additional grant to cover ‘it has
been applied for and sanctioned by the Government of India.

The revised estimates (not revised budget estimates, as they are often
impropirly called) make no provision for any expenditure whatever ; they are accepted,
not sancy’oned, by thp Government of India; and no entry in them carries with it any
authority for expenditure of any kind. They do not even provide for, or authorize,
the expenditure of charges already entered in the budget estimates; for these latter
alone possess authority. The revised estimates are not budgets or appropriations of
money, nor do they supersede the budget estimates as: the basis for the regulation of
expenditure. They are estimates pure and simple, prepared for information, in order
to indicate to Government how far the expenditure already sanctioned (in the budget
estimates and in subsequent additional grants, if any) will be worked up to. If the
figures for expenditure in the revised estimates exceed the total of the budget
estimates, and of special grants already made or applied for, they clearly must be
wrong, . . .; for no expenditure can be incurred that has not been sanctioned,
and if it had become apparent, before the preparation of the revised estimates, that
expenditure in excess of existing sanction would be necessary, additional sanction
would, under standing rules, have been applied for at once.

4. The ruleis that sanction to all expenditure in excess of budget provision must
be applied for as soon as it becomes apparent that such expenditure will be necessary.
When, however, the excess expenditure under individual heads is small, it may happen
that the general review of the year’s requirements which is made for the purposes of
the revised estimates discloses for the first time the necessity for such expenditure.

S
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‘When that is the case, the application for an additi

separately, and in a complete form. so that it may be d;
mglgsr:d esiimatgs. _It has, ind_eed , s

in the estimates : in short, the estimates depend on the
estimates.

5. As soon, then, as it appears that expenditure in exgegg of 1 i
be necessary, an application for an additional grant should be madlc)euftgz;::n%ﬁnm:g: | 3
(1) that the expenditure i : | 188
degree advisable : |
(2) that it could not have been foresee
pared ; or, if it could have been, -
) thp:q:ision wa% not madg;; . b i 18
1at 1t cannot be met re-appropriat; ithi ' r
: 2.y S expendifure; Y re-appropriation withiy the budget grant for {19
(4) that it cannot be met b
other major heads of
Government,

O, . . extra expenditure may  oecasiona]] i i
not absolutely unavoidable. For instance, expenditur); l::hlilégh;zodafczl:arﬂ'eén;gol‘lllgh
~have to be increased in the course of the year; and if 4 demand should : y
« . . it must be met at once, Should spring up

or the reven
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following paper :(—

Extracts from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1895, No. 5-F.

In August 1894, sections . . . of the . . . Code were amended,
mainly in order to correct an erroneous impression that appeared to exist regarding the
nature of the revised estimates of . . . expenditureand their connection with the

budget estimates. It was evidently believed in some cases that to * provide ” for
increased expenditure in the revised estimates superseded the necessity of applying
for an additional grant ; and it was still more often thought that the submission of
these revised estimates was the proper and only occasion for applying for an additional
grant to cover expenditure which had not been provided for in the budget estimates.
The orders thus revised have, however, not been uniformly observed by Local Govern-
ments and Administrations, or by the responsible officers . . . subordinate to
them ; while the Government of India have had frequent occasion to notice that
confusion still exists as to the object which the revised estimates of expenditare are
designed to serve, and as to the rules regarding applications for additional grants. I
am, therefore, directed to communicate the following observations for guidance.

2. The budget estimates are passed and sanctioned before the commencement of

“the year to which they apply. They provide for expenditure within certain limits ;

, and Local Governments have power, subject to well-known rules, to regulate their

expenditure within these limits. Outside these limits no expenditure of any sort

whatever can properly be incurred, unless a special additional grant to cover it has
been applied for and sanctioned by the Government of India.

3. The revised estimates (not revised budget estimates, as they are often
improperly called) make no provision for any expenditure whatever ; they are accepted,
not sanctioned, by the Government of India; and no entry in them carries with it any

*=~ authority for expenditure of any kind. They do not even provide for, or authorize,
the expenditure of charges already entered in the budget estimates; for these latter
alone possess authority. The revised estimates are not budgets or appropriations of
money, nor do they supersede the budget estimates as- the basis for the regulation of

\ expenditure. They are estimates pure and simple, prepared for information, in order
to indicate to Government how far the expenditure already sanctioned (in the budget
estimates and in subsequent additional grants, if any) will be worked up to. If the
figures for expenditure in the revised estimates exceed the total of the budget
estimates, and of special grants already made or applied for, they clearly must be
wrong, . . .; for no expenditure can be incurred that has not been sanctioned,
and if it had become apparent, before the preparation of the revised estimates, that
expenditure in excess of existing sanction would be necessary, additional sanction
would, under standing rules, have been applied for at once.

4. The ruleis that sanction to all expenditure in excess of budget provision must
be applied for as soom as it becomes apparent that such expenditure will be necessary.
When, however, the excess expenditure under individual heads is small, it may happen
that the general review of the year’s requirements which is made for the purposes of
the revised estimates discloses for the first time the necessity for such expenditure.
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‘When that is the case, the application for an additional grant must

separately, and in a complete form, so that it may be disggsed of quilt): m f:z ontohe,
revised estimates. It has, indeed, no connection with those estimates ; for the mt:k 2
of the application is a condition precedent to the inclusion of the sum applied If
in the estimates : in short, the estimates depend on the grant, not the grant upon ﬁ?r
estimates. S

5. As soon, then, as it appears that expenditure in excess of budget sanction will
be necessary, an application for an additional grant should be made at once. It must
be shown—

(1) that the expenditure is necessary and unavoidable, or &t least in the highest
degree advisable;

(2) that it could not have been foreseen when the budget estimates were pre-
pared ; or, if it could have been, it must be explained why the necessary
provision was not made; &

(3) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation within thefbudget grant for
« 7 oo -expenditure ;

(4) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation from the budget grants under
other major heads of expenditure which are controlled by the Local
Government.

; 6. . . . extra expenditure may occasionally be highly advisable, though

“not absolutely unavoidable. For instance, expenditure which produces revenue may

have to be increased in the course of the year; and if a demand should spring up

it must be met at once, or the revenue may be altogether lost. But in all

cases the necessity for the proposed excess expenditure must be fully explained and

justified in detail : mere general references to a probable increase in the receipts are
nsufficient.

j e S : » * * »

OrpEr—dated 2nd May 1895, No. 353, Financial.

: The above extracts will be communicated to all heads of departments for inform-
ation and guidance.

(True Extract.)

J. F. PRICE,
Chief Secretary.

To the Public Works Department.
,, all Heads of Departments under
the Chief Secretary.

Exd. A. Baitt.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following paper :—

Extracts from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1895, No. 5-F.,

In August 1894, sections . . . of the . . . Code were amended,
mainly in order to correct an erroneous impression that appeared to exist regarding the
nature of the revised estimates of . . . expenditureand their connection with the
budget estimates. It was evidently believed in some cases that to ¢ provide ” for
increased expenditure in the revised estimates superseded the necessity of applying
for an additional grant ; and it was still more often thought that the submission of
these revised estimates was the proper and only occasion for applying for an additional
grant to cover expenditure which had not been provided for in the budget estimates.
The orders thus revised have, however, not been uniformly observed by Local Govern-
ments and Administrations, or by the responsible officers . . . subordinate to
them ; while the Government of India have had frequent occasion to notice that
confusion still exists as to the object which the revised estimates of expenditare are
designed to serve, and as to the rules regarding applications for additional grants. I
am, therefore, directed to communicate the following observations for guidance.

2. The budget estimates are passed and sanclioned before the commencement of
the year to which they apply. They provide for expenditure within certain limits -
and Local Governments have power, subject to We_zll-.known rules, to regulate their
expenditure within these limits. Outside these limits no expenditure of any sort
whatever can properly be incurred, unless a special additional grant to cover it has
been applied for and sanctioned by the Government of India.

8. The revised: estimates (not revised budget estimates, as they are often
improperly called) make no provision for any expenditure whatever ; they are accepted,
not sanctioned, by the Government of India; and no entry in them carries with it any
authority for expenditure of any kind. They do not even provide for, or authorize,
the expenditure of charges already entered in the budget estimates; for these latter
alone possess authority. The revised estimates are not budgets or appropriations of
money, nor do they supersede the budget estimates as the basis for the regulation of
expenditure. They are estimates pure and simple, prepared for information, in order
to indicate to Government how far the expenditure already sanctioned (in the budget

. estimates and in subsequent additional grants, if any) will be worked up to. If the

figures for expenditure in the revised estimates exceed the total of the budget
estimates, and of special grants already made or applied for, they clearly must be
wrong, . . .; forno expenditure can be incurred that has not been sanctioned,
and if it had become apparent, before the preparation of the revised estimates, that
expenditure in excess of existing sanction would be necessary, additional sanction
would, under standing rules, have been applied for at once.

4. The ruleis that sanction to all expenditure in excess of budget provision must
be applied for as soon as it becomes apparent that such expenditure will be necessary.
When, however, the excess expenditure under individual heads is small, it may happen
that the general review of the year’s requirements which is made for the purposes of
the revised estimates discloses for the first time the necessity for such expenditure.

e S L ek TR /
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When that is the case, the application for an additional grant must be made at once,
separately, and in a complete form, so that it may be disposed of quite apart from the
revised estimates. It has, indeed, no connection with those estimates ; for the making
of the application is 2 condition precedent to the inclusion of the sum applied for
in the estimates : in short, the estimates depend on the grant, not the grant upon the
estimates.

5. As soon, then, as it appears that expenditure in excess of budget sanction will
be 1s1hecessary, an application for an additional grant should be made at once. 1t must
be shown—

(1) that the expenditure is necessary and unavoidable, or at least in the highest
degree advisable ;

(2) that it could not have been foreseen when the budget estimates were pre-
pared ; or, if it could have been, it must be explained why the necessary
provision was not made

(3) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation within the budget grant for
. . . expenditure, ,

(4) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation from the budget grants under
other major heads of expenditure which are controlled by the Local
Government.

& R e expenditure may occasionally be highly advisable, though
not absolutely anavoidable. For instance, expenditure which produces revenue may
‘have to be increased in the course of the year; and if a demand should spring up

.. . it must be met at once, o the revenue may be altogether lost. Dut in all
cases the necessity for the proposed excess expenditure must be fully explained and

“justified in detail : mere general references to a probable increase 1n the receipts are

“insufficient.

7 * * * * »

—

Orprr—dated 2nd May 1895, No. 353, Financial.
The above extracts will be communicated to all heads of departments for inform-
_ation and guidance.

(True Extract.)
J. F. PRICE,
Chief Secretary.
To the Publioc Works Department.
,, all Heads of Departments under
the Chief Secretary-
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.
-

Reap—the following paper :—

Extracts from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1895, No. 5-F.

In August 1894, sections . . . of the Code were amended,
mainly in order to correct an erroneous impression that appeared to exist regarding the
nature of the revised estimates of expenditure and their connection with the
budget estimates. It was evidently believed in some cases that to “ provide ” for

_increased expenditure in the revised estimates superseded the necessity of applying

for an additional grant ; and it was still more often thought that the submission of
these revised estimates was the proper and only occasion for applying for an additional
grant to cover expenditure which had not been provided for in the budget estimates.
The orders thus revised have, however, not been uniformly observed by Local Govern-
ments and Administrations, or by the responsible officers subordinate to
them ; while the Government of India have had frequent occasion to notice that
confusion still exists as to the object which the revised estimates of expenditare are
designed to serve, and as to the rules regarding applications for additional grants. I
am, therefore, directed to communicate the following observations for guidance.

2. The budget estimates are passed and sanctioned before the commencement of
the year to which they apply. They provide for expenditure within certain limits ;
and Local Governments have power, subject to well-known rules, to regulate their
expenditure within these limits. Outside these limits no expenditure of any sort
whatever can properly be incurred, unless a special additional grant to cover it has
been applied for and sanctioned by the Government of India.

8. The revised estimates (not revised budget estimates, as they are often
improperly called) make no provision for any expenditure whatever ; they are accepted,
not sanctioned, by the Government of India; and no entry in them carries with it any
authority for expenditure of any kind. They do not even provide for, or authorize,
the expendituré of charges already entered in the budget estimates; for these latter
al.}tl ssess authority. The revised estimates are not budgets or appropriations of

n%do they supersede the budget estimates as. the basis for the regulation of
expenditure, They are estimates pure and simple, prepared for information, in order
to indicate to Government how far the expenditure already sanctioned (in the budget
estiﬁ;ateiﬁnd in subsequent additional grants, if any) will be worked up to. If the
figures for expenditure in the revised estimates exceed the total of the budget
estimates, and of special grants already made or applied for, they clearly must be
wrong, . . ,; for no expenditure can be incurred that has not been sanctioned,
and if it had become apparent, before the preparation of the revised estimates, that
expenditure in excess of existing sanction would be necessary, additional sanction
would, under standing rules, have been applied for at once. ~

4. The ruleis that sanction to all expenditurein excess of budget provision must

- be applied for as soon as it becomes apparent that such expenditure will be necessary.

When, however, the excess expenditure under individual heads is small, it may happen
that the general review of the year’s requirements which is made for the purposes of
the revised estimates discloses for the first time the necessity for such expeunditure.
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When that is the case, the application for an additional grant must be
separately,_and in a complei_;e form, so that it may be disposed of quite m h“g onol:;,
revised estimates. It has, indeed, no connection with those estimates ; for the mmak,'t g
of the application is a condition precedent to the inclusion of the sum applied for
in the estimates : in short, the estimates depend on the grant, not the t
estimates. : ’ grant upon the

5. As soon, then, as it appears that expenditure in excess of budget sanction will |
be zioessary, an application for an additional grant should be made at once. It must
be shown—

(1) that the expenditure is necessary and unavoidable, or at least in the highest
degree advisable ; ‘ »

(2) that it could not have been foreseen when the budget estimates were pre-
pared ; or, if it could have been, it must be explained why the necessary
provision was not made; ,

(3) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation within the budget grant fo
. . . expenditure;

(4) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation from the budget grants under
other major heads of expenditure which are controlled by the Local
Government. , '

6. . . . extra expenditure may occasionally be highly advisable, though
not absolutely unavoidable. For instance, expenditure which produces revenue may
have to be increased in the course of the year; and if a demand should spring up

. . . it must be met at once, or the revenue may be altogether lost. But in all
cases the necessity for the proposed excess expenditure must be fully explained and
justified in detail : mere general references to a probable increase in the receipts are
sufficient.

R * * * »
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Orprr—dated 2nd May 1895, No. 353, Financial.

The above extracts will be communicated to all heads of departments for inform-
ation and guidance,

MAY.

(True Extract.) ‘
J. F. PRICE,
Chief Secretary.
To the Public Works Department.
,, all Heads of Departments under
the Chief Secretary.

Bxd. A. Baith,

B . — _ GRS e



e S A B e P S P nl I

28D May 1895, No. 353, FINANCIAL.

A I A I I A AN NS s A A A I S A NP .

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following paper :—

Extracts from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1895, No. 5-F.

In August 1894, sections . . . of the . . . Code were amended,
mainly in order to correct an erroneous impression that appeared to exist regarding the
nature of the revised estimates of . . . expenditureand their connection with the
budget estimates. It was evidently believed in some cases that to ‘ provide ”” for
increased expenditure in the revised estimates superseded the necessity of applying
for an additional grant ; and it was still more often thought that the submission of
these revised estimates was the proper and only occasion for applying for an additional
grant to cover expenditure which had not been provided for in the budget estimates.
The orders thus revised have, however, not been uniformly observed by Local Govern-
ments and Administrations, or by the responsible officers . . . sabordinate.to
them ; while the Government of India have had frequent occasion to notice that

; confusion still exists as to the object which the revised estimates of expenditare are
: designed to serve, and as to the rules regarding applications for additional grants. I
| & am, therefore, directed to communicate the following observations for guidance.

2. The budget estimates are passed and sanclioned before the commencement of
the year to which they apply. They provide for expenditure within certain limits ;
A and " Local Governments have power, subject to well-known rules, to regulate their
expenditure within these limits. Outside these limits no expenditure of any sort
whatever can properly be incurred, unless a special additional grant to cover it has
been applied for and sanctioned by the Government of India.

3. The revised estimates (not revised budget estimates, as they are often

_ ~ improperly called) make no provision for any expenditure whatever ; they are accepted,

& not sanctioned, by the Government of India; and no entry in them carries with it any

authority for expenditure of any kind. They do not even provide for, or authorize,

‘the expenditure of charges already entered in the budget estimates; for these latter

, alone possess authority. The revised estimates are not budgets or appropriations of

‘ money, nor do they supersede the budget estimates as the basis for the regulation of

expenditure. They are estimates pure and simple, prepared for information, in order

K : to indicate to Government how far the expenditure already sanctioned (in the budget

£ i estimates and in subsequent additional grants, if any) will be worked up to. If the

: figures for expenditure in the revised estimates exceed the total of the budget

estimates, and of special grants already made or applied for, they clearly must be

wrong, . . .; for no expenditure can be incurred that has not been sanctioned,

i o and if it had become apparent, before the preparation of the revised estimates, that

3 expenditure in excess of existing sanction would be necessary, additional sanction
R would, under standing rules, have been applied for at once.

4. The ruleis that sanction to all expenditure in excess of budget provision must
be applied for as soom as it becomes apparent that such expenditure will be mecessary.
When, however, the excess expendifure under individual heads is small, it may happen
that the general review of the year’s requirements which is made for the purposes of -
the revised estimates discloses for the first time the necessity for such expenditure.

- oo o~
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When that is the case, the application for an additional gra;xt must be

separately, and in a complete form, so that it may be disposed of quite m ::f, 0“3?
rovised estimates. It has, indeed, no connection with those estimates ; for the ml:k ®
of the application is a condition precedent to the inclusion of the sum applied ‘;:g_
in the estimates : in short, the estimates depend on the grant, not the t
estimates. g grant upon the

5. As soon, then, as it appears that expenditure in excess of budget sanction will
be necessary, an application for an additional grant should be made at once. It must
be shown—

(1) that the expenditure is necessary and unavoidable, or at least in the highest
degree advisable ;

(2) that it could not have been foreseen when the budget estimates were pre-
pared ; or, if it could have been, it must be explained why the necessary
provision was not made;

(3) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation within the budget grant for
. . . expenditure;

(4) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation from the budget grants under
other major heads of expenditure which are controlled by the Local
Government.

6. . . . extra expenditure may occasionally be highly advisable, though
not absolutely unavoidable. For instance, expenditure which produces revenue may
have to be increased in the course of the year ; and if a demand should spring up

it must be met at once, or the revenue may be altogether lost. DBut in all
cases the necessity for the proposed excess expenditure must be fully explained and
-ustified in detail ; mere general references to a probable increase in the receipts are
msufficient. '

.. . » * »

——

OrpEr—dated 2nd May 1895, No. 353, Financial.

The above extracts will be communicated to all heads of departments for inforn-
ation and guidance.

(True Extract.)

J. F. PRICE,
Chief Secretary.

To the Public Works Department.
,, all Heads of Departments under
the Chief Secretary.

" Bsd. A. Baitt.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following paper :—

Extracts from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1595, No. 5-F.

In August 1894, sections . . . of the Code were amended,
mainly in order to correct an erroneous impression that appeared to exist regarding the
nature of the revised estimates of expenditure and their connection with the
budget estimates. It was evidently believed in some cases that to ‘‘ provide ” for
increased expenditure in the revised estimates superseded the necessity of applying
for an additional grant ; and it was still more often thought that the submission of
these revised estimates was the proper and only occasion for applying for an additional
grant to cover expenditure which had not been provided for in the budget estimates.
The orders thus revised have, however, not been uniformly observed by Local Govern-
ments and Administrations, or by the responsible officers . . . subordinate to
them ; while the Government of India have had frequent occasion to notice that
confusion still exists as to the object which the revised estimates of expenditare are
designed to serve, and as to the rules regarding applications for additional grants. I
am, therefore, directed to communicate the following observations for guidance.

9. The budget estimates are passed and sanclioned before the commencement of
the year to which they apply. They provide for expenditure within certain limits ;
and” Local Governments have power, subject to well-known rules, to regulate their
expenditure within these limits. Outside these limits no expenditure of any sort
whatever can properly be incurred, unless a special additional grant to cover it has

been applied for and sanctioned by the Government of India.

3. The revised estimates (not revised budget estimates, as they are often
improperly called) make no provision for any expenditure whatever ; they are accepted,
not sanctioned, by the Government of India; and no entry in them carries with it any
authority for expenditure of any kind. They do not even provide for, or authorize,
the expenditure of charges already entered in the budget estimates; for these latter
alone possess authority. The revised estimates are not budgets or appropriations of
money, nor do they supersede the budget estimates as the basis for the regulation of
expenditure. They are estimates pure and simple, prepared for information, in order
to indicate to Government how far the expenditure already sanctioned (in the budget
estimates and in subsequent additional grants, if any) will be worked up to. If the
figures for expenditure in the revised estimates exceed the total of the budget
estimates, and of special grants already made or applied for, they clearly must be
wrong, . . .; forno expenditure can be incurred that has not been sanctioned,
and if it had become apparent, before the preparation of the revised estimates, that
expenditure in excess of existing sanction would be necessary, additional sanction
would, under standing rules, have been applied for at once.

4. The ruleis that sanction to all expenditure in excess of budget provision must
be applied for as soon as it becomes apparent that such expenditure will be mecessary.
When, however, the excess expenditure under individual heads is small, it may happen
that the general review of the year’s requirements which is made for the purposes of
the revised estimates discloses for the first time the necessity for such expenditure.
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When that is the case, the application for an additional grant must be made at

separately, and in a complete form, so that it may be disposed of quite apart f:o on::,
revised estimates. It has, indeed, no connection with those estimates ; for the m?:k‘ e
of the application is a condition precedent to the inclusion of the sum applied 1?1;
in the estimates : in short, the estimates depend on the grant, not the grant upon th“;

estimates.

5. As soon, then, as it appears that expenditure in excess of budget sanction will

be necessary, an application for an additional grant should be made at once.

be shown—

It must

(1) that the expenditure is necessary and unavoidable, or at least in the highest

degree advisable ;

(2) that it could not have been foreseen when the budget estimates were pre-
pared ; or, if it could have been, it must be explained why the necessary

provision was not made ;

(3) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation within the budget grant for

. expenditure;

(4) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation from the budget grants under
other major heads of expenditure which are controlled by the Local

Government.

6. . . . extra expenditure may occasionally be highly advisable, though
not absolutely anavoidable. For instance, expenditure which produces revenue may
have to be increased in the course of the year;and if a demand should spring up

it must be met at once, or the revenue may be altogether lost. But in all
cases the Hecessity for the proposed excess expenditure must be fully explained and
justified in detail : mere general references to a probable increase in the receipts are

insufficient.
7 3 * * *

————

OrpEr—dated 2nd May 1895, No. 353, Financial.

* »

The above extracts will be communicated to all heads of departments for inform-

ation and guidance.

(True Extract.)

To the Public Works Department.
, all Heads of Departments under
the Chief Secretary.

Bid. A. Baitt,

J. F. PRICE,
Chief Secretary.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

.Reap—the following paper :—

Extracts from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1895, No. 5-F.

In August 1894, sections . . . of the . . . Code were amended,
mainly in order to correct an erroneous impression that appeared to exist regarding the
nature of the revised estimates of . . . expenditureand their connection with the
budget estimates. It was evidently believed in some cases that to * provide ” for
increased expenditure in the revised estimates superseded the necessity of applying
for an additional grant ; and it was still more often thought that the submission of
theso revised estimates was the proper and only occasion for applying for an additional
grant to cover expenditure which had not been provided for in the budget estimates.
The orders thus revised have, however, not been uniformly observed by Local Govern-
ments and Administrations, or by the responsible officers . . . subordinate to
them ; while the Government of India have had frequent occasion to notice that
confusion still exists as to the object which the revised estimates of expenditare are
designed to serve, and as to the rules regarding applications for additional grants. I
am, therefore, directed to communieate the following observations for guidance.

9. The budget estimates are passed and sanclioned before the commencement of
the year to which they apply. They provide for expenditure within certain limits ;
and Local Governments have power, subject to well-known rules, to regulate their
expenditure within these limits. Outside these limits no expenditure of any sort
whatever can properly be incurred, unless a special additional grant to cover it has
been applied for and sanctioned by the Government of India.

3. The revised estimates (not revised budget estimates, as they are often
improperly called) make no provision for any expenditure whatever ; they are accepted,
not sanctioned, by the Government of India; and no entry in them carries with it any
authority for expenditure of any kind. They do not even provide for, or authorize,
the expenditure of charges already entered in the budget estimates; for these latter
alone possess authority. The revised estimates are not budgets or appropriations of
money, nor do they supersede the budget estimates as the basis for the regulation of
expenditure. They are estimates pure and simple, prepared for information, in order
to ihdicate to Government how far the expenditiire already sanctioned (in the budget
estimates and in subsequent additional grants, if any) will be worked up to. If the
figures for expenditure in the revised estimates exceed the total of the budget
estimates, and of special grants already made or applied for, they clearly must be
wrong, . . .; for no expenditure can be incurred that has not been sanctioned,
and if it had become apparent, before the preparation of the revised estimates, that
expenditure in excess of existing sanction would be necessary, additional sanction
would, under standing rules, have been applied for at once.

4. The ruleis that sanction to all expenditure in excess of budget provision must
be applied for as soon as it becomes apparent that such expenditure will be mecessary.
When, however, the excess expenditure under individual heads is small, it may happen
that the general review of the year’s requirements which is made for the purposes of
the revisod estimates disoloses for the first time the necessity for such expenditurd.
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‘When that is the case, the application for an additional grant must be made

separately, and in a complete form, so that it may be disposed of quite apart f:;:n .
revised estimates. It has, indeed, no connection with those estimates ; for the m_nh!:he
of the application is a condition precedent to the inclusion of the sum applieq ?8
in the estimates : in short, the estimates depend on the grant, not the grant upon ﬂ(:r
estimates. e

5. As soon, then, as it appears that expenditure in excess of budget sanction will
be necessary, an application for an additional grant should be made at once. It must
be shown—

(1) that the expenditure is necessary and unavoidable, or at least in the highest
degree advisable ; : :

(2) that it could not have been foreseen when the budget estimates were pre-
pared ; or, if it could have been, it must be explained why the necessary
provision was not made; 3

(3) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation within the budget grant for
. . . expenditure;

(4) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation from the budget grants under
other major heads of expenditure which are controlled by the Local
Government. '

6. . . . extra expenditure may occasionally be highly advisable, though
not absolutely unavoidable. For instance, expenditure which produces revenue may
have to be increased in the course of the year; and if a demand should spring up

. . . it must be met at once, or the revenue may be altogether lost. But in all
cases the necessity for the proposed excess expenditure must be fully explained and
- astified in detail ; mere general references to a probable increase in the receipts are

‘msufficient. '
 Jadts . ® * »
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Orper—dated 2nd May 1895, No. 353, Financial.

The above extracts will be communicated to all heads of departments for inform-
ation and guidance,

True Extract.
( ) MAY.
J. F. PRICE, :
Chaef Secretary.
To the Public Works Department.
,, all Heads of Departments under
the Chief Secretary. .
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

‘Reap—the following paper :—

Extracts from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1895, No. 5-F.

. In August 1894, gections . . . of the Code were amended,
mainly in order to correct an erroneous impression that appeared to exist regarding the
nature of the revised estimates of expenditure and their connection with the
budget. estimates. It was evidently believed in some cases that to ¢ provide ” for
increased expenditure in the revised estimates superseded the necessity of applying
for an additional grant ; and it was still more often thought that the submission of
these revised estimates was the proper and only occasion for applying for an additional
grant to cover expenditure which had not been provided for in the budget estimates.
The orders thus revised have, however, not been uniformly observed by Local Govern-
ments and Administrations, or by the responsible officers . . . subordinate to
them ; while the Government of India have had frequent occasion to notice that
confusion still exists as to the object which the revised estimates of expenditare are
designed to serve, and as to the rules regarding applications for additional grants. I
am, therefore, directed to communicate the following observations for guidance.

9. The budget estimates are passed and sanctioned before the commencement of

“the year to which they apply. They provide for expenditure within certain- limits ;

and Local Governments have power, subject to well-known rules, to regulate their
expenditure within these limits. Outside these limits no expenditure of any sort
whatever can properly be incurred, unless a special additional grant to cover it has
been applied for and sanctioned by the Government of India.

3. The revised estimates (not revised budget estimates, as they are often
improperly called) make no provision for any expenditure whatever ; they are accepted,
not sanctioned, by the Government of India ; and no entry in them carries with it any
authority for expenditure of any kind. They do not even provide for, or authorize,
the expenditure of charges already entered in the budget estimates; for these latter
alone possess authority. The revised estimates are not budgets or appropriations of
money, nor do they supersede the budget estimates as the basis for the regulation of
expenditure. They are estimates pure and simple, prepared for information, in order
to indicate to Government how far the expenditure already sanctioned (in the budget
estimates and in subsequent additional grants, if any) will be worked up to. If the
figures for expenditure in the revised ostimates exceed the total of the budget
estimates, and of special grants already made or applied for, they clearly must be
wrong, . . .; forno expenditure can be incurred that has not been sanctioned,
and if it had become apparent, before the preparation of the revised estimates, that
expenditure in excess of existing sanction would be necessary, additional sanction
would, under standing rules, have been applied for at once.

4. The ruleis that sanction to all expenditure in excess of budget provision must
be applied for as soon as it becomes apparent that such expenditure will be mecessary.
When, however, the excess expenditure under individual heads is small, it may happen
that the general review of the year’s requirements which is made for the purposes of
the revised estimates discloses for the first time the necessity for such expenditure.
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When that is the case, the application for an additional grant must be made at once,
separately, and in a complete form, so that it may be disposed of quite apart from the
revised estimates. It has, indeed, no connection with those estimates ; for the making
of the application is a condition precedent to the inclusion of the sum applied for
in the estimates : in short, the estimates depend on the grant, not the grant upon the
estimates.
9. As soon, then, as it appears that expenditure in excess of budget sanetion will
be necessary, an application for an additional grant should be made at once. It must
be shown—
(1) that the expenditure is necessary and unavoidable, or at least in the highest
degree advisable ;
(2) that it could not have been foreseen when the budget estimates were pre-
pared ; or, if it could have been, it must be explained why the necessary >
Provision was not made;
(3) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation within the budget grant for
+ « . expenditure;
(4) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation from the budget grants nndﬂi Issuca
other major heads of expenditure which are controlled by the Loca
Government, " i Enel,
6 - . extra expenditure may occasionally be highly advisable, thoug

Dot absolutely unavoidable, For instance, expenditure which produces revenue may
have to be increased in the course of the’yeage; gy demall)ld should :;prntnign :p

. it must be met at once, or the revenue may be altogether lost. lB’ued e
cases the necessity for the proposed excess expenditure must be fully explain b
Jmnlf%ed in detail ; mere general references to a probable increase in the receip
1nguiicient,

7. * . » - » »

G.0., 2nd May 1895, No. 353.

OrpER—dated 2nd May 1805, No. 353, Financial.

for inform-
. The above extracts will be communicated to all heads of departments for MAY
ation and guidance, .
(True Extract.) g s
Chief Secretary.
To the Public Works Department.
» 8l Heads of Departments under
the Chief Becretary. ,

Exd. A Baih. 3 Fo ™"
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following paper :—
Extracts from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1895, No. 5-F,

In August 1894, sections . . . of the Code were amended,
mainly in order to correct an erroneous impression that appeared to exist regarding the
nature of the revised estimates of expenditure and their connection with the
budget estimates. It was evidently believed in some cases that to * provide ” for
increased expenditure in the revised estimates superseded the necessity of applying
for an additional grant ; and it was still more often thought that the submission of
these revised estimates was the proper and only occasion for applying for an additional
grant to cover expenditure which had not been provided for in the budget estimates.
The orders thus revised have, however, not been uniformly observed by Local Govern-
ments and Administrations, or by the responsible officers subordinate to
them ; while the Government of India have had frequent occasion to notice that
confusion still exists as to the object which the revised estimates of expenditare are
designed to serve, and as to the rules regarding applications for additional grants. I
am, therefore, directed to communicate the following observations for guidance.

2. The budget estimates are passed and sanclioned before the commencement of
the year to which they apply. They provide for expenditure within certain limits ;
and Local Governments have power, subject to well-known rules, to regulate their
expenditure within these limits. Outside these limits no expenditure of any sort
whatever can properly be incurred, unless a special additional grant to cover it has
been applied for and sanctioned by the Government of India.

3. The revised estimates (not revised budget estimates, as they are often
improperly called) make no provision for any expenditure whatever ; they are accepted,
not sanctioned, by the Government of India; and no entry in them carries with it any
authority for expenditure of any kind. They do not even provide for, or authorize,
the expenditure of charges already entered in the budget estimates; for these latter
alone possess anthority. The revised estimates are not budgets or appropriations of
money, nor do they supersede the budget estimates as the basis for the regulation of
expenditure. They are estimates pure and simple, prepared for information, in order
to indicate to Government how far the expenditure already sanctioned (in the budget
estimates and in subsequent additional grants, if any) will be worked up to. If the
figures for expenditure in the revised estimates exceed the total of the budget
estimates, and of special grants already made or applied for, they clearly must be
wrong, . . .; for no expenditure can be incurred that has not been sanctioned,
and if it had become apparent, before the preparation of the revised estimates, that
expenditure in excess of existing sanction would be necessary, additional sanction
would, under standing rules, have been applied for at once.

4. The ruleis that sanction to all expenditure in excess of budget provision must
be applied for as soon as it becomes apparent that such expenditure will be necessary.
When, however, the excess expenditure under individual heads is small, it may happen
that the general review of the year’s requirements which is made for the purposes of
the revised estimates discloses for the first time the necessity for such expenditure.
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‘When that is the case, the application for an additional grant must be made

separately, and in a complete form, so that it may be disposed of quite apar: f:z -
revised estimates. It has, indeed, no connection with those estimates ; for the m the
of the application is a condition precedent to the inclusion of the sum ap l‘in‘:ikmg
in the estimates : in short, the estimates depend on the grant, not the grant I:,pzn :‘(1‘;

estimates.

5. As soon, then, as it appears that expenditure in excess of budget sanction will
be necessary, an application for an additional grant should be made at once.
be shown—

(1) that the expenditure is necessary and unavoidable, or at least in the highest
degree advisable ;

(2) that it could not have been foreseen when the budget estimates were pre-
pared ; or, if it could have been, it must be explained why the necessary
provision was not made;

(3) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation within the budget grant for
. . . expenditure,

(4) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation from the budget grants under
other major heads of expenditure which are controlled by the Local
Government.

6. . . . extra expenditure may occasionally be highly advisable, though
not absolutely unavoidable. For instance, expenditure which produces revenue may
have to be increased in the course of the year; and if a demand should spring up

. it must be met at once, or the revenue may be altogether lost. But in all
cases the necessity for the proposed excess expenditure must be fully explained and
justified in detail : mere general references to a probable increase in the receipts are
insufficient. '

. * * * * *

1t must

Orper—dated 2nd May 1895, No. 353, Financial.

The above extracts will be communicated to all heads of departments for inform-
ation and guidance.

(True Extract.)
Chief Secretury.
To the Public Works Department.
,, all Heads of Departments under
the Chief Secretary.

Exd. A. Baité.
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FINANCIAL.
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@.0., 2nd May 1895, No. 353.
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Forest Expenditure.

Communicating to all Heads of Departments,
for information and guidance, extracts from the
Government of India circular embodying remarks
regarding — included in budget and revised
estimates.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following paper :—

Extracts from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1895, No. 5-F.

In August 1894, gections . . . of the Code were amended,
mainly in order to correct an erroneous impression that appeared to exist regarding the
nature of the revised estimates of expenditure and their connection with the
budget estimates. It was evidently believed in some cases that to ¢ provide ” for
increased expenditure in the rovised estimates superseded the necessity of applying
for an additional grant ; and it was still more often thought that the submission of
these revised estimates was the proper and only occasion for applying for an additional
grant to cover expenditure which had not been provided for in the budget estimates.
The orders thus revised have, however, not been uniformly observed by Local Govern-
ments and Administrations, or by the responsible officers . . . subordinate to
them ; while the Government of India have had frequent occasion to notice that
confusion still exists as to the object which the revised estimates of expenditare are
designed to serve, and as to the rules regarding applications for additional grants. I
am, therefore, directed to communicate the following observations for guidance.

9. The budget estimates are passed and sanclioned before the commencement of
the year to which they apply. They provide for expenditure within certain limits ;
and Local Governments have power, subject to well-known rules, to regulate their
expenditure within these limits. Outside these limits no expenditure of any sort
whatever can properly be incurred, unless a special additional grant to cover it has
been applied for and sanctioned by the Government of India.

3. The revised estimates (not revised budget estimates, as they are often
improperly called) make no provision for any expenditure whatever ; they are accepted,
not sanctioned, by the Government of India; and no entry in them carries with it any
authority for expenditure of any kind. They do not even provide for, or authorize,
the expenditure of charges already entered in the budget estimates; for these latter
alone possess authority. The revised estimates are not budgets or appropriations of
money, nor do they supersede the budget estimates as the basis for the x:egulation of
expenditure. They are estimates pure and simple, prepared for information, in order
to indicate to Government how far the expenditure already sanctioned (in the budget
estimates and in subsequent additional grants, if any) will be worked up to. If the
figures for expenditure in the revised estimates exceed the total of the budget
estimates, and of special grants already made or applied for, they clearly must be
wrong, . . .; forno expenditure can be incurred that has not been sanctioned,
and if it had become apparent, before the preparation of the revised estimates, that
expenditure in excess of existing sanction would be necessary, additional sanction
would, under standing rules, have been applied for at once.

4. The ruleis that sanction to all expenditure in excess of budget provision must
be applied for as soon as it becomes apparent that such expenditure will be mecessary.
When, however, the excess expenditure under individual heads is small, it may happen

that the general review of the year’s requirements which *is made for the purposes of
the revised estimates discloses for the first time the necessity for such expenditure.
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‘When that is the case, the application for an additional grant must
separately,.and in a complege form, so that it may be disg(l).:ed of ;uilt): :;,?,: f:f) b
revised estimates. It has, indeed, no connection with those estimates ; for the l:kphe
of the application is stla.l cond}lltmn precedent to the inclusion of the sum "Ppllined |f°r
in the estimates : in short, the estimates depend on the grant, not th
estimates. : S R

5. As soon, then, as it appears that expenditure in excess of budget saneti i
be necessary, an application for an additional grant should be made atg onceflc linm:]:tl
be shown—

(1) that the expenditure is necessary and unavoidable, or at least in the highest
degree advisable ;
(2) that it could not have been foreseen when the budget estimates were pre-
pared ; or, if it could have been, it must be explained why the necessary
provision was not made ;
(3) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation within the budget grant for
. . . expenditure;
(4) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation from the budget grants under
other major heads of expenditure which are controlled by the Local
Government.

6. . . . extra expenditure may occasionally be highly advisable, though
not absolutely unavoidable. For instance, expenditure which produces revenue may
have to be increased in the course of the year; and if a demand should spring up

it must be met at once, or the revenue may be altogether lost. But in all
cases the necessity for the proposed excess expenditure must be fully explained and
justified in detail : mere general references to a probable increase in the receipts are
msufficient.

Tt » » * *
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Orper—dated 2nd May 1895, No. 353, Financial.

The above extracts will be communicated to all heads of departments for inform-
ation and guidance.

(True Extract.)

J. F. PRICE, MAY.

Chief Secretary.

To the Public Works Department.
,, all Heads of Departments under
the Chief Secretary.

Bzd. A. Baitt.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following paper :—
Extracts from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1895, No. 5-F.,

In August 1894, sections . . . of the . . . Code were amended,
mainly in order to correct an erroneous impression that appeared to exist regarding the
nature of the revised estimates of . . . expenditure and their connection with the

budget estimates. It was evidently believed in some cases that to ““ provide 2’ for
increased expenditure in the revised estimates superseded the necessity of applying
for an additional grant ; and it was still more often thought that the submission of
these revised estimates was the proper and only occasion for applying for an additional
grant to cover expenditure which had not been provided for in the budget estimates.
The orders thus revised have, however, not been uniformly observed by Local Govern-
ments and Administrations, or by the responsible officers . . . gsubordinate to
them ; while the Government of Tndia have had frequent occasion to notice that
confusion still exists as to the object which the revised estimates of expenditare are
designed to serve, and as to the rules regarding applications for additional grants. I
am, therefore, directed to communicate the following observations for guidance.

2. The budget estimates are passed and sanclioned before the commencement of
the year to which they apply. They provide for expenditure within certain limits X
and Local Governments have power, subject to well-known rules, to regulate their
expenditure within these limits. OQutside these limits no expenditure of any sort
whatever can properly be incurred, unless a special additional grant to cover it has
been applied for and sanctioned by the Government of India,

3. The revised estimates (not revised budget estimates, as they are often
improperly called) make no provision for any expenditure whateyor ; they are accepted,
not sanctioned, by the Government of India; and no entry in them carries with it any
authority for expenditure of any kind. They do not even provide for, or authorize,
the expenditure of charges already entered in the budget estimates; for these latter
alone possess authority. The- revised estimates are not budgets or appropriations of
money, nor do they supersede the budget estimates as the basis for the regulation of
expenditure. They are estimates pure and simple, prepared for information, in order
to indicate to Government how far the expenditure already sanctioned (in the budget
estimates and in subsequent additional grants, if any) will be worked up to. If the
figures for expenditure in the revised estimates exceed the total of the budget
estimates, and of special grants already made or applied for, they clearly must be
wrong, . . .; formno expenditure can be incurred that has not been sanctioned,
and if it had become apparent, before the preparation of the revised estimates, that
expenditure in excess of existing sanction would be necessary, additional sanction
would, under standing rules, have been applied for at once.
4. The ruleis that sanction to all expenditure in excess of budget provision must
be applied for as soon as it becomes apparent that such expenditure wil] be necessary.
en, however, the excess expenditure under individual heads is small, it may happen
that the general review of the year’s requirements which is made for the purposes of
the revised estimates discloses for the first time the necessity for such expenditure.
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When that is th.e case, the application for an additional grant must be F
separately, and in a comple?e form, so that it may be disposed of quite
i estix'natgs, . It has, lr}deed, no connection with those estimates - for th .

of the application is a condition precedent to the inclusion of the s’um apglline,:lh? e
in the estimates : in short, the estimates depend on the grant, not th or
estimates. » e grant upon the

5. As soon, then, as it appears that expenditure in excess of budget sancti 3
be necessary, an application for an additional grant should be made atgonc:?c ll(znmv:,l::
be shown—

(1) that the expenditure is necessary and unavoidable, or at least in the highest
degree advisable ;

(2) that it could not have been foreseen when the budget estimates were pre-
pared ; or, if it could have been, it must be explained why the necessary
provision was not made;

(3) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation within the budget grant for
o7 je expenditure ;

(4) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation from the budget grants under
other major heads of expenditure which are controlled by the Local
Government.

6. . . . extra expenditure may occasionally be highly advisable, though
not dbsolutely unavoidable. For instance, expenditure which produces revenue may
have to be increased in the course of the year; and if a demand should spring up

; it must be met at once, or the revenue may be altogether lost. But in all
cases the necessity for the proposed excess expenditure must be fully explained and
justified in detail : mere general references to a probable increase in the receipts are
msufficient.

7. * * L] * Y

made gt once,
apart from the

Orper—dated 2nd May 1895, No. 353, Financial.

The above extracts will be communicated to all heads of departments for inform-
ation and guidance,

(True Extract.)

Chief Secretary.

To the Public Works Department.
,, all Heads of Departments under
the Chief Secretary.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following paper :—
Extracts from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1895, No. 5-F.

In August 1894, sections . . . of the . . . Code were amended,
mainly in order to correct an erroneous impression that appeared to exist regarding the
nature of the revised estimates of . . . expenditureand their connection with the

budget estimates. It was evidently believed in some cases that to ¢ provide ” for
increased expenditure in the revised estimates superseded the necessity of applying
for an additional grant-; and it was still more often thought that the submission of
these revised estimates was the proper and only occasion for applying for an additional
grant to cover expenditure which had not been provided for in the budget estimates.
The orders thus revised have, however, not been uniformly observed by Local Govern-
ments and Administrations, or by the responsible officers . . . subordinate to
them ; while the Government of Tndia have had frequent occasion to notice that
confusion still exists as to the object which the revised estimates of expenditare are
designed to serve, and as to the rules regarding applications for additional grants. I
am, therefore, directed to communicate the following observations for guidance.

2. The budget estimates are passed and sanclioned before the commencement of
the year to which they apply., They provide for expenditure within certain limits ;
and Local Governments have power, subject to well-known rules, to regulate their
expenditure within these limits. Outside these limits no expenditure of any sort
whatever can properly be incurred, unless a special additional grant to cover it has
been applied for and sanctioned by the Government of India.

3. The revised estimates (not revised budget estimates, as they are often
improperly called) make no provision for any expenditure whatever ; they are accepted,
not sanctioned, by the Government of India; and no entry in them carries with it any
authority for expenditure of any kind. They do not even provide for, or authorize,
the expenditure of charges already entered in the budget estimates ; for these latter
alone possess authority. The revised estimates are not budgets or appropriations of
money, nor do they supersede the budget estimates as the basis for the regulation of
expenliture. They are estimates pure and simple, prepared for information, in order
to indicate to Government how far the expenditure already sanctioned (in the budget
estimates and in subsequent additional grants, if any) will be worked up to. If the
figures for expenditure in the revised estimates exceed the total of the budget
estimates, and of special grants already made or applied for, they clearly must be
wrong, . . .; for no expenditure can be incurred that has not been sanctioned,
and if it had become apparent, before the preparation of the revised estim:tes, that
expen liture in excess of existing sanction would be necessary, additional sanction
would, under standing rules, have been applied for at once.

4. The ruleis that sanction to all expenditure in excess of budget provision must
be applied for as soon as it becomes apparent that such expenditure will be mecessary.
When, however, the excess expenditure under individual heads is small, it may happen
that the general review of the year’s requirements which is made for the purposes of
the revised estimates discloses for the first timo the necessity for such expenditure.
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When that is the case, the application for an additional grant must be made at
separately, and in a complete form, so that it may be disposed of quite apart f: .
revised estimates. It has, indeed, no connection with those estimates ; for the ;’:k!'-he
of the application is a condition precedent to the inclusion of the sum applied for
in the estimates: In short, the estimates depend on the grant, not the grant upon the
estimates. :

5. As soon, then, as it appears that expenditure in excess of budget sanction will
be necessary, an application for an additional grant shonld be made at once. 1t must
be shown—

(1) that the expenditure is necessary and unavoidable, or at least in the highest
degree advisable ;

(2) that it could not have been foreseen when the budget estimates were pre-
pared ; or, if it could have been, it must be explained why the necessary
provision was not made;

(3) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation ‘within the budget grant for
. . . expenditure;

(4) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation from the budget grants under
other major heads of expenditure which are controlled by the Local
Government.

6. . . . extra expenditure may occasionally be highly advisable, though
not absolutely unavoidable. For instance, expenditure which produces revenue may
have to be increased in the course of the year;and if a demand should spring up

. s it must be met at once, or the revenue may be altogether lost. But in all
cases the necessity for the proposed excess expenditure must be fully explained and

‘nstified in detail : mere general references to a probable increase in the receipts are

nsufficient.
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Orprr—dated 2nd May 1895, No. 853, Financial.
The above extracts will be communicated to all heads of departments for inform.-
ation and guidance.

(True Extract.)
Chief Secretary,
To the Public Works Department.
all Heads of Departments under
= the Chief Becretary.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

FINANCIAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap—the following paper :—

Extracts from Government of India Circular, dated 21st March 1895, No. 5-F.

In August 1894, sections . . . of the .- Code were amended,
mainly in order to correct an erroneous impression that appeared to exist regarding the
nature of the revised estimates of expenditure and their connection with the
budget estimates. It was evidently believed in some cases that to “ provide ” for
increased expenditure in the revised estimates superseded the necessity of applying
for an additional grant ; and it was still more often thought that the submission of
these revised estimates was the proper and only occasion for applying for an additional
grant to cover expenditure which had not been provided for in the budget estimates.
The orders thus revised have, however, not been uniformly observed by Local Govern-
ments and Administrations, or by the responsible officers subordinate to
them ; while the Government of India have had frequent occasion to notice that
confusion still exists as to the object which the revised estimates of expenditare are
designed to serve, and as to the rules regarding applications for additional grants. I
am, therefore, directed to communicate the following observations for guidance.

2. The budget estimates are passed and sanclioned before the commencement of
the year to which they apply. They provide for expenditure within certain limits ;
and Local Governments have power, subject to well-known rules, to regulate their
expenditure within these limits. Qutside these limits no expenditure of any sort
whatever can properly be incurred, unless a special additional grant to cover it has
been applied for and sanctioned by the Government of India.

3. The revised estimates (not revised budget estimates, as they are often
improperly called) make no provision for any expenditure whatever ; they are accepted,
not sanctioned, by the Government of India; and no entry in them carries with it any
authority for expenditure of any kind. They do not even provide for, or authorize,
the expenditure of charges already entered in the budget estimates; for these latter
alone possess authority. The revised estimates are not budgets or appropriati(_)ns of
money, nor do they supersede the budget estimates as the basis _for the {'egul.atlon of
expenditure. They are estimates pure and simple, prepared for mformaﬁmn, in order
to indicate to Government how far the expenditure already sanctioned (in the budget
estimates and in subsequent additional grants, if any) will be worked up to. If the
figures for expenditure in the revised estimates exceed the total of the budget
estimates, and of special grants already made or applied for, they clearly must be
wrong, . ., .; for no expenditure can be incurred that has not been sanctioned,
and if it had become apparent, before the preparation of the revised estimates, that
expenditure in excess of existing sanction would be necessary, additional sanction
would, under standing rules, have been applied for at once.

4. The ruleis that sanction to all expenditure in excess of budget provision must
be applied for as soon as it becomes apparent that such expenditure will be necessary.
When, however, the excess expenditure under individual heads is small, it may happen
that the general review of the year’s requirements which is made for the purposes of
the revised estimates discloses for the first time the necessity for such expenditure.
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When that is the case, the application for an additional grant must ; :
separately, and in a complete form, so that it may be disposed ofnquil:: m f:‘:m
revised estimates. It has, u}dped, no connection with those estimates ; for the e
of the application 1s 51 com:lxltmn precedent to the inclusion of the s’um appm
i imates : 1 rt 1
in !:he t?:.lma in short, the estimates depend on the grant, not the grant upon the
5. As soon, then, as it appears that expenditure in excess of budget sanction will
be necessary, an application for an additional grant should be made at once. It must
be shown—

(1) that the expenditure is necessary and unavoidable, or at least in the highest
degree advisable ;

(2) that it could not have been foreseen when the budget estimates were pre-
pared ; or, if it could have been, it must be explained why the necessary
provision was not made;

(3) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation within the budget grant for
. . . expenditure;

(4) that it cannot be met by re-appropriation from the budget grants under
other major heads of expenditure which are controlled by the Local
Government. ;

. 6. . . . extra expenditure may occasionally be highly advisable, though
‘not absolutely unavoidable. For instance, expenditure which produces revenue may
have to be increased in the course of the year; and if a demand should spring up

.. . it must be met at once, or the revenue may be altogether lost. DBut in all
cases the necessity for the proposed excess expenditure must be fully explained and
Sustified in detail : mere general references to a probable increase in the receipts are
nsufficient.

& ~ bd : * * &

Ozrper—dated 2nd May 1895, No. 353, Financial.

The above extracts will be communicated to all heads of departments for inform-
-ation and guidance.

(True Extract.)
J. F. PRICE,
Chief Secretary.
4
To the Public Works Department.
,, all Heads of Departments under
the Chief Secretary.

Bsd. A Baitt.
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