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Public Works in charge of Civil Officers.

unicati Revenue, Judicial and Public Works Departments and the Account-
a.nt-(fe:::‘r?l lettm -ttlllxoe Go‘;ernment of India on the aubject of the audit and adjustment_of
expenditure on —, and stating that further orders will issue in the Revenue and Judicial
Departments on certain points in the letter.
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might be explained more o
GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS. ’

. 4
g practice is and that it mq agai A
considered whether there is any objection to accepting the Rg. 1,000 m{leis: Y kﬁ :
working guide in future,
i e ENT. 5. I am directed to mention that one of the cases referred to in the first sent.
FINANCIAL DEPARTM 3 of paragraph 8 of my letter, No. 4280 i e

o g
} 5
sl . ( -A. of September 24, 1897, was the construetion | ‘iw ‘\
_ of a cellul_ar. jail in Sputh Arcot costin f - I am to inquire whether, | »}

! in the opinion of His Excellency the Governor, it is not Bk
Reap—again the following paper :—

] irable that expenditure | . § K'A\}
to the audit of the Public Wk I Ve
G.0., Nos. 729, 730, Financial, dated 28th June 1899.

s Accotints officers,

irecti Government of India be addressed regarding the transfer
All’lsméivm;‘l—tcl)) ltl.‘]?gtlil?ib?il: tV%T}é:ks (Br:partment of the control and the audit and record of
f;:?;;nSifure on Public Works in charge of Civil officers.

———————

OrpER—No. 1063, Financial, dated 29¢}, September 1899,
i\ Communicated t

0 the Judicial, Revenue and Publie Works D
Accountant-General,

cpartments and the

Reap—also the following paper :— b Tndis. @
. FINLAY, Esq. Secretary to the Gogernment Of lndia, Finance
Froman{l- gonFl‘merce Depar(%xﬁeut (Accounts and Finance—Audit, ete.), to the

Chief Secretary to the Government of Madras, dated Simla, 7th September
1899, No. 4141-A.

G. STOKES, .;,55;7
Chief Secre{ary.
irected & dge the receipt of your letter, No. 730, dated the 28th
¥ Iﬁfiﬁ)glrfgtfvi;:h?ﬁogilgn tle systlzem.iny force in Madras in regard to the
ug% nd ;;d'ustment of expenditure on Public Works in charge of Civil officers,
audl > tha']g in the opinion of His Excellency the Govgrnor in Council, the
a‘E:am Bea}:’:xdvoca,ted by the Government of India in the letter from this department,
;Io. §260-A., dated the 24th September 1897, is undesirable,

L ? (u_“
- ly, T am directed, in the first instance, to explain that 1t was not the s
inten%i'oino;efhz,Govermnent of’ India to interfere ait 2311 W(;t}l?l the ex1sic{1ng Eiraﬁtife in

ich in Madras includes Excise also and Forest works whic ave, . '

d ;egz;‘: 1123c ti?ltf Ig(:vnin:l?islgepat tment, No. 35014 , datol t;he. 14th August 189 6_, Béds To the Judicial Department.

sgeciaily exempted from the operation of the Rs. 1 ,000 limit. T am also to point out

» Igeﬁ:me Department,

I : ublic Works De tment,
hat the Government of India do_not contemplate the transfer to the Publie Works ,’, Aooountant-(}emarlz’:ll.r &
b' g): rtme) the execution of works now executed by Civil officers, but only the

transfer of the audit of the expenditure on {the more important of such works from
the Accountant-General to the xaminer, Public Works Accounts, the Civil officers in

such cases being treated as Public Works disbursers,

ing the Salt, Excise and Forest works to which, as above expl_amed,
the o?&eﬁxﬁxad;mgt intended ,to apply, the most important account in ]Madras 1s that
for minor irrigation works, ard befo.re deahq with the matter finall
ment of India desire to have further 1nforrr}a§10
to these works. It appears from the Administ

' idency for 1897-98 that the expenditure incurred by Civil officers on
fxl:ii(?xl- a\ggilscsPir:sthat gfear was Rs. 3,60,278 ; that all thig expenditure was u:murred
on the repair of 1,229 tanks ; that the whole outlay on new works, Rs, 17,248, was
incurred by Public Works officers ; and that repairs costing Rs. | 0,627 were executed
by the same agency. The actual Practice cannot be very certainly inferred from the q -
administration report, but it seems cloar_

(1) that the average cost of the repairs executed by Civil officers did not
exceed Rs. 293 ;

(2) that even in the case:of minor works under the Revenue De
works and certain repairs, probab

Works officers,

e :
~

partment, new
ly the more Important, are carried out hy Publie

Exd. W, D'Moss,
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e ) sf"L:GBvernment of India desire to have further information as to the present practice 't
Pd 1ee in regard to these works. It appears from the Administration Report on Irriga-

(‘Jtion Works in the Madras Presidency for 1897-98 that the expenditure incurred

14 by civil officers on Minor Works in that year was Rs. 3,60,278 ; that all this
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No. 4141-A.
GOVERNMENT OF INDIA. :
FINANCE AND COMMERCE DEPARTMENT. (1
ACCOUNTS axp FINANCE, i % ‘
Audit, etc. \
To 2
Tue CHIEF SECRETARY T0 THE GOVERNMENT oF MADRAS
: Sz'?nla, the Jth September 1899.
SIR,

I am directed to acknowledge the receipt of your letter No. 730, dated
the 28th June 1899, in which you explain the system in force in Madras in regard
to the audit and adjustment of expenditure on Public Works in charge of civil
officers, and say that in the opinion of His Excellency the Governor in Council
the change advocated by the Government of India in the letter from this Depart- 4

le1al . ment No. 4280-A., dated the 24th September 1897, is undesirable.

2. In reply 1 am directed, in the first instance, to explain that it wa: not the
intention of the Government of India to interfere at all with the existing practice
in regard to Salt (which in Madras includes Excise also) and Forest works which)
have, by the letter from this Department, No. 3501-A, dated the 14th August 1896,§
been specially exempted from the operation of the Rs. 1,000 limit. I am also to point
out that the Government of India do not contemplate the transfer to the Public
Works Department of the execution of works now executed by civil officers,
but only the traqsfer of the audit of the expenditure on the more important of
such works from the Accountant General to the Examiner, Public Works Accounts,
the civil officers in such cases being treated as Public Works disbursers.

“+ 3. Excluding the Salt, Excise, and Forest works to which, as above explain-

‘ﬂ'e‘d, the orders are not intended to apply, the most important account in Madras L
V'c.d is that for Minor Irrigation Works, and before dealing with the matter finally the ’

30

expenditure was incurred on t}}e repair of 1,229 tanks ; that the whole outlay on
new works, Rs. 17,258, was incurred by Public Works Officers and that repairs
costing Rs. 10,527 were executed by the same agency. The actual practice
cannot be very certainly inferred from the Administration Report, but it seems
clear—
(1) that the average cost of the rep.airs executed by civil officers did not
exceed Rs. 293 ;
(2) that even in the case of minor works under the Revenue Department,
new works and certain. repairs, probably the more important, are
carried out by Public Works Officers.
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4. If this is correct, it would seem that the

enforcement of ap order that
expenditure on all works which cost more than

\
Rs. 1,000 should be audited by

rture from the existing
of His Excellency the

early what the existing

there is any objection t

practice,
Governor
Practice is, and
0 accepting the

and I am to request that, with the permission
in Council, it might be explained more cl
that it may again be considered whether
Rs. 1,000 rule as a working guide in futur

o A »
" ".
e. .’ ’.‘ & ¢ - ¥ " b
5. Lam directed to mention that one of the cases referred to in the first e o e
sentence of paragraph 3 of my letter No 4280-A. of September 24, 1897, was -
the construction of a cellular Jail in South Arcot costine a lakh of rupees, | am g
/m"" """ | to enquire whether in the opinion of His Excellency the Governor it js not ' g
(er ¥ A Slo* | desirable that expenditure on such a work should be subject to the audit of the ‘ ’
7 ’: ! | Public Works Accounts Officers, '
oW
%Y
I'have the honour tq be,
c C'F‘C."-““‘r
\\\\“»" Y LE LT o SIR,
5 e
8 |4 N \ Your most obedient Servant, "y ¢ ('
“— -~ > .
) - 2
\IQ/V/'J ‘." 3 ‘
"SNT oF ™ —
Secretary 20 the Governmens of Mdia, ' Al b, e
-\ ’..
. ] ,( .
Cory forwarded* ¢, the Public Works ' B
* Original Papers returned, . 4
Department for information, T
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