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FURTHER PAPERS.
Estimates for Public Works

I?epuhhent. Date. G.0. No. DepMent. Date. ‘ ,h o
Approving the recommendation of the Chief Engineer in regard to the annual
fo to be made by the Inspec_:tpr-Geneml of Prisons of the requirements of the
jails under his ¢harge, and cancelling the orders prohibiting the preparation, without
the prior sanction of Government, of estimates exceeding Rs. 500.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS,

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT

Bnildingl and Road.
Civil Works,

Reap—the following papers: —

Endorsement, in the Judicial Departm

from the ent, No. 1856
Office-note from the Exr;emmi seal of Prisons, Madras N. dated 6th Beptember 1897
September 1807, Public Works Aooot,mt!:'hﬁ;& dated 204 S"P‘Gmb’eflisl;fﬁr

Letter fro ras, No. 2077
1897-m the Inspector-General of P ags B./A., dated 20th

Office-note from the Exami -
e 1898.e xaminer, Public Works Accounts, Mad

Letter from ras, No. 11
Offi 1898, the Inspector-General of Prisons, Madras, No C. 47 I B./A., dated 15th
ce-note from th s i 3. 8
Maroh 1088 e Examiner, Public Works Aocounts, Madras dated 6th February

General of Prisons, Madras, No. 1120

»

”

» dated 30th March 1808.
' »  2th April . ,,

»
» ”" %

—

Note by : :
Y the Chief Engineer, Public Works Department

. In his letters quoted
Ry g pgactice 8:0hvlj§i] the Inspector-General of Prisons asks for a recon
or a g

1897, where an estima ' G.0. N :
ms!nnee Of the Emntzrforpstreu . ok 0. 2130 W., dam 4t.’h Augus‘
te for sinking a weil.”

2. The practice origi :

on the initiati riginated with G.0., No. 19
Riicial Your soner. g miner, who cotsidared that 4 oll e S Al s
Bl ymr st Vi ey i s o A L sl
sanctioned thirteen estimates -of uring the year 1894-95 the Consulting Architect
The first estimate sanctioned hasom In connection with the General Hospital, Madras.
Stk s:g ppened to be & providing designation boards.”” The
that  the nomenclature in thges on would, the Consulting Architect pointed out, be
would ‘be: that .of, the firet. estinaior e s o1 the whole, thirtasn eefiamg C2
er proposed R NY Z. roviding designation boards,” The
for each bﬁilding atto tl?eet by dlﬁi"“lt; by amngixglg t.olg::l:tgtl " ot:)re estimate
would, he considered, « s."‘ml‘l!nencement of every official year.” This arrangement
the case. Moreover in CloTip fy accounting considerably,”” and this is undoubtedly
¢ Volume II, Chapter I, paragraph 99, it is distinctlly laid
dings

down that a central jail i g
as “‘sub-works.” jail is to be considered as one “ work » and all its out-bui

e e it
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nspec .General of Prisons, in the correspondence quoted above, con-
id sﬁThgi{écnlﬁe? 1:1 the way of framing one estimate for each ¢ work ” per aunum
S ;nsurmountable. He points out that, to enable him to

if not 1
zﬁ?at:ezeg:::’imienm of each building, it would be necessary for him to tour all
the Presidency just before the commencement of each official year, so as to see
ovelll' building for himself. 1f this be so, the arrangement must be admitted to be
108 racticable, but such a tour seems to be altogether unnecessary. The Chief Engineer
:imps not insl;ect every building before submitting or sanctiomng estimates for its
e that duty i8 delegated to the Executive Engineer in charge of the division,
L vk lly supervised by the Superintending Engineer. In the same manner the
g?;m;mn}:lent of a jail can surely be trusted to ostimate the requirements of his
:ail with occasional supervision on the part of the Inspector-General.
gr correct in his interpretation of the
licit on the subject, and it is sub-

4, There is no doubtlathat the Extaminer is

the latter are not very exp
g : be met if the Inspector-General of Prisons is directed to
requirements of each jail under his

mitted that the case wil :
annually in January of the
ke o fuseles g / year under the heads :—
(1) Minor new works. | (2) Repairs.

charge during the ensuing official

'« forecast would be forwarded to the Executive Engineer in charge of the
divis'ilt‘)l;mwﬁo, under the authority given to him by Code Volume I, Chapter I1X, para-
« 48 and 59 (see below ), would prepare two est tes only, one headed Central
1898-99, and the other Central J. all—Repa;lrs, 13198—99 ; the
v building being included under one or the other, and the
:ﬁéﬁm?ésﬁ?n;e mﬁoned by %he Superintending Engineer, if within his powers,
or, if not, submitted to Government for sanction. Any other works found absolutely
ne'cegsa.ry’ during the year would be considered as supplemental to one or other of the

above estimates and sanctioned accordingly. '
5. The Inspector-General of Prisons raises the further question as to whether the
existing orders * prohibiting the prepara-

*@.0., No, 1787 W., dated 15th June 1892.  tion, without sanction of Government, of
. o 2806W

Jail—Minor new works,

7th Oct. o estimates exceeding Rs. 500 should not be
‘relaxed. He points out that the ruleis
de or the recent policy of decentralization

»

not in accordance with the Public Works Co

of work.
6. In this conneetion it may be remarked that Code paragraph 59, Chapter IX,

the Executive Engineer with a discretionary power of refusing
Volume I, vests the y for which he is not satisfied, which power can be

i ks of the necessit :
gﬁ;ﬁ;‘i:edo{)yw:;e Superintending Engineer. I agree with the Inspector-General of
Prisons that it is unnecessary to g0 beyond hCOde rulest_m t}fm respect, they being
- Government against the prepara ion of unnecessary estimates
sufficient to safeguard Go head quoted above be cancelled. ’

and I recommend that the rulings on this
(Signed) ~ W. B. peWINTON,

16th May 1898. Chief Engineer.

I

. G. CARDEW, Esq,, M.A. Inspector-General of Prisons, Madras, to the
From. 4. to Govex’-nm;ln,t, Pui)lic Works Department, datt;d Ootac;.mund,

Secretary
7th June 1898, No. 2858.

Russell’s endorsement, No. 382/D., dated 1st June 1898, I have

reply to Mr. ! ; 4
o without referring to the technical dificulties surrounding the

h r to state
e hether a,]'ail should, for account purposes, be regarded as a single “ build-

tion, W :
911:188?” tlll:’at, if the suggestion in paragraph 6 of the Chief Engineer’s note is adopted,
) to accept the proposals in paragraph 4, provided that the forecast

I am pre : : )
shouldp bepzer:arded to the Superintending KEngineer rather than to the Executive

Engineer.
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W., dated 6th July 1898,

rohibit the preparatio
prior sanction of Govern
Executive Engineers will
guided by the provisions
X, Volume'T.

(True Extract,)

To Superintending Engineers.

»s the Consulting Architect.

» the Exawiner, Public Works Accounts.
the Superintendent of Works, Lighthouse Division.
the Chief Engineer for Irrigation.
the Judieial Department.
the Publie e
the Educational |,
the Ecclesiastical ,,
the Finaneial =
the Revenue & -
the Local and Municipal Depértment,
the Marine Department, -

n, without the
emmant,ofemmam
in future be
of the Public
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