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. but to the Superinten

.Proceedings of the Madras Government, Public - W, or);s. Dep‘;zrtmem
24tk Seplember 1867, - !

‘No.:586.  -Read the following Endorsement of ‘the Secretary to the Gbi}ern

ment of India, Public ‘Works Department i .
1867, No. 904 A i— partment, dated Sianla, Gth Septenibor
Read the following Circular from the Government of IndiAa"‘, Pubhc Works Depart

ment, (Account,) to all Local Governments and Administrations, (except
b}

Madras and Bombay,) dated Simla, 4th September 1867, No. 85

1. The Accountant General has brought to notice that the Ménthly Retura, .-
S ,‘» .

p];epared by Executive Engineers and called *“ a Statement of Objectionable Items”
(Form No. 38), contains so many entries that are mer . marks a : s

: ely remarks i
regarding item y and explanations
advantage be discontinued.
¢ Audit Note on the Accounts.”

9. The Controller is expected to exercise his, discretion in éxclﬁd‘in from th
Audit Note items which do not require further explanation from the gEx‘ t1 .
Engineer or ‘Superintending Engineer, such as in cases when he is aware thectu 1:'6
mates have been prepared and submitted by the Executive Engineer, and a~ ss .
by the Superintending Engineer to the Local Government oroAdm;nistraia}Sbe bon
have not yet been sanctioned by competent authority. Such cases need 10111: ”
entered in the Statement of Objectionable Items in Form No. 50 submitte(;) I; d lllje
Local Government or Administration. And when there are it’:ems to whi ;t °
attention of the Superintending Engineer only is required, while no fu (t}:v tich tro
nation 1s Wanted from the Executive Engineer (such as wlien estimates g kexpla-
to have been submitted by the Iixecutive Engineer, but are not kn'owln t: fa n}())wn
forwarded on by the Superintending Engineer for the needful sanction) care:ﬁ e]?
in such cases, be taken to show that it is not a reference to the Executive En«r?[:le :
ding Engineer that is intended. DBriefly, the Controliler s
expected to address the particular officer whose attention has to be drawn to a .
point, or from whom explanation has been asked. The Executive Engineer shoxfli

not be referred to when the irregularity involved does not rest with him

3. Tt is also desired that, in preparing these documents, the entries instead
of following the sequence of the items in the schedule, should be groupe(i accord-
ing to the nature of the remark that has to be made regarding them.

4. Ttisto be anderstood that the chinge of pame directed in the first para-
t apply to the Statement’ * ' Form No. 50, which contains items

graph does no
Lie document in Form No. 38 for report to the Local Government or

sclected from t
Administration. ‘
s are expected to bring cases of serious irregularity to notice by

5. Controller
entering them in the Return, Form No. 50.

letter, in addition to
.6. The Return No. 59 shom.xld contain, not inerely items selected from the
Audit Notes, but als.o those 1tefms in which there is irregularity involved of which
val rests with authority higher than that of the Superintending Engineer.
- By Order, )
(Signed) C.H. DICKENS, Colonel, R. A,
Secretary to the Government of India, -

the remo

¥k

- that are not*‘ objectionable,” that the above -name may with -
That document will therefore, in future, be called
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Proceedma,, of the Madra RS —

8 Government, Pyp;
r i W
e 21‘7‘ Sepiember 1837, orks Depariment,

e
Copy of the foregoing

Madras, Pubhc Works Depar

forwarded to ]
10 Scerctary to tl
tment, for information, d to Government of

(Swnod). C 1. DICI\.ENS Coloncl, R. A.,
Seeretary to the Government of lﬂdta

OrpeR THEREON

ACCOUNT) NO. 57.

No. 587.

) QithSoptcmbcr 1867, No. 2,966.

Ordered to bo rceorded.

s (Truo Extract, ) -
1ghed :
gned) J, II, }. SITAW STEWART, Major, R. E.,

U?;dcr Secretary to Government.

© Ead S}. T. Augustin, ,

, 1crefore

: _ﬁom the'

~ authority.
" Ttems in Form No. 50, submlttcd to the Lozal Government or Administration.

~ And when there are items to which the attention of the Superintending
"Twmeer only is reqmred while no furthcrr explanation is wanted from the

“in such cases, be taken to s
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\Circular No. 85 vl’ublvic'»Work’s.
GOVERNMENT OF INDIA.
PUBLIO WORKS BEPART\I]]NT."

Account

To //

4
/

,; SIMLA the 4tk Septemlzer 1867.
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(fy /i‘w /"‘H ’w X,,w G"c" /», u{; ]

T Accouutant General ~has brou"ht "to no‘mce that the Mont ﬂy By

Return, prepared by Executive Engineers and called “a Statement of Objec-

JZZ QJUM / Wit rinntads ﬁ“}%ﬁéw w@/u,,«,,_,‘

tionable Items” (Form No. 38), contains so many entries that are merely
remarks and explanations regarding items ‘hat are not * objectionable,” that |

the above name may with advantage be dscontrnued That document mll
in future, be called « Audit Note on the Accounts.” . =

B The Controller is expected to ex0r01se his discretion i 1n excluding

Lxecutw

Engineer,
vernment or Admrmstratron, but have not yet been sanctioned by competent

* Such cases need only be enteredin the Statement of Objectionable

Lxecutue Engineer (such as when e estrmates are known to have been submitted
by the Executive ]]nomecr but are-not known 'to have been forwarded on

by the Supcrmtendlm Engineer - for the ncedful sanction), care should,

Enginecr but to the Superintending Engincer that is intended. Briefly, the

Controller is expected to

Executu e

! does not rest mth him.

“ Ttis also desired that, ‘n prepa"mg theee documents, the entrres

Audit Note itéms wh1ch do not reqmre farther explanatmn from ﬂxe' .‘

¢ Engineer or Supeuntendmfr En(rmeer, such a3 in cases when he
is aware that estmmtes 'have been’ prepared and submltted by, the Executive .
‘and passed on by the Supeuntendmo' Engineer to the Local Go-

hew that it is not a reference to the Eixecutive -
address the pertwul'xr officer whose attention has to

be drawn to any point, or from whom legplanation Qas been asked. The
Engineer should not be referred to W hcn the 1rrewular1ty involy edr

mstead of following the sequence of the items in the schedule, should be.

grouped according to the nature of the’ remark thaf has to be made reward- ,

‘ing them
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4. - It is to be understood that the change of name dirceted in the first

paragraph does not apply to the Statement in Form No. 50, which contains
items selected from the ‘document in Form No. 38 for report to the Lioeal
Government or Administration, N | |

ontain, not merely items scleeted from’
n which theye g irregularity involved

higher than that of the Superin-

the Audit Notes, but also those jtemg
} of which the removal rests with
. - tending Engineer,

‘authority

By Order, - RN

A %//%2 . @d Colonel, x. a., | , ‘ f
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