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'to submit that

the introduction of a divided audit is an unnecessary complication.

8. The case would, of course, be different if the Board should wish to have a
concurrent audit conducted on their own account by the Examiner and to have the
accounts of construction kept under his control, in the same manner as when the
Madras Harbour Works formed a division of the Public Works Department. In that
case it would, no doubt, be convenient that the Examiner should be joint auditor on
behalf of both the Governor in Council and the Harbour Trust Board. ~That, however,
is an arrangement which could only be made in eoncert with the Board, and which
would, 1 think, require the confirmation of the Government of India. T could not
undertake such an audit under the terms of the present appointment; nor could the
Board, except by agreement, be required, under section 44 of the Act, to pay the costs
of an audit extending very much beyond the requirements of the Act.

C e R R L S
. Referred to the Marine Department, with advertence to G.O., in that department,
. Wo: 830, dated 3bth July ¥8BR aaels oAl indl Wi o 3odui o9
4t . (Signed)  J O. HASTED, Colonel, R.E,,

19tk September 18817. s Secretary to Government, P.W.D.
From R. W. BARLOW, Esq.;-C.S.,« Chairman, Harbour Trust Board, Madras,
to the Chief Secretary to Government, dated Madras, 10th October 1887,

No. 4108. ; :

In reference to G.0., No. 402, dated 9th September last, Marine, and adverting
to paragraph 3 of G.0., No. 330, dated £5th July 1887, Marine, I have the honor- to
forward extract from the Proceedings of the Harbour Trust confirmed at their meeting
held on the 7th instant; and beg to submit as follows for the orders of Government.

2. The only aundit obligatory under section 43 of the Harbour Trust Act being
an annual one, it scems unnecessary and undesirable that a monthly audit should be
made by the Public Works Department and Accountant-General, or by either of them.

It is, however, very advisable that there should be a monthly audit of the
Construction aéeounts, such as is now made by Messrs. Stiven and Traill Straith, and
the Trust prefer also to have a monthly audit of their Revenue accounts. =Govern-
ment have approved the appointment of these gentlemen, and they are practically
auditors appointed by Government as already laid down in the second of the Govern-
ment Orders above quoted, and it is, at all events, open to Government to select any
auditors they choose for the purpose of the monthly audit desired by the Trust, and
there is, therefore, no reason why they should not appoint auditors who have been
recommended by the Board. - h R L

3. I would submit for consideration that the joini annual audit by. the Accountant-
General and the Examiner, Public Works Accounts, is unnecessary, as the Accountant-
General could by himself do all that is required, to comply with the provisions of the

Act, and suggest— i 4,
. (a) An annual audit of a/l accounts of the Trust, including construction. This
qpéjt,,‘to;be;garriedt. out by the Accountant-General, unless it is found necessary to
~ have a joint audit by him and the Examiner, Public Works Accounts.
~ (4) A monthly audit to be conducted by auditors appointed by Government on

the recommendation of the Board.

EXNcLosURE.

Proceedings of the Harbour Trust Board at a meeting held at the offices of the Board
- *on Friday, the 30th day of September 1887. o
G A . © s i

)., No. 402, Marine, dated 9th September 1887, passing orders on the proposed
our byt lio '
is invited to address Government on the subject.

L] * *

3

2250 FEBRUARY 1888, No;'\62,' MaRINE.

e s . : 4

From W. DONALD, Esq,, Officiating Accountant-General, to the Chief Secre-
tary to Government, dated Fort St. George, 12th October 1887, No. 2785.

188"“;“1:1 reference to Proceedings of Government, No. 402, dated the 9th ﬁépffeﬁlber
¢ 1 have the honor to state that, in my opinion, the remuneration for the audit by

this office of the Harbour Trust ; r annum, ther t
WA b wsiioal o6 it rust accounts should be Rs. 500 per annum, wa{m@?;

—~————

2. T consider a monthly audit preferable, as errors of any description’ c‘a;yﬁﬁ e
detected and rectified without delay,” whereby later months’ accounts will be free
§r0m mistakes which, having been made once, might otherwise run through the whole

ear, ! F PLATTY TT QU

—_—

No. 3935-C. .
MEMORANDUM.

firobafic s

With reference to reminder from the Marine Department calling for early reply
to G.O., No. 402, dated 9th September 1887, regarding Harbour Trust accounts, the
undersigned has the honor to state that the Examiner, Public Works Accounts,is .
unable to answer the question asked in that Government Order until receipt of orders
on his letter, No. 62 W., dated 8th September 1887, referred to the Marine Depart-
ment under this office endorsement, No. 567-D., dated 19th idem. It is requested, =~
therefore, that this department may be favored with an early reply to the reference e
last quoted. seridd el ol e ;

CHEPAK, (Signed)  J. O. HASTED, Colonel, RE,
8th November 1887. 7 , ~ Secy. to Govt., P.W.D,
T R

To the Marine Department.

OxpEr—dated 22nd February 1888, No. 62, Marine. . '+ 10t o

The Government adhere to the view expressed in paragraph 1 of G.O., 9th
September 1887, No. 402, that if the Harbour Trust Board wish for monthly audits
of their accounts, these must be performed by the auditors appointed by Government
to conduct the annual audit required by section 43 of the Act——thatm,goiﬁamfaﬂé}

F‘;‘Wﬁ"’ Work ﬂ"

April 1888, by the Accountant-General and the Examiner of
Accounts. B Lo ko o
9. It was the intention of Government that the Examiner of Pu
Accounts should audit the censtruction accounts of the Harbour in the sami
Mr. Thorowgood’s office were a division undq;):the.“ff}fb]iq,Work's, D
there is any objection to this course either on the part of t@e}%o@gﬁ
Works Department, it should be clearly explained, and if Major Chris
the sanction of ‘the Government of India would be necessary,
Council is prepared to apply for it. o s ;
3. To the question asked in paragraph 2, 6.0, gth‘Bepte':h*bég
the Accountant-General has replied stating that he would make a
Rs. 500 whether the audit be monthly or annual only, and that as
venience he would prefer a monthly audit. The Examiner of Pub

To the Chairman, Harbour Trust Board ;
Public Works Department. ‘
Accountant-General.

”

»”

Exd. A. Raitt.



ol of 1885 SPadras. 4

MARINE.

R

i

. Issued

Reed. Enel.

G.0., 22nd February 1888, No. 62.

\

FEBRUARY.

Harbour Trust Accounts.

N Passing orders in regard to the joint audit of
e the — by the Accountant-General and Examiner
of Public Works Accounts.

-
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS. .~ . # . =

MARINE DEPABUMENT. . S

\

Reap—again the following papers :—

G0, dated 25th July 1887, No. 330, Marine: e
3 - an  JthSephs o g 402 DG ey i v

”

. —_— % % £ | SRRt s

Resp—also the following papers :— » i : gEai s

From Major C. H. P. CHRISTIE, R.E,, Examiner, Public Works Accounts,
to the Secretary to Government, Public Works Department, dated Madras,

i

$th September 1887, No. 62 W.

I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of Pl;blic Works Department G.0Q.,
No.2169 W., dated 15th August 1837, communicating Marjne Department G.0., &e.,
Nos. 330, 331, dated 25th July 1887s-and to request further instructions as to ‘the i
intentions of Government in appointing the Examiner of Public Works Aoeodnts ¢
to be auditor under sections 43 and 44 'of the Madras Harbour Trust Act of 1886,in
respect of expenditure by the Harbour Trust Board on construction work. i '

2. I understand that the duties of the auditor appointed under sections 43a}nd.744

of the Act are simply and solely to enforce observance of the provisions of (
IIL, IV, V and VI.of the Act (sections 21 to 42) in so far as the Acts and operations

of the Harbour Trust Board are, under the Act, subject to control and regulation by
the Governor in Council. : . ' SHRFAL g0 S

3. I further understand that, being appointed auditor solely in respect of
expenditure on construction works, the Examiner has clearly no concern with the
provisions of Chapters IV and V, relating to the ‘property and liabilities and to the =~ .

" borrowing power of the Board ; which are matters to be dealt with by the Accountsnt-
~ General, Madras, in his audit. S s U o sty e
4. My duties will therefore be confined to watching the observance of such of the -
~ provisions of Chapters ITI and VI as relate to expenditure connected in any way with.
construction works, and, directly or indirectly, subject to the control of the Governor

.in Counecil. : :

9. Lf the above view is correct, it appears to me that my duties in connection
with Chapter I11 will, taking the widest possible view of them, be confined to seeing
that the Board ‘does not pay to the Engineer, or to his substitute, more by way g?f g
salary and allowance, or grantsto him leave for ltil'lgér'efeﬁogs or for more mqnm
periods, or on more favorable terms, than are provided for in the rules KEPS
and approved hder sections 21 and 22 (1 to 4) as controlled by section
The Governor in Council has no control over the pay aadallownnoea a
any subordinate officer or servants ; and perisions and provident funds are
matters for the Accountant-General, Madras, to with, 5 8

6. In connection tith Chapter VI, on the suppositic
correct—that the estimate for the construction of the Harbour,
estimate ”” within the meaning of the several sections of this ch:
[seeing that all expenditure is duly supported b ouchers, will
that the Board do not charge to the Harbour construction any exp
and reasonably chargeable thereto, and that
construction *of the Hat;l;i)lnr, as 3} whc;lie, a
originally or supplementally, in the estima

: 'or,gin cass,:as of emergency, more than Rs. 2,
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No. 3935-0'
MEMORANDUH.

W ith reference to reminder from the Marine Department calling for
to G.0., No. 402, dated 9th September 1887, regarding Harbour Trust
undersigned has ‘the honor to state that the Examiner, Public Works
unable to answer the question asked in that Government Order untﬁ
on his letter, No. 62 W., dated 8th September 1887, referred to the ]
ment under this office endorsement No. 567-D., dated 19th idem, I

therefore, that this department may-be favored thh an early mply gha ‘e
last quoted. S '

3

CrEPAK, (Signed)
8th November 188T.

To the Marine Department.

OrpEr—dated 22nd February 1888, No. 62, Marme.

The Government adhere to the view ex in :
September 1887, No. 402, that if the Harbour Trugt Board »
of their accounts, these must be performed by the auditors gppumbld
to conduct the annual audit required by section 43 of the Aet—ths
April 1888, by the Accountant-General and the E
Accounts. Ao
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Exd. A. Raitt.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.
MARINE DEPARTMENT.

bt . . ‘
teap—again the following papers :— ¢

G.0., dated 25th July 1887, No. 330, Marine.
o w ... 3th Sept. 5w SR

”

Reap—also the following papers :—

From Major C. H. P. CHRISTIE, R.E., Examiner, Public Works Accounts,
to the Secretary to Government, Public Works Department, dated Madras,
8th September 1887, No. 62 W. '

T have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of Public Works Department G.0.,
No.2169 W., dated 15th August 1837, communicating Marine Department G.0., &ec.,
Nos. 330, 331, dated 25th July 1887, and to request further instructions as to the
intentions of Government in appointing the Examiner of Public Works Accounts
to be auditor under sections 43 and 44 of the Madras Harbour Trust. Act of 1886, in
respect of expenditure by the Harbour Trust Board on constructjon work.

9. T understand that the duties'of the auditor appointed under sections 43 and 44
of the Act are simply and solely to enforce observance of the provisions of Chapters -
IIT, IV, V and VI of the Act (sections 21 to 42) in so far as the Acts and operations
of the Harbour Trust Board are, under the Act, subject to control and regulation by
the Governor in Council.

3. T further understand that, ‘being appointed auditor solely in respect of
expenditure on construction works, the Examiner has clearly no concern with the
provisions of Chapters IV and V, relating to the property and liabilities and to the
borrowing power of the Board ; which are matters to be dealt with by the Accountant-
General, Madras, in his audit.

4, My duties will therefore be confined to watching the observance of such of the
provisions of Chapters I1I and VI as relate to expenditure connected in any way with
construction works, and, directly or indirectly, subject to the control of the Governor
in Couneil.

5 1f the above view is correct, it appears to me that my duties in connection
with Chapter 11T will, taking the widest possible view of them, be confined to seeing
that the Board does not pay to the Engineer, or to his substitute, more by way of
salary and allowance, or grant to him leave for longer periods or for moré frequent
perio?ls, or on more favorable terms, than are provided for in the rules to be framed
and approved under sections 21 and 22 (1 to 4) as controlled by section 24 of the Act.
The Governor in Council has no control over the pay and allowances and the leave of
any subordinate officer or servants ; and pensions and provident funds are presumably
matters for the Accountant-General, Madras, to deal with.

6. In connection with Chapter VI, on the supposition—which T believe to be
correct—that the estimate for the construction of the Harbour, as a whole, is ‘‘an
estimate ”” within the meaning of the several sections of this chapter, my duty, after
seeing that all expenditure is duly supported by vouchers, will be confined to seeing
that the Board do not charge to the Harbour construction any expenditure not properly
and reasonably chargeable thereto, and that they do not expend in any year on the

_construetion of the Harbour, as a whole, 4 greater sum than has been allotted, either

originally or supplementally, in the estimate sanctioned by the Governor in Couneil,
or, in cases of emergency, more than Rs. 2,000 outside such estimate,

7. Tf T have correctly understood the duties which would devolve upon me
under the terms of the appointment made in Marine Department G.O., No. 330, of
95th July 1887, it appears to me that there is nothing in them which could not be



"

 *equally well ‘donié by the A eral, Madras, and I venture to submit that
the introduction of a divided ‘unnecessary complication.

8. The case would, of course, be different if the Board should wish to have a
concurrent audit conducted on their own account by the Examiner and to have the
accounts of construction kept under his control, in the same manner as when the
Madras Harbour Works formed a division of the Public Works Department. In that
case it would, no doubt, be convenient that the Examiner should be joint auditor on
behalf of both the Governor in Council and the Harbour Trust Board. ~That, however,
is an arrangement which could only be made in concert with the Board, and which
would, I think, require the confirmation of the Government of India. I could not
undertake such an audit under the terms of the present appointment; nor could the
Board, except by agreement, be required, under section 44 of the Act, to pay the costs
of an audit extending very much beyond the requirements of the Act.

—_—

No. 567-D. :

Referred to the Marine De[;arbtnent, with advertence to G.0., in that department,
No. 330, dated 25th July 1887. :
‘ (Signed) J O. HASTED, Colonel, R.E.,

19th September 1887. Secretary to Government, P.W.D:

From R. W. BARLOW, Esq., C.8., Chairman, Harbour Trust Board, Madras,
to the Ch'&f Secretary to Government, dated Madras, 10th October 1887,
No. 4108. e

In reference to G.0-, No. 402, dated 9th September last, Marine, and adverting
to paragraph 3 of G.0., No. 330, dated 25th July 1887, Marine, I have the honor to
forward extract from the Proceedings of the Harbour Trust confirmed at their meeting
held on the 7th instant, and beg to submit as follows for the orders of Government.

2. The only audit obligatory under section 43 of the Harbour Trust Act being
an annual one, it seems unn and undesirable that a monthly audit should be
made by the Public Works Department and Accountant-General, or by either of them.

It is, however, very advisable that there should be a monthly audit of the

- Construction accounts, such as is now made by Messrs. Stiven and Traill Straith, and
- the Trust prefer also to have a monthly audit of their Revenue accounts. Govern-
ment have approved the appointment of these gentlemen, and they are practically
auditors appointed by Government as already laid down in the second of the Govern-
ment Orders above guoted, and it is, at all events, open to Government to select any
auditors they choose for the purpose of the monthly audit desired by the Trust, and
there is, therefore, no reason why tkey should not appoint auditors who have been
- recommended by the Board. f

- 3. 1 would submit for consideration that the joinf annual audit by the Accountant-

- General and the Examiner, Public Works Accounts, is unnecessary, as the Accountant-
General could by himself do all that is required, to.comply with the provisions of the
- Act, and suggest— : :

(a) Ap annual audit of all accounts of the Trust, including construction. This
~ audit to be carried out by the Accountant-General, unless it is found necessary to
have a joint audit by him and the Examiner, Public Works Accounts. ,
(6) A monthly audit to be conducted by auditors appointed by Government on
the recommendation of the Board. :

S ENcLosuRE. .
R e
ﬁnoaedmgs of the Harbour Trust Board at a meeting held at the offices of the Board
52 on Friday, the 30th day of September 1887. .
3 E * * *

Kn 40é Marine, dated 9th September 1887, passin orders on thé 'roposed

‘Trust accounts. : . : ' A
airman is invited to address Government on the subject.

» . * Sl

.

P,

~

From W. DON ALD, Esq., Officiating Aoeguntaat,-Genefal,f tot]m&}h :
tary to Government, dated Fort St. George, 12th October 1887,

1887“1131 reference to Proceedings of Government, No. 402, dated the 9th September
ek ave the honor to state that, in my opinion, the remuneration for the audit by
this office of the Harbour Trust accounts should be RBs. 500 per annum, whether the
audit be annual or monthly. 3 Sl ool spbel 0
2. T consider a monthly andit preferable, as errors of any description can be
detected and rectified without delay, whereby later months’ accounts will be free
irom mistakes which, having been made once, might otherwise run through the whole
ear, ‘ e 3 [ QULNSIE (S INE SO

e Y e
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7 e ’,»_i?,- s I ROLR :
No. 3935-C. # R e o
MEMORANDUM.

With reference to reminder from the Marine Department ealling for early reply
to G.0., No. 402, dated 9th September 1887, regarding Harbour Trust accounts, the
undersigned has the honor to state that the Examiner, Public Works Accounts, is
unable to answer the question asked in that Government Order until re ipt of orders
on his letter, No, 62 W., dated 8th September 1887, referred to the Marine Depart-
ment under this office endorsement, No. 567-D., dated 19th idem. It is requested,
therefore, that this department may be favored with an early reply to the reference
last quoted. - )

CHEPAK, (Signed)  J. O. HASTED, Colonel, R.E.
8th November 1887. : - RSecy. to Ww.D.
To the Marine Department. b ‘ ol & 5 * 2 it

Orper—dated 22nd February 1888, No. 62, Marine.

The Government adhere to the view expressed in paragraph 1 of G.O., 9th
September 1887, No. 402, that if the Harbour Trust Board wish for monthly “audits
of their accounts, these must be performed by the auditors appointed by Government
to conduct the annual audit required by section 43 of the Act—that is, from and after
April 1888, by the Accountant-General and the Examiner of Public Works
Accounts. _ L e bvoryitn ave Jed

2. It was the intention of Government that the Examiner of Public
Accounts should audit the construction accounts of ‘the‘ ‘Harbour lhﬂm Y
Mr. Thorowgood’s office were a division under the Public Works Departmes
there is any objection to this course either on the part o‘f‘ﬁgg,B ard
Works Department, it should be clearly explained, and if Major Christi siders®
the sanction of the Government of India wmgldboneoe&s&y}*ﬂh’ﬁx
Council is prepared to apply for it. i v i i: Ui ] *"

3. To the question asked in paragraph 2, G.0., 9th September 1887,
the Accountant-General has replied stating that he would make a yea
Rs. 500 whether the audit be monthly or annual only, and that as a
venience he would prefer a monthly audit. The Examiner of Public W
will now be requested to submit his reply=t§*€¥6?sgﬁfef | pibarg ¢

(True Extract)

TR

the Chairman, Harbour Trust Board. i ‘_ o i
5 Public Works Department. W~ = AP
Accountant-General. ;

”
”»

Exd. A. Raitt.



	G_O_NO_7550001-0002
	G_O_NO_7550003-0004
	G_O_NO_7550005-0006
	G_O_NO_7550007-0008
	G_O_NO_7550009-0010
	G_O_NO_7550011-0012
	G_O_NO_7550013-0014

