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delay of months) in the final settlement of any month’s a
aggregate amount of trouble and correspondence caused by mists
be gathered from the following figures, remembeﬂng that, as ofter
returned by the Executive Engineer to the Sub-Divisional officer, ha
by the latter to a section officer ; and possibly by him to some other su
the contractor must be got to initial some correction, Fre
sub-divisional accounts, obtained from the Executive Engineer,
sion, I find that in September 1886 as many as 149 vouchers

Divisional officers ; in October 99 ; and in 1887, in October § , in January 76,
99 ; whilst in some months il vouchers were returned; | from a recent inspection
report of the Goddvari Central division, it appears that of the vouchers of the
Nagaram sub-division, 56 out of 128 were returned in December 1887, 57 out of 160 in
January 1888, and 32 out of 172 in February. Besides these there are all the
vouchers not received with the sub-divisional accounts. ki SRR

5. Altogether I feel sure that directly and indirectly very great relief might be
given to Divisional offices and to subordinate offices by a little attention to the causes
which lead to difficulties and delays in obtaining and submitting satisfactory vouchers,
and 1t is on this account, and not because of a little inconvenience to the Examiner's
office, that I have taken the matter up. I do mot share the opinion expressed by so
wany officers as to their impossibility of applying any satisfactory remedies.

6. The delays occur principally in connection with vouchers for payments to
contractors, piece-workers (so-called), and suppliers of materials, and, as far as these

are concerned, it appears, from the replies of the officers consulted, that the causes of

delay may be stated as follows :— fa
(@) Delivery through Sub-Divisional officers of cheques drawn by the Executive
Engineer, because the cheque may remain undelivered, and therefore
unacknowledged, long after it has been brought to account. & fin
(¢) Transmission of cheques through the post, because the post office often has
a difficulty in finding the payees who are oonum;ag - on the move, and
when the letter containing the cheque is delivered, the payee isin no
hurry to acknowledge it, even if, as often happens, he does not
refuse to give a receipt owing to his not admitting the co
the payment, R
(¢) The necessity of sending vouchers after ﬂ;% Executive
away from head-quarters when they arrive. pu
(d) The necessity of sending bills to subordinates for the )
their signature to the certificates of work done. s
(¢) The fact of Sub-Divisional officers requiring subordinates to
triplicate and deferring submission of vouchers to the
when less than the required number (3 of ¢
(/) Returning of vouchers to Sub-Divisional officer,
for explanation of high rates and unauth
(#) Similar returning of vouchers for the purpo
the payee to corrections made by the ]
sional officer, &c., thé delays in such cases
by difficulty in finding the payee.
() Similar returning of vouchers on account of
signature of the payee, or in the attest
of final payments) because of ‘the om
own handwriting the words “in fi
(7) Multiplicity of forms, which leads to-
return of the voucher for preparatio
(/) Complexity of forms and consequent
kinds, any one of which { 1
correction. o
7. The first cause of del;‘i( ) ha
dated 3rd March 1888, which proh
before delivery ; it is therefore unn

1

or a considerablo proportion of
ce may be expected to effect

instances of delay in some di
ided as much as possible on

trict by code rule the sending of ¢
the post. Considering the disfavor w
 practice, I do not think any prae
the transmission of cheques through the po
arties having established places of business
ues (or transfer receipts or what not)
claimed in bills drawn by the payees 8
ments to the general run of contrac
~might be much more than counterb
ons on the delivery of cheques through
t present the code (para. 1371) prohibits:
bordinates not in charge of sub-divis
‘of head-quarters sub-divisions in
j, is at present 63, and the number o
ns or sub-divisions is 153? 5 t];e rgmg:sl
‘subordinates only would therefore more than
B:Ei?fil;: Wouldyconsiderably expedite pay
thing if it Were never necessary to .
he practice is allowed af all, it is ¢
through a Sub-Engineer or a supe} it ?
t can be delivered through a sub-overseer )
the same man should be trusted one day af
in more important matters and not in &

" 10. Then with regard to such payments as

to think that it would be

‘of the department were allowed to £
Még:;.d??aAt present  the code |
have to be made outside the divis

the payee by means of remittax
As letfers containing remiftances 2 i
in the present system for remittances ne
as the postage has to be pagi- :
exceed the registration fees, it
Government pocket into anott
ments to be made by postal m
gment of payment Whick
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in payment of sums due by officers of the department in their offiial W S
thig?:yit might very possibly be a considerable mmm SVRTE T
certain divisions to be able to dispose of & number of payments by‘; ey
favor of the District Postmaster, which being sent to him with a number ¢
applications, would ensure the early return of an ot vy sbasingrd

sity for any more formal correspondence than that on the coupon of tt

but, as stated above, payments made in this way should, I think. be confined to race
which the payee has an established place of a business and a fixed postal address.

13. The next cause of delay (¢), the sending of vouchers after ‘the EX§édﬁv ‘
Engineer if he is away on tour, is more correctly a cause of aggravation of some delé,e
already otherwise occasioned. The additional delay thus caused ought never to'bg ;
serious, and it is not at all desirable to do or say anything that would tend to diminish
the personal intﬁ;‘ference (f)f- the Executive Engineer in such matters. The Me oF
the Executive Engineer from head-quarters must of course ‘ : .
this is unavoidablg, y mm : v dehy allb mnug, bu_t

14. The next two causes (d) and (¢) of para. 6 must to some extent be considered
together: (d) is an’instance of a not uncommon cause of inconvenience in connection
with other matters also. * A form is drawn up in accordance with some theory as to
the procedure to bé followed in conneetion with it ; and then, either the ﬁileory proves
tc{) be w(xl-ong, or it is not reduced to rule, or it is reduced to rule, but the rule is not
observed. ; iy . e
15. In order to understand the difficulty in this case it is necessary 6 turn to
form No. M 14 (white or yellow) and to observe the sequence of the signature near
the bottom of the third page of the form. First of all the overseer or other subordi-
nate in charge of the work is supposed to sign the bill with the detail of the quanti-
ties and value of work done, and then the Sub-Divisional officer is supposed to certify

»

to the effect that the claim is correet, and that the necessary measurements have been
made by him (the Sub-Divisional officer), &c., &e. Now the napural presumption from
this would, I think, be that the subordinate in charge of the work draws up the bill

on the basis of measurements taken by himself, and that the Sub-Divisional officer then

passes it on the basis of check measurements taken by himself. This is presumably

¥

the theory on which the form is based ; but it iis very doubtful whether this 1 eory is
correct, and it certainly has not been reduced to rule; and if anything, code para.

1820 implies that it is wrong. I R LV

16. Turn now to cause (¢). The Exeéﬁﬁn"B" ineer, Madura divisi
rently says that Sub-Divisional officers expect bills in tri li cate from sub
and when the full number is not received, they wait for them before |
voucher on.to the Executive Engineer, and on this the Superintendin
(Colonel Pennycuick) says ‘ No. 6 appears to be due to & bills
subordinates instead of by Sub-Divisienal officers, and should not be
The italics are mine, - g frm B s

17. In connection then with () and (¢) the first thing
to be followed, and when that is done the for
present the procedure, varies ; in some ‘
Sub-Divisional officer, who prepares the bi
the Sub-Divisional officer, and, as a
sional officer, but by the subordinate,

i bt

subordinate has to be obtained in the p
the latter procedure is followed, the bi
obtained afterwards, and then of
office with the cash account.

(and not by the Sub-Di

hy he should be made to sign
‘money amounts arrived at by ap
o all this he might almost as well p
reference to para. 18 above, there
certificate so as to make it readil
Oy @:mbordinafe (and checked or
 are taken by the Sub-Divisional
s the bill, always supposing that

as to which Colonel Pennyeuick Ilt al

and fast rules, does not seem |

iy 'y to take the opinions of Superin

g the procedure to be followed.
it should be settled that the !
y think he should not be required
h reference to fe) St
. As regards (/) it appears to me that ¢
ion of high rates and unauthorised cha
ach matters is quite right, but it does
‘submission in any way. L
be brought to account and vouc
if any) is a separate matter.-

3. Delays arising from the next cause’ ’

of obtaining the initials of the pa
done ‘away with. The correctio
amount of the payment. No pa
favor ; and it might very Wi
; necessary where the correction i
- Perhaps, however, 1t might be
d of making any actual corre
payment was S0 much for su

- {. With regard to the next point (

11 should be exercised in 1
tial and often difficult of

‘omissions which, once m
the form of recording the

s
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The man in respect of whom additional precaution ﬁ‘i'ﬂiﬂyﬁ

man who cannot read and write, and in his case thie requirement in

assistance. I am moreover disposed to think that it is best to act s

principle that a man must be held to understand and accept that whi

that if you act on the contrary principle of t unnecessary precautions to

him, you unnecessarily run the risk of prejudicing your own cause any. oase §

which the precautions may be omitted. For: the sar w0, Toidte ok dht »m

voucher need be objected.to because when the pay in eyt 1 g

amount is not entered in the vernacular—see note 3 on the s

form 14-a. It might be worth while to take the opinions gnhe

to the usefulness of requiring contractors to add tr:fn m

When it is remembered that*every contract agreement is in °

like straining at a gnat and swallowing a camel to insist on these

protection of the contractor in the matter of individual Pﬂl’meuh. i
27. In any case I think that, when such requirements as these are not

the best plan 1s to pass over specific omissions and to take mhtg:;pﬁw of m

the ¢

or too frequent, neglect of the rules by any individual. .

28. The next (and last) two causes (7) and (J')m'alhﬂmty “Wen 4V

forms are probably, bet¥een them, responsible for a good half of the delays, either by

themselves or in combination with other causes, : A :

29. With regard to the complaint as to the multiplicity of forms, it e ser
that there are five forms (Nos. 14 white, 14 yellow lgic ?5 and 37)}:1':?; bﬁ: :::
nection with claims and payments for works done or materials supplied. Three of the
varieties (14 white, 15 and 17) correspond to differences (reﬂorﬁlppoaed) in the
nature of the service rendered ; the other two varieties are due to differences in the
cécasion on which the payment is made. i § $rix b, G et

30. Bearing in mind the sort of establishment by which the sed, ther
can, I think, be no doubt that this multiplicity offfory;ns is ‘lihlyfot:m fa:le tgsef;tqfll::z
mistakes. It is not only that the clerk concerned is likely to use a wrong for’n},»i-but.
the differences beWveen such forms as, say, 14 and 14-a, as regards me‘ian\angeménts of
the matter, and the inclusion of certain things in one form, and their omission in another
are confusing and cause mistakes ; and every mistake leads to the réturn of the wmchez:
for revision. Multiplicity therefore, so far as it is not abselutely necessary, is éiéaﬁy
objectionable. 9 Shbat L R et et

31. 1 helieve that Tor all oceasions on which bills of contractors and suyphem

have to be preparéd by Sub-Divisional officers or by subordinates (if subordi "
allowed to prepare them at all), a single form fmgﬁt" tomas:;“hgf su'g.ﬁerdlm s
between forms 14, 14-a and 17 is that 14 is for contract work, 14-A for
(so-called), and 17 for materials supplied. Between contract
as hitherto uaderstood, there is no real difference ; ‘and there
see why one and the same form should not be made’ suitable
bills for materials. In both cases the particulars required are t
tion, quantity, unit, rate and amount. It s just possible tf
to provide two alternative forms of certificates; but as the
be signed by the Sub-Divisional officer himself, :
this should not give rise to any mistakes ; and I
ficate could be drawn up to snit'both cases.
32. The ouly possible difficulty that I
separate form (M 17) for suppliers’ bills is
conveniently be made to provide for sh
in which materials are obtained from one man
form M 17 ; but this is very much a question
of bills for materials, that, as a matter of
(Nflgiri)n which advantage is taken of th
that, in all other divisions, separate bills are mad
the Nflgiri division the materials ch: to e
probably the bill in its ultimate ly

Y 4

listinetion of,ivorksiiﬂ.: nade.

by making out separate
were any substantial advan

improbable that the practice woul
eparate bills will of course occasionally
or two for receipt stamps, but this e

| the code (para. 1642) already lays down th

s shall be taken for payments for separate
' lggpte"l’mbf:rm M 14 (see -b_ookdf ns) d
the forms being used for large supplies ; and if
pplies, it must, I think, be even fm bl

ger the supply, the greater the pre
r of different works. s

wlﬂ only add, with régard to
ecessary, to provide clearly for a for
‘the subordinate actually

form the basis of the ce

nsidered a proper voucher u
7 of the stores.. Such receipts are e
eolumn 9 of form M 17, viz, “by
not receipted below ; ” but they
wever, that it is a mistake to dispense
have been received by the officer
 the receipts exist, they may easily

spe , of the same supplies. I think, theref

Formvls might with advantage, I
to be used on occasions of paym

since I4st previous payment. This would.

s, and as regards final payments it
such cases the receipt should be tak

; I be very much better (always supposin, :
n quite apart from the certificate) to take

has not been done since the date of
¢ has been done, the circumstances unde
- stated in that part of the form
done would ordinarily be enteretl.
'in the use of the present form 1
by the trouble and waste of
({m Apart from this dou

in using form 16.
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edure would, T think, wﬁhﬁmi‘f Tifie:
m’mm any additional work. A

39. Under glode )para. 1818d(u it now stind

ssibly a subordinate) is snpposed to prepare contra
Eh?e ongmal to the contractor for presen Qﬁa’ scuti
a certified copy to the Divisional oﬁee. An a;mt;tu' g’ act,
original to the contractor is a dead letter, because as & rule co
go to the Divisional office, and seve;alo hﬂ?e t variou
this rule should be altered. 1 am di
and that the Sub-Divisional officer should on’l he
the Kxecutive Engineer. Whether he should m
separate matter to be considered in connection tho emoEn ' the mumber of
aertified copies required ; but he need prepare only for the Executive
Engineer, and the certified copy which, T take it, in dl cup ut contract certificates,
will eertainly be required in the Divisional oﬁoe, wonld be made in the Divisional
office; and in cases of final payments the white certificate received from the Sub-
Divisional officer would, by the addition of a few words, be made to answer for the
certified copy of the yellow certificate (to be drawn up also in the Divisional office)
on which the contractor’s signature would %e takén. The occasions for mistakes
owing to the use of twe different forms in the Sub-Divisional office would thus be
obviated, without any additional work asywhm, ‘but’ with a transfer—in itsclf,
probably desirable—of a eertain monnt of copymg ﬁun wmmmm to the
Divisional office. _ yiihida i

40. In this way a smgle form wou!&be Qﬂwﬁhﬂ f&‘#x. forms for use in
Sub-Divisiopal offices (or possibly by subordinates) in conmection with claims of
contractors and suppliers ; and a greaf meny mistakes, and much oomequent trouble
would, I think, be prevented 1t is necessary to remember that it is generally the

s altered,

i v par O‘l;le copy tor
d m‘fwhmﬂeﬁ i8 a

. Sub-Divisional officer’s clerk, not the Sub-Divisiona) officer Limself, who draws up the
~ certificates, and that he probably makes a good mu?y mistakes which mﬁdet;eeteﬁ by,

and corrected under, the instructions of the Sub- vammmf’ o tmuble

caused by the multiplicity pf forms is by no'means con mmhkea detected in
the Divisional office or in andit. )

41. A separate form would of course be nu'e& for Wmeat' to bond ﬁde picce-
workers, as defined in G.0., No. 94 W,, dated llth Jan 1888, hut this will reallr'
be a muster roll of laborers paid in a particular " The form is under consider-
ation in connection with your office-note No. 1805 C., datech 7th. M&y 1888, forwarding
letter No. 325 G.D., dated 35th April 1888, from the Superintending Enginecr,*

"1 Cirele. There is no prebability of any eonfusion between ﬂns !om and t.haaontract

certificate form. i
42. The next, and last, pomt is the eomplentyof thd”!mns **h connection

. with this point it will perhaps be sufficient at present to ednsider only this one form

14 (contract certificate) which, as explained above, might
form to be used by Sub-Divinmmlﬁem or mbordiuﬁea‘.- B

43. The first point to benot;oedm connection wiﬁl '
anmply a receipt for a sum paid. A complete certificate
is made, consists of six distinet parts, namely— =
(9) ths&ocketri‘thg vmgay ofmmti*mL
in the Divisional office or in the Examis
(?) a statement of the mmmu’n claim—or
~ giving qnanlmes vahe of M :

~ certificate ;

y hamde &e only

—

B —————L_

MW"‘ these six parts, except the,last,

of specific items of information, and am
these items may necessitate the return of
gh the receipt itself is a perfectly eorrec
themfore suggests itself whether it
, separate document altogether. There i

a change, but I am disposed to think
nt: practice ; and, as regards the pm

anfage whatever would be secured b

ﬂould no, longer be involved with mista

1 for mistakes and correspondence would
o6 of the connected documents. :

do think, however, that the frequeﬁcy of
on account of mistakes and o;mssmns in 0

mbly reduced by limiting the matter w Lé'_

-assent to; because, as long as the €O
; rt of the document, any ¢
' hy his initials or signatures,

the form now stands, the dontracto 15
0 theory that the so-called bill is hi
ave, a pure fiction. The so-calle
rork done, on which the contractor m
without prejudice to him, whet]
oi the valuation ; and the fiction which re
a hgendomd by the contractor as his ¢
re to all corrections, but it is n

g mnnot prepared to say whether, in pourl;_ f
receipt for the payment made (¢ ) comnits h

given under the heading Memorandu

above ” in the receipt form apply,.
¢ Payments now made” it the ¢

the contracter must certainly be

Whether his signature really comrhits him

18, valpe of work done, amount of
: ‘hon but if a contractor is 2t

s tﬂl‘@ to an th]ng that can posm

§
b
n.
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be filled up in the form——by any mdxvidml are mw
be very easy to bring them all on the docket, includi &:mm% It would
and the references to Executive Engineers’ or. Bnbxfngisi it ol oertlﬁoate,

- book in case of check-measurements, and to bring fi filled w
one and the same individual, so thE:t’ every individ oono:'i:i?l ﬁxl: %:;nhve uEi;’

neer, the Sub-Divisional oﬁ”wer, the subordinate in charge of the work, the accountant,

all the details requmd from him. Also in the case of details which do not require to

be stated more than once—if at all—e.g., the amoun
security lodged—the fact should be clea’xi’y shown wmmhog, and posltxon of the

and the head clerk, should be able to see at & glance whether he has or has not entered

51. Another improvement, in the same direction, would be‘ho arrange the notes

so as to bring clearly under the notice of each indivi neerned,

or accountant checkirng the bill or oerhﬁwte, t?edlmn;%le mrmol:hus i
disbursement, the cashier or other actual disb and 80 on, all th e, the
which he mdmdually should look to before or when domg his ahnr: o?lt):mlt)e

I do not suppose that this would altegether put a stop to mistakes; buteI tl;:?:kesft

would prevent a great many. If wé cannot prevent a from
careless -
o mistakes, we can at apy rate make it less dzﬁcuﬁ for a careful manl::t;voxd thxg;kmg

52. The following alterations of “details #f
desirable, and would all tend to prevent oceasion i‘ohremmm:i mmm firm 8 Rt

(a) The form should provide (as form M 14 A does at preaaht} Ior an order ‘

to pay, by the responszble disbursing officer. ©

() Also for sbowmo clearly by whom &emgayﬁﬁ is actually

(¢) The parts and pomts to be prepared or checked by the ieo’;mnhnt should be
clearly indicated, and provision should be made for ﬁa"mxtmlhng each
such part; his signature or initials under * Remarks b the Executi
Engineer ” as at present provided for, seems quite out of plac g

(d) The provision for entering details of *payments now " under fﬂe
head “Memorandum of payments " requires to be.ea.refnn f'oonsidiored,
adapted to the actmal circumstances of the cases lated : v
matter of fact the payments in the shape of stores or _materials, b
are very seldom really “snow made;” they generally tspmaent sfx?:g

14

. previous transactions which is in ence not s
(e) Space might perhaps be left ﬁnder iently omitted.
Divisional o ﬁicgis-. the certificate for “Bemn*ks by the Sub-

53. Many mistakes in vouchers taken in the mlsoenaneoug reoelpt fonn l 17 |

might probably be prevented, by providing printed sample receipts showing, for all
)

ordinary eases (not many) for which this form is used, the particulars that should be S

given, snd the manner of entering them. These forms 1issued hﬁh},
would be easy to bind the sample reeelpta with each book :?ﬁorma h md it

54. In para. 22 I have suggested that the practice mﬁngm
of high rates and unauthoﬁd charges ah?mld. ‘be ;:oﬁw
are several other faults, not included in the causes- M
Engineers, which lead to the mﬁmm
to Sub-Divisional officers and by the latter to su

{¢) Want of explanation in case of cash paymer
tion, if reqtiired, can be obtained witho

(b) Vouchersmmannsenpt mmwmm,
(l)lO atanyt?tebetterﬂmnmni » g A
¢) Omission to enter the name Eagluh ;
D, e iy

(d) Want of explanation of delay in paymen
M
e ‘disburser’s >
(/) Account for which pu pan 8
 known fo be wron

B i el o Al il et

o
£
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I of aequittance rolls not ' :
aﬁaes entered AW‘

vﬂes%rict the transmission of cheques and frans
- to cases of creditors having established
e postal addresses, and to cases in which {
: mbmittse)d by the creditor hingself, and

o (pm
On the other hand facilitate payments by“

through any upper subordinate (para. 9

(3 }By allowing free use of the postal money o

Bettle definitely who is to prepare bills or
. prohibiting their preparation by sub 37
. officer and relieving them from signing
" arrange the form accordingly (paras. 14—2
5) Prohibit the returh of vouchers by Exm :
"~ officers, or by the latter to subordinafes, f
and unauthorised charges (para. 22), 0
.. ngx information which can be obta -
even supplied in the Divisional of

‘(6) ‘Allow the Examiner discretion to 8

 initials to corrections to the payee’s

(7) Do away, as far as possible, with n

insisting on an 1mp1ac’m,able i)

_ insisting on the pavee s entermg
full settlement of all demands,” or
the vernacular whenever the payee &

) If these requirements cannot be d
ne'rlect of them rather by notmmg
Slanation and remedy (often un
27) and allow the Examiner di
and omissions which cannot be
~ and delay.
uee to one single form the p
' to. contractors and supphers fo
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~57. T have only to.
Engineer, VI Circle, r
inspecting officer, that the
Examiner. It is very probs
“ghould be ” or *‘ ought to
the correet way, or the way

from ordering it to be done,
Neverthelm; to make a .;
tions that inspecting officers sh

likely to be construed as an
Any directions that it may
procedure in accounti '
given by myself. B
58. Copies of the several

The letters from Sup

No. 2930 W., dated 4th Novemb

stances whwhpmmtthn

the Examiner that vouchers should not 1
~_ returned for explanation of high rates or
81 unauthorised charges, or of such matters
as are described in para. 54 of the
note. The payments having Been made
should be brought to account, and the
ts. Explanation should of eourse be called
'y by a superior officer, but such explanation should

Ry pur. 8. With regard to (g), the Gov
of the payee Ment have no objection to allow -
the Executive Examiner discretion to accept vouch
omal officer, &c.; without the payee’s initials to correctio
’ mmﬂy Such initials need only be obtained whe
W ghaing the the correction increases the amount of
2 payment. , Sl
to the number of witnesses required to attest payments was
: referred to Superintending Engine
opsocountof .., No. 1291 W., dated 2nd ‘M
o of the witnesses 1558, and their replies will be consider
ents) because of separately. Superintenaing  kng
_to enter i are now requested to express their
words “in full 45 to whether any practical secu
i derived by requiring contractors
1 in their own handwriting the words * as ﬁé;al
” R
entirely concur with the Examiner in his remarks as
the delays and mistakes which arise

Bich leads to the we g1 number and complexity of the 4

to the return of

tion in the proper HOW prescribed for use by M

department, and are aware of

‘T“,,Annd consequently  necessity for simplifying and con

‘of various kinds, the forms as far as practicable.
necessitate the gygoestions of the Examiner under t

her for correction. © }eads are generally approved, and
t for consideration, the revised forms proposed by him, t

standing orders introducing them into the-eoﬁ.ﬁf hese, i

Wd to Superintending Engineers for opinion

enter No. 2856 W., dated 13th September 1888
(True Extract.) i
(Signed) o 4. 0. HASTED_,‘

’ to qunment.

o,
orks Accounts.
' Séptqmber 1888, No. 2856
forwarded to the Director-General
o to paras. 11 and 12 of th
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ACCOUNT.

Sidcda &obt. of (1888] Jult
' . , ‘ PUBLIC WORKS.
Dated September, 13th, :
. ' Recd. . :
, G.0.,13th Sept. 1888, Nos. 2855, /
2856 W. '

i : ' neers as to U
- ‘ : "accounts to which they relate.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

?UBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT.

General.
Account.

ﬁm the Government of India, Public Works Department (A
M), dated Simla, 23rd October 1889, No. 16, Public Works.

Payment of Cheques through Subordinates.
471. The Committee thinks that the order in paragraph 84 of

Code, should be so far modified as to permit of the oceasional payment of

at the discretion and on the responsibility of the disburser. The pmm
is strongly in favor of this view. ‘

Public Works Department Code, Vol. I, Chap. XII, para. 84.

t of Madras, Bombay, Bengal, the North-Western Provinces and

Central Provinces, Burma, Assam and Coorg.
e (for information 3
Wﬂl for Central India, Rajputana and Biluchistan..
' ‘Mlhn and Chief Commissioner, Andaman and Nioohr

%n (for information).
k rks Department.

h ,t;o Government of India for
ion (for mformatxon)

Railweys, Calcutta,

(Signed)

ernment of Madras,
498 Public Works
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gmdanoe.
9. The rule in the Madras mw

chapter XII vol. T of the Government of
as modified by Standing Orders Nos. 78
modified to accord with t present

e Rt

To the Chief Engineer for Irrigation.
Consulting eer for Railways.
s  Chief Engmoer, Penyﬁr Project.
To Superintending
To the Consulting itect to Government.
Exa.mmer, Public Works Aoomnﬁ.
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GENERAL.
ACCOUNT.

@b, of {1889} Hudrus.

pUBLIC WORKS.

-

i

Dated November, 16¢A.

Reed. Enel,

@.0., 16th Nov. 1889, No. 3244 W.

NOVEMBER.

Payment of Cheques through
Subordinates

Resolution of the Government of India
accepting the recommendation of the Com-

ittee on Public Works Accounts that
chapter XII, vol. I of the Code, should be
80 far modified as fo. permit the occasional
— at the discretidbn ‘and on the responsi-
bility of the disburser, communicated to
officers of the Public Works Department
with remarks.
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the payment of
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