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1612 Noveuser 1888, No. 3632 W., Pusuic WORKS.
M ~

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS. 4 _
TMENT.

PUBLIC WORKS DEPAR

i

General.
Account.

Rm_the fOHOWing paper pp— 3
From Colonel H. M. VIBART, R.E, Superintending Engineer, V Circle, to the
Chief Engineer, Public ‘Works Depal'tment (through the Examiner, Public

'Works Accounts), dated Bangalore, yth October 1888, No. 2942 A.
6, it was ordered that a

_In para. 4 of G.0., No. 858 th M

3'11:1 should be given b the snggesti(’m made by the then Superintending Engineer
t,for w.orks undertaken at the Public Works Workshops, the General Superinten-
dent’s estimates for any job, as approved by the mer who ordered it, shall be
binding both upon the General Superintendent CTECS tho oustomers. This IS stilLn.
force, as mentioned in para. 31 of the Deputy Examiner’s note in G.O., No. 3474 W

dated 20th December 1887.
2. In para. 4 damd2nd30 s
P of my letter No. 2403, ﬁmamp might be abolished and actual

as far as all Government work is concern
cost glua percentages charged without undue profit or g Pt
. . The General Superin Public Works Workshops, considers estimates
should be treated as es‘{‘{mtf: i,e,ﬁ? both for Government departments as well as for
private individuals, and that charges made for work done should be the actual cost of
the work plus the percentages in all cases, in accordance et e V11 of
the Government of India Public Works Code: yolume 111 of 1887, and that the practice
of treating estimates as binding Wi areby sonsiderable extra profits accrue to the
W?l'kshops is unfair to the customers. 1 would advocate the adoption of the procedure
laid down in the Government of India Code M’“Ph a}ludeq to, and would suggest
that when estimates are framed under this rulin, for private individuals and sent to
them for approval, a copy of the Government ia Code paragraph should be attached
to each estimate and, if tho parties refuse 10 967 to the condition Eoety Rning,
the work will not be carriedpont. I would remark, howeveh that no prohibitory orders
have been passed in G0, No. 3474 Woy 48165 Sioth Decamber 1887, on Ehe Mnethioes
brought to notice by th(;’De[;uty Eﬂﬁzin er of extra (? derived l&ylthe workshops
from actual cost of work falling below the cost previousy e Ry
observ. e that in cases of work ot g;e the Worhh. ops for private individuals
turning out to be bad and baving tobedonﬁo'm'&‘m’”mtﬂﬁ”““f the rams
ordered by Messrs. Stanes and Co it cannot be €xI that t pa:‘t:at_o doing the
work a second time will be bm"by the petnon'ﬂ “d”edl, i in such cases
f.t:hl%u will fall on the workshops, and thers "m'“,?& dedn?ﬁ:g iﬁi m -
osses if : m estimates T cost
plus the W?%Wb;wm“‘ to the workshops 88 extra profits.

mber 1887, 1 suggested that,

Forwarded with the remar’ from an 800002 pony
250 :ie:‘PIer tomch,::: wmlk::t' 1n all cases 8 proposed
. o ' ) P cB'mBTIE, ﬁajor R.E.
8th November 1888 (B‘Bn.d) . s 0 Ewma’, Public Weorks Accounts.

No. 2661 : ~
s point of View, it will be very
, by the Superintending
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