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G)VERNMENT;OF MADRAS.

IDCAL AND MUNICIPAL DEPARTMENT.

Reap-—again the fillowing paper :-—

6.0., dated Bth May 1890, No. 1227 1 Local and Municipal.

Asstract.— Rderring to the Presidents of the District Boards concerned, for verification and
early report, stateent showing the amount of estimates for Local Fund works scrutinized
by the Public Work Department ior the quarter ending 31st March 1890.

B,nm———also the bllowing papers :—

From the Fesident, District Board, Trichinopoly, dated 31st May 1890, No. 35.

From the Iresident, District Board, Kistna, dated Masulipatam, 31st May 1890,
No. 6.

From the 'resident, District Board, Tanjore, dated Vallam, 9nd June 1890,
No. b4,

—

From V. .. BRODIE, Esq, President, District Board, South Canara, to the
Chie Secretary to Government, dated Mangalore, 31st May 1890, No. 722.

With refeence to G.0., dated the 19th May+1890, Mis. No. 1227 L., I have the
honor to statethat T do not consider that the 23 per cent. for scrutiny should be
charged on R| 15,000 in the case of itera No. 12 in the accompanying statement
which appertas to this district, but only upon Rs. 7,500. j

9. Thesebridges stand on the same line of communication. They are of #he
same design, © the same size and the same spans, so that the superstructure designed for
the one is eqally well suited to the other.

3. The ost of providing such a superstructure was estimated at Rs. 7,500 and
this amount ‘s doubled in the estimate as well to show the cost of the two bridges
as to admit o provision being made for both of them.

4. Onlyine design and one ostimate for Rs. 7,500 was practically submitted for
professional crutiny, the design and estimate for the second bridge being merely a
duplicate of bat for ihe first. As the design and estimate for the second, therefore,
required no idependent serutiny, I think the charge for scrutiny should be made only
on Rs. 7,500(for one work) and not on Rs. 15,000 which represents the estimated
outlay on tw exactly similar works.

5. A coy of the estimate i8 herewith submitted for the information of Govern-
ment and th) enclosure of their order under reply is herewith returned

E—

From Y. A. HAPPELL, Esq, President, District Board, Godévari, to the Chief
Saretary to Government, dated 4th June 1890, No. 72.

' 1In refesnce to G.0., dated 19th May 1890, Mis. No. 1227 L., I have the honor
to state thatthe amounts entered in the statement therewith received are correct.

9. The stimate cubmitted for improving the Local Fund school-house at Amalé-
puram has ng yet been returned to this office duly sanctioned.

\
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ake the necessary adjustments in the accounts, in communication with the Examiner
of Public Works Accounts :—

(1) Under the eircumstances stated by the President, District Board, South
(lanara, the contribution payable for the serutiny of the estimates of the
works referred to should be calculated on Rs. 7,600 and not on

Rs. 15,000, i
(2) As the President, District Board, Tinnevelly, states that the estimate
, - amounting to Rs. 3,760 for constructing the dispensary building at Sétar
¢ included = dead-house estimated to eost Rs. 270, which the Superintend-

ing Engineer was specially requested not to check, the contribution
should be caleulated on the remaining sum of Rs. 3,490.

(3) No contribution should be charged to Local Funds for the scrutiny of the
estimate for constructing a latrine for the school-house at Anantapur,
which is a Municipal work, as already stated in clause (2) of G.O., dated
1st March 1890, No. 464 L. : |

(4) As the President, Distriet Board, Ganjam, reports that the construction of
the roads from Ichépur to Jarada and from Tekkali to Anantagiri have
been undertaken as professional agency works for famine relief purposes
and that the necessary allogments have been sanctioned from Provineial
Funds, no charge for the scrutiny of the estimates should be recovered

: from Local Funds.

,_+L5) The contribution for the serutiny of the estimate for the construction of the
High school building at Yellamanchili should be calculated on Rs. 1,800,
which the President, District Board, Vizagapatam, reports is the estimated
ost of the building, and not on Rs. 1,880.

9. The Fresidents of the District Boards of Tinnevelly and Vizagapatam are
requested to stte the circumstances under which the estimates amounting to Rs. 2,7 60
and Rs. 1,800 for repairing Road No. 6 Driver »id Malase -l and for constructing the
High school tuilding at Yellamanchili, respectively, were forwarded to the Public
Works Deparfment for scrutiny — vide No. 36 of the Local Fund rules.

3. The atention of the Public Works Department is invited to the remark of the
President, District Board, God4vari, in paragraph 2 of his letter.

(True Extract.)

J. F. PRICE,
Chief Secretary.

To the President, District Board, Anantapur.
South Canara.
Ganjam.
(Godévari.
Kistna.
Tanjore.

g & W i Tir_mqvelly.

i # 2 o Trichinopoly.
” » = Vizagapatam.
A ccountant-General, with a statement.
Public Works Department.
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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

LOCAL AND MUNICIPAL DEPARTMENT .

Reap—the following papers :—-
From W. A. WILLOCK, Esq., President, D
Chief Secretary to Government, dated Viza
L=

No. 1226.

With reference to paragraph 2 of G.0., No. 1810 L., dated 21st July 1890, I have
the honor to state that the estimate therein referred to was originally forwarded by
e oAt the President, Narsapatnam Taluk Board, to the Inspector of Schools, Northern Circle,
for the purpose of obtaining the samction of the Director of Public Instruction for
construeting & building in the compound of the high school building at Yellamanchili,

which belongs to Government, and a grant of one-

& ’/;{” : . third of the cost. The estimate
7 L e Z P e 4 2 p i 4 & p;
seems to have been forwarded to the Public W orks Department for serutiny by the
officers of the Educational Department and 1ot

by those of this department. It seems
to me, therefore, that no charge

istrict Board, Vizagapatam, to the
gapatam, Tth QOctober 1890,

for scrutiny should be made.

s"‘ No. 874.
T D Kitpy : i :
25 “/i/ e Referred to the Public Works Department for favor of remarks.

Fort St. GEORGE, (Signed) A. G. CARDEW,
Under Secretary.

94th October 1890,

No. 4390-C.

et
' Referred to the Superintending Engineer, 1 Circle, for report.
‘ S n (Signed) J. PENNYCUICK, Colonel, R.E,,
: £ 5 i _28”& Octobe{' 1890 SC('y, to Gr:l‘[., 2 ”/'D

From G. D. WYBROW, Esq., Superintending Engineer, I Circle, to the Chief
Engineer, Public Works Department, dated Dowlaishweram, 10th X oveéinbes
1890, No. 366-V.Z.

: With reference to your endorsement (her

1 98th October 1890, on letter from the President, .])istriet Board, Vizagapatam,
‘ objecting 1o the usual percentage charged for scrufiny by this department of an
estimate for constructing a school-house at Yellamanchili, T have the honor to inform
ou that parugmph 955-A of the Public Works Code lays down that estimates of

important works connected with Rs. 2,500 or more should

the Local Funds costing
be forwarded to this office for scrutiny ; in the present case the amount of the estimate
was Rs. 1,800, and it was forwar

ded for serutiny by the Fducational Department, and
the estimate was duly serutinized by this office. 1 know of no reason why the usual
g1 v W e v
percentage should not be charged when the work belonged to Local Funds.
8 2. As, however, the estimate appears to have been sent to this office by an over-
ht, the claim of percentage for scrutiny ‘n}lght be waived, as perhaps 1t was the
gy of this office to have refused to scrutimze the

estimate, unless there was some
ni)ecial reason for obtaining the opinion of the Superintending Engineer on the plan
“and estimate.

owith returned), No. 4390-C., dated the
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