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From the Hon’ble Mr. A. MONRO, M.s., B.c.L, Acting Director of Public
Instruction, to the Chief Secretary to GGovernment, dated Madras, Tth April
1894, No. 3188.

Referring to Government endorsement (herewith returned), dated the 28rd
December 1893, No. 2326, I have the honour to submit the following remarks.

2. The practice now obtaining in the disposal of applications for building grants
is that the plans and estimates received in accordance with Article 1, clause 4, of
Chapter X of the Grant-in-aid Code are first referred for the opinion of the Publie
Works Department before any grant is sanctioned or passed. The necessity for this
procedure has been explained in Dr. Duncan’s letter, No. 6619,*dated the 15th June
1893, embodied in G.0., dated the 20th July 1893, No. 1873 W., and, in fact, has
already been admitted by Government and the Chief Engineer in G.0., dated 10th
Muy 1890, No. 333, Educational, and the Chief Engineer’s note embodied in it.
Grants are invariably refused for buildings regarding which the Director was not
consulted and for which aid was not promised previous to their erection. Article 1,
clause 6, of Chapter X of the old code, and Article 4 (1), Chapter VII, of the revised
code, require that  previous to the disbursement of the grant it should be certified in
the prescribed form by the Engineer or other responsible officer deputed to examine
the building that the work has been proceeded with or completed, as the eise may be,
in accordance with the approved plan and estimate.” Before authorising payment ot
the grant, the Director has to satisfy himself that the work was executed in conformity
with the plans and estimates already approved ; hence the necessity for a second
reference to the Public Works Department for a completion certificate. « Should any
serious deviations be pointed out by the Engineer, such as would affect the stability or
suitability of the building, payment is refused; but should it be found upon the
Tngineer's evidence that the whole of the approved estimate was not expended, a
proportionate deduction is made from the amount of grant. Itis ouly in cases in

which the lingineer certifies that not less than the amount of estimate has been

expended and that the work concerned has been completed according to the plan and
estimates approved that the total grant is passed for payment. s

3. On the Chief Engineer representing that this double reference to his depart-
ment involved considerable additional labour, it was decided by Government (G.0.,
dated 20th July 1893, No. 1873 W.j that the first reference may be dispensed with
in the case of plans and estimates prepared by District Board Enginecrs for local
fund works up to Rs. 2,500. A form of completion certificate has also been pre-
soribed, and particulars of dimensionsand cost are required to be given in it as regards
any deviations from the sanctioned estimate. gi 7

4. The Superintending Engineer, VI Circle, now requests that, in granting
completion certificates, the Public Works Department * should not be put to the
necessity of measuring and estimating the value of the building, and that information
should be furnished as to the actual cost of the bullding.” He apparently means that
the grant to be paid may be determined by the assurance of the owner of the building
as regards the amount actually spent by him. I ‘ -

5. Tn the interests of the department, I submit that it would be exceedingly
unsafe to pass a grant from public funds on the strength of a manager’s statement
unverified by an expert” responsible to the department. A mere certificate from a
Public Works officer to the effect that ¢ the deviations are not of such a nature as to
affect the stability or'the suitability of the building and that the general arrangement
of the approved plan of the building has been followed ” cannot answer the purpose.

Details are ubsolutely necessary to see what amount of grant should be.actually paid.

Measuring the building and, estimating its value are, therefure, indispensable. In

short, I would deprecate any modifieations being made in the present procedure. 1T

see no objection, however, to the Public Works. officer requiring a statement of the

actual cost of the building before he commences his. scrutiny for the purpose’ of

granting a completion certificate, but this statement would be inadequate as his guide
in granting a completion certificate in the form prescribed. : £ 5
: : "

. the sum the building actually cost to build, which is far more important. ~ °

 purposes of comparison with the estimated cost. .

u.tf  deviations and cost. The ’ﬁreat thing is to see

11¢h December 1893,

" Referred to the Educational Department, with advertence
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Reap—the following papers :— :

From Major W. L. C.. BADDELEY, R.E., Exccutive Enginecr, Tinnevelly
Division, to the Superintending Engineer, VI Circle, Trichinopoly, dated
Palamcottah, 5th December 1893, No. 3848.

~In reference to your No. 229-T.N., dated 26th June 1893, T have the honourto -
forward herewith a completion certificate for the results middle school at Pathamadai, '
Ambdsamudram taluk. " T, _ ‘ Wes
2. The, original-plan and estimate are returned herewith. ‘_‘ miEe 4
- 8. I would draw yourattention to the fact that there appears to be no useful purpose = *
served by this department making'an estimate of the value of the work as completed.
" The plan and estimate in the first place were passed by the Superintending Engineer, =~ =~
‘and when a completion certificate is required I think it should be sufficient to
_certify that the deviations are not of such a nature as'to affect the stability or ﬁm
suitability of the building and that the gemeral arrangement of the plan of the
building has been followed” * = | e SO R S
" In the present case the whole building has been, measured up and its value -
estimated at' Rs. 4,021 or Rs. 42-4-0 in excess of the estimate ; thereis no record of

{

I would suggest that the rules laid dmin&o_,aamd 20th July
‘No. 1873 W., be modified so that the certificate may not involve measuring
estimating the value of a building in which no important deviations have been ms
and that the actual cost of the building should be entersd on the certificate f

i
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" wy jodabitan ‘ ‘ ‘ %

. ’ No- 807“T1Nu ¥ i
~* Copy to the Chief Engineer, Public Works I?epaptmmt, for orders,
§. I am also of Opi-!lion that no useful pmpm ismt;’; d by»

 nature and has been genera

 Tricmmorory, ~  (Signed) A, Ww. SM{AR’&‘ :

y carried out in accordan ce with the
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June 1893, No. 1873 W.

v 186k December 1803,
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From the Hon’ble Mr, A. MONRO, .4, B.eL., Acting Director of Public

Instruction, to the Chief Secretary to Government, dated Madras, 7th April
1894, No. 3188.

Referring to' Government endorsement
December 1893, No. 2326, I have the honour

2. The practice now obtaining in the dis
‘1s that the plans and estimates received in
. ; Chapter X of the Grant-in-aid Code are first referred for the opinion of the Publie
Works Department before any grant is sanctioned or passed. The necessity for this
procedure has been explained in Dr. Duncan’s letter, No. 6619, dated the 15th June
1893, embodied in G.0., dated the 20th July 1893, No. 1873 W., and, in fact, has
already been admitted by Government and the Chief Engineer in G.0., dated 10th
May 1890, No. 333, Educational, and the Chief Engineer’s note embodied in it.
4 Grants are invariably refused for buildings regarding which the Director was not
consulted and for which aid was not promised previous to their erection. Article |
clause 6, of Chapter X of the old code, and Article 4 (1), Chapter VIL, of the revised
code, require that ““ previous to the dishursement of the grant 1t-should be certified in
the prescribed form by the Enginéer.or other responsible officor deputed to examine
the building that the work has been proceeded with or completed, as the case may be,
in accordance with the approved plan and estimate.” Before authorisine payment of
the grant, the Director has to satisfy himself that the work was executed in conforniitj
with the plans and estimates already approvéd ; hence the necessity for a second
reference to the Public Works Department for a completion certificate. Should any
serious deviations be pointed out by the Engineer, such as would affect the stabfﬁt)' or
suitability of the building, payment is refused; but should it be. found upbn the
ingineer’s evidence that the whole of the approved estimate was not expended, a
proportionate deduction is made from the amount of grant. Itis only in_cases in
which the kngineer certifies that not ‘less than the amount of estimate has been
expended and that the work concerned has been completed according to the plan and
estimates approved that the total grant is passed for payment. : ; A :

3. On the Chief Engineer representing that this double reference to his depart-
ment involved considerable additional labour, it was decided by Government (G.0.
dated 20th July 1893, No. 1873 W.) that the first reference may be dispensed with
in the case of plans and estimates prepared by District Board Engineers for local
fund -works up to Rs. 2,500. A form of completion certificate has also been pre-
scribed, and particulars of dimensionsand cost are required to be given in it as regards
any deviations from the sanctioned estimate. ; .
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(herewi'gh. retumed),‘ dated the 23rd
to submit the following remarks,

posal of applications for building grants
accordance with Artiele 1, clause 4, of

4. The Superintending Engineer, VI Circle,
completion certificates, the Public Works ‘Department ¢ should not he put to the
necessity of measuring and estimating the value of the-building, and that information
should be furnished as to the actual cost of the building.” He apparently means that
the grant to be paid may be determined by the assurance of the owner of the building
as regards the amount actually spent by him. £ 5 ¢

5. In the intevests of the department, I submit that
unsafe to pass a grant from public funds on the strength
unverified by an expert responsible to the department. A mere certificate from a’
Public Works officer to the effect that ¢“ the deviations are not of such a nature as to
el : ‘affect the stability or the suitability of the building and that the general arrangement
¥ of the approved plan of the building has been followed ” cannot answer the purpose,

it would be exceedingly
of a manager’s statement

Details are absolutely necessary to see what amount of grant should be actually, paid.

I3

: Measurmg the building and estimating its value are, therefore, indispensable. In
£ short, I would deprecate any modifications being made'in,thp‘pt@’en&'bmgm_  BL
- see no objection, however, to the Public Works officer requiring a statement of the
actual cost of the bailding before he commences his scrutiny for the ;
granting a completion certificate, but this statement would be inadequate as his guide

3 in granting a completion certificate in the form prescribed, :

-

now requests that, in granting - ;

purpose of -

-
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* Ambdsamudram taluk. -
| served by this department making an estimate of the value of the work as comple

~ certify

, Iltb December 1593.

. Referred to the Tducational Department,
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Reap—ihe following papers oo M e it 5 ‘ eny
P . L. C. BADDELEY, R.E., Executive Engineer, Tinnev
me])ggi?);,ﬁ the Superintending Engin_e;x, VI Circle, Trichinopoly, datgd;

Palamcottah, 5th December 1893, No. 3848. | |

In reference to your No. 229-T.N., dated 26th June 1893, T hairg the honour to
forw:::iﬁgm?} a c:)';)miileﬁOﬁ certificate for the results middle school at Pathamad ai,

2. The original plan and estimate are returned herewith. vl
3. T would draw yourattention to the fact that there appears to be no useful purpose

Toek
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plan and estimate in the first place were passed by the Superintending Eng

g byt
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yd when a completion certificate is required I think it should
san Whm.h:t ctg:zpélieviaﬁoné are not of stu%;h a nature as to affect t
- of the building and that the general arrangement of ‘
building has been followed.” = L R e R
' In the present case the whole building has been ‘measured up and its
estimated at Rs. 4,021 or Rs. 42-4-0 in excess of the estimate ; thereis no recor
‘the sum the building actually oost o build, which is far more importent. | | /.
. T would suggest 1ﬁth:lﬂ: 'tb& :’lﬁ:‘s la;gﬁ dotv;ﬂm mgxg’g’fxﬁ?&&m 5
‘No. 1873 'W., be modified so that the certificate may not involve measuring up anc
mggngh,e bValueoif a building in which no import devmﬁmnﬂlmm ‘been made
‘and that the actual cost of the b\imldmg_ ‘'should be enters 0hthewﬁﬁ&te
purposes of comparison with the estimated cost. |
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2 10t May 1894, No. 321, EpucaTIONAL.

From the Hon’ble Mr. A. MONRO, m.a., B.0.L, Acting Director of Public

Instruetion, to the Chief Secretary to Governmett, dated Madras, 7th April
1894, No. 3188.

Referring to Government endorsement (herewith returned), dated the 23rd
December 1893, No. 2326, I have the honour to submit the following remarks.

2. The practice now obtaining in the disposal of applications for building grants
is that the plans and estimates received in accordance with Article 1. clause 4. of
Chapter X of the Grant-in-aid Code are first referred for the opinion o,f the Pui)]ic
Works Department before any grant is sanctioned or passed. The necessity for this
procedure has been explained in Dr. Duncan’s letter, No. 6619, dated the 15th June
1893, embodied in G.0., dated the 20th July 1893, No. 1873 W, and, in fact, has
already been admitted by Government and the Chief Engineer in G.0., dated ’10th
May 1890, No. 333, Educational, and the Chief Engineer’s note embodied in it.
Grants are invariably refused for buildings regarding which the Director was not
consulted and for which aid was not promised previous to their erection, Article 1
clause 6, of Chapter X of the old code, and Article 4 (1), Chapter VIT, of the revised
code, require that ““ previous to the disbursement of the grant 1t should be certified in
the prescribed form by the Engineer or other responsible officer deputed o examine
the building that the work has been proceeded with or completed, as the ease nin.y be,
in accordance with the approved plan and estimate,” Before authorising payment of
the grant, the Director has to satisfy himself that the work was executed in conformity
with the plans and estimates already approved ; hence the necessity for a second
reference to the Public Works Department for a completion certificate. Should any
serious deviations be pointed out by the Engineer, such as would affect the stéhﬂity or
suitability of the building, payment is refused; but should it be found upon the
Ingineer’s evidence that the whole of the approved estimate was not expended, a
proportionate deduction is made from the amount of grant. Itis orjlj?vin cases ’in
which the lingineer certifies that not less than the amount of estimate has been
expended and that the work concerned has been completed a.ccordiilg to the plan dnd
estimates approved that the total grant is passed for payment. ;

3. On the Chief Engineer representing that this double reference t:o his depart- -

ment involved considerable additional labour, it was decided by Government (G.0)..
dated 20th July 1893, No. 1873 W.) that the first reference y,y be d:spghsetg vﬁﬂ;
in the case of plans and estimates prepared by District Board Engmeers for local
fund works up to Rs. 2,500. A form of completion certificate has also been pre-
seribed, and particulars of dimensionsand cost are required to be given in it as regards
any deviations from the sanctioned estimate. ©~ = e i Rt ;

- \

4. The Superintending Engineer, VI Circle, now requests that, in granting

comp]e_tion certiﬁca.tes, the Public Works Department ¢ should not be put to the
necessity of measuring and estimating the value of the building, and that information
should be furnished as to the actual cost of the building.”? He ‘apparently means that
the grant to be paid may be determined by the assurance of the owner of the bnilding
as regards the amount actually spent by him. :

5. In the interests of the department, T submit that it would be excee Jiisgly
unsafe to pass a grant from public funds on the strength of a manager’s statement
unverified by an expert responsible to the department. A mere ¢
Public Works officer to the effect that ¢ the deviations are not of such a nature as to

affect the stability or the suitability of the building and that the gereral arrangement

of the approved plan of the building has been followed ” cannot answer the purpose.
Details are absolutely necessary to see what amount of grant should be astually paid.

Measurng the building and estimating its value are, therefore, indigpensable. In
short, I would deprecate any modifications bring made in the present procedure. I

see no objection, however, to the Public Works officer requiring a statement of the
actual cost of the building before he commences his scrutiny for the purpose of
granting a completion certificate, but this statement would be inadequate as his guide

in granting a completion certificate in the form prescribed.

*
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Referred to the Public Works Department for favour of remarks. -

O0TACAMUND (Signed) A, BUTTERWOB;H,
, Y .' . I : . 3
20tk Aprit 1894. : Under Secretary.

Note by the Chieﬁ Engineer, IEublie Works Department. ‘
: v 1004l Smart’s objections to the present form of
’ o Lieutenant-Colonel Smart’s objections to the present
dertiﬁIe:::,n :;hgglll“::;slzdopted by Government after full consyiemtgxs. o
‘ ‘tional measurements are necessary I cases where L ot sl oo
has bﬁéﬂﬁlﬁ%ﬁoﬂut I;here deﬁa'ttz‘ons have been made it 1s necessarg that gheér gﬁ@g
npon' the cost of t’he building should be ahowp,, and this can only be done by etaﬂj‘e‘

baige! O Jorstood, however, that it deviations that are
learly understood, however, ‘that it is only the devia lyad
to be iﬁiﬁ:&lﬁf soia«fhi whole building, ‘unless the original plan has been ignored
 altogether. e e v Hweaste) B b M
e agree with the irector of Public Instruction that there is no objection to a
ip bhfi' ‘IV ik Og‘éi,?, tt:qgifiug a statement of actual cost before he commences s
okt ‘;"‘ % lding. but this statement cannot be implicitly accepted ; the corre-
- serutiny of a building, bt BECENE 6\ piucational), No. 333,.0f 10tk May 1890,

Ty 'Which:::en;mnoe would frequently ‘involve payment of an unduly large

- show that such

grant-in-aid. R R R T I
‘ A ¥ sonad) - J. PENNYCUIOK, Colomel; B, i it
st i Gk RO e

24¢h Aprd 1894, 48 il it e ikag

: . ‘,‘v‘ Now‘ 46'&)!' '. -' e k '~A-‘ { . -"‘“-"4»n". 5v4_‘ ek gt
( 8 ) “P ngtary,tabwémmﬂézé oA (0 N

-

: Oommﬁmn, :
25th April 1894, | (i
i 4 'y & B | T i

} : it 1 Ryl AR 8 !
OroER— dated 10th May 1894, No. ?‘21;'3’;‘1“@”“1" i it
The Government concurs with the Chiof Engineer.
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Reforred to the Public Works Delm'tment for favour Of O

3 Q0TACAMUND, (Slgn_ed) e BUTTERWORTE A
v 20”! A}n‘ﬂ 1894. . ; ; Under Seﬂem Lv‘: il l;:":;“;‘ g
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< Note by the Chief Engmwr, l’nblw Works Department., i

I cannot concur in Inmtemmtiﬂolonel Sinarf’s objections to the present form of |3 %
A certificate, which was adopted by Government aﬁter full consideration. 4 fi s
i 9. No additional measurements are necessary in cases where the sancionied hm TS
" hasbeen followed, but where deviations ha ‘been made it is necessary that their effect |
10 mpon the cost of the building shmld be shoWn, ﬁnd this can only be done by detdxled
\ meamements et
o 3. It should be oleariy uu&erstood,however, that 1t is only the deviations that are B
Flpedend tnba measured; and not the whole building, nnlesa the ongmai plan has been Lgnered Rt gt
b alﬁOgether. e el
' 4, I'agree with the Dmtfor of Public fnstruction that fhere is no ob;eatmn toa
' Public Works officer requiring a statement “of actual cost before he commences his *
AR aemtmy of a building, buﬁ thxs statement cannot be implicitly accepted; the corre-
 spondence which terminated ted with G.O. (Educational), No. 333, of 10th’ May 1890,
: ~ show that such aocepttmca would frequently 1mvolve payment of an unduly lnge
Bl grant-m-md ;
© QoracaMUND, (‘Signeﬂ)
. 248k Aprd 1894 R

A & 5 v NO. 46-D. .
ﬂ!ransfemd to the Educational Department and the refemd pagetg netumd

ey

., Oomoxuun, (Slgned) 3 mewmm, Colonel, RE.,
25tl¢Apn11894 vl A ‘S ywewmmt, W
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| X i

" Enel, hl g R Hi

GO-, 10th MAY 1894, No. 821.

[l e
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“‘,“' radkl c ?

Om,_ duted 10th May 1894 No. 821, Eduoatmnal At et
; g oy The Govemmensoommrs with the Chlef Engneer. |
' 4 A " ' (qu Extmot) Zeoit ‘ : o “

7 F’I’B’i& "

%“thel‘uhlie Works Dﬁpa'rtmant T B L o
‘m‘lhreotorof Public 1natruenon.‘ L LA o A
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Reap—the following papers :— ; : _

From Major W. L. C. BADDELEY, I;inxeeutivé eSO LIS i
Division, to the Superintending Enger, VI Circle, Triehini;poi;n ?&Eﬁ

Palamcottah, 5th December 1893, Noj48. : 7

Tn reference to your No. 229-T.N., dated th June 1893, T have th h :

forward herewith a completion certificate for thesults middle ’sehool at Ifatlf:;fzggatio ’ S

| i g

Ambdsamudram taluk, | T Lty
2. The origiral plan and estimate are i-etuavherewith. e Fge o

- 8. Iwould draw your attention to the fact here appears to be no us T
served by this department making an estimate he value of the w@k.zemggg? i
The plan and estimate in the first place were pd by the Superinten dmﬁEngaerr L
and when a completion certificate is requirl think it should be sufficient to »
certify © that the deyiations are mot of such #ure as to affect the stability or ﬁ‘@ 0

building has been followed.” A | s ;
. In the present case the whole buildings been e el R R
estimated at Rs. 4,021 or Rs. 42—-4-_-0,11:' exee"ghgesﬁmte : tbempig o :S Vﬂl‘l;; i
the sum the building actually cost to build, w is far more important, .»eemd Bl sttt

I would suggest that the rules laid ¢ in G.O., dated 20th Julv 1893 !
No. 1873 W., be modified so that the certifimay not i’nvalm mmmln;yn;i?n :
estimating the value of a building in which nsortant deviations have been made
and that the actual cost bf the building sh be entered on the Oertxﬁb"eencate s

purposes of comparison with the éstimated OO’ st |
) * No. 807 !

nent, for orders,

Clopy to the Chief Engineer, Public Woepart b
‘]]1) 'ﬁ‘-“'l‘i;t@f"

9. T am also of opinion that no useful pe is served by drawi
feviations and cost. The great thing is { that the work :5? a substantial ]
nature and has been generally carried out indance with the plan and estimate. |

TRICHINOPOLY, (Signed) LﬂMAR’I‘ Lient-Ool’. RE.

11¢h December 1893. o pers'ntmda’ay Eﬁg&e&:- %I:E»y 5
£ ot ' Loty i G

k

Referred to the Educational Departmeth admmmw@ﬂ? ‘i T R
‘Jmé:rlslgg, NO. 1873 Wq i e ",“‘ '_‘ i, el Sl ‘317”;‘ o
P  (Signed) PENY

18th December 1893. S
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From the Hon’ble Mr. A. MINRO, .4, B.C.L., Acting Director of Public

Instruction, to the Chief Scretary to Government, dated Madras, Tth April
1894, No. 3188. :

Referring to Government endrsement (herewith 'returned), dated the 23rd
December 1893, No. 2326, I have tb honour to submit the following remarks,

2. The practice now quining 1the disposal of applicatiouns for building grants
is that the plans and estimates reaved 1n accordance with Article 1, clause 4, of
Chapter X of the Grant-in-aid Codeire first referred for the opinion of the Public
Works Department before any grant; sanctioned or passed. The necessity for this

rocedure has been explained in DrDuncan’s letter, No. 6619, dated the 15th June
1893, embodied in G.0., dated the Ith July 1893, No. 1873 W., ahd, in fact, has
already been admitted by Governme and the Chief Engineer in G.0., dated 10th
May 1890, No. 333, Educational, d t.he Chief Engineer’s note embodied in it.
Grants are invariably refused for Hdn_lgs regarding which the Director was not
consulted and for which aid was not bmised previous to their erection.  Article 1,
clause 6, of Chapter X of the old eodpnd Article 4 (1), Chapter VI, of the revised
code, require that ¢ previous to the diirsement of the grant 1t should be certified in
the preseribed form by the Engineer other responsible officer deputed to examine
the building that the work has been peeded with or completed, as the case may be,
in accordance with the approved Pla‘ni estimate.” Before authorising payment of
| the grant, the Director has to satisty Iself that the work was executed in conformity
with the plans and estimates alreacapproved ; hence the necessity for a second
| reference to the Public Works Departit for a completion certificate. Should any
| serious deviations be pointed out by tngineer, such as would affect the stability or
| suitability of the building, payment refused; but should it be found upon the
| Engineer’s evidence that the wholethe approved estimate was not ‘expended, a
| proportionate deduction 1s made frome’ amount of grant. It is only in cases in
\which the Kngineer certifies that noss than the amount of estimate has been
expended and that the work concernes been completed aceording to the plan and
gstimates approved that the total gra.npa.ssed for payment. z

3. On the Chief Engineer represeg that this double reférence to his Wi
ment involved considerable additionalyur, it was decided by Guvernment (6,0,
dated 20th July 1893, No, 1873 W.) the first reference may be dispensed with
in the case of plans and estimates pied by District Board En ginmeeros it
fund works up to Rs. 2,500. A fot completion certificate has also been pre-
soribed, and particulars of dimensions st are required to be given in it as d
any deviations from the sanctioned est. AP M & cessiogit s i,

4. The Superintending Engineet Circle, now reqnests that, in grantin
completion certificates, the Publie ‘R Department “ should not be put to ﬂ,g
necessity of measuring and estimating alue of the building, and that information
should be furnished as to the actual cosie building.” He apparently means that

the grant to be paid may be determine;he assurance of the owner of the building

as regards the amount actually spent h. .

5. In the interests of the departrl submit that it would be exceedingly
unsafe to pass a grant from public fm the strength of a manager’s statement
unverified by an expert responsible todepartment. A mere certificate from a ‘
Public Works officer to the effect that eviations are not of such a nature as to L
affoct the stability or the suitability oftxldmg' and that the general arrangement +
of the approved plan of the building ha followed ” eannot answer the purpose.

Details are absolutely necessary to seeimount of grant should be actually paid. *

Measuring the building and estimatiivalue are, therefore, indispensable. 1In
short, I would deprecate any modificatiing’ made-in the present procedire. 1
cee no objection, however, to the Pubirks officer requiring a statement of the
actual cost of the building. before he tnces his serutiny for the purpose of

nting a completion certificate, bv_gt thment would be inadequate as his guide -
in granting a completion certificate in 1 prescribed. :

£

§ T

“

certificate, which was adopted by Governmenfter full consideratio

- serutiny of a building, but this statement
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Note by the Chief Engincer, Blic Works Department,

I cannot concur in T;iéufen%nt:-Calonél, irt’s objéoﬁoﬁa PO R

0
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"y In cases where the sanctioned plan, |
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2. No additional measvrements are nece
has been followed, but where deviations haveen Wﬁlﬁliﬁmnemdry-zh% L b
upon the cost of the building should be showand this can only be done by detailed
measurements. ¥k il bl S S R i
8. It should be clearly understood, how¢, that it is only therdeﬁﬁo;m tha ol
' . S he ‘ i , ns that are
to be measured, and not the whole building, less the original plan has DR 5A
ult.ogether». : | o i ¢ ST papid p T hs been lgn‘ln’-ed
4. I agree with the Director of Public truction that there is no obiestion fa -
Public Works officer requiring a statement actual cost before he cgiﬁ’;zhngsﬁgi: ;
] . . ot be implicitly accepted ; the copre. | |
spondence which terminated with G.O. (EAtional), No, 333, of 10th May 1890, |
show that such acceptance would frequenuvolve payment of an :ﬁﬁdﬂy'h Il B
grant-in-aid. : ; | B T rg»fl
| ENNYCUICK, Colonel, R.E, =

Cluief Engineer, P.W.D.
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~QoTacaMUND, (Signed).
94th Apri 1394, kbl |

No. ¢ A it
Tmnsferred to the Educational Depar y and the referred pape;'s réttiﬁied. i B
(Signed) ~ PENNYCUICK, Colonel, RE,
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25th April 1894,
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To the Public Works Department. y
»  Director of Public Instruction, -

Exd. A. Uaith,

BE
i

Bl



Gabt. of {1894} gHadrus.
EDUCATIONAL.

P . il

i -4#4—-—“?"“"':”1‘?_}‘.»!—.'%' :

R

FEy— e

Issued

Récd. y . Enel,

6.0, 10th MAY 1894, No. 321,

Bl

MAY.

Completion Certificate.
Accepting the Chief Engineer’s opinion in

: : H
g ing, the Public Works Department shoul
R e

ati : ne of the ‘ 1t
i&nalgco?tlzfvthe building should be entered on

the certificate.

oard to a proposal that in granting & — toa.

ek

‘ i—t‘n A 14 <L mc?«a‘ﬁ(‘z,«_w ‘

. G

5§ NV -gi,@«/ ‘Pf4 "

{ e ““Md;z;(f,d* EDUCATIONAL DEPARTMENT.

¥

e i A A T L e o v e 8 0 bl e o 5 i

s e

10re Mav 1894, No. 321, EpucaTioNar.

R A A S PR A A A P Il ) 3 P o e P B S TN NI [ i

£~

GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

Rean—the following papers :— ’ i

From Major W. L. C. BADDELEY, R.E., Executive Engineer, Tinnevelly
Division, to the Superintending Engineer, VI Circle, Trichinopoly, dated
Palamcottah, 5th December 1893, No. 3848. :

In reference to your No. 229-T.N., dated 2Gth June 1893, T have the honour to
forward herewith a completion certificate for the results middle school at Pathamadai,
Ambdsamudram taluk.

2. The original plan and estimate are returned herewith.

3. Twould draw your attention to the fact that there appears to be no useful purpose
served by this department making an estimate of the value of the work as completed.
The plan and estimate in the first place were passed by the Superintending Engineer,

- and when a completion certificate is required I think it should be sufficient to
- certify “that the deviations are not of such a nature as to affect the stability or the
- suitability of the building and that the gemeral arrangement of the plan of the
building has been fullowed.” ‘ £ 12 P

In the present case the whole building has been measured up and its value
estimated at Rs. 4,021 or Rs. 42-4-0 in excess of the estimate ; thereis no record of
the sum the building actually cost to build, which is far more important, i
_ Iwould suggest that the rules laid down'in G.O., dated 20th July 1893,
No. 1873 W, be modified so that the certificate may not involve measuring up and =~ .
estimating the value of a building in which no important deviations have been made
and that the actual cost of the building should be entered on the certificate for
purposes of comparison with the estimated cost. ;

—"“'"—'-—-_—. s

.
e

No. 807-T.N. ‘ et s i
Copy to the Chief Engineer, Publie Works Department, for orders, BE )

] 2. T am also of opinion that no useful purpose is served by drawing up a]igtof
~ deviations and cost. The great thing is to see that the work is of a substantial
~ nature and has been generally carried out in accordance with the plan and estimate.

TRICHINOPOLY, (Signed) ~ A. W. SMART, Iaeut-ﬁ‘ol,'ﬂ,
11¢h December 1593. - Superixiending Engincer, VI Circle. .

o

No. 4385—-0._

Referred to the Educational Department, with adv*értenee mﬁta 2
- June 1893, No. 1873 W. e

| Signed)  J. PENNYCT
18¢h December 1803, ( i em

TRy
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From the Hon’ble Mr. A. MONRO, M.A., B.C.L, Acting Director of Public
Instruction, to the Chief Secretary to Government, dated Madras, 7th April
1894, No. 3188.

Referring to Government endorsement (herewith returned), dated the 23rd
December 1893, No. 2326, I have the honour to submit the following remarks.

2. The practice now obtaining in the disposal of applications for building grants
is that the plans and estimates received in accordance with Article I, clause 4, of
Chapter X of the Grant-in-aid Code are first referred for the opinion of .the Public
Works Department before any grant is sanctioned or passed. The necessity for this
procedure has been explained in Dr. Duncan’s letter, No. 6619, dated the 15th June
1893, embodied in G.0., dated the 20th July 1893, No. 1873 W., and, in fact, has
already been admitted by Government and the Chief Engineer in G.O., dated 10th
May 1890, No. 333, Educational, and the Chief Engineer’s note embodied in it.
Grants are invariably refused for buildings regarding which the Director was not
consulted and for which aid was not promised previous to their erection. Article 1,
clause 6, of Chapter X of the old code, and Article 4 (1), Chapter VI, of the revised
code, require that “ previousto the disbursement of the grant 1t should be eertified in
the preseribed form by the Engineer or other responsible officer deputed to” éxamine
the building that the work has been proceeded with or completed, as the eise may be,
in accordance with the approved plan and estimate.” = Before authorising payment of
the grant, the Director has to satisty himself that the work was executed in conformity
with the plans and estimates already approved; hence the necessity.for a second
reference to the Public Works Department for a completion certificate. Should any
serious deviations be pointed out by the Engineer, such as would affect the stability or
suitability of the builling, payment is refused; but should it be found upon the
Lngineer’s evidence that the whole of the approved estunate was not expended, a
proportionate deduction is made from the amount of grant. Itis ouly in cases in
which the Kngineer certifies that not. less than the amount of estimate has been
expended and that the work concerned has been completed according to the plan and
estimates approved that the total grant is passed for payment.

3. On the Chief Engineer representing that this double reference fo his depart-
ment involved considerable additipnal labour, it was decided by Government (G.0.,
dated 20th July 1893, No. 1873 W.) that the first reference may be dispensed with
in the case of plans and estimates prepared by District Board Engineers for local
fund works dp to Rs. 2,500. A form of completion certificate has also been pre-
seribed, and particulars of dimensions and cost are required to be given in it as regards
any deviations from the sanctioned estimate. '

4. The Superintending Engineer, VI Circle, now requests that, in granting
completion certificates, the Public Works Department *should not be put to the
necessity of measuring and estimating the value of the building, and that information
should be furnished as to the actual cost of the building.” He apparently means that
the grant to be paid may be determined by the assurance of the owner of the building
as regards the amount actually spent by him. '

5. In the interests of the department, I submit that it would be exceedingly
unsafe to pass a grant from public funds on the -strength of a manager’s statersent
unverified by an expert responsible to the department. A mere certificate from a
Tublic Works officer to the effect that ¢¢ the deviations are not of such a nature as to
affect the stability or the suitability of the building and that the general arrangement
of the approved plan of the building has been followed ” cannot answer the purpose.
- ])etails are ubsolutely necessary to see what amount of grant should be actually paid.
Measurmg the building and estimating its value are, therefure, indispensable. In
short, I would deprecate any modifications being made in tht'a ptesent procedure, I
see no objection, however, to the Public Works officer requiring a statement of the
actual cost of the building before he commences his scrutiny for the purpose of
S ting completion certificate, but this statement would be inadequate as his guide
in granting a completion certificate in the form prescribed.

\

10t May 1894, No. 321, EDpUCATIONAL. o8
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No. 781.
Referred to the Public Works Department for favour of remarks.
, QoTACAMUND, (Signed) A. BUTITERWORTH,
B 20tk Aprit 1894, - v Under Secretary.

Note by the Chief Engineer, Public Works Department.

T cannot concur in Lieutenant-Colonel Smart’s objections to the present form of

certificate, which yas adopted by Government after full consideration.
9, No additional measurements are necessary in cases where the sanctioned plan
b “has been followed, but where deviations haye béen made it is necessary that their effect
upoun the cost of the building should be shown, and this can only be done by detailed

1 measurements. '
8. It should be clearly understood, however, that it is ouly the deviations that are
. to be measured, and not the whole building, unless the original plan has been ignored
: altogether. Tl LTy

- 4. 1 agree with the Director of Public Instruetion that there is no objeection to a
Public Works officer requiring a statement of actual cost before he commences his
scrutiny of a building, but this statement cannot be implicitly accepted ; the corre-
spondence which terminated with G.O. (Educational), No. 333, of 10th May 1890,
show that such acceptance would frequently involve payment of an unduly large

grant-in-aid.

QO0TACAMUND,
24th April 1394,
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(Signed) ~ J. PENNYCUICK, Colonel, R.E.,
Y Chicf Engincer, P.W.D.

No. 46-D.
Transferred to the Educational Department, and the referred papers returned.

J. PENNYCUICK, Colonel, R.E.,,

OoTACAMUND, (Signed)
Secretary fo Governmeat, P.W.D.

25¢h April 1894.

Onpea— duted 10(h May 1894, No. 321, Educational.

The Government concurs with the Chief Engineeg,
(True Extract.)
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To the Public Works Department. A
Director of Public Instruction..

”

Exd. A, Raitt. ‘ 1
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