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GOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

PUBLIC WORKS DEPABRTMENT.

General,
Account.

Reap—the following papers :—

From H. IRWIN, Esq., c1.E, Consulting Architect to the Government of
Madras, to the Chief Engineer, Public Works Department, dated 18th June
1895, No. 1113.

With reference to the marginally-noted estimates sanctioned by me under minor
: : original works during January 1895 in
Gfi”emlﬂ"’s})’t"’a Madras. BS.  conmection with the General Hospital
102. Altel;iatgnfaf to steps at Trevellyan buildings at Madras, the Examiner
and Dufferin wards at the— ... 110 wanted to know why these items should

108 C. Openin f i ” ;
erietfig poa?-ap(:;vvevrael(li i?lnflxlgnta%(} not be sanctioned as one estimate. In

out-patients dispensary 198 replyg 1 .stuted that it is not convenient to
107. Putting up two stones in the third do this, inassmuch as the estimates referred
storey, Native officers’ quarters .. 44 to were prepared on separate requisitions
112. Fitting ventilating shaft in out- received on different dates for different
patients room .. 21

portions of the building, and that, if every
requisition that comes in be added to the
first, there would be no end to the
estimate, and that I should be exceeding my powers of sanction ultimately.

2. With reference to my reply, the Examiner draws my attention to Public
Works Department Code, Volume I, Chapter VII, paragraph 31, and 1X, paragraphs
48, 49 and 58, and states that all sanctions during any one financial year connected
with any one work or project shall be looked upon as supplemental to one another in
order to check piece-meal sanctions beyond the powers of the sanctioning authority.

P N S . 4 4 »
135 Ditting galv anized iron wire netting
to the windows of store room ... 25

3. I annex hereto a memorandum of the estimates sanctioned by me during
1894-95 under minor original . works in connection with the General Hospital buildings,
from which you will see that, if the Examiner’s instructions had been carried out, 1
should have exceeded my powers of sanction when sanctioning the estimates amounting
to Rs. 1,420 on 24th September 1894, as each successive estimate commencing with the
first estimate for Rs, 87 was sanctioned by me before the one immediately preceding
it was completed ; and under the Examiner's ruling both the above estimate for
Rs. 3,420 and each succeeding estimate will necessarily need the sanction of Govern-
ment.

4. Then again, if the Examiner’s suggestion is to be adopted, the nomenclature in
the accounts and returns of the whole 13 estimates referred to in the accompanying
memorandum will be that of the first estimate for Rs. 87, viz., ¢ Providing designation
boards,” and although the amount of each subsequent estimate will be added to the
above amount, yeﬁ thg outlay on the whole 13 works will be recorded against the
above work, and it will be difficult to tell what each of the other works actually cost,
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5. As the necessity for each of the estimates referred to i 4
;mamerafan:oould not be forescen when the estimate immedialrlvth:nmﬁ?gmi:’;nﬁ
sanctioned, and.aa there was no mtention on my part to evade the rules limiting my

powers of sanction, | beg that you will kindly ohtain the sanction of Government to a

:n\mn?::nd the existing arrangements which have been in force furb)'ﬂam and found

6. If, on the other hand, you cannot ses your wav :
WX ¢ i y to comply w y re
I beg that you will kindly have my powers of sanction, in r(‘spl(!l(;‘t (?ful‘:nit:«?r ':l l;iol::i
works, increased from Rs. 2,600 to R, 10,000 under Public Works Department
(‘g)de, Volume I, Chapter 111, paragraph 51, or that | may be permitted to submit for
the mqhon of Govcr_nment at the cl‘nbc of each year, one consolidated estimate, when
the total outlay during any one finanecial Year odtinected ‘with any one work o
project, exceeds Rs. 2,500, st e

——

Office-note from the Examiner, Public W ;
1895, No. 25 33 Ejml.mr, Public Works Accounts, dated Madras, 13th July

[ Your office-note No. 2129 C., dated 26th June 1895.]

In the circumstances stated by the Consultin Architec jovernment, it
certainly appears desirable that his powers of aunc:;iun :l?:,:ﬁtdt tt): ig:rv;sed to l’m]
amouit that Government’ may consider necessary within a limit of Ks. 10,000
(Code I, 111, 61); but, even with such increased powers, it would simplify accounting
considerably if only one estimate could be sanctioned for each building at the com=
mencement of every official year, and if further work found necessary in connection
with that building were sanctioned on estimates supplementary to it, This would be
i strict accordance with Code 1, V1I, 31,

2. The: list that accompanied the Consulting Architect’s letter shows that 13
separate estimates, aggreguting ks, 4,131, wero sanctioned during 18944 for one

to be separately accounted for in (@) registers of works and (4) the monthly sohe(_lule
of upendimreyaubmitted to audit(, ind excessos on each had {o be separately noticed
in audif, But under the procedure recommended in paragraph 1 above, each of these
operations would be reduced to one ; and in the works-abstracts and the registers only
the two items of Rs. 1,605 and Ks. 1,420 would be accounted for as separate sub-
heads of the work, the othier eleven being grouped together, being under L. 500 each
(Code 11, 11, 103), ;

4. The diffieylty as to nomenclature pointed out in paragraph 4 of the Consulting
Architect’s letter could bo easily met !I)’;’ sanctioning the original ast’;mate as for
“ minor additions, &o., to the General Hospital and counected buiidings.’

e — 5,

Osoen—dated 7th August 1895, No. 1954 W., Public Works.

" The Government considers that the Examiner’s contention is correct, and that all
estimates for improvements to a single building in any official year must be oonlid;red
as one work, that first sanctioned being the original estimate, and subsequent sanctions
as supplemental thereto. :

2, The difficulty as regards nomenclature may be met as suggested in paragraph
4 of the Examiner's note, : |
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3, In order to avoid unnecessary reference to Government for sanction to minor

} ion of the Consulting Architect will be raised to Rs. 5,000
ks the powers of sanction o : i
::Eer Public Works Code I, 111, 51.

4. The Examiner is authorized to pass the expenditure referred to in paragraph
9 of his note.

(True Extract.)

Under Secy. to Govt., P.W.D.

Aok ) ‘ ting Architect to Government.
Tt:hb mﬂer? Public Works Accounts.

ARt same building ; and this, though not intended us such, was clearly violation X AR
:ﬁ_;harﬂlﬁm Code 1, 1X, 58. 'The sunction of Government is necessary to COVer /;r - -
is. : / S~ |
8. Of the 18 estimates, two only were for sums between Rs. 1,400 and B&é’{%%p/ : A | 3 soi s
5 for sums between Ks. 100 and ks. 270 ; and 6 for sums between K&, 16 and Hs. YU, e b 3 :m-u
but for each of them separate works-abstracts had to be prepared, each of them had B Lo

Bxd. A. Btreeramooloo.
Bpure Copies

PSR —




sl
L

'PUBLIC WORKS.

e«

!" 'q;',;:~

CRAE o,

“‘:

W

ARE e

:Q‘;h

x

‘
3 M‘

SR

“,

g/%;e ?/ //t %ﬂdﬂéﬂ éc/t,?w/ )
%Ié em/ %r/ iad,

- e
. -

-
-

. %mdu@ v%c/;h/ 3 e
1‘ P . o %_?ﬂf@’/ﬂ%@?{MMg@,\ R

‘%

‘*n‘

NSRS o S Tl i) S

. ,&,/,/L Awtw% mbmﬁﬂém
R h Pw B Code Vot To el T fon 3/

le_—_z_'i:/ﬁam 48, 4g ¥ S avd adalis L2 atllD

.%ﬂ / f veven, @‘3 o gf Cf' - ksl e 3 o

1




A e e T

W

i 3 ‘

& i 4M 10;4/5 ,l.n&l l-f,ttp %M’% a'\-:‘

,(/A ln/au lol»ut/A M46 AA»LJ( o % :

f:j AIM/&‘AM mm///éa/«l:tm,d,ﬁz

441‘!4 y 2 3595 A W ‘f»ﬁl / J” |
: ? 7 M#LGW
40\»«/4%” ff 7’1 s

./t‘

é. # st e l-é(ky %A«.;é ?M CMMJML‘_

S 47y il e bl s
- & ‘-: . S ' ¢ |
= %LJZ., Aen /lz% ¢,{ f/n«ua” mf( %M

b

AA&MIAA_J.A fn-n/u /ﬁ 2.
/Wﬂc"‘& K/J,L el : }A—V«J‘/&yﬂgz
Pl Crnaste a{dut W&&‘:‘W . A0 ;.;
C’m:«vejg,l Mx7m,e, »h/% ,,,/,,7,,#

Iy wIy ﬂ LS.

e

TS

LR W A £

S a e ae—— R ’WI.‘KW

TA/ f:-g

-, AL R b
€
2
- v“:,r""f o B SR—— — =t ¥ j
: q - e — r
BN e s o o — : T N
= - by Sy FR = - . » ' S W
' F . < = - TR s £ :
) Vo e = o rﬁw R . i Ry e o
; ‘ S e —



.
'.1,){ »
G | Public Works Department.
. _}
From
\» Tue Coxsurrive AmeEirsor
To THE GoVERNMENT oF Mabras,
To 7
| Tur //’417{ "’%’”f' i
o No. /7 /.3

Dated /&

ek Ry - T ¥

/

: Subjsct.
@W f,’;,.,.7 - %M

’?

g

e o E D y
Received } (/ ety
é

;| -

i No. or Excrosuges. /

‘ .

‘}ggﬁaxzaéztzzﬂfwcm/p/22??—~\~

S e ccecer r%.;)

i -V

189

CureeNT NoO.

500—2-11-94. i

oF MADEAS. | 189 s, | DEeT. B : ;
EXAMINER, P. W. ACCOUNTS.

Madras, /3 S L July 18958~

: ek L P

Ldra v . . \ v‘
- G == #h‘—\‘!-—‘ M =

W |
S ¥ "

Orrice Nots No, 257 3 2

To

LS
Your offise note No,2I29 ¢, dated

28th,June 1895,

In the cirecumstances stated by
the Nonsulting Architect to Government ,
it ecertainly appears desirable that his
powers of gsanction should be inereased

to any amount that Government may con-

§ B e B b

gider nacessary,within a limit of Rs.

Pl

10,000(Code I, III, 5I);but,even with

24

suech increased powars,it would simplify

FEIL NS
o
b3
5

accounting considerably if only one es-fgi
timate could be sanetioned £for each
puilding at the sommencement: of every :ﬂl

official year,and if further work found

1k
necessary in connection with that build-g'i

A
ing were sanctioned on estimates su.pple.-i_;m.l
mentary to it, This would be in strict vﬁé
ascordance with Code I, VII, 3I. .gé

Iy
2 The list that accompanied the }[X

; 1

consulting Architect's letter shows ; f

that I3 separate estimates, asgregating :i;ﬁ
Rs.4,I31,were sanctioned during 1894-90

for one and the same building;and this,;;q

though not intended as such,was clear- ﬁ%
1y a violation of the rule in Code I ;g

- Thé sanction of Government is
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