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Inspection Report

Office-note from the Examiner submitting an — of the office of the Executive

Engineer, Vizagapatam division, communicated to Superintending Engincer, I Cirele,,

with remarks, for the guidance of the Executive Engineer,
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2 No. 8201 W., 10rx Noviusxe 1896, \

BOVERNMENT OF MADRAS.

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT.

General,
Account.

Reap—the following papers :—

Report of an Inspection of the office of the Executive Engineer, Vizagapatam
{)81;%81011, made by Mr. F. W. EICKE, Examiner of Accounts, in October

Mr. J. Inglis, Executive Engineer, 3rd grade, assumed charge of the divisi
20th April 1896 relieving Mr, P. Hawkius, issistaut Engineer, g‘énd gx’:x?lellr:l:lf;ﬂllnzﬁ
held tempofary charge from 3rd April. Previous to this Mr. G. F. ,Haudcuvk
Executive Engineer, 3rd grade, had held charge since 6th December 1894, M., Iuglia’a
was unable to be present during the inspection owing to illness.

2. The Accountant, Mr. M. Govindarajuln, joined on 9th June 1896 relieving
Mr, Seshiah, who had held charge since 24th June 1895, his predecessor being
Mr. G. Read, who was in charge from November 1894. 5

‘3. A memorandum of notes and suggestions by the Inspecting officer on points
noticed at the inspection but not brought into this report, was left with the Kxecutive
Engineer for the information and guidance of that officer and the accountant.

4. The prescribed test-audit was applied to the accounts for the month of
February 1896, and to the travelling allowance journals of lower subordinate, petty
and office establishment, &e. (not submitted to Exawminer for audit) for the months of
October 1895 to February 1896, :

5. The last inspection by an accounts officer was made in October 1894 by
Mr. F. W. Eicke, Examiner of Accounts. No inspection of the office by the Supurin-
tending Engineer appears to have been made for many years. The matter is noticed
here with reference to Code, I, IT[, 41 and 43. Most of the irregularities pointed
out in the last accounts inspection report have been remedied, with the following
exceptions : — :

Paragraph 4 (&) of last report— Late receipt of vouchers from Vizianagram Sub-
division.—Vouchers are still received late from this sub-division. Action has been
taken in the matter lately by the Divisional office. There should be no ditliculty in
adhering to the dates prescribed in Code, 1I, I, 191,

Paragraph 5 (¢) of last report—Non-return to Divisional office of completed
measurement books.—Some improvement in this respect. In the notes left with the
Executive Engineer, it has been suggested "that Sub-divisional officers might be
reminded at the end of each year to return their completed books. 7y

Paragraph 6 of last report.—Differences in date of remittance between cash-
book and treasury remittance book.

- A difference of the same kind was noticed at the present inspection. Rupees
18-7-6 shown in the eash-book as paid on 18th or 19th July 1895, but in the
remittance book and treasury acknowledgment the date is the 22nd July. With
ordinary care and method such discrepancies eould not oceur.
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Paragraph 9 of last report, last sentence— Evidence sf check of eash-book by the
Ezceulive Engineer.—QOn the 21st September 1896 the Executive Engineer recorded
the fact of his check, but previous to this there is no record of any check other than
the Executive Engineer’s signature at the end of each month. Code, II, I, 58, should
have the Executive Engineer’s attention.

6. The measurement booke of the Koraput sub-division, particularly those of
Mr. Fletcher, Ghit Superintendent, are not satisfactorily kept. Date of measurement
is not alwaya entered. The books are full of corrections made in an Improper manner
by conversion of the figures, and in one instance by erasure of the original entries.
Attention is invited to Code, IT, I, 34. The date of measurement (when entered) does
not always tally with the date of the subordinate’s initials at the end of the measure-
ments; this and the general appearance and state of the books tends to give the
impression that the entries have been copied from some other record or document.
More attention and care should also be paid to the preparation and completion of the
« memorandum of payments’’ in the books. The special attention of the Sub-
divisional officer should be invited to Code, I1, I, 31—39, and a striet compliance with
the rules insisted upon. There is no evidence of any check-measurement of work
made by the Sub-divisional officer, Koraput. The arithmetical accuracy of some of
the measurements recorded in book No, 1797 of Mr. Fletcher were tested, with the
result that several errors were detected, indicating that the check preseribed in Code,
11, I, 86, has not been carried out. The errors noticed occur on pages 3 and 4 of the
book and were indicated to the accountant at the inspection. The imprest accounts of
Mr. Fletcher are also badly kept, disallowances by the Sub-divisional officer are
frequent and corrections very numerous— figures frequently converted. The divisional
accountant was directed to take up the matter and issue the necessary instructions for
the correct preparation of these accounts.

7. The balances due to contractors and piece-workers for over six months aggre-
gate Rs. 362 ; one of these has been outstanding since December 1895 and the rest
since March 1896, Sufficiently prompt action has not been taken by the Divisional
office towards the adjustment of these dues. An advance of Rs. 90 was made 1n
November 1895 to a contractor for collection of sand, from which a balance of Rupees
30-19-0 is still outstanding. The Sub-divisional officer has been requested to recover
the amount. Attention is #uvited to Code, I, VIIL, 34, under which advances to
contractors above Rs. 50 are prohibited.

8. Tn connection with the work ¢ constructing Hill jail and hospital and compound
wall at Pdrvatipur,” the following points were noticed :—

There is a difference of Rs. 1,428-2-0 between the value of materials at site as
per Materials at Site statement (Form 7 F for March 1896 and the register of works,

thus : —
RS, A. P.
As per Form 7 F ... ) due TT1 el ety 8 s
Register of works ... ohe 2hs Py e 2R L

3y

Difterence ... 1,428 2 0

—_—

due to materials to that value having been charged direct to the sub-hcad con-
corned while the materials actually remained at site. The work was stopped under
orders of Government in November 1895, The question of the disposal of the materials
af site should then have been taken up and the procedare laid down in Code, I1, 11,
131, followed. This should now be at once attended to. The claims of one of the
contractors on this work (Mr. Henderson) have not yet been finally settled in conse-
quence of a dispute as to ‘‘rates.” The procedure in Code, 11, I, 167, should have
been applied and should now be acted upop. A revised estimate allowiug higher
rates on certain items of work than entered in the original estimate ‘was submiited,
bur has not been approved by Government as the work has been temporarily stopped.
The late Executive Engineer (Mr. Handcock ), apparently on his own authority, paid
this contractor on 31st December 1895 at the revised estimate rates. There is no
record of the sanction of higher authority to the payment of the higher rates, nor does

T e e .
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shany report of the fact appear to have been made to the Superintending Engineer.

In the case of the other contractor (Mr. Lachminarain), the final bill was paid in
Beptember 1896, after long delay and correspondence. A perusal of this corre-
spondence showed that the Superintending Engineer, in passing orders on the case
referred to him by the Executive Engineer (Mr. Handecock), decided ¢ that the
contractor’s deposit should not be forfeited and that, as far as possible, he should be
paid according to the rates entered in his agreement.”” On a further reference from
the Executive Engineer enquiring whether he might assume that the rates pro-
vided in the revised estimate were approved, and, if s, whether he might pay the con-
tractors at those rates, the Superintending Engineer referred the Exeeutive Engineer
to his previous decision and added that * the rates for work not specified in the agree-
ment may be paid according to the terms agreed upon.” On this letter, Mr. Handeock
wrote an order to the accountant ¢ Bills accordingly,” and on 31st March 1896 on
the copy of the revised estimate, Mr. Handcock recorded an order to pay the con-
tractors at the rates entered in the revised estimate,—the bill was, however, not paid
till September 1896, on a further order to pay at the revised rates by Mr. Inglis
recorded on the 27th July 1896 underneath Mr. Handeock’s order. These orders
to pay the contractors at the higher and revised rates, in addition to refunding the
security deposit of Rs. 1,115 appear to be at wariance with the instructions of the
Superintending Kngineer. .

9. The value of the materials at site of the work “ completing Potinghi-Koraput
road ”’ is shown as Rs. 8,332-15-5. No verification appears to have been made since
the work was taken over by the Public Works Department in May 1895 from the
Jeypore estate. Materials to the value of Rs. 269 are alleged by the Sub-divisional
officer, Koraput (Mr. F'rench), to have been ¢ washed away by rains.” The matter has
been under correspondence, and the Superiutending Engineer has recorded a remark
that it was unsatisfactory that Mr. French did not report the loss to the Agent to the
Governor, under whose orders he was at the time. Steps should now be taken to have
the materials at site verified. The work was completed and completion report sent in
on 9th September 1896. The question of the disposal and adjustment of the materials
ghould have been taken up and settled before the completion report was submitted.
There is besides a sum of Rs. 4-1-0 outstanding since May 1895, As the accounts of
the work have been closed, the nnclaimed arrears may be credited to Provincial
Revenue. The rules regarding the submission of work slips have not been sufﬁciéntly
attended to, several instances of non-compliance with the rules being noticed. These
were indicated to the accountant. Attention is invited to Code, I, II1, 43, and I, 1T
154 and 170. Materials at site of work “improving and extending the exis’tin,c;
sub-jail at Koraput’—Rs. 31-6-7 have not been verified, but the necessary information
has been called for by the Divisional office.

10. The road metal accounts require much more care and attention. No check
has hitherto been exercised over the monthly ieceipts and issues. This should be
applied and in order to facilitate this check, the Sub-divisional officers should be
requested to note in the statements of road metal the number and date of the voucher
on which the quantities received and issued have been paid. Proper steps have not
been taken by the Divisional office to get in road metal statements from the Sub-
divisional officer. Under the rules the statements should be submitted, whenever there
are balances, whether there are transactions or not during the month. In the case of
the maintenance of the Itikavalsa-Koraput road, the Divisional office was aware that
there were balances on st June 1895 when the maintenance of the road commenced.
The road metal statements in form No. 19 should, therefore, have been called for each
month. The Sub-divisional officer, however, of his own accord, sent in five months
statements (April to August) in September. The balances of metal on this road have
not been verified for over a year. The date of measurement should alwivs be noted
in the road metal statements. Attention is invited to Code, IL, I, 124 and 125, 11, II
149—152, and to the instructions on form No. 19, all of which should be strictly
observed in fature. b

11. The tools of the division at head-quarters are under the charge of a temporary
cle}-k on Rs. 20; there is no storekeeper. There are very few tools, but all the same it
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does not appear advisable that a low-paid clerk on the temporary establishment should
have charge of Government property without giving security. Attention is invited
to Code, I, IV, 10.

12. The contract agreement for the work ¢ improving the escape of Venkama

tank ” requires to be signed by the Executive Engineer as “ Agent for Secretary of
State.” The stipulated time for completion of the following works has expired :—

i iti lterations to the Tahsildar’s office at
b A(gq;ﬁigﬁa?ngﬂ? e m.n : o 31st March 1896.

& y = : - e . 15th
ii) Restoring Gudivada Ralle tank o] s
((iii; Improving the escape of Venkama tank ... .. 28th Feb. ,,
(iv) Constructinga third-class Police station at Vepagunta. 31lst May ,,

It an extension of the time for completion is required, the necessary steps should
be taken in the matter and the period of extension noted in the contract register.

13. The following outlay has been incurred upon contribution works prior to the
receipt and credit to deposits”” of the estimated cost thereof : — :

(i) Rs. 1567-14-7 on Komaty tank.
(ii) Rs. 1,040-2-10 on restormng Ura tank.

The procedure is opposed to Code, I, IX, 81.

14. No register of liabilities has hitherto been kept. The accountant was
directed to open one. The rules as to payment of salaries before audit are not strictly
observed. the salaries of the establishment for June and July 1896 having been paid
before de;spatch of the salary bills. This is prohibited by Code, IT, 11, 58 (ii).

of the office and the work generally is, perhaps, more satisfactory
on th{ivg;lis :]t:;tr? it was at the last inspection. Much of the redundant and unneces-
sarv work noticed at the last inspection has been discontinued. Much more has,
hogever «till to be done before the office can be said to be in good order. Sufficiently
: has not been taken by the present accountant in matters of account,
correspondence and office routine. He should give his close personal attention to

remedying the defects noticed in this report, and to the points noticed in the memo-
randum left with the Fxecutive Engineer.
16. The office of the Sub-divisional officer, Yellamanchili sub-division, was in-.
: ected- No previous inspection by an accounts officer appears to have been made.
Tphe remarks in paragraph 5 as regards the procedure to be followed to ensure agree-
ment of dates of remittance of cash to treasury in the cash and treasury remittance books
Iv to the Sub-divisional office also and should be _carefully followed. Corrections
?}ﬁ}i cash-book are much too numerous. In many instances they are made in an
improper manner by converting the figures and still more irregularly by erasures.
Entries are also interpolated. The actual date _of count of the cash should be entered
i nth cash-book. The head clerk should initial the cash-book at the end of each
ﬁontﬁ There is no recorded evidence of the check of the cash-book by the gnb-
ol offee.as rquired i Code, 11, 1, 68, Tho ety oftho « head o servico
in the body of the cash-book should be dxscongmued. All the irregularities noticed
thould be at once discontinued and the rules in Code, II, I, 40—61, most carefully
followed. A duplicate cheque was requlred to be issued on Tth June 1896, _but as
there was no duplicate cheque-book in the office, an ordinary cheque was issued.
Attention is invited to Code, II, I, 92: A dupllgate che'qne-book.m the regular Prmted
form should be applied for. A register of daily receipts and issues of tools in form

No. 9 should be opened out as per Code, 11, T, 115. A separate account of tools lent to

contractors should also be kept in future—see Code, II, 1, 116, The half-yearly return

f tools and t in future, be opened out at the begz'?mz‘ny of 'each_ half-year and
;osted m?ntlﬁ?nﬁcgn;z’rgl No. 12,, instead of deferring this operation till the close of

each half-year,

prompt action

(Signed)  F. W. EICKE,

9th October 1896, A hspegting Officer.
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Office-note from the Examiner, Public Works Accounts, dated Madras, 30th
October 1896, No. 784 B.

Forwarded to Government for information and orders.

2. The points noticed in the report, particularly those referred to in paragraphs
5, 6, 8, 9, 10 and 16, should have the attention of the Executive Engineer and of the

Superintending Engineer.

Orper—No. 3201 W., dated 10th November 1896.

Communicated to the Superintending Engineer, I Circle, for the information
and guidance of the Executive Engineer, Vizagapatam division.

2. The points noticed in the paragraphs quoted by the Examiner should receive
the Superintending Engineer’s personal attention.

(True Extract.)

(Signed) D. McNEIL CAMPBELL, Colonel, R.E.,
Secretary to Government.

To the Superintending Engineer, I Circle.

»s other Superintending Kngineers.

» the Consulting Architect to Government.

» the Chief Engineer for Irrigation (Tank Restoration Scheme).
» the Examiner, Public Works Accounts.

‘Exd. T. K. Narayaoa Aiyangar,

s

Public Works (189¢ ) Department.
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" Report of an Inspection of the office of the Erccutive Engineer, Vizagapatam Division,
made by Mr. F. W. EICKE, Evaminer of Accounts, in October 1896.

Mr. J. Inglis, Executive Engineer, 3rd grade, assumed charge of the division on
20th April 1896 relieving Mr. P. Hawkins, Assistant Engineer, 2nd grade, who had
held temporary charge from 3rd April. Previous to this Mr. G. F. Handeock,

Executive Engineer, 3rd grade, had held charge since 6th December 1894. Mr. Inglis
was unable to be present during the inspection owing to illness.

9. The Accountant, Mr. M. Govindarajulu, joined on 9th June 1896 relieving
Mr. Seshiah, who had held charge since 24th June 1895, his predecessor being
Mr. G, Read, who was in charge from N ovember 1894.

3. A memorandum of notes and suggestions by the Inspecting officer on points
noticed at the inspection but not brought into this report, was left with the Executive
Engineer for the information and guidance of that officer and the accountant.

4. The prescribed test-audit was applied to the accounts for the month of
February 1896, and to the travelling allowance journals of lower subordinate, petty
and office establishment, &e. (not submitted to Examiner for audit) for the months of
October 1895 to February 1896.

5. The last inspection by an accounts officer was made in October 1894 by
Mr. F. W. Eicke, Examiner of Accounts, No inspection of the office by the Superin-
tending Engineer appears to have been made for many years. The matter is noticed
here with reference to Code, I, ITI, 41 and 48. Most of the irregularities pointed

out in the last accounts inspection report have been remedied, with the following
exceptions : —

Paragraph 4 (d) of last repori— Late receip? of vouchers from Vizianagram Sub-
division—Vouchers are still received late from this sub-division. Action has been
taken in the matter lately by the Divisional office. There should be no difficulty in
adhering to the dates prescribed in Code, IT, I, 191.,

Paragraph 5 () of last report—Non-return to Divisional office of completed
measurement books.—Some improvement in this respect. In the notes left with the
Fxecutive Engineer, it has been suggested that Sub-divisional officers might be
reminded at the end of each year to return their completed books.

Paragraph 8 of last report.—Differences in date of remittance between cash-
book and treasury remittance book.

A difference of the same kind was noticed at the present inspection. Rupees
18-7-6 shown in the cash-book as paid on 18th or 19th July 1895, but in the

remittance book.and freasury acknowledgment the date is the 22nd July. With
ordinary care and method such discrepancies could not occur.

Paragraph 9 of last report, last sentence— Evidence of check of cash-book by the
Erceutive Engineer.—On the 21st September 1896 the Executive Engineer recorded
the fact of his check, but previous to this there is no record of any check other than
the Executive Engineer’s signature at the end of each month. Code, II, I, 58, should
have the Executive Engineer’s attention.

6. The measurement books of the Koraput sub-division, particularly those of
Mr. Fletcher, Ghit Superintendent, are not satisfactorily kept. Date of measurement
is not always entered. The books are full of corrections made in an improper manner
by conversion of the figures, and in one instance by erasure of the original entries.
Attention is invited to Code, II, I, 34. The date of measurement (when entered) does
1ot always tally with the date of the subordinate’s initials at the end of the measure-
ments; this and the general appearance and state of the books tends to give the
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impression that the entries have been copied from some other record or document.
More attention and care should also be paid to the preparation and completion of the
“ memorandum of payments’ in the books. The special attention of the Sub-
divisional officer should be invited to Code, II, I, 81—39, and a strict compliance with
the rules insisted upon. There is no evidence of any check-measurement of work
made by the Sub-divisional officer, Koraput. The arithmetical accuracy of some of
the measurements recorded in book No. 1797 of Mr. Fletcher were tested, with the
result that several errors were detected, indicating that the check prescribed in Code,
II, I, 36, has not been carried out. The errors noticed occur on pages 3 and 4 of the
book and were indicated to the accountant at the inspection. The imprest accounts of
Mr. Fletcher are also badly kept, disallowances by the Sub-divisional officer are
frequent and corrections very numerous — figures frequently converted. The divisional
accountant was directed to take up the matter and issue the necessary instructions for
the correct preparation of these accounts.

7. The balances due to contractors and piece-workers for over six months aggre-
gate Rs. 362 ; one of these has been outstanding since December 1895 and the rest
since March 1596. Sufficiently prompt action has not been taken by the Divisional
office towards the adjustment of these ducs. An advance of Rs. 90 was made in
November 1895 to a contractor for collection of sand, from which a balance of Kupees
39190 is still outstanding. The Sub-divisional officer has been requested to recover
the amount. Attention is invited to Code, I, VIIL, 34, under which advances to
contractors above Rs. 50 are prohibited. ,

8. In connection with the work constructing Hill jail and hospital and compound
wall at Parvatipur,” the following points were noticed : —

There is a difference of Rs. 1,428-2-0 between the value of materials at site as
per Materials at Site statement (Form 7 F for March 1896) and the register of works,
thus : —

BEV, A s
Aspor Form T B iee  one o iate Do omet i e 1,653 3 10
.  Register of works .., ... Sd oo -y g B 1),

Difference ... 1,428 2 0

—

due to materials to that value having been charged direct to the sub-head con-
cerned while the materials actually remained at site. The work was stopped under
orders of Government in November 1895. The question of the disposal of the materials
at site should then have been taken up and the procedare laid down in Code, 11, 11,
131, followed. This should now be at once attended to. The claims of one of the
contractors on this work (Mr. Henderson) have not yet been finally settled in conse-
quence of a dispute as to * rates.” The procedure in Code, II, II, 167, should have
been applied and should now be acted upon. A revised estimate allowing higher
rates on certain items of work than entered in the original estimate was submitted,
but has not been approved by Government as the work has been temporarily stopped.
The late Executive Kngineer (Mr. Handcock), apparently onhis own authority, paid
this contractor on 31st December 1895 at the revised estimate rates. There 18 no
record of the sanction of higher authority to the payment of the higher rates, nor does
any report of the fact appear to have been made to the Superintending Engineer.
1n the case of the other contractor (Mr. Lachminarain), the final bill was paid in
September 1896, after long delay and correspondence. A perusal of this corre-
spondence showed that the Superintending Engineer, in passiug orders on the case
referred to him by the Executive Engineer (Mr. Handcock), decided ‘‘that the
contractor’s deposif,. should not be forfeited and that, as far as possible, he should be

id according to the rates entered in his agreement.” Ona further reference from
the Executive Engineer enquiring whether he might assume that the rates pro-
vided in the revised estimate were approved, and, if so, whether he might pay the con-
tiactors at those rates, the Superintending Engineer referred the Executive Engineer
to his previous decision and added that * the rates for work not specified in the agree-
ment may be paid according to the terms agreed upon.”  On this letter, Mr. Handeock
wrote an order to the accountant  Bills accordingly,” and on 3lst March 1896 on

A 3
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the copy of the revised estimate, Mr. Handeock recorded an order to pay the con-
tractors at the rates entered]in the revised estimate,—the bl!l was, however, not pm.d
till September 1396, on a further order to pay at the revised rates by Mr. Inglis
recorded on the 27th July 1896 underneath Mr. Handcock’s order. These orders
to pay the contractors at the higher and revised rates, in addition to refunding the
gecurity deposit of Rs.

1,115 appear to be at variance with the instructions of the
Superintending Engineer. ‘

9. The value of the materials at site of the work completing Potinghi-Koraput
road ” is shown as Rs, 3,332-1 5_5. No verification appears to have been made since
the work was taken over by the Public Works Department in May 1895 from the
Jeypore estate. Materials to the value of Rs. 269 are alleged by 7t,he Sub-divisional
officer, Koraput (Mr. French), to have been ¥ W%l}ed away by rains. The matter has
been &nder correspondence, and the Superintending Engineer has recorded a remark
that it was unsatisfactory that Mr. French did not report the loss to the Agent to the
Governor, under whose orders he was at the time. Steps should now be taken to have
the materials at site verified. The work was completed and completion report sent in
on 9th September 1896. The question of the disposal and adjustment of the materials
should have been taken up and settled before the completion report was submitted.
There is besides a sum of Rs. 4-1-0 outstanding since May 1895. As the accounts of
the work have been closed, the unclair.nefl arrears may be credited to Prov.mclal
Rovenue. The rules regarding the submission of work slips have not been sufficiently
attended to, several instances of non-compliance with the rules being noticed. These
were indicated to the accountant. Attention 18 invited to Code, I, ILL, 43, and 1L, 11,
154 and 170. Materials at site of work “improving and extending the existing
sub-jail at Koraput »__Rs. 31-5-T have not been verified, but the necessary information

has been called for by the Divisional office.

10. The road metal accounts require much more care and attention. No check
has hitherto been exercised over -the monthiy receipts and issues. This should be
applied and in order to facilitate this check, the Sub-divisional offi sers should be
requested to note in the statfaments ot'_ road metal the numt!er and date of the voucher
on which the quantitics received and issued have been paid. Proper steps have not
been taken by the Divisional office to get in road metal statements from the Sub-
divisional officer. Under the rules the sjcatemcnts should be submitted, whenever there
are balances, whether there are transactions or not during the month. In the case of
the maintenance of the Ttikavalsa-Koraput road, the 1)1v1§10nal office was aware that
there were balances on lst June 1895 when the maintenance of the road commenced.
The road metal statements in form No. 19 should, therefore, have been palled for each
month. The Sub-divisional officer, however, of his own accord, sent in five months
statements (April to August) in September. - The balances of metal on this road have
not been verified for over a year. The date of‘ measurement should always _be noted
in the road metal statements. Attention is invited to Code, IL, I, 124 and 125, I1, II,
149—-152, and to the instructions on form No. 19, all of which should be strictly

observed 1n future.

11. The tools of the division at head-quarters are under the charge of a temporary
clerk on Rs. 20; there is no siorekeeper. There are very few tools, but all the same 1t
does not appear advisable that a low-paid clerk on the temporary establishment should
have charge of Government property without giving security. Adttention is invited

to Code, I, IV, 10,

12. The contract agreement for the wor “ improving the escape of Venkama
tank ” requires to be signed by the Executive Engineer as “ Agent for Secretary of
State”” The stipulated time for completion of the following works has expired : —

(i) Additions and slterations to the Tahsildar's office at

Yellamanchili o ves e s ass Slst March 1896.
(ii) Restoring Gudivéda Ralle tank ‘15th R
(iii) Improving the escape of Venkama tank ... .. '48th Feb. ' ',

(iv) Constructinga third-class Police station at Vepagunta. 31st May

1f an extension of the time for completion is required, the necessary steps should
be taken in the matter and the period of extension noted in the contract register,
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