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fumble petition of A. RANGA BOW. lat

MosT RESPECTFULLY SHOWKTH,

'hat your Excellency’

er was remorved trom the servics T Governiment

Accountant in the P. W. D. by G. O., No. 880-W., dated 30th March 1893 on a re port mad
by Mr. Sherlock Hubbard, Examiner, P. W. Accounts, as to certain alleced charces of ne olect
of duty ; and that subsequently on your petitioner applying for pension supported by the
recommendation of the same Ixaminer, through his successor who also supported it. orders
were passed by Government in . O, dated 19th November 1895, No. 2591-W., that the case

was properly met by dismissal which carries with it loss of )i

2. That subsequently, when petitioner sought an interview with Col. J. Pennyenick
R. E., the late Secretary. to represent about his grievous disappointment, he was told, that
im the absence of an explanation concerning the charges alleged in the removal order in

his application, his petition was rejected ; whereas petitioner expected that Mr. Sherlocl

Hubbard, the late Examiner, will do the needful himself, since he. on a reconsideration of the

racts or the case, took a tavorable view of 1t and ordered pet sut his applic 01
i |

in the terms of the letter addressed to him, (Vide Document A,) w ! npanied his formal

application. This prevented your petitioner from entering into the details he cas H¢

therefore now begs to approach your Excellency to solicit the generons favor of a reconsider-

ation of his most unfortunate case, with the necessary records in support of the planations

of the said charges.

3. That the charges preferred against your petitioner are -

(1) !I‘IJUY, he ;oﬂwv‘.\'t-vl an over-payment 01 “\ ]!):’.-Y 1-3 to a Diece

.) 'Hl:ll\ hl‘ n};‘mﬁiwi t‘r,'{‘?:xih ‘_mufi\ on v‘f""ﬁT from a eco tractor

4. That with recard to the first charoe of over-payment to a plece-worke

petitioner begs to submit as follows. The sub-charees (i) to (vi

dated 30th March 1893, No. 880-W.. refer to a single over-payment

magnify it.



2 clegp
1ght oy t}
Stanceg € Natupg op :
Con v T the g .
arayang, 3 Recteq With j hich 4 MM o
are, r'e as At |y
; a C(Jntl"d(‘tOp - ) S follow ,__
g to hls co SeCtl(m earth.
S. 170

O nd ()d(} W
L) mmell(l .
151011 O

d later on

er to 4 piece-wm.km.
® assuray .
; ed - 3 L
Ocﬂh)enb B) uctlon i
e While he

e that the

0 aboyg
Seconq Bil] 10

SubJ)ivisi(m
for R
Mittedq for

With o dednction
C.
d 26¢) My,
: ay 1891
o Bithia ks o as suhsequently sub-

ong with
"% which » Blitha o).
] the 8a i a,mOu

A o an
, and g like

g9 18 1
- 33.1.7 O aboyt 30 i
ment of éXcess ¢pg

Subsequently the
No. 616-1,
piece-worker.

(6 While this lette,

(d)

€ saiq
8 disposa] 1.,
who wag I .

s flicer vy
Matter ¢, the not;
caused g reference

(Vide Document F.)

() The Sub~Division o
Some

to be made

fhicer
additional earth v
(9) Petitioney

replied thqt the excegg Was due ¢
ork ha,

1 to be done, (Vide Do¢
aused the gy,

Sub-Division offi

the fac that

. Ument (3, )
accord; ngly ¢

and requegteq the

0 billg Spec
therein the additip

cer

lﬁed ﬁ/bOv

e to he returneq
to submjt

' @ Tevised b)) showipg
b b nal work a4 distinet from ¢} origing] work in ordc:
at the cost ¢ the lattey might be e N
g ebited to the acco g
contractop, (Vide Documeny H.) i o
(%) The Sub-Divixion

officep aftep
n the latter end
of the sec
differept 1
and the total ¢

or third by
for the whole
him at ¢},
6 pies

a lapse of foup

of March 1892, 1 this by the
tioning work, whi 1
ates of ] anng

08t of sectioniy

Months ggpy

work wag
g k was thus brought down ¢,

arge, petitioner

work for g canal
a8 withheld
SubJ)iVisiuU

that the

TMENT.
DEPAR
P W.

7] f ( 1 l",’l‘HL'iI o
g S 1211 Y 1X ‘11 upon, [hhb -
l U I]'I H(l(l s 1!1']}_{'1“']“., 1X¢ l
L F Rs i a
¢ 1L of }\. .
lH,‘ amoiltl 1 1

“ i irs >i11‘ )Y
the € I 11 1 c Ors woO A
. « eal ,' o (] “, \ [ 1 h > 111 }

¢ ¢ lll_ (,)f wor alreaqy € T A", 1 L t

]l > to d] vallg € 1 W

Q= [ [ L S = " S state at l }]11‘(l ac Ililluj\’
l 1 1 71 S 8 mern halL
S ( 1 fi nce of }H.' P( rvious Sté
1 er1ance S
: i, o/ and odadd 1m c tt t

207-6-5. ( Vide Document I.)
¥ C -6-5. (
CcOost Re. 2

g r] o
S alle 1 )W tllk‘l( IIJ, LI
g S il * Talled TO SIi(

VIS¢ cer failed

i > revised

) sending the

(¢) In ser g

OU ? ts ac ] 3 SU ¢ se ( Sda IS a oL 2
) = « n IS € ¢
Y macdle 1 1€ nrst an {.‘(‘J
men
101 [?1
]l(\

1 1S evisel( S S % S | S 1 owing
A . 1 []ll l;] YWII
> ary ili S.
l. 'l (‘llA"l | ron 1e ordaimary
S ) 1ST11) ¢ £ N
as a se ] 1

- £ = l_'\
>1N€ ,‘l n l]k

t ) ) S MILCC € A

) S 1a € LV1S ( el 1 ] 1 41( ( ¥y

rm tlL N(

tc 1ts late 1,((][, t C

- { 2 f N ¢ st ce
) 1 i 1 l 2 ( \\. 1 ‘ne uandaer rll( SUc
to ]’)( ]'i'l]‘ 1 'lrl]“ 10 ( ]l .Cl\, ( 1 1
i T H al( ( «
(0] f) St A\ d (,‘11 ar (1 c

' That this was
X ate over-pavment.
hich led to the unfortunate over {] (t‘ o
\ r which . - RO setter No. 9 .
noted below ; il Executive |<Jl)gll1t,(l S i o
5 5 t by the WX e mlai e
. = Document J ) The Executive
’ / g )(,‘
92 {Vide (
June 1892,

l geret 1 ¥ s s J ¢ .\l'l’ onntat
t 1 or T ‘nec I’\ an
i ya 'in"' ])111 l)(‘glﬂt‘ ]1(\]\ cne
1< 3t m O a) {
V‘ > (]1‘(1( O
V1 h 1€

7 » - 49} 2
W 1 'i I ]‘l‘t‘t“}:“'fl,l)_] ‘[)
i f i i ace aance V
1 A Necessl for l[, 111 ACCOT
re 18 ¢ > 8 W
‘yl s t}“ [ < Y 1 3

7. Code whieh runs thus:—
as P. W. Code w
of the Madras

i mgimeer himself
‘ Ixecutive Engineer
ich are to be paid by the Execnt
ims which are
“(Mlaims w

{1 < S ) ( L F \ }1"!\
y Accountant.
] e ill]ilill']\ l'lli‘l 1\(‘11 .\ ,}IL \‘,
a< a rule be ¢ ) t y
i€ S )l!lll 1 15 <

1 g o 7] \,(:‘,"’1111‘,'
] 3 8 \\';ll[ j")l [ll\ i
t Ixe utive A0 g
the Exec 3 S

143 sheck g cause as t t ] 1V 3 S "1u
t’s CK < ‘ ents may
c ee )¢ 1€
([11(1 *A IS¢ }llll' 1."]111} ( ]]l 1\ l.\ y l
> [y WO ¢ g
“ant’s che

1
~ t y SRS S sibility 1?(" ore such
i i ’s : e )"Vll._'lyblll['\ C
} l“(‘('“ i"(} l':llLlH“LI'. own IL;]
¢ 1€ 2 V g
o ll\‘d(l{_’ 01

“ check.

5 Eo ver
< 18 > l.\'[nl\l Or o o
y scover '(i lllt i

S it1 ner \\'Il’) Nll]).’l'llll('lnll‘v (ll‘l(,!‘,(

' 1¢

y ras your pt 1tio

[t wa ‘\‘ll

\.]

o b} pi 1 S {1 1 Y“‘I\
€ S HI]“I'.,,"]!xh 2
1 face n: anda
‘ rse "" })1'(.'1)( ravion o acco
1 1e COl
avment m t
I)d.\

y sax 1 i \A.y{
V] 1 ) "ine 3 2”1'1 caus
t f t t . s Weam ive Lllz‘_’llltt
l ne O l) * notice Ui } l Xect
} Same 1
bl‘()ll‘_,llt 1€ 5S4

' e s 1ts recovery.
sary action to be taken for it
the necessary ¢

'S ary ( 1 orres l({ ce (l l anb [i 3L Irusts, w H
J11€ S
1 ve, p(_tlt
the ¢ S} (.t €
umimat ) J
6 ll«l t]l( )

( S ’ > C S ab o C me
3 18 C
v % l e t « 7E not in t » as clhigcent ¢ { S hl )
l 1 h(. lLr\‘,t (D 8€ l 1 W Oow
lt‘ 1€
S1VE SNOW v %
C )“(] W y 10 th 1 t

1 3 :uhsuqumu
3 irs /0 bills and the s
y
CK first two
1 t examination and check of the
is faithf and honest exs
his faithful a

) f ) ] g l r ] ;.l e ror-charo. Qe ()-\v,-l—\» < tect (l'lll
« ( v ) ) a 1( €CLe <
1 I ) )OOV ve Il wiree on 'LL[I(J“]“H VOTrK was (
l th lt t 1€ above ( r-charg
oy nim, that 9
1 thereon
‘dCfI n e

. Al t, l‘ 2 P . ) ver-nav Nt «( 918 \(l ‘}
2 € 2 12°1 1 lll‘l t}lxit th( ovel I(l men oIl O
1 neer, ¢ L
b |(’I to t]ll ll()tlt(’ ()t ’ v }l\( cutive 4118
rot a 1 @

) 1visi ﬁi(ji-r as
f e Sub-Division o
: 4 » part of the |
the failure of duty on the p:
3 on
S ] consequent
had resulted

noted above.

1 © taken by
i 1 ~ the view taken b
ix sub-charges in the light of the
ypend the six sub-charg
1t * begs to a
7. Petitioner begs to apy

4N e < J [ C J Uf\tdp),\l 10711,
tl 3 }1 W t 1 & ur 3T S > a ( )
1€ ymin 1 I f tl e pL(l C 1 (1 0 Xp atic ereon 1 )
ron > ¢
el f
X l r ‘1 e a 1 ]h "e01

Charges. |
(i) For having paid a second bill dnfu;
( C - ‘ ‘ _
:1}) May 1891, for Rs. 95-2-4 without cha
i.’.“l I\ é. ovl, [

! > excess charges,
lenging the excess

[;'1/,/«”,11_}{',/,,

bi necke \-i Il

(1 'I‘IIL‘ \'L’(")“(l l'IH das (1“1‘ (_ll ,Cl\Lll
1) 2 8 W ¥V r

\ S aglt (.l"(ll(l C arge sum ot
l} rates ‘]l th(‘ agreement 1 (

c - . £ P 952 t
s .h‘-]‘ ouv “1‘ thL‘ 1)1“ amount ot S, JJd=L=
l\._'. 13} { )y O

1 roval of the Exceutive
was withheld with theapproval ofthe I

S S5 € se (¢) para. D :([ny\'e‘
g ) clause () para. «
f excess cost Vide Document D 1 cla (¢) 1
XCess St.
: L
* fing rtlement o
Hll("int'm', 1)('[1leg final sett
5

) < } d t 'JUX e
( I I h'l\l“.ﬂ DalC hab 1” o1 O
11) o 1 1 t lr (

1891 without proper scrutiny.

Y .( i t etec e excess

\l]” l“'ll' }l'(ivin‘_ t'“](}(l 0} d e f th V
o S : Y "y erms (J[ tll(‘

or se ti()nln( contray } tO t\. '

Uhill'ot‘ tL)A sec 5 . . B S
Iltil ";)Ild bcptc‘mbel l"t 1 1r t 1
d‘hﬂ ]'8(‘]“8111', u - - - )
t ( IH()H!IIQ ﬂn(l t‘\\'ellt) =S1X dd) S5 (11 ter th(

WO S

payment had been made:

1S 1 " a re-iteration of charge
(ii) Thisisonly a re-iterat

: Sarationat chires
i) Thisis likewise a re-iteration of charg
iii 118 1

= . - ,‘th not
( [l re et’t]’ * was } ail (Pe(l A%y
1), ere [) one C <

: terms of
> bill with the terms o
having checked the bill

o 1 20 8 1]‘.1['\'
! avin een g

> '€ nt ¢ Ud fOl a8

t']l(,‘ (l”' eenme 1 l V o l I ¢

: agreement were
f delay. The terms of the agreement
0L aele y-




only as regards the rates agreed u
the bill not having varied from those

by the Executive FEngineer
sufficient to cover the excess,
posed of.

As regards the alleged delay,
but that the matter was simply rene

for final settlement.

Charges.

(iv) For having called for a “ Revised bill”
when more than the specified amount had al-
ready been paid. His proper course was to
have advised the Sub-Divisional officer of the
over charge and requested a recovery of it
from the piece-worker.

pon, this being a piece

| . specified in the agree
tioner to object to. Moveover, the Sub-Division officer’s

exceed the amount held in deduction from the origing
by him in his covering letter sent with the very seco
(c) para. 5 above) stating that the work had actually ¢
recommended to be paid from the money due to defan)

as being reasonable but yet petitioner ca
withheld to be settled when the matter w.

4

-work contract, and the rates in
ment, there was nothing for peti-
assurance that the cost would nof
1 contractor, was explained away
nd bill (vide Document D. clause

ost Rs. 207-6-8 and the excess was

ting contractor. Thig was accepted

used a large sum
as to be finally dis-

Petitioner submits that there was no such thing at all ;

wed on the information elicited from
later on as stated in clause (¢) para. 5 above,

il the Overseer
en the piece-worker’ i
prece-worker’s claim wag pressed

Explanation,

(iv) Here again there has been an unfor-
tunate misunderstanding of facts. The piece-
worker was not over-paid for any recovery
being made from him ; but on the other hand,
& sum of Rs, 47-12-3 withheld on his first
and second hills was due to him, and which

amount was urged by the Sub-Division officer

in Document K. to be paid to him. (Vide clause (d) para. 5 above.)

Except by calling for the revised bill
(g9) para. 5 above as was done by petitioner,

the actual excess if any, since the Sub-Division officer was re
pondence and fought shy of stating definitely anything in the

(v) For having paid a third bill (date not
known as the voucher has not yet been re-
ceived in the Examiner’s office) for Rs, 184
also without serutiny.

(vi) For having kept out of the office re-
cords the Sub-Divisional officer’s letter No.
2670, dated 26th March 1892, explaining the
circumstances under which a revised bill was
submitted which was discovered by a clerk on
the 12th May 1892 « unregistered, while post-
ing the work abstracts for March 1892.”

letter being mislaid or becoming detached
the present instance.”

8. That under the circumstances set forth above,

ment on the part of petitioner,
necessary action to be taken on the matter,
the suggestion of Examiner in para. 3 of G, O

since it was he who discovered th
it will be seen that there is nothin

in the terms suggested in Document H.,

clause
there was no oth

er alternative of tracing out

ticent throughout his corres-
matter,

(v) The bill happened to be paid without,
check under the circumstances detailed in
clause (i) para. 5 above,

‘ ' under orders of the
Executive Engineer.,

(vi) Petitioner submits that he did not kee
the covering letter out of office records a};
the Examiner himself admits that it wa; i
the possession of a clerk in the office .
para. 15 of Examiner’s subse .
dated 21st February 1893 (
para. 9 below,)
tha

From
quent office note,
Vide Document K
it will be seen that he admits
b “there is always the risk of a covering

from a bill as appears to have been the case in

and as there was no conceal-
e mistake and caused
g to justify

., No. 880-W., dated 30th March 18
% 93
petitioner had betrayed the trust reposed in him, and that far from the fact gt

disclosing any traces of negligence on petitioner’

s of the case
s part, they would signally prove that peti-

— .

>
<)

of serutiny and criticism on the case, and the excess charge
' jous bills in the item sectioning, could hardly

untiring watchfulness that petitioner

tioner had bestowed any amount
bsequently found to be in the prev

which were su
essant and

have been discovered but for the inc

exercised over the case.
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ed on the Sub-Division

9. That in add

0.. dated 18th May 1893 containi
a - a reconsider
the responsibi]it-y was fix

reference to G.
matter of the said over-payment case after
seen that with reference to this matter, !
officer by the Examiner himself. (Vide Document 2

d charge of having obtained goods on credit from a

brief that the evidence on record plainl
There is absolutely no

10. That as regards the secon

v shows that
t in ;

contractor, petitioner begs to subm ‘
the accusation is the offspring of malice
evidence of such dealings nor did the person re
e of office at the station.

as no more than a tenderer jointly with ‘
of Rs. 300 for their attempt to back out of it when
The said persons having failed in their several
£ his official enemies at

and that it is wholly false. '
ferred to do any contract work during peti-

tioner’s tenur o
another individna

The alleged supplier W
who had forfeited an earnest money ol
to be an unprofitable bargan. ersons b
er it from the department, and at the instigation o
petitioner in the Civil Court after the lapse of one year,

knowing that petitioner was the cause of their

they found it
attempts to recov -
last hit upon the idea of suing . '
with a view to wreak vengeance against him,

ot ir earnest money.
forfeiting their e : g written
had put in a

nstitution of the suit, petitioner
nstances related above

toto setting forth the same circur
Vide Document L.) and after the written statement had
to carry the suit further and withdrew it while

Tmmediately after the 1
statement repudiating the claim in
as being the cause of its origin (
been put in, the plaintiffs did not venture

at Bezwada on transfer from Nellore.
: ;

petitioner was away
away from this charge, reported petitioner for

i iner, passing N :
11. The Examiner, passiiis or 1V. of the India P. W. Code, of which

ork under Section 59 Chapt .
On the other hand, Government will be pleased to observe

Document M, how honestly and faithfully he discharged

specific failures of w
he submits, he is entirely free. B
from his testimonials reproduced in
his duties throughout his official life of 26 years,

single blot against him.

during which whole period there was not a

19. That petitioner having thus explained the two charges preferred against him,
y at petitioner having ' ' '
" e mind of Government, para. 10, of Resolution embodied

@ nission to call to th
iy g December 1883 which runs thus :—¢ If a man has earned

in G. O.. No. 2290, Public, dated 30th o
‘ ,1 ned his pension, his would not be a proper case for removal on suspicion. He
or nearly ear

¢ would necessarily be an old serv

¢ when it would be most improbable that he . . :
‘hood. The sudden beggary of a man whose working days are drawing to a close is as
100d. 55°

r as the penal sentence of a Court of Justice and should not be

ant of Government who would have reached a time of life

could turn to any other occupation for his liveli-

¢ serious an exercise of powe

¢ inflicted on haphazard principles. . ) o
embodied in G. O., dated 5th July 1895, No. 552, drawing the distinction between cases of

And also to para. 2 of Government of India’s Resolution
removal and dismissal of a public servant of Government.

13. That as the order originally stood in his case, petitioner was not debarred from
earning his pension o being re-employed ; but the subsequent order recently passed after a
lapse of 3 years and on the favorable recommendation, on a reconsideration of the facts of
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In conclusion, Petitioner most respectfully submits that he is not guilty of the

charges as explained above and prays that considering the fact of his having put in 26 years
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For which act of Justice and kindness, Petitioner as in duty bound, shall EVER PRAY. ¥
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GOVERNME.\IL‘ OF MADRAS. &
. PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT. E
General.
Account.

Riap—the following paper -—

. Report of an Tnspection of the offic
sion, in charge of Mr. G. B.

A made by Mr. F. w. EICKE, Examiner of Accounts,

| February 1890.

The last inspection
bv Mur. Sherlock-ITubbare

available regarding date of the last insp

e of the Bxecutive Engineer, Tinnevelly Divi-
LAMBERT, Executive Engineer, 2nd Grade,
on 17th to 20th

of the office by an accounts officer was made in April 1895 |
1, Examiner, Public Works Accounts. No information was ;
eetion by the Superintending Engineer. The i
Fxecutive Engineer, Mr. Lambert, was present throughout the present inspection. ‘
A memorandum of notes and suggestions on certain minor points noticed during the i
inspection was let with the Lxecutive lineineer ; these have consequently not been
» again referred to in this report. Al points noticed in the Jast inspection report
* appear to have received careful attention, and the only defect still remaining unre-
medied is that referved to in paragraph 93 of the last inspection report, the cost of

buildings recorded in the register having appavently not been kept corrected up to
date with reference to {he additions and improvements. (‘are should be taken to
enter all requisite corrections on this account as soon as they become known. The
cost of the buildings, as noted in the monthly return of buildings rented and available
32 Y), does not tally with that shown in the register of buildings.

.
B b for rent (Form No.
1 i Qo far as could be ascertained, the differences in cost appeared to be due to the
. register having been postod on a wrong priuciple. If, however, there is any doubt
as to the correct value of any of the buildings, it would seem necessary that a re-valua-
at the earliest opportunity,

hould be made by the Txecutive Engineer
be shown in the books; in those cases in

ade in order to bring

tion of them s

in order that the correct value only may
the necessary corrections should be m

.
2
.
which there is no doubt,
the register and the return of buildings into agreement. The register has hitherto
been posted by the head-draftsman. The Accountant should be careful to supervise
' this work more closely.
p 9. In the following instances, payments had been made in January 1896 on
: . qccount of works undertaken without a sanctioned estimate and appropriation of
. % funds, and without obtaining 2 special written order from the Superintending Engineer
;; : l authorizing work to be undertaken :—
: “ 1 North main channel: (losing breaches in —.
2 Do. (learing silt in —.
: ‘ 3 Avurangamangalam tank : Closing breaches in —.
4 Korkai channel : (losing breaches in—.
) 5 Kadambah tank : Closing breaches in—.
" 6 Levalaikulam: Closing breaches in —.

]
i

7 Perangalam surplus channel : Closing breaches in —.
8 Do. flood bank : Closing breaches in —.

9 Paliem channel : Closing breaches in —.
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The Executive Engineer explained at the inspection that the works were all of
an emergent nature and had to be carried out in anticipation of sanction to save
revenue. They are met from the lump sum grant, for which an extra grant has been
applied for in January. He also stated that estimates for items 1 to 5, 7 and 8 had
not been received from the Sub-divisional officer, Srivaikuntam, WI’IO had been
reminded to send at once, and that as regards item 6, estimate had been submitted to
Superintending Engineer, and that for item 9, returned to the supervisor for revision
The matter is, however, noted here as being an infringement of the general rule and
principle laid down in Code, Volume I, chapter IX, paragraph 1.  Prompt steps appear

to have been since taken by the Executive Engineer to get the matter regularized

3. In the measurement books of the Srivaikuntam sub-division, corrections ar
sometimes made by conversion of the figures and corrections are not.fdlways initiall 3
by the disbursing officer. Care should be taken to only make corrections in tle]
measurement books in the manner prescribed in Code, Volume I, chapter I, Pal‘agrapﬁ

56, and also to invariably quote the number and date of the bill agai : 2
on’the last page of the measurements of each work. * against Which paid

4. The differences in dates of payment into Treasury betwee

remittance book appear to indicate that the entries in the ])yivisionalnca(;?lsgoc?lgg e
alwqys made at the time of receipt and payment ; also that the remittance book ie noz
efficiently checked and serutinized. It should be very exceptional, indeed. that S 1o
sent to treasury are not acknowledged in the remittance hook on the ;late on ;vh' hm;lms
are sent. The blank cheque books are kept in the cash chest, both keys of whiclie 1 they
remain with the Accountant. They should be kept in the personal custody of tha v]ga}’s
cutive Engineer. The cash balance averages only about Rs. 15. The Di}\’rision el xe-
book contains thq following defects and irregularities ; two interpolations of gntcl?sh
corrections sometimes made by conversion of figures, corrections not initi.alled 'h y 1(;18’
Executive Engineer. Attention is necessary to Code, Volume IT chapter I, pa 4 the
40 apd 5.6, which should be.strletly complied with, The Executi’ve En ineérp cgagkl“aphs
%?tlmes 1111Ith% Ca:;l II)‘)Ok with 1ihe vouchers at the end of each montl% Unde(i'e()sotiee

olume II, chapter I, paragraph 58, a more fr i : : )
checked on each occasion ghoﬁld bé initialle?i(.lueﬁlgh(iﬁlk ey e Rl entry

prest accounts are not always
regularly closed towards the end of the month, accounts being sometimes sent %n

embracing payments for two months. ‘I'he rules in Code. Volun

graph 70, should be attended to. The rule prescribed in Cod;,e \Ifglgglaeptlef Ic,hsa:a-
{, psragragh 184, under which a brief note of the particulars in English is re uIi)r:(;.'
IO e t:n}? ekon a 1w]rernacular voucher, had not been attended to in some insémces
tn ({)as 18(;90 vouchers N'os. € and 7, and schedule dockets Nos. 23 and 38 for 8 :
ember 1895, alteratious in the date of the vouchers had been irregular] 05 8
conversion of the figures ; the practice should be discontinued. Pa;mentz ;? aR: 1;).‘;

made on Head Assistant Collector’ ‘s
low at Bérmdddviand harged ig 0:5 bungalow and Sub-divisional officer’s bunga-

. . separate estimate for municipal .
written back to the debit of each buildine ; Jounicipal taxes should be
Vil paragiph 0z Ths seglgh suéa Ing 1n accordance with Code, Volume I, chapter

; i ct book should be posted
transactions, daily, instead of ' posted, as regards head office
at present. s every two or three days as was alleged to be the case

5. The orders regarding th ‘et .
Engineer, prescribed in Code% Vofuxiléb{nll,ssg;n of works slips to the Superintending

: ter 1.
paragraph 389, have not been invariably comglizl;llvff,it%afra%fph 170, and chapter III,

) L chiefl t iece- ; .
T ptetont tosnsalton. Hioes thase eightee); 2?&311111: a?;ece work system. At the time of

ing over three months as due to piece-workers, an gereguting Rs. 1,060-4-0 outstand-

« . d si 5
ing for more than six months; ks it Lo six of the items had heen outstand-

X r t :
is necessary with reference to Code, Volume II, nchi;%egaly, m;::aogfr;;l‘f 011’(;?; ofD‘Z(l);;:,

of over a month in payment of bills after receipt in the Divis; ;

in several instances : in three cases it was stateg to be gueltvomtlﬁgaéﬂ(itsﬁge,Was not}ced
for initials to corrections and signature of piece-workers. In two othersetl)lilﬁ retm'n.eg
on 4th December 1895 and 20th December 1895 had not been paid up to tﬁ; zcaetle‘if

A o S22 o
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the inspection, pending final inspe:tion of the work by the Executive Engineer. The
Txecutive Engineer’s special attention is necessary to Code, Volume II, chapter 11,
paragraph-154, and chapter I, paragraph 112, in connection with this subject. The
register of contracts is not properly completed, the columns ‘“amount of contract,”
« guthority for acceptance,” ¢ date fixed for completion of contract” being frequently
not filled in. The index to the contractors’ ledger requires to be completed.

Some conversions of figures in the ledger accounts were noticed.

6. In the travelling allowance journals of lower subordinate and office establish-
ment the hours of departure and arrival are not entered ; .this is necessary, partleulql’ly
in the case of mileage claims, to enable an effective audit to be made of such claims
with reference to Civil Service Regulations, article 29. The Government of India
form (No. 22 C) of journal might be brought into use 1n place of the old Madras
form (No. 1562 A) at present used. :

-

7. With the foregoing exceptions the office may be considered to be in satisfac-
tory order. The Accountant has had only four years’ experience in the (.iepartm_ent,
but appears to be doing fairly \\_'ell. e should carefully attend to the. instructions
given in the present report and in the m01110.1';111(111111 of notes and suggestions left with
the Executive Ingineer, and attach greater importance to the proper posting and up-
keep of the cash-book and other books connected w1th' the reqm‘d of cash transac-
tions. The Executive Engineer appears to take a keen interest in the accounts work

of his office.

8. The books and accounts of the Srivaikuntam sub-division were inspected at
Tinnevelly. The practice of leaving a blank line between each entry in the cash-
book should be discontinued, as rendering the interpolation of entries pqssible_; the
correction of figures by writing one figure over another should also be discontinued,
and corrections made in the manner preseribed in Code, Volume IT, chapter I, para-
graph 56. The method of accounting _for money adyaneqd to a subordinate for dis-
bursement to labourers or others at a distance, preseribed in Qode, Volume 11, chapter
1, paragraph 44, 18 not properly carrlfd out ; the Sub-divisional office advances on
such account should not be charged off at once direct to.the work. Muster rolls.are
apparently not dealt with or paid with sufficient prox’npmude ; one case was nojtlced
in which the roll was prepared on 21st August 1890, orders of hxecutlvc: Engineer
requested on 30th August 1895, but not passed till 23rd September 1895, and the
voll ultimately paid on 3rd October 1895, or a total delay of 33 days between the
date of preparing the roll and payment. Corrections in 11‘1easur§3ment. books are
sometimes irregularly made by conversion of the figures, There is a dispute with
a contractor Granadravaya Nadar, in connection with work done on ¢ Repairs to
Avurungamangalam tank’’; the matter appears to call for early settlement. } Meanwhile,
the procedure preseribed in Code, Volume 11, chapter II, paragraph 167, should be
followed. Two registers of tools and plant—one for daily receipts and the other for
issues—arve kept : one might be dispensed with and only one register kept for the
record of both receipts and issues; the transactions are not numerous. The current
half-yearly return of tools and plant and the current cheque books were not produced

for inspection.
(Signed) F. W. EICKE,
23rd February 1896. Inspecting Officer.

Office-note from the Examiner, Public Works Accounts, dated Madras, 20th
March 1896, No. 213 B.

Forwarded to Government for information and orders.

9. 1t was directed in G.0. No. 916 W., dated 20th March 1888, paragraph 14,
that provisional sanction should be obtained in cases where works are undertaken on
emergency without estimate and should have been acted upon in the cases in para-

graph 2.
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3. Improvement is necessary in the record in measurement books (paragraphs 3
and 8) and in the posting and upkeep of cash book and the frequent eheeE of the same
by Executive Engineer (paragraph 4); in the regular submission of work-slips to

Superintending Engineer and in the prompter payment for work done (paragraph 5).

4. The other points which require action _and remedy as shown in the report
ghould also have the attention of the Executive Engineer and the Superintending
Enginecer. ;

OrpEr—No. 1057 W., dated 24th March 1&96.

Communicated to the Smperintendinsr Engineer, VI Circle, for the information
and guidance of the Executive Engineer, Tinnevelly Division.

(True Extract.)

(Signed)  D. McNEIL CAMPBELL, Colonel, R.E.,
Joint Secy. to Govt., P.W.D,

To the Superintending Eligi.neer, VI Circle.
,, other Superintending Engineers.
,» the Consulting Architect to Government.
,, the Examiner, Public Works Accounts.

‘Egd. T. K. Narayans Aiyangar.
_ Spare Copies
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dated 189
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Orrice Notk No. 2 /3 /C;

Report of an Tnspection of the office of the Executive Engineer, Tinnevelly Division, in
| charge of Mr. G. B. LAMBERT, Exccutive Engineer, 2nd grade, made by
| Mr. F. W. EICKE, Examiner of Accounts, on 17th to 20th February 18Y6.

' To W, l The last inspection of the office by an accounts officer was made in April 1895
! , . ) by Mr. Sherlock-Hubbard, Examiner, Public Works Accounts. No information was
I}:tspectl on Report of the Tinnevelly available regarding date of the last inspection by the Superintending Engincer. The
Division on I7th.to 20th,rebruary/©8. | | Executive Engineer, Mr. Lambert, was present throughout the present inspection.
? A memorandum of notes and suggestions on certain minor points noticed during the
Torwarded to Govermnment for in- ‘ inspection was left with the Executive Engineer; these have consequently not been
‘. again referred to in this report. All points noticed in the last inspection report
formation and orders, ' appear to have received careful attention, and the only defect still remaining unie-
' medied is that referved to in paragraph 93 of the last inspection report, the cost of
buildings recorded in the register having apparently not been kept corrected up to
2 1+ was directed in G{0,Yo0,9I8 W | date with reference to the additions and improvements. Care should be taken to
8 v N e L4 x enter all requisite corrections on this account as soon as they become known. The
A dated 20th.,March 1888 that provisional ‘ cost of the buildings, as noted in the monthly return of buildings rented and available
r for rent (Form No. 32 Y), does not tally with that shown in the register of buildings.
sanction should be obtained in cases | So far as could be ascertained, the differences in cost appeared to be due to the
& register having been posted on a wrong principle. If, however, there is any doubt
where works are undertaken on emergency | as to the correct value of any of the buildings, it would seem necessary that a re-valua-
| ] tion of them should be made by the Executive Engineer at the earliest opportunity,
| without estimate and should have heen i in order that the correct value only may be shown in the books; in those cases*in
£ '\ which there is no doubt, the necessary corrections should be made in order to bring
| acted upon in the cases in para 2, ‘ the register and the return of buildings into agreement. ‘The register has hitherto
il l been posted by the head-draftsman. The Accountant should be careful to supervise
e this work more closely.
"',_,] 3 Improvement is necessary in the 2. In the following instances, payments had been made in January 1896 on
) account of works undertaken without a sanctioned estimate and appropriation of
\; 1 record in measurement books(paras 3 & 3) funds, and without obtaining a special written order from the Superintending Engineer
3 authorizing work to be undertaken :—
and in the posting and upkeep of cash ; : :
e A P & P P . 1 North main channel: Closing breaches In —.
2 Do. (Clearing silt in —
the frequent chegkof the se g 8 ;
book and 1 sheoks SOSSERS 3 Avurangamangalam tank : Closing breaches in —.
sutive Engineer sia 4 Korkai channel : Closing breaches in —.
by Exeautlivh BOEIR (para 4);in  the 5 Kadambah tank : Closing breaches in —.
P ¥ o 6 Levalaikulam: Closing breaches in —
on of workslips to Su- £
regular submission kelips h 7 Perangalam surplus channel : Closing breaches in —.
. . ' . 8 Do. flood bank : Closing breaches in —
tel 32 t omp t- . . . )
perintending Engineer and in the promp 9 Paliem channel : Closing breaches in —.
er payment for work dore (para 5). The Executive Engineer explained at the inspection that the works were all of
an emergent nature and had to be carried out in anticipation of sanction to save
) o ) revenue. They are met from the lump sum grant, for which an extra grant has been
4, The other points which require applied for in January. He also stated that estimates for items 1 to 5, 7 and 8 had
| ) pot been received from the Sub-divisional officer, Srivaikuntam, who had been
i aetion and remedy as shown in the Tre= reminded to send at once, and that as regards item 6, estimate had been submitted to
) Superintending Engineer, and that for item 9, returned to the supervisor for revision.
' port should also have the attention of . The matter is, however, noted here as being an infringement of the general rule and
§ . principle laid down in Code, Volume I, chapter IX, paragraph 1. Prompt steps appear
'1 the Executive Engineer and the Superin- to have been since taken by the Executive Engineer to get the matter regularized.
\ tending Engineer, D
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3. In the measurement books of the Srivaikuntam sub-division, corrections are
Sowetimes made by conversion of the figures and corrections are not always initialled
by the disbursing officer. Care should be taken to only make corr
measurement books in the manner prescribed in Code, Volume I, chapter I pa
56, and also to invariably quote the numher and date of the bill agai 'whi
on the last page of the measurements of each work,

remittance book appear to indicate that the entries in the Divig;
always made at the time of receipt and payment :
efficiently checked and scrutinized. It should b

remain with the Accountant, They should be kept i
cutive Engineer, The cash bala
book contains the following defects and irre arities : i i o
corrections sometimes made by conversion ofgi?;u e ntorpolationg of o

pf IQVURL o §ia res, corrections not initialled b
Executive l*_ngmeer. Attentlpn 18 necessary to Co de,’Volume I e tle rl I,ap:mgry;, ;11::

The Executive Engineer checks the
end of each ‘month.  Under Code,
: »@more frequent check is desirable, and the last entry

) e imprest accounts are not alywa S
regularly closed towards the end of the month, aceounts being sometimes sent ?n

embracing payments for two months. The rules in Code, Volume 11, chapter I, o
graph 70, should be attended to. The rule prescribed in Code, VolumepII, {3’11111);::1-
I, paragraph 184, under which a brief note of the particulars in English is required
to be made on a vernacular voucher, had not been attended to in' some instances,
In cash book vouchers Nos. 6 and 7, and schedule dockets Nos. 23 and 38 for Sep-
tember 1895, alterations in the date of the vouchers had been irregularly made by
coaversion of the figures ; the practice should be discontinued. Payments of, Re, 13
made on Head Assistant Collector’s bungalow and Sub-divisional officer’s bunga-
low at 8érmddévi aud. charged to a separate estimate for municipal taxes should be
written back to the debit of each building in accordance with Code, Volume T, chapter
VII, paragraph 79, The cash abstract book should be posted, as regards head office
transactions, daily, instead of every two or three days as was alleged to be the ecase
at present.

5, The orders regarding the submission of works slips to the Superintending
Engineer, prescribed in Code, Volume II, chapter II, paragraph 17 0, and chapter 111,
paragraph 389, have not been invarlably complied with. In one instance, the excess
had occurred so far back as J uly 1894, and in others in September and October 1894,
Work is carried outin the division chiefly on the piece-work system. At the time of
the present inspection, there were eighteen items aggregating Rs. 1,060-4—0 outstand-
ing over three months as due to piece-workers, and six of the items had been outstand-
ing for more than six months; prompt measurement and payment of thig class of work
~ I8 necessary with reference to Code, Volume II, chapter I, paragraph 112, Delay

of over a month in payment of bills after receipt in the Divisional offige was noticed
in several instances : in three cases it was stated to be due to the bills being returned
for initials to corrections and signature of piece-workers.  In two others bills received
on 4th December 1895 and 20th December 1895 had not been paid up to the date of
the inspection, pending final inspetion of the work by the Executive Engineer, The
Executive Engineer’s special attention is necessary to Code, Volume I1, chapter 11,
paragraph 154, and chapter I, paragraph 112, in connection with thig subject. The
register of contracts is not properly completed, the columns: “ amount of contract,”
¢ authority for acceptance,” * date fixed for completion of eontract being frequent]
not filled in. The index to the contractors’ ledger requires to be completed,
Some conversions of figures in the ledger accuunts were noticed.

6. In the travelling allowance journals of lower subordinate and office establigh-
ment the hours of departure and arrival are not entered; this is necessary,!particularly
in the case of mileage claims, to enable an effective audit to be made of such claimg
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( Service Reculations, article 29. The Government of India
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X)ll‘tl?l (I’.‘L\?gerggc%)t?)f?;Ell'lnatlar:r:icght be brought into use in place of the old Madras

No. 152 A) at present used. _ ) s
form; 1\gVith the)fore{)roing exceptions the office may be considered to be in satisfac
. o

i ' tment
four years’ experience in the department,
by webo, The st b Tad I%Ieﬂ};hgllllld);arefully attend to the instructions

v fas 11. ions left with
but appears to be doing fairly b4 ndum of notes and suggestions left w
. Ed . rt and in the memora i nd u
given in t];ie pr Eierflitn ngoand attach greater importance to }l;he pro;r)gr (ﬁos(’grslg fransal(::
the Executive bo I ail d other books connected Wlth‘ the reco s bompinatls sorte
ii' i "i‘}]lne Cﬁsxltle.cuot(i)ve Engineer appears to take a keen interest in the ac
1018, e

of hi; oﬂ;;e- books and accounts of the Srivaikuntam sub-division were inspected at
X € DOOKS 4

i ine between each entry in the cash-

. ice of leaving a blank line . ; R

beck ok lelej prl?i?itriflz((i) as rendering the interpolation of e111tr1%s Id)(i)ss:(l)ll)llgéuz de

i Sbouldfk;ie lse(;oby Writi,ng one figure over another should also be disc ,
correction of igur

. R

'ode ;

i 1 nner prescribed in Code, ) :

sx commeuiigut il TS ng for money advanced to a subordinate for dis
o]

ti

raph 56. The method of ace(?un distance, prescribed in Code, Volume 1I, chapter
%urlszement o rerstor l?cfh:;fya(ta?'ried out : ILhe Sub-divisional office advan(ﬁas a(;I(:
L paragmph =& Bt t Pl@)e fharged oft at once direct to the work. Muster ro 2-ced
fach-aoouami haw no’th or paid with sufficient promptitude ; one case.wa;: n((’)_1per
apperently nak doslh wi ared on 21st August 1895, orders of Executlvf‘ nta‘ntile
i which ‘the zoll 5as pre%) 1895, but not passed till 23rd September 1895, an .
e e Octéber 1895, or a total delay of 33 days between

' ; = i i books are
Toll ultimately .pmd e d payment. Corrections in measurfzment. :
date of Pr‘?par;?l%artil;eu:;(llle %I)lr cgnzersion of the figures. There is a dispute with
sometimes 1rreg ~

in connection with work done on ‘‘Repairs to
8 GORKFAGLOR Granadmvﬁy t}ialdnzlt"te?;pcpears to call for early settlement. Meﬁmvif(?l%)e;
Avurnugemangs &% 'tt?nd in Code, Volume 1I, chapter II, paragraph 16& 8 tohuQ e
i ol oo f tools’ and plant—one for daily receipts and : e ;) i
Mlgmed. e regxstersioht be dispensed with and only one register 'f‘}ﬁ c(:l e
i T e %1 issues : the transactions are not numerous. : eroduced
iy OflbOtht, reﬁe(l)};tfog{:] and plax,lt and the current cheque books were not p
half-yearly retur
for igspection.

Volume II, chapter I, para-

igned F. W. EICKE
(Signed) Inspecting Officer,

23rd February 1896.
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