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inform the Government of India at an early
dras have any suggestions or criticisms to offer
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DUNTS FOR THE YEAR 189 -9 .

Reap—the following papers :— s

From A. R. BECHER, Esq., Officiating Deputy Secretary to the Gov
India, Public Works Department (Account—Irrigation), to the
the Government of Madras, Public Works Department, dated C

December 1896, No. 92 AL

Tt has been brought to notice that, as no definite rules have yet been
by the Government of India as to the manner in which,the old and eurrent

old sanctions £
expired. Current sanctions.

for Irrigation works for which sanctions have been accorded under Open ea g}m;
are to be dealt with, there is at present no uniform system of recording such sa -sa- to date
2. In the Punjab and some ot}lexil provinces the mofgoned estimal E"g’n’;‘“ Amout [Unspent| oitand | Bemstks.
original project plus the aggregate of the sanctions given under Open aguinst | ;) |Charges| of sanc- | balance| current
rul%; is shown as the estimated cost of construction of the entire p }‘* g0 to date “m‘ei faotd ‘\sf; -{ffs)s
ceas . sanctions.

figures, therefore, include the unspent balance of the estimate which has e
operative: and the estimated cost of the works which remained incom
time the construction estimate was closed is shown twice over, while in
completed Open canal capital works, the sanctioned amount is not adju
with the completion reports. ; ‘

3. The Government of India are therefore of opinion that, in order
uniformity of practice, the old and current sanctions of Irrigation works
recorded in the annual Administrative accounts and other documents in the

manner.
4, No.1, General abstract of financial results.—The figures to be en
columns headed ¢ Estimated cost of construction’” should be the actual exy
against the construction estimate which has been closed plus the actual ex 2
on all works which were sanctioned after the closure of the construetion es
reported as complete at the end of the year to which the accounts relate
estimated cost of all unfinished works. ROg -
5. The headings of the last two columns of statement No. 2 should be alt:
¢« Total old and current sanctions ”” and * Expenditure against old sanctions,” 1
ively, and the figures therein posted should be in accordance with these
the difference between the two columns representing the sanctions still cur:

6. Statement No. 6 should be slightly modified as shown in the accc
statement. In column 5 of this statement should be shown the expenditure
which remained incomplete up to the close of the year, and in column 6 sh:
shown the aggregate of the sanctioned estimates for all works which
incomplete or were not commenced up to the close of the year. The fig:
posted in the other columns should be in accordance with the headings,

7. Under the system proposed in the foregoing paragraphs, the am
expired and current sanctions as shown in the Administrative accounts of
year, will be modified for the year to which the accounts relate after the
the annual return of Open capital works preseribed in Public Work

Code, Volume I, chapter V, para. 35 (x), in the following manner:—

 Grand Total ..

T() ;éhe Examiner of Public Works Accounts, dated Madras, 11th January 1897,
No. 10.
! For remarks and early return.

et (Signed) ~ W. HUGHES,
* Joint Secretary to Government,
: Irrigation Branch.
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‘:THE MA S GOVERNMENT.

From the Examiner of Public W
to Government, Public Works
January 1897, No. 32-A. :

The proposals may be approved,
No. 2 proposed to be headed as ‘¢ Ex ,
sary, as the information which that column is inﬁe
column 4 of the modified form of statement No. 6.

2. The only difference between the
expenditure on old sanctions is concerned
work is distributed over main and sub-hs
distributed, but exhibited as a whole against

3. Tt seems to me unnecessary to de
and sub-heads under a separate column in s
in another column of the same statement
¢ Total old and current sanctions.” I
question may be omitted altogether from sta
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Orper—No. 167 1., dated lﬁth Februa.ty 1897

‘Works Accounts. :
2. Ordered that a oopj‘ b‘i these%roceedmgabetorwwdad to t‘lw '

India for information. <
: [Hero enter No. 1@5 I, dated 16th Fom 1397]
(True Extract.)
f2d & (Signed)  W. Huenm,
s Jo miSeoy toGovwnment, o

 Irrigation | Branch.

To the Chief Engineer for Irrigation.
bupenntendmg Engineers. :
, the Examiner, Public Works Aoeounts

*»

e
3

‘ Exponszumer-—No, 108 1., dnted N bobromy 100700 1 g
: Forwarded. / 5
" (By order.)

(Signed) = W. HUGHES,
8 Joint Secy to Govemment, :
TIrrigation Branﬂh-

Exd. T. K. Narayana Aiyangar. o
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- The Secretary to the Government of Madras,

Public Works Department.

Calcutta, the 15th December,1896.
Sir,

¥

It has been brought to notice that as no derinite rﬁlesg
have yet been laid down by the government of India as'to

the manner in wﬁich the old and current sanctions for Irri- }
gation Works for which sanctions have been accorded under
open canal capital are to be dealt*with,there is at present

!.

no uniform system of recording such sanctions. ¥
2e In the Punjab and some other Provinces the sanctioned
estimate of the original project plus the aggregate of the
sanctiong given under open canal Capital rules is shown as
the estimated cost of construction of the entire project.
The figures therefore include the unspent balunce of the
estimate which has ceased to be operative:and the estimated
cost of the works which remained incomplete at the time

the construction estimate was closed 1s shown twice over,
while in the case of completed ojen canal capital works tie |
sanctioned.amount is not adjusted to agree with the comple-|
tién reports. ;

3 The Government of India are therefcre of opinion that,

in order to secure uniformity of practice,the old and

current sanctions of Irrigation works should be recordedin

the annual Administrative accounts and other documents in




fwhether the novernment of Mad’

‘I have the honour to be,

which the accounts
&01";{8. - o : 5 Sir,
Your most obedient servant,

°
* —

—————————————

Offg: Dy.Secy. to the povt.of India.

s

1>

should be in accordance with thes

the two columns representing the 4b

6. Statement No.6 should be sligd
acc;mpanying statement.In column

shown the expenditure on works w

headings.

Ta

Under the system proposed'

amount of the actual expendituré'incunﬁ§ 

during the year and detailed in the ratnrn;

Department Porm No.154 ),while the amouh$nof

i will be reduced by the total of the amounts fﬂ-

t T £ , i & B |
not completed during the year.The combined otal of ‘ , 8 E Documents accompanying: -

One statement.
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h or%%‘;u ) 1896] { é’ﬁp‘i';:

EXAMINER, P. W. ACCOUNTS,

Madras, 75" 7 anuary

1896.7

Owrice Nore No. 32 A -

s
Your Office note Yo,I0 of the IIth,

instant,

The proposals may he a.ppreved/

except that I find the last e¢olunn eof

statement Yo,2 proposed to be headed

as "Expenditure against old sanctions"

to be unnecessary,as the infermation

which that column is intended to econe

vey will be found in coulmn 4 of the

_—-——" N

modified form of statement Yo,€,

2. The only difference hetween

the two statements ( so far as the

entry of expenditure on old sanctions

is econcerned),is that in statement W ,

2 the outlay on work is distributed ovev

main and sub heads,whereas in statement

¥vo,8 it is not so distributed,hut ex=-
nibited as a whole against the pepart-

mental head,"Works",

B It seems to me unnecessary to

detail the outlay on expired sanctions

by main and sub neads under a separate




column in statement 2,as the pdﬂ

are included in another colﬁm l:t th!l

statement immediately before th ei

headed "Total old and current sanctions"

statement No,2,
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