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Proceedings of the =

Madras Government, R .
, LVEVE
94h November 1864. nue Department,

No. 316. Read the following letter from F. LUSHINGTON, Es D
Accountant Genera}, to J. D. SIM, Esq., Secretary to Gc;vergl'l’le teputy Auditor and
ment, dated Fort Saint George, 15th November 1864, No, 154 ak, Revents: Depar-

4 ’ 2

SIR, )
1. 1 bave the honor to ackpowledge the Teceipt of B Proceedings of the Madras G
adras Govern-

’977 ]ﬂ te Revenue Department d i
) , date e th ultimo referrin y
b d th 26 A 2 for m opinion,

ment, No.
hs of the letter to them from the Board of Revenue, dated 23rdJ
2 ZoradJdune

the 10th and 11th paragrap
last. The proposition which the Board have submitted for the consideration of Go
vernment, viz.,

that in the case of Revenue Contingent bills, their audi )
reference to the Civil Paymaster involves a principle wthii}}‘,ou;:,;e-wmmem without further
character, requires mature consideration. The arguments a,lleae d ;ts gene;al anc? important
Departmental audit are applicable not only to the contingent Char;es Ofyt’he]; oard in favor of
put likewise to those of other Departments wherein the counter-signat ¢venue Department,
authorities is required under the existing system. gnature of the controlling
9, The Heads of Departments, who at present countersign contingent bi 2

their being passed by the Civil Paymaster, besides the Board of Revenu: are t:lls previous to
the Conservator of Forests, the Inspectors General of Jails and Police, th é Pri s High Court,
General of Medical Department, the Commissary of Diocese, the suPe;‘intend mtmpfal 'Ins:pect or
Directors of Public Tnstruction _and of Ravenue Settlement, and the Indm Co mﬁ‘n. o. Marine, the
are a few other authorities; such as the Board of Examiners in the case of trajnlfls_loner, There
of Civilians when attending examinations, and the Commissioner of Police f;e ing allowance
of convicts, who are also required to countersign bills for certain special ch passage money
only occasional. The position of almost all these Officers is analogous to the ar'g.es, but.this is
Board state they occupy in respect to the control and audit of contingent chardz:?l:‘?;ew;lch the

& evenue

Department.

g, The questions therefore, to be considered is, whether the exemption now Ak
urged by the

Board of Revenu® in respect 0 contingent charges which it is within thei
pass, from the audit © Paymaster, is t0 be confined only to the Re: b gl a
hether, from i of circumstances which exist betwee ezue SRR
other Departments, it should be granted 10 them likewise. I am ‘ot aware ofn the revenue and
special ruling in favor of the Board, but; o2 the contrary, am inclined to consideinireasons g
mity of the syste i <ists in the Audit Department will be much dflt the unifor-
change which wi i ' i. €., partial as confined to one D g o
incomplete, ges only would be departmentally audited epartment, and
'y there is & difficulty which I think it ne;:essar :
Under the existing system priatinfg casual savings from the Budget gran{ t‘; notice here.
nt frequently require information 11 regard to the accruing savings unde s, the Loca:l Go-
rten happen t0 bo the cumulated result of both ﬁizedr some particular
. and if the Givil Paymonter werd 1o bs Zﬂd temporaty
; on .a.ccount of contingent charges, he WOuIanved- of the
d .m suf:h cases. The Auditor General in hi ;’ertamly he
TFinancial Department, No. 1,873, dated 3{‘3 etter to the
No. 3,514, dated 10th May 1862, cbserves “ that bst March 1862,
according .t(? the Budget classification, so ay the requisite
yof ,.the Q1v11 Paymaster will be able: Wichi to shew the
tional labor, to give t ion either to the local authorities ont o great addi-
ding the particular grant undrawn.” . to the Supreme
to me thata Departmental audit, if i :
b of much advantage. Tt will be’(,,,lylg:::i‘l“:id"nly in respaekitn
partial changes. I have been, on the other hand ala‘s such attended
dit}would be attended with many advantages, l,)l'ow;?i):i otfh:pll;wg,
cads

charges, or W

yernme
heads.

Government regar
5. It therefore 2

contingent charges, would not
with all the inconveniences of
that a complete Departmental au

ppears




Proceedings of the Madras Government, Revenue Department,

24th November 1864.

of Departments could be sufficiently impressed with a sense of their responsibility in connection
with the examination and admission ofthe charges of their Departments, but not otherwise, For
instance, by the Board of Revenue the angit would no doubt be most carefull y and efficiently per-
formed, but by many other Departments the examination of bills would, I fear, be congidered

both an uninteresting and unimportant duty, and as such confided to a very subordinate officer or
the establishment, In that case the a

ides the responsibility of passing a charge between the Head

Mmaster, and at the same time materially adds to the delay in
the adjustment of the charge,

6. The question, however, ig

one which does not seem to me to be within the competence
of the local Government to decide,

and as the whole system of Finance, Audit, and Account‘is

now under discussion, and requires to be shortly
reported* upon, I beg to suggest that the deci-
sion of Government on the point at issue may
port of the Commissioners,

® Vide Government Order No. 56, dateq 5th N

aok ovember

No., 317. OrpEp THEREON, 24th November 1864, No. 2,161,
Miscellaneous, ’ Ordered to lie over,
X (True Extract.) ;
(Signed) C. G. MASTER,
Under Secretary to Government,
To the Accountant General. 1

5 the Board of Revenue.
»» the Financial Department,

Exd, 8. T. Augustin,
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