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Chaucer, "Canterbury Tales" . 

Between a tyrant or usurping chief 

And any outlawed man or errant thief, 

It's just the sames there is no difference, 

One told to Alexander this sentence: 

That, since the tyrant is ofgreater might, 

By force of numbers to slay men outright, 

And bum· down house and home even as a plane, 

Lo! for that he's a captain, that's certain; 

And since the outlaw has small company 

And may not do so great a harm as he, 

Nor bring a/nation into such great grief, 

Why, he's called but an outlaw or a thief? 



. . . zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

. - ._._ S~,-~es ~d l~ws ar~lik;anythi.ng else; to p~~e~eni·: ~lnllStJove them._Bu~ th~ 
house must deliberate and try todevise ways and means to drive-the bureaucracy to observe the 
codal and, proceduralformalities and.also their: spirit,~~ in Punjab, th~ PAC feels, the 
bureaucracy refuses to learnfrom repeated failures, : · . 

. . ': .... '. During.the;~ or'~iisid~tiQ~ ~f the re¢r(~f Atditor Qen~I, on the Accourits 
of the Government of Punja~ for the year zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA_l 98+-85, the P.AC~e pie following observations; 

4. ·(a) It has been felt that the departments do not pay proper - att~tion t~ th~ 
. reconciliation , of accounts in time, which results in a number of financial 

· _ malpractices and irregularities. · 

(b) · A sizable number ·of matters could not. be thoroughly considered and fi!131ized 
because the departmental representatives are not f uUy conversant with the - ·- 
particulars of the case. ' ' . . . 

. ~ · .. 
. -'1 - 

{°'•' 

,· ; .~~where .. ~.laws cannot be.executed 
IUs all one as ifthere,were no 
laws, and a government without laws is, 

, .I sqppose, a- ~ystery' in ,politiq;-. · . . . - 
; inconsisten; witl:t human society" 

. _.,: 

_ .· . If we trace the.traditions of Public Accounts Committee from .the parliamentary annals 
of Great Britain, we learn. that the Public Accounts . Committees were not meant for 
formulation _of public.policy, but confined themselves to the.implementation of the public 
_P<?licy d~lared by the-legislature, It may aJ?pear that P t\C iri that case, is left with very little to 
wield. This, I would say, is not a correct inference. · _ 

2. ·1mpl~enb,lti9~,is a ~mpl~xpr~ ~nd i~ monitoring even ~ore complexIt.requires 
in depth comprehension of the policy, its qbjectives. the strategics to aclµev~ the.objectives.and · j 

. assesspi.~nt of the, tesUlts. obtained, .When this monitoring }s carried out r~ly as. a · _ 
compulsory component pf,the, cycle, tpe PAC_ pas to su~t measures to. improve the 
implementation work. This feed back has :to QC kept in mind by the. policy-makers next y~r 
and in turn influences the policy making at a higher level. In this way the PAC plays its role in 

·  the formulation of the public policy as well. · - · . · ·  ·  

i -. - .•. fubli~Accoun~O:>inrni'ttees are also syxnbols o.rtlie accountability mechanism .which is 
so inherent in dem~y that. tWssingle concept can convey au the substance.of a democratic 
set up .. One. pf the basic .. concepts i~ _fi~anci~- accountability. is tha~executi_v~~hould.be 
regularly subjected toaudit.and examination through autonomous and mdependent agencies. 
Unfortunately, the financial discipline of the province of Punjab is in a very bad shape and it 
partly owes to the chequered history of Provincial Assembly which was dissolved twice during 
thepreparation of this report. -The Finance and -l>lanning Develop~eµt Departments, which 

i' have. to ensure such financial order in the province are ~y taken into account by the other 
i departments w~~h Jrequqntly flout _th~ circulars and ~ding orders, .. As· one may already 

!en_·_ ow,_J·u_I~ and. re .. gu. _1a~o. _q'. _ WC o~. din~nly based_ . on ~upd 1_· u9sem_ ents of th .... e fonnul!1tors __ .- but .. it. 
rs their execution. which; ,if-.shabbily done, spoils the. ~l,1JID and authonty of'the 
Government, Numereus such instaneeswere brought up by thecommittee and after.Jtearing 
the departmental representatives, the cases were referred to the government. This hard work: 
would go_ waste if the government fails to rectify t_be irregularities, Locke had ,said,•- · . 

PREFACE 



. : 
i.-.:;~.~ ~ 

' - - ..... :; 

10~ · The Public Accounts Committee was informed .that several cases of theft of material . and • . . . . ' . . 

·  8. . ·  It was observed that the powers delegated to various authorities under the delegation of 
· · Powers Rules to write-off losses are being exercised by the authorities without proper · 

investigation into the causes of the losses. Consideration of various Audit Reports by the PAC' 
reveal that in most of the cases of losses due to shortages, over payments, misappropriations 

. etc., the departmental authorities had not taken prompt and proper action to 'investigate into 
·  facts of the ease, fix responsibility and make good the losses. The matters had been allowed to 

Jinger on for years together .. The audit observations; the decisions. of the Departmental 
Accounts Committees 'and even the directives .of the PAC to this effect were constantly 
ignored. At a belated stage cases of write-off of the losses were initiated with such explanations 
as the relevant record was not traceable. or the officials· responsible bad retired or. expired, or 
the contractor bad died or his whereabouts were not known- etc; · zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

9: .• nsuch cases the Administrative Secretaries usually grant write-off sanctions without 
investigating whether the loss had occurred due to . negligence or fraud and without 
investi~ting as to who. were responsible for not taking pr~per and ~ly aetion to. ma_ke 
recov~es. The ~AC has l'e'{~·the government·to advise ~e l!-d~tive ~retaries . 

1 

and then- subordinate authorities to observe due care and _attention m exercJSJng their powers 
to write-olT los.,es. . 

(e) Several. matters were delayed because of the pretext that the case was subjudiee 
· and hence no decision has so far been taken by the department. In most of these· 
cases the PAC observed that the issue was not the pendency .of matter in. a court, 

. but the issue was the lack of interest and non-appearance of the departmental 
-legal advises attorneys in the co~rt ve~dict. 

(d) The departments do not submit the working papers for the PAC meetings in time 
· causing inconvenience and delays. . . ·  · . 

(e). .Manycases could" riot be disposed of because the record was with the Anti 
Corruption Establishment In such cases the PAC has observed that whenever 
office record is handed over to the Anti-Corruption Establishment; a copy of it 
'should always be. retained. 

5. The Public Accounts Committee was surprised to learn that the government was very 
soft on officers and officials accused of gra ve financial misconduct. There are instances when 
officers, against whom audit paras were not settled andinvestigation by other agencies was 
also pending, continued to remain posted on important positions. The PAC, in. no way, 
intends to . interfere · in administrative matters· but presumes. that such a situation could 
adversely affect the coure of investigation and would encourage violation of rules by other civil 
servants. · · ·  ·  · ·  

6.:. Even more surprising zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAwas the fact that during the proceedings in respect of alleged 
misappropriations the vital question of recovery of .losses caused to the government was 
ignored altogether; The enquiry- officers devoted all of their attention to the fixing of 
responsi.bility of the loss but never recorded their judgement in respect of recovery of ihe loss. 
The PAC~ for the.first time took up the issue and now efforts are being made to effect the 
recov~ry of I~. · . · ·  . 

7: . Without any prejudice· to the authority' and esteem of PAC. I feel that the bureaucracy 
has exhibited a. tendency not to take: note. of the directives of the Public Accounts Committee. . 
This can be .said, and thoughtfully too, that such an indifference has been dealt with a lot of . 
illagnanimity by the PAC. The bureaucracy should recognize the Importance of rules and the. · 

1 

need to observe them, in its own 'interest. This tendency is not only reflective of their respect for · 
the public representatives but is also resulting in commission of more irregularities, 

. _. ' . . 

II ( 
J 
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{SAEED AHMAD KHAN MANAIS) 
. ·  CHAIRMAN 

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMITIEE 

It 'started delibrations on Auditor General's report from 13-9-91 and completed the same 
till 16-9-91: . · . 

15. H~re 1 zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAmay also answer a question before it is raised that why the report is being 
presented so late. In addition to the fact that the Punjab Assembly was dissolved twice during 

. consideration of ~is report, the PAC is q~ite handicapped in ~t of staff and this factor has 
also contributed significantly towards this delay. However, despite these hurdles, the output of 
the PAC should .. in no way be undervalued. All the members of the committee took keen 
Interest and showed fun responsibility in this work. "I· would also like to place on record the 
cooperation and assistancerendered by the Administrative Secretaries. Accountant General 

.Punjab, Secretary Punjab Assembly and the staff of the Provincial Assembly. Here it would 
not be out of place to acknowledge the precious guidance and cooperation of the Speaker Mr. 
Manzoor Ahmad Wattoo, which went a long ~Y in the fi~tion of our work. · 

Chairman 
Ex-officio 
Member . 
Member 
Member· 
Member 
Member· 

. Member 
Member 
Member 
Member 

I. Mr. Saeed Ahmad Khan Manais MPA 
2. Makhdoom Shah Mahmood Husain Qureshi, 

. Finance Minister, Punjab 
.. ) .. Ch. Muhammad Riaz, MPA 

4. Pir Allah Yar Chishti MPA 
5~ Ch· -. Zafarullah Cheema MP A 
6. Malik Ghulam Haider Thind MPA 
1. Haji Muhammad Afzal Chan MPA 
8. Hafiz Salman Butt MPA 
9.. Mr. Farhat Aziz Mazari MPA 

IO ... Sh. Anwar-ul-Haq Piracha 

13. The next PACchaired by Raja Muhammad Khalid Khan MPA considered the same 
report till 07-08-1990 whenthe PunjabAsembly was dissolved. (List of members at Annex. 
'B'). . . . . : . 

14~ The present Public Accounts Committee consists of the followingr- 

stores worth lacs of rupees had been reported by authorities to the concerned SHO~s and tfren · 
to the concerned Superintendents of Police. but FIRs in respect of the said thefts had not been · 
registered. As such, the police had taken no pains in investigating the cases and recovering the· 
Government losses. The PAC. therefore, -directed the Home Secretary to instruct the police to 
invariably register such FIRs and to make strenuous efforts to recover the losses. 

11. A few administrative departments complained· · that the cases of recoveries of 
. Government dues from retired/dismissed government servants and contractors, as arrears of 
land revenue, are ref erred by them to the respective Deputy Commissioners from time to.time, 
but such cases of recoveries are not given due priority by the latter. As such huge government 
moneys remain unreeovered for a long time. 

12. The report of'theAuditorGcneral for the year 1984-85 was first considered bythe PAC 
· chaired by Makhdoom Hassan Mahmood from 5~ 10-1987. Begum Shahida Malik MPA was 

. initially elected acting Chairperson when Makhdoom Hassan Mahmood, Chairman had 
proceeded to U .KA for treatment where he expired: Later on, she continued as regular 
Chairperson with effect from· 17-:-()3-1988. This PAC considered the report till 30---05-1988 
when the Punjab Assembly was dissolved.Tl.ist of members at Annex. 'A'). . ·  · . ' . . . 

III 
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-do-'- 

-do- 

-do- 

-do- 
•. 

j_·. 

13. · Mr. Yawar ~ 
, . Director, - 
, (attended on 1(}-5-:;1988 only). 
t. ~.~, 4. . . . .·  .---.. ... ·...;-- - ", 

0~ zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA}4, Mr, Jmti~__Hussalll ~khari, 
- - -Deputy Director, ,. . . . 

- (attended on IO--S-1988 onl_y):_: 

! .: RECEIPl' AUDIT 

..:.-do- 

r , 

,._ 
l. - 

.- 11. Mr. Rehmat Ulla:h Chughtai, 

I
,~ · Deputy Accountant General, .. 

, (attended on -JO-S-1~88.only). . . 
. - 

DlllECTOR GENERAL CIVIL AUDIT PUNJAB 

- 12. Mr. M;ib~rnmad Zia-ul-Haq Khan; . 
f. Director General, • _ 
! . (attended on, 10-S-1988 only). 

-do~. Mr. Muhammad Zaheer~ud~Din Jeddy; 
Accountant General _ · - 
(attended on 10-S-4988 only). - 

;· ·ACCOUNfANT GENERAL PUNJAB .. 

10 .'. 

On invitation Ch. Hashmat Ali . 
Officer on Special Duty _ 

··~-- + 

. Chairperson 
Member 
Member 
Member 
Member 
Member 
Member 
Secretary 
Committee 

1. Mrs. Shahida Malik, MPA 
2. Dr. Sardar Ahmad, MPA 
3. ·.. Ch. Ghulam Ahmad Khan, MPA 
4. -~ Raja Muhammad Khalid Kha.ti, MPA 
S. Sardar Ghulam Abbas, MPA 
6. Ch. Arshad Ali, MPA 
7. Mr. Saeed.Ahmad Ch., MPA - 

,' 8. Mian Abdul Haye,' Deputy Secretary, 
Provincial Assembly of the Punjab, . 

-: FINAN~ DEPARTMENT . 

_;,.:...- 

~ OF THE MEETINGS - OF PUBLIC ACCOUNTS COMMI'ITEE-l 
:REGARDiNG PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION OF ACCOlJNTS FOR .THE YEAR 
l984--85, BEU> ON tom TO 12TH MAY, 1988, ASSEMBLY; BUILDING, LAHORE " . . . ' . . 

I . . 

The following attended.- 

i 



·. ', ,_: f .~.; zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAj '. -:~ .' . ··.··.:- 

Chapter VI-Audit observations on Individual departments at pag~ 19-239, 243-375 fUld 
~~ . . . 

The Draft Paras mentioned in these chapters of the Audit Report are the serious 
financial irregularities etc. brought to light during the test audit of expenditure incurred by the 
Departmental authorities. The Committee recommended that the Departments concerned .. 
should explain the irregularities, losses etc. They may also explain. as what .. action.had been · - 
taken against the Officers/officials at fault under the Efficiency and Discipfu.ie-Rul~ and also ' 
against the supervisory officers. In case no action has been taken; whatactlori iscontemplated I 

to be taken and why the same has been delayed. The explanations should be comprehensive 
and complete giving full details etc. · ·  · ·' ' · . -: , , 

-5,: 

The grants shown in the table below · para 5 indicate ¢.e instances where . the · 
departments obtained additional funds by way of Supplementary grants which could not be 
utilized at all or were partially utilised. This indicates poor financial arrangements. The 
departments concerned may furnish explanation in this respect .. 

3. -· Para 7 Page 4-:-5 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 ..::_ Provisions having remained 
un-utilised; · · 

Grants mentioned in thispara are the instances where the provision obtained by the 
departments remained unutilised. The concerned departments may, · therefore, submit · 
complete and comprehensive explanation for these savings' except where the savings are less .-- 
than 3% of the total grant. · · ··  · 

' 4. Para 8- Page 5-6 of Audit Report for the year 1984--SHontrol o:t'er Expenditure. 

The grants detailed at page-S represent surrenders made in absence of savings arid that 
resulted in the excess of total saving in the grants/appropriations. 

. The department may explain the aforesaid defective control over theexpenditure.-The 
explanation.should be completed (major and sub-head-wise) giving details or departmental 
action taken against the officers/officials responsible for the irregularities. 

The grants detailed at page 2 to 3 represent the excess over grants. These excesses are 
required to be covered by an excess budget statement. The Committee, in order to be able to 
undertake 'detailed examination, would like to call for full arid complete explanation of the 
concerned departments for incurring excess expenditure.except where the excesses are less than 
one percent of the final grant. · · ·  · 

2. Para 5 Page' J..-4 of Aud.ii Report for the year 19~5 Un-necessa_ry/Exces.9ive 
Supplimentary Grants/ Appropriations. . · ·  ·  . · ... -- 

. . . ~ :. .. ~ .. ~ 

- ~ .... 

-do- 19. Qazi Muhammad Aslam, 
Accounts Officer, 
(attended .on ti--·-5:-1988 only). 

The meetings .started with the recitation from the Holy Quran. 

1. Para _4 Page 2-4 of Audit Report for the year 1984--85-. Excess over 
Grants/ Appropriations. · 

AUDIT & ACCOUNTS (WOR~) 
' . 
; 

18. . Mr. Jamil Ahmad Bhatti, 
Deputy Director-I, 
(attended on 12-~1988 only). 

2 
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·1972-73' · .5433. 
""'' ~- . ; 

~--· 

.'197~74:. , ~,1./ll<i3,~·,· .. >:,,e-J:CZ· 898,34l.'.785. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
19~8~-;;>:··· ': :_::.},···-~~:~'.:_;,· . : , . -: .. : - 

_.. • _. < • //"' ••••. - 

.,; /ii'#6;64~ .. ~~J _ . :_ - ~. . 

.,--;· . 

·  .: 8.000 

.' . 

- ... :.::- 

::, oprtrtient~wise d~titils <>f .<!aSeS of·Financlal 'ir:re~la.ritie~· pertaininRJo·pievious . 
. y~ in · iespect of which the directives issued by the Public Accoun~ Committee-I are still 
1.J.W$ed. compliance, haveibee!i: given irrthis chapter. The verification of recoveries, sanctions 
despi~ the lapse~tac911Sidf:rable'tim~~,andfollow~up byAudit, S?tisfactoryptogress towards · ', 
their $ettleinerit has not.been,made.·Persorutl attention of the-Administrative. Secretaries is.·  

· drawn to. these deiays ~garding .the verification ~f these items by Atldit including the· 
verificatioi:i of adjustment recoveries, and.disciplinary action when required, They may kindly . 

. . ". ;·  ... ensµre con,1pliance of these di~tiv~ with ~e least;possi~le ,delay. Jh~:y should look into the 

·• - . ~~---~f-~:del~y~~~~5~ITrt ~~~,t~ ~~~ Com~~~S<·, :_ .;" _'- · ,~-~''. ; r- . ··.< · ··. . <> .' : .• .. . ·  ·  ·  
: ; •. '/ . -Oela)'in disposa) ofiitspedion:re~ page 448 ~fAuditReport for the year l9~.·  
. ~-· .- .f··_·_·.,. ·· ... --:.' .·-- :- ~-- ." ·.- ... ----· ··: -· "'.-- ·.· .. -·: -~~.- . . --. _· .• -_·· _-. "'. :_. -~·-···- · •. ·.· 

; Important fui~ntja!'ittegu}~u~ and defects;in the:·pr~uiediscowi~d duririi the . 
. - . , audit of initi~ accounts maintained .by the departments are communicated to the Head of 

_ Officers/Controlling Offi~i:s . through the Inspection R:eports and. Audit .Notes, The 
departme,iW officers have not taken prompt action. Anumber Qf Reports. as detailed on page ·· 

: 4411· .of the· 'Aufilt 'Rg,<>rt,;Jor. tll~ _year 19&+:SS; are. s,ti1r outstanding and :~re awaiting· .•. 
settl<:riient.'Ihe d~ents. ~ay indj¢ate Ute. reasons f6r~~fay·and.ste,ps titken'.fQ clear these . . 
arrears:. Disci_pl#:tary action-~ if ari,y; agains_t the' officers/offi~s resP;onsible for ~elay'iJt . ; · 

.. settlement .of these reports ~ay also be explained by the-departments concerned in their .. 
· W<>r~_papet,"S~- . .. ;_., 

···a_-:.· '~PROl>RJA'.flQN.ACtOtJNis .~· ·, .... · 

Pa~l6 , /.-,Review. Note. · 'Ncti·  :· . zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAz: 

Pag~f9 . ' ·· · ·,., -do-.. · _/.-~NNo .. ·0··.,:.·.,_.··44··· .· .· _-&'. ''5. ·,'. .. · 
.Pagef59, .. :- .. -~,, 

-_:_·_·P~ .. aa,·:;.-:Il,!_.71_<:·,··.'_i_f_ .. •_'._;_(_ .. :·_·· . , ::j~ .0.N~o~:.· .. ·.·_344, __ ,· · ·,· 

Pa~226. . . ·  ~;. ~\Y · No~ 4 . . . 
·  Pa~229-·_ . . ~o--., · . :·NQ. -3 · .<<.i . -. . 

•· ··  . ..,. . . . :!i:'~~l'ubJI< Wv"'5~~ ~ mi~lirr.s with~ 001ailll111r 

Sr. · ·.,Name of,.::,~:,·,. No .. er.'. . ;Total.·amotmt~f .J. 

·No.: . . l)epartm:eni. . .)¥ orks ·. · . ; . : Un-sanctioned works: as ·· .... ,·  
· · ,. 1f~toi>d on 30thJune,.-19ss '. : 

. · · . : ": -~ --;- · _{_ :·  - - ', . , · . . . - . a· '.·  ·- •. 

.' ·_..t<;'.·. · - . -~,-,::·. 

~·- 1. .. 'Irrig~tion-•~ 
·  ·  . Power.Deptt; 

.- . ·~ ~- - . --~"_\·~-;:,>·--=~~ _;_. . 



299 

514 
587 
202 zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
66 

Contract Agreement . 
(a) Irrigation & Power Department\ 
(b) Communications and Works D~ent 

Hiwi:ways · ·. 
Buildings .. . . 

( c) . Public Health Engineering Department · 
(d) Housing &.Physical Planning Department 

225 
.. 

106 
99 
25 
13 1 

~on ReJN)rts 
(a))·  Imgation & Power Department 
(b Communications & Works Department 

Highways · 
Buildings r 

(G) Public Health Engineering Department 
(d) . Housing & Physical Planning Department 

. ' 

4. 

36. 
3. 

187 

26 
12 
4 

24 

4528 

1122 
1261 
916 
622 

1. Audit Notes , 
(a) Irrigation & Power Department 
(b) · Communications & Works Department 

1-Ji~ways • · ·  
. Buildings . _ · ·  
{c) · Public Health Engineering Department 
(d) Housing & Physical Planning Department 

2. Test Audit Notes 
(a) Irrigation & Power-Department 
(b) Communications & Works Department 

·Highways .. 
Buildings . 

(c) Public Health Engineering Department 
(d) Housing & Physical Planning Department 

Stock .Retorns 
(a) Irrigation & Power Department 

No. of outstanding 
documents 

Sr. . Name of Documents/Department 
No. 

. . . 
A .large number .of documents/Returns have never been submitted to the Audit by 

Public ~rks Division despite repeated reminders. The matter was brought to the notice of 
the Administrative Departments, Chief Engineers & Superintending Engineers on quarterly 
bask A detail of the awaited documents as it stood on 30--6-1985, is as undert- · 

10. Page No. 455 Aw~ Docuinent/Returns 

179,218,519 688 

60,736.176 122 1977-78 
to -, ; 

1984-85 

1969--70 
. : to 

·. · i984-85. 

Housing-& Physical 
Planning Deptt: 

(i) Housing & 
Physical 

. Planning Deptt: 

(ii) Public Health 
Engineering :. 

4·_ 

·5 .: 

3. 

. . 
This irregularity was brought to the notice of the Administrative Department, the Chief 

Engineers, the SEs on quartrly basis (and all the Divisional Officers on monthly basis) every 
year, but the irregularity persisted throughout the year. The Committee would like to ask for . 
· the reasons of each such project without the Technical Sanction and steps taken for future in 
eradication of this irregularity. It should appear: in the working paper. 

. ' ' 



12. Page 453 Internal Check. Arrangement 

According to Para 1.47 of zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAthe Buildings & Roads Department Code and· Rules 2.14 (1) 
(g) & (h) of the departmental financial Rules, a Superintending Engineer is required to inspect 
die divisional offices of his circle once a year. Similarly-a divisional officer is requiredto inspect 
his Sub-Divisional Offices annually. . · . - ·  ·  . ·. ·  

- . It was 'observed by the Audit that the above rules were being violated grossly and the 
, - -Jollowirig Divisions/Sub-Divisions were never inspected by the appropriate authorities, which 

. ;·are likely to loose the financial control. · 

- The Public Accounts Committee directed that effective measures of financial control 
were required, to be taken to avoid repetition of such ~ hasty expenditure during the close of 
year in future, . . 

Name of • Grant No. of . Expenditure Average Expenditure 
Department No. Cases . incurred from one month incurred during · 

·  July, 84 to 1985 June, 1985. 
_(11 months) 

1 ·2 3 .4 zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA5' 6, 

Irrigation& 37 47 • 596,546,688 . 54,231,517 ··352246368 
Power Deptt: 

C &W Deptt: 

Bui1din 42 18 385,870,262 35,079il 15. 107762450 . "gh gs \ Hi ways 41 22 _ :54(),354,462 "49,123;133 _ 138703762 
\ Housing & Physical 41 1 8,065,834 0,733,257 . 1284727 

Planning Deptt: . 
' -- 

Public Health 42 19 62,715,722 
' 

5,701,429 6221498 

Engg. Deptt: .. 

Total:- 107 1,593,552,968 l,448,684,451 : 66221180 . ' 
,. 

· l ~ - --'The Committee desired to direct that the departments should accord -priority to the 
\ requirements of the Audit: · , . . . · . 

'!1 it. Rosh of expenditure at .th~ close of the Financial ~ ear. 

- According to Para.4.63 of the P.ublic Wor~s Department Code, Disbursing.Officers 
should refrain from incurring hasty and ill-considered expenditure at the end of the financial 
year with the more object of spending their grants. In disregard of these instructions; the 
following Public Works Departments of the Punjab Government incurred hasty and· ill 
considered expenditure during June, 1985, the details of which ar~ given as under:- 

5 



\ . According to Rule 7~130 of Departmental Financial Rules, no deposit work should be 
\. taken zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAin hand unless necessary funds for its executive in have been deposited by. the party 

'concernedjpto the government tr~~s'!ry...:._. !!. -~~s"i.:"11QWeyer, _ Q.<_>µ~~ jhat considergble 

(i) Page 457 .- Expendiiur~ incurred on deposit works in excess of deposited amounts 
and . . 

(ii) :. Expenditure incQJTed. ,rithout ~11y deposit. · 

.' . . ThePublicAccounts Committee would like the department. to respond promptly to the 
Audit observation to avoid financial loss to the Government. · ·· ·  · ·  · zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

. - . • . l 

···211·. Total::- 

-~ .. ~=.:., 

18 . 
11 

33 
39 

116 Irrigation & . Power Department. 

Communication & Works Department.' 
(i) Buildings · · ·  · 

(ii) Highways 

, Housings, Physical Planning Department. 
. (i). Public Health Engineering .. 
(ii) Housing & Physical P.I.~nnip.g 

3. 

1.' 

2. 

. No. of Inspection Reports Name _of Department Sr. No. 

. In a large number of cases, as detailed below, even the 1st reply to.the inspection reports· 
issued in 1984.-85 was awaited- which included dire financial irregularity_ such as mis- · 
appropriation, over-payments, and embezzlements. The chances of recovery of over payment 

. have become remote with the passage of time. 

Page 454 Audit Inspection Reports issued to:- / ·13. 

·, 

25 

10 · . 27;78% 120 23 19% 
5 12% · 130 _. r- 11 8.4°{o 

6 46.15% 18 . 9 50% 

4 16%. 72 

13 

Housing & Physical 
Planning Department 
(i) Housing & Physi- · 
cal Planning . 

· (ii) Public Health 
Engineering .·· ·  

. The Public Accounts Committee directed that the department must adhere to the above 
rules in future.. - 

50% 128 327 47.31%: 44 93 1, . Irrigation & · 
Power Deptt: 

2. . C & W Deptt:· 
.·  (i) Highways · 
.. (ii) Buildings 

No. of Div. Percen- 
Sub/not tage. 
Inspected · ·  
by the Divot. 

. Officer. ' 

Total . 

No. of 
·sub~Dvn'. 

Percen 
tage. 

No. of 
Divn: 
Inspected 
by the SEs 

_.Total 
No. of 
Divns. 

Sr, Name of 
No. Department· 
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/ The 10th to 12th May, 1988. 

MIAN ABDUL HA YE 
·  Deputy Secretary, 
Provincial Assembly of the Punjab. 

: LAHORE: 

_ The Committee directed the depanmeillstcY regularise this expenditure besides asking 
the officers responsible to explain the circumstances under which they committed the 
irregularities, which should be shown in the working papers. .. __ . 

expenditure, as detailed below, was incurred in contravention of the rule in the following-PW· 
Departments given against each at the end of 1984-85 on deposit works. The liability was 

_ under either in anticipation of the receipt of the deposits or in excess of deposit receipt 

,- rendering thereby the entire expenditure as unauthorised. - 

Sr. Name of Department Year No. of Amount 

No. 
Work zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

/ zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

1. Irrigation &-Eower 
' 1984-85 15 23,661.471 

-c-; 

·  Department. • zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

2. C & W Department 

(i) Highways 
1984-85 11 1,735,042 

(ii) Buildings 
1984-85 8- 534,182 

3. Name of documents/ 
No. of outstanding 

Department 
documents. 

4. Housing & Physical 
Planning Department 

(i) _Public .J:-Iealth I:,ngineering 1984-85 269 399,86~1575 

(ii} _ Housing and Physical Plaining Nil Nil Nil 

Total:- 303 425, 799,270 _ 

7 
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4. Station Gardens- Saving Rs. 12,097/- zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

The Committee directed the department to submit revised working paper zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAin the · 
~ · next meeting.. · · 

5. Agriculture Education - Saving Rs. 32,29,294;:. 

The Committee gave the same directions as -~ para 3. above. 

6. Administration Direction Extension - Excess Rs. 19,451/ 

In view of the Audit comments the item was dropped. 

7. Administration !)irection ( Res) - Saving Rs. 25,459/- 

The Committee acceptedthe explanation of the Department and the item was 
. -dropped, · • · · . 

a) explain the reasons for non-reconciliation of the Figures in question .. 

b). nominate an officer not less than a Deputy Secretary who should contact the 
Deputy Accountant. General for reconciliation of Figures and to devise an 
appropriate system of recoaciliationso that such situation is not repeated in 
future. - 

c}. submit a revised working paper, giving the la~t- position in the next 
meeting. -.· 

The item was kept ;nding. _, 

1 .. · Agriculture Statistics= 

In. view of the Audit comments, the .item was dropped, 

2. . Agriculture Information Bureau - Saving R.s. 85,893/- 

In view of the Audit comments, the item was dropped.' · 

3. · Government Gardens- Excess R.s. 7,64,685/-. 

The Committee directed the Department to:- 
··. 

.I. Page 96 - 177 of Appropriation Aecoonts for the year 1984-85. - Grant:No. 18 - 
Agriculture - Excess Rs. 3,16,207 /-. · · 

FOR THE YEAR 1984-85 

APPROPRIATION ACCOUNTS 

i. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
I AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT 

11 



. . zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA--------- 

./ 

. ' 

. The item was kept pending. 

18. Extension Service ( Res) .: Saving Rs. 1,03,95,543/- 

In view of the Audit comments, the item was dropped. 

19. Expenditure on Cane Development - Excess Rs. 67,420/ 

In view of Audit comments, the item was dropped. 

· }4. Seed-Farm ( Res) - Saving Rs: 20,l16/- 

. - ·· ·  .. In view of the Audit comments, the item was settled .. 

. 15 .. District Farm (Ext) - Saving Rs. 37,373/- 

The Committee directedthat.detailed explanation as to why the savings could not 
be surrendered well in time may be furnish in the form of a revised working paper . 

. The item was kept pending. 

16. District Farm (Res} ...., Saving Rs. 2,783/- 

In view of ilie Audit comments •. the item was dropped. 

17. Extension Service ( Ext) --§aving Rs. JJ,4_6,023/-,,i· : 

The. Committee-directed the Department to' submit a revised working paper after 
reconciliation of the figures with the Accountant General,' PU11jab. · · 

'1 ,· .. 

12. Experimental Farm (Res) - Excess Rs. 55,861/- 

In view of the Audit comments, the item was dropped. 

13. See(/ Farm (Ext) - Saving Rs. 4,26,877/- . 

. The. Committee directed the Department to furnish a revised working paper 
giving full justification for not surrendering tlie savingin time. 

The item was kept pending .. 

. . 

8 .. Expenditure Under Cotton Control Act <Saving Rs. i.24,983/- 

. The Committee directed that detailed information should be provided in the 
revised working paper. ' . . . . ' . 

The item was kept pending. 

9. Superintendent - Excess Rs. 2,97,006/- 

In view of the Audit comments, the item was dropped. 

JO. Subordinate and Expert Staff- Saving Rs. 15,358f 

The explanation of the Department was accepted and the item was dropped. 

11. Experimental Farm (Ext) - Excess Rs. 65, 035/- 

In view of the Audit comments, the item was dropped. 

12 · 



2. 622-subsidy Seeds- Saving Rs: 1,00;00.oiJO/- - zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

The Department stated that due to the late release of funds zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAby the Finance · 
Department,· the entire amount of the grant under this sub-head could not be . 
utilised. · · ·  ·-- 

The Committee accepted the explanation and dropped the item·. 

However,the Department was directed that, in future-reconciliation should be 
got done at the prope! time. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAL _:_....:._ . _ · · 

513-Agricultare Res: and Extension Service - Excess Rs: 9,48,io,526/- 

The Department was directed to reconcile the figures of excesses and saving in 
.respect of 60 schemes under this sub-headwith the Accountant General, Punjab 
·  and in the light thereof submit a revised working paper to the Public Accounts. 
Committee. · 

The item was kept pending._ 

}. 

~9-89 

. Non.;.Development Grant fo~ Punjab Land Utilization Authority Headquarter 

In view of the Audit comments, the item was dropped. 

3. Pages ~258. of Appropriation Accounts for the y~ 1984-85 - Grants No. 
36-Agricnlttu'e (Dev)~ 

• 
.~9 

2. Page 219 of Appropriation Accounts for the · year 1~5 - Grant No. 31 - 
Miscellaneous of, Agriculture Department. 

23. · Plant Protection and Locust Control - Excess Rs. 16,77,507f 

In view of the Audit comments, the item was dropped! 

24 .. Karkhana Allat-E-Zaria Bahawalpur - Excess Rs. 31 ;846/- . 

In view of the Audit comments, the item was dropped. _. . . 

. . 
20. · Agricultural Engineering Soii Conservation and Boring Operation - Excess Rs: 

12~59,587/- . 

In view of the Audit comments, the item was.dropped. 

ZI. Grantin Aid= Excess Rs. 1,10,90,295/- 

In view of theAudit comments, the item was dropped .. 

22. Works - Saving Rs. 89,696/~ 

The explanation of the Department was accepted and the item was dropped. 
. . . . . . 
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-: zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA.. - 

..:;_.. 
•.~ : ' ' "A 

'·. : 

6. 

:,:,. _ The· riepartnient was directed to :~b¢it a 'revis~ -~orkirig-~pediidicating the 
reasons for the delay-in the utilization of the grantwith the detail of the. persons 

• - responsible ¢.erefore.- - _ · · · - · 

'J1i~ i~ -W~ _k;~~t pending~-_:· '·  _-. ·-- .: : - - - _; _._ . ,-:'-' ~ . 

Researcli:cum-Developme~t Project-on Use-of Poor zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAQuality Sub. SoUWater - 
Excess.Rs . .J3,,872/-. .-'... · · _·_ :. , · . - · · · ,. ~ . ~ . - . - .· . . .. :. . 

~-:...-:' 
l .. :i.~- 

~· . ' . 
- . 5. Procurement of New Buldoiers · 

." ... · ; - 

3. B_aran,i A~ea Development ProfectAbad» Sal'ing Rs,_ !Q,~6~000/- ~.-< 
. -'· - .. - 
,,-_ - _. .In ~ew of the Audit comments, the item was settl~ subject to the supply of copy 

- · of warranty.replacement and its verification by Audit.' . 
. . . · . ' - ·.·· . .•. .. . . . . ", 

- -> - · _·._ .4>~ Sp~[e~'_Img~iQn- ... __ . 

. ·  :::; :\.:;_ : The ~ w~ sei~~-. _ · : 

....... ·. 
- : ~. :-- .. - .; 

1. Water M ariagefl)ent Programme Punjab 
.: . . . . . - .. ,_ . . ~ 

The it~~ ~~:~n1&(_- · .. - - ". -- - - 

- 2.- -Thal w~te,j,i~~ement :fa~di, - sa.vm~ iis. rr 1,602/ 

, - ..• "\1f ~~w i/iliiA~~f cci~~ts:· -tliit~ ;~s_ ,4~opiaj~ · 

--- 

- 4:. _ :Pages ~6~265- of Approprlatio~ Accounts for the-_ year 1984-85 - -Grant No. 38 - zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
_:. :.:-, - -_ .Agricultm,e Q)evelop~ent). · 

. .. .•. . - · .. 

3-9,.89 .. 

- However: the Department was directed' that, in- future, -rooonciliation' shottld - be_·. 
· - got- done atthe proper time. . · ·  · - · . . . . . . - 

~ .· :·- ': .. , 

The Department stated.that due-to the 4!,te.~I~e,Qf.funds by the Finance 

_ ~t-~t, ~e ~tire amount of t~e ~nt ~d~r. tljis 'sub-head coul~- riot be - 

·  ·  - 'The .Com;i~~ accept~ th~ ex:lana~~~ .~nd dr~~ped the iieµi, - 
. ·-..: - . 

However, tliet>epartment was direct~-'th(inftittire~ reconciliation should be 
got done at the. proper time. . - . ,. ; . 

>:-4.~.' _62'kSubiidy}Jther-,Saving _Rs.-17_,55,00f)/- _.c;, 

.-- .... -e' 

. ·,· 

The Committee accepted the expla~ation' and dropped the item. 

.3_.- 62~,-.Subsidy T_ubewells·~_Excess Rs: 1,49,02,310/~ - 

.The Department sta.taj that due to the-late release of funds by the Finance . 
~t-~nt, "tlle.,en~~iam~tµ;tt_ofth~ F-t under-~s. sub-head could not be 

.·  14- ·. - 

-- < 
·. ~:·. 

.- --:, 



~-------- zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA.... 

Subject to regularization of excess expenditure .and its verification by Audit the · 
item 'Yas settled.· · · zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

18. · Kasur Border Belt 'Project 

·The item was settled . 

. . 19. Strengthening of Production Capability of Katkhan A/ate-Zaria, Bahawalpur - 
Saving Rs, 4;60,000/-. . · 

. ' . . . ·j zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
J 7. Date Development Research Station at Deni Ghazi Khan • Excess Rs. 70,000/- 

. ~, ~..,tlfeiteri:uvas.settled. 

. \ ., 

· 14. 'Research Demonstration andPromotion qf Bio <Gas Technology 
- . . .• ;, ....... t 

The item was settled. 

15: Strengthening of Pesticides Quality Research Laboratory 

The item was settled. 

16. Multiplication and Intensification of Research _01i Saffron - Saving Rs. JI/- 

. ~ 
( 

.. 
The item was· settled. 

13. Pilot Potato Project 

.. 7. Creatton of Research Information Unit of AAR.J, Fai.sdlabad - _.Saving Rs. 65/ 

The explanation of the Department-was accepted and· the item was dropped. 

8. Additional Research. Equipments for various Disciplines at AARI, Faisalabad - 
Saving Rs: S9,967/- ' . 

The saving of 3 1 /2 % being within permissible limit. 

The item was dropped. 

9. Establishment of Progney Garden New Nursaries <Saving Rs. 25/- 

The. explanation of the Department was accepted and the item was dropped. 

JO. Establishment of Apiary ResearchStation in Soan Valley - Saving Rs. 39.693/ 

Revised working paper indicating the date of purchase of the .vehicle should be. 
submitted to the Public Accounts Committee in order to examine whether there 

·  was enough time available for surrender or n~t. · · 

The item was kept pending . 

. J J. Punjab Soil Industry Project 

The item was settl~d. 

12. ·Agriculture Machinery Training School - Saving Rs. 230/ 

The item was settled. 

IS 



. . . zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
The item was settleg.· . 

. . / . . . zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
30: 'Expansion <ind zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAStrengthening of Soil ·Water Testing Laboratoryat Bahawalpur 

The item was settled .. 

.31.. Strengthening.of Research in Baroni Area - Saying Rs. 80,2J~500/- .. 

The item was settled. 

,. .· ·.. . . . . . . . ... -. ·, 

29. Research and Development of Drip Irrigation at Fort Manro : Saying Rs .. 583/~ 

The it~iis settled. 

28. Streng1hening.-0f Capabilities of Agricultural M echanization Res: Instt: Multan - 
&~M~ . : .· ... ·  

•,. ' 

·. 
The item was settled. 

25. Command Water MaJtage,nent ~ S~vmg. Rs .. 39~700/- . 

The item was settled. 

26. Strengthening of Metoorological Studies Agriculture Farms - Excess Rs. 17,000/ 

The item was settled: 

27. Reciprocation and Accessories - Saving Rs. ·JO/- 

The item was settled. 

24. Kot Sultan Project 

The item was settled. 

22. Intensification of Research onFodder (at Sargodha)-- Saving Rs. JO/ 

The item was settled. 

23. Khushab Griot Project .. 

. . , 
. - ' .. ' 

The.: -Department · stated that · the · Industries and Mineral Development , . 
~artment failed to. process the indents for. procurement of machinery in time 
which resulted in· huge amount ofsaving under the sub-head. . . ·; . 

the Committee direpted that the Secretary Industries and Mineral.Development 
Department, Governinent of the Punjab should be asked to comment on the 
above statement anda revise~ working paper should be submitted to the Public 
Accounts Committee for taking a decision m the matter. 

The item was kept pending. 1 • ~:. 

20. . Sulemanke Project 

The item was settled. 

· 21. Lift Irrigation Scheme· 

The item was settled . 
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.. · ... · zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA:: zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA.. :· :- 

.::.·,_ 

"' ., 

· .-.-,· 
_, __ . 

···': _.··- .. 

. 10..7~91 \.:: ; 
. ,--:- . . • :</'::;;'·-' . ., "(.,.. -· · ·;·;_:':· \_·_·_}_:if~;·.;~~:_ .. _~-~- :: .·:·_' . :~·, .... = .• :.:~·· .:· •• ._: :' ..=::z;;: .·: .: 

,·>:_\Jt._-w~_':;-r_i ~- .. 
\;~,<--- "". ::_·_·. . - .. -. __ --..-: 

. . .'. ,· . --~. depaitiµeni explainec(thai ~ction a~ain:~t J\ixiul Hayee~ul~Zafar; _Senior Clerk, 
--·- Cashferi:·-was:~en~and.h~·was/emoved f)-p~ serv:i~."~ case agamsth41i"was:$0.t registered 
: and _the defaulting ofTu:ial r-em~ned under tnal. _He.-was _aw~ two year RI with fine ~f-~. .. :t';. -. 

1~26,000/·~Jn defaultto pay-the fineh¢ had to·suffer 6 mo~ths Rl. '.fhough the action had been, 
·  _·takenJ1.gainsrth~ culprit yet-thei>ublk Accoun~-Committee-was not sa_tisfied with_-·tbe-_ . 

. . _ - ... ·. - explan-ation.·ofthe D~ent. The Committee was of the_ vi¢w that supervisory staff should · 
·>{:' · · · -;'- hl~o ~ ~cfe respprisil:i}~ in such ·caseffor negligence as huge public _money w.as ,inv<>lved. The_ 

- - __ . . _ : .. · Committee. directed that theSulrCommittee constituted vide Para No; l .S.6 should.also lo_ok · 
. . _. - -"into dns ~ra alongwith 8:ll othe~ ~es ag&inst the Ul'lde,;1nentioned on the f ~Ifo~g pages.of 

the Working Papers:.· - _., . - . : . - , . _ _ -- ·  _ ·  _ 
.:: ,•! _-. •• ~-,_;· ; : :. - . •. - :-_ - • • ,. • ', • . •. · . 

.·'· 

- . 

-~:.?>- 

. . . > .- The D~rtitierit .was'asked to produce'a copy ofili~Oei,.-artinentai Inquiry Report to : <: . 
': tlte ~blic Acc,aunts Co~ttee· f orits COI\$ideration:,In case'no itiqtiizjr has been :held it piay 

_ :.11.ow beheld. ltmay a-lso,b¢ examined by the Department howhas the:I)J).O been absorved. of 
: . -pis r~P.<?~i?ili~--· Co~plete. record of the case may 'be presented to ~e ~blic -~ccounts 

- Committee m the next meeting, · . - _ . ·_ ·  . ·  
. •. ·. . : . . ··. - . : .. •·.. :-''-.:. ~-~~- 2 

The para was'kep.t'i,eridirig:' : - ~~<-:·- ·- --~ - 

,,, .. · 

i ·: -·: .. -: .. : .. . ~ · .. · . :_. __ "'·::~- ·,.: ~-: ~'-_ - ... :~:_· "\ 
-- ------FOR·-THE·· ·YEAR 1no"' --ss---·----- ----- . - .. • . . . . . : .7CJllt: . . .-· .·. _ ... - .... 

.·. . . . : . . ... ·. : :. ; ... . . . . . . ~ . . . . . . . - . . . . . . :;i. ·. . . . : 

~i~;}/,J·~ - .. - ·'. --:'"-' 

- Para 1.1.'1 Page 20 of.A~dit Report for the ·year 1984,.85 ~ Pay BillErtibezzie.:rie~t - .·_: 
Rs. 1,26,5!4/- _ ,: - ·  c, . · ·  . _ . , . · ·  - _ ·  

-· ·: .. ·.- -r-, ;.:· • : .. '. • • • --~--'{ •. ·: 

. :---<--- 

~-?:~'\Jii i:t; . 

, .... ~ 
'··-· .. 

r .• ~ 
.. :-: 

. ;_,-,·. 
·-~ ~ . 

.• ' .. -Th~ #eJI1 was. settled. ... 

·J c- \tr :.'flie,:iteni,alongwith' item; 34· was discussed !lt iengtb; Finally, the:Comrriit~ 
-- -_ ·:.· .reco~ende~·.th~ se~tl~men~ of theitem ·subject to· regillarizatiori of the excess 

~ f": . _ - . ,·: ~xpenditure and -1ts verification by Audit. : / _ ·  ~-:. ~ · 
.:· :c.. .. :;_':-· - . 

'Js .. Surrender or _,Withdra.:Val within lhe-_<kan_· __ · i· of ,, __ A_.- nnro_m.r_ ia_tio~_ - __ ... _ s« vm_-:··_g---_-. Rs_._.· .. ' 

. )~]6,20;260/:-. - . · . '.I rr r . 

. ---- . "'= ~ 

33'. · On Farm:Watei- M.~gement· Projett ;Bahdwalpuraiui Rahim·. far ,Kh@ ~ E~ess 
/u. 4,43,000/-,:~ _ ,:i·. ·_; .- · · - " .. · _ . . _· . . - _ · '· . - ·:_': 

. : .... 

The iteni"al~~gwith. item 34· .was ~ussir at "1erigth,. Finally 1 the, Committee 
.recommended thesetrlementof the item subjectto. regularization of the excess 

_ :··~ . . - expenditure .and. [tsverification by Audit. _ . : - · · : · - . 

- .-.- s: CapJtrµ_Cost ·~J 5 "J,ib;~ts' · $ic~ss is. J,0(),0(),000f .. 
.. ~:- 

· -·~ ·. . . :.· ' ~·: .,-a 
. :: .. .- .. 

1inp,ov1ng of :P~t. w a'mina .-~d ,Qud[irYi:~,ufot, of'!'esitctil~sin - Punjab.« sav1nr-< .; - -: ! 
-,Rs_. 5!,000/~- - /·. - . .· .. · t ;' ·- - ·.. ,, :< . , , ." .. - -. : .. : .··. , · . _ >, . 
The item~as.~ settled .. :·:·- ~ : ~' . ·-.;-~) ~; : .. .: ¢ .\ - . · : ~ -.· , - ·. 

·.--::! . 

-:--r,- 

_.-i·::~ .. .. 



_:·~·<.~\/~ zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
.. ·- --·: .... ::··- ·-· - . ; .... ~ zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
?~:~:i~?t~··~}i(·~ - ·.·:· .~:-_.~,·: 

' _, • ,:,:::{;{,, __ '._:·_::::_: r ,~_;_'.,;_-_-,_ .. , .. ·,~,_~,,,.'._-.i.~_-_:,~.•·-~-· --:::.•_:_•_: __ :-,: ._~-•--.:_f;if 'i;:??~;/·· -, 
- -:· ~-·-· __ ._·:_._·· .·-_-';. __ ,_ ·. ·_-:_.,,_-_.,· __ ,_,-.---. - - ~ -- .. '•. -- '·. . . 

- -·-· · ·;./ zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA· .. ~.: :'.;':,,:·· 



/ 
Th~ zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAfollowing Paras were kept pending: zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

j 

(1) Para No. 1.1.2 

(2) · Para No. 1.2.3 

(3) Para No. 1.2.4 · 

(4) P~ No. 1.2.6 

(5) Para No. 1.2.8. 

(6) Para No. 1.2.9 

(7) Para No. 1.~lO 

:(8) Para No. 1.8.2 

· The Public Accounts Committee further decided that a representative of Anti- 
Corruption may :Uso be invited inthe Sub-Committee to give bis view point on this para and 

other paras detailed below. 

(1) Pag_e. Ne,,. 3 Para No. 1.1.2 

(2) Page No. ·6 Para No. 1.2.3 

(3) Page No. 7 Para No. 1.2.4 

(4)'' Page No; 9 Para No. 1.2.6 

(5) Page No. 1 l Para No. 1.2.8 

(6) . PageNo, 12 Para No. 1.2.9 

(7) PageNo, 13Para No. 1.2.10 

(8) Page6No.14 Para No. 1.2.11 

(9) Page No. 27 Para No. 1 .. 8.2 · 

. . . ·. 

The Committee directed that the Sub Committee constituted vide Para.No. 1.5.6 should 

also look into this para alongwithall others cases against the under mentioned on the following 

pages ofthe Working Papers.- · 
< 

10-7-91 

~ .. 

The parawas kept pending, 

The case is subjudice. Next date of hearing was stated to be 9-9-1989. 

The Department was asked to pursue the case vigorously. 
' . 

·3-9.89 

6. Para 1.l.2 Page 20 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Funds Drawn against Ficticiou., / 
Cultivator Purchase - Rs. 3,375/- · · ·  

· 19 



The Public Accounts Committee directed the Administrative Department to prepare a 
comprehensive report after carrying out physical checking ofpesticides lying in departmental. 
stores as wastes to show as to how much pesticides was with them. What method for the 

. destruction of waste pesticide had been adopted zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA"by the Department. Also report- should be 
made about the disposal of the pesticids and declaring dangerous the exprised medicines. 

The Department should constitute its Committee who should thoroughly inquire into 
the checking of stores after.physical verification. It was pointed out to the Department thatthe 
sale of pesticides been stopped in 1990. The Department to state as to what had happened 
thereafter. · 

10-7.:.91 

'the Public Accounts Committee directed that the disciplinary action against the 
defaulter should 'be expendited and the recoveries so far made be got verified from the Audit. 
Recovery of the balance amount should also be expendited .. 

The para was kept pending. 

• 

. ·3-9-89· 
... zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA~). 

7. Para 1.2.1 Page 20-21 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 - Shortage of P~cides and 
Other/Stores - Rs. ZS9,038/- · . 

- .....__ 

. The para· was kept pending till the court/departmental cases against the accused 
· · were finally decided· · · 

The Department explained that Mr· Tafii Shah, ex-Cashier, was responsible for the 
amounts.involved in para 1·1·2· para 1·2·3, para 1·2·4 para 1·2·6, para 1·2·8, para 1·2·9, 
para 1 ·2· 10, para 1 ·2· 11 and para l ·8·2· The Speccial Judge Anti-Corruption, Sargodha 
had returned this case with the remarks that sanction for the prosecution accorded by 

Secretary Agriculture was not valid it should be obtained from the Governor- The 
requisite sanction was in process· Moreover the accused had been suspended and 

· - disciplinary proceedings initiated against him· The disciplinary case was also in process· 

The Sub-Committee decided to recommend that the Public Accounts Committee-I 
might keep .the above mentioned paras pending till the court/departmental cases against 

the accused were finally decided- 

The para was presented to the PAC· Its consideration was deferred to the next 
· · meeting of PAC-I· · · ·  · 

13-3-93 

RECOMlV[ENDATIONS OF SUB-COMMITTEE xo.m 

6-7-92· 
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. ,.. , ·  Toe·Committ~ directed that the Sub Committee constituted vide Para No.. 1.5.6 should 
also look into. this para alongwith all others cases against the under mentioned on the following 

. pages of the working papers:- . . zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA..»: .. 

. 10-7~91 

_ The Committee directed the Administrative Department · that the record. · of 

. >- -DepartmentalInquiry, findings of the inquiry and name of the Inquiry Officer, should be 
. produced in the next meeting'. · r-, --~- - 

The para was kept pending . 

· .10. . Para 1.2.4 Page. 22 of A~dit Report for the year -1984-85-Bogus Jefunds of Students 
Securities Rs. 72,160/~ DATI, Sargodha · 

The para was kept pending till the court/departmental cases against the accused were 
·  finally decided· _ · ·  

The Sub-Committee decided to recommend that the- Public Accounts Committee-I 
might keep the above mentioned paras pending till the court/departmental cases against the 

. accused were finally decided· 

, . }fhe para was presented to the PAC- Its considerations was deferred to the next meeting 
of PAc-I· · . 

13-3-93 

. . . . 

The Departmentexplained that Mr· Taqi Shah, ex-Cashier.was responsible for the 
amount involved in para 1·1·2, para 1·2·3, para 1·2·4, p~ra 1·2·6, para 1·2·8, para 1·2·9, para 

. l ·2· 10; para 1 ·2· 11 and para l ·8·2· The Special Judge Anti-Corruption, Sargodha had returned 
·. this case with the remarks that sanction for the prosecution accorded by Secretary Agriculture · 
was not valid it should be obtained from the Governor· The requisite sanction was in process-: 
Moreover the accused had been suspended and disciplinary proceedings initiated against him· 
The disciplinary case was also in process· · 

. . . - 

. 6-7--92 

.•. 

·  RECOMMENDATIONS OF SUB-CO~ NO ID 

(5) Para No. 1.2.8 

(6) ·Para1No._ 1.2;9 

(7) ·Para N~. 1.2.10 

· (8) Para No. 1.2. l I 

(9) ·. , Para No. 1.8;2 

22 





.. ,· 
: ".., :=-:- zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

. -- ·  _ - ·The para was settled subject to write offby_thecoinpetentauthorify and verification by." . 
· zhe audit · - - - · ' 

.:"'" 

. ;.. - . l . ·• . ·. ' ·.· .. - - - .. 

_---·  : - - TheDepartment explained that the 'accused Mr· Abdul.Hay,.ee-ul-Zafar. Cashier was 
_, tried by special Judge Anti-Corruption Multan and awarded. two years R~ I and a fine of Rs· 

" - _ l ·~·OQO/- and in default of the fine; to. undergo fyrther R-J:for six months· The accused ~d 
no~ ~~nthe fine and had completed this sentence m default of-the fine· Moreover Mr· Rashid 

· Ali , D·D·O was proceededagainst underE & D Rules and was consured· The Deptt·  
, _ further explained that.a consolidated ~forwriteoffof.Rs· l,94,267/-involvedinp~ 1~1·1 

· · para 1 ·2·5 and-p~ra 1·8· 1 had been referred to the Government- . . 

- -- -. __ --. . The sub·C~nrinitt~_decid¢dto reco~etid·thatJ?ka 1 ·1{~ 1·2·~_and pap:-l-·8·,t, 
might'besettled by the Public Accounts Committee-Lsubject to write off of the amount by the 

· competent authority· · zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

·: -• s _ • _ : ·- Tbi~ra wjl& presented to the PA~'. _It,s ~n.sidetati~n~w~ deferred to the next.meeting 
,·  of PAC-I· - -<(- .-_ .. .>: . _ · : - -- _- ,>~-- -- , · -- : : _ 

. <ri--3---93 •. - 

·6-1--92 

REcoMMENIJATIONS OF sUB-coMMI'fl'EE-No-m. - 

-- - _ : - The-par~ was ref~~clto_the Sub .Con:unittee of the following for mafug-a report t:9 the 
Public Accounts Conmuttee- a'S soon as possibler- . - - 

-~ 10-7-91 

. The-_ Committee dft:ected the Adnµnistrative -- Oepaitinerit - _ ·to_ make _ recovery 

- expeditiously. -The record of Departmental .lnquiry - the. name ofihe Officers who conducted r 

the inqui~ arid who lodged the FIR should be submitted to -the Conµnittee ~ i~ ~xt meeting. • _ , 

_The para waskept pending. 

4-9~:· ... 

1 ~· - Para 1.2.5 Page 2~ 9f Audit Repo~ for the year 1984-85,,Non:..aeposii of Pesticl4lesSale 
:Proceeds-of~ 60,346/- _EADA, Sahiwal - . . . --· : - 

·~· 

.-- _._· . ,·.; .. - -·--- 

. . 

_ _ Th~ para was lcept pending till the court/departmental cases against the - accused were _ 
finally decided· _ -- -_ ·  - - _ . 0 _ - .-. _ - _ - .- , 

_·24 

Convenor 
Member-_ 

_ (1). Ch. Muhammad Riaz, MPA - 
-- (2.t, _ - HajfMuha~lizj_a~_Afzal Chan, ~PA 



The following Paras were kept pending: 

(1) Para No. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAt, 1.2 

(2) Para No-. 1.2.3 

.(3) _ P~ No. 1.2.4 

(4) Para .No. 1.2.6 · - 

(5) Para ·No. L2.8 

(~) Para No. I.2.9 - - 

(7) Para No. 1.i.10 
. (8) Para No. 1.2.11 

· (9)" Para No. 1.8.2 

_,· . 

_ _ The Committee directed that the Sub Committee constituted vide Para No. 1,5.6 
should also look into thi!i para alongwith all others cases against the under mentio~ on the 
following pages of the Working Papers:- · · ·  /' - 

-(1) Page No.· 3 Para 'No. 1.1.2 

(2) _ Page :No.' 6 ParaNo. 1.2.3 

(3) - Page No. _7 Para. No. 1.2.4 

_ -,(4) Page No. 9 Para No. 1.2.6 

(5)- Page No. H Para No. 1.2.8 

_ (6) · Pa~ No. 12 P_ara No. L2~9 
(7) · Page No. q Para No. 1.2.10 

·  (8) . Page No. J4 Para _No. 1.2. ll 

(9) Page No. 27Para No._ 1.8.2 . · 

10-7-91. 

The para was kept pending. 

A copy of the departmental inquiry report may be submitted io the Committee in its 
next meeting. · · 

.. 
' · - 
:·· ..... 

The Public Accountant 'committee further decided that a representative . of Anti : 
Corruption :QJ.aY also be invited-in the Sub Committee to give his view point on this paraandi · 
other Paras.detailed bctow. i 

12. Para t.2.6· Page 23 of .Aeffl Report for the year 1984,-SS.Ficticious Pmchases ·Out or' · 
Medical and Stores - lls. 27,633/-DATI, S1qodha. 

25 



-; .. -: , · -The para was: kepfpending~ zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
~ -~ • ..:.. __ .... ·.·:··-~: -:_:'·---- : _· • + • 

. . . . ... 

.. 

- t(fie·eonunftt« ditectaj_th~:Depar!fflent:io.:.~ · -, ·; .•;.;:· _ .. 

- . ,, - , -: <a>'. ex~1am~ei~~:ir~iwith~-rit~gthe·~~~Antit~ptionEs~~ 
· · , · - and , "' . -- --·  -·  -- -- . -· 

Cb)-, submit the record .of J?epartttl~~ mquijy to the Comnri~-:t 
.- . . -- ; . _- . . . . .. - ·. 

~ · . 

. :·~· l zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
· .. }. ~- ·-·· ·: . ··--'-· ·/'·: - j zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

- : "'.:) -13. ·.;· zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAParat-?,:.7 p.,23_ ~f Audit Repori for the y..-· l~rta,p:ctf' pesticich$_-:- . 
- .. - _ .. .-~,27,0t4/ .. E.¥l~V~: - .. --,. -- - · - - . 

. _ 4-M9- ~ ..zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA. : . 

. . . . . 

- ,, - .. Th::para· was kepfpending_ till-the court departmental case,fagain.s; the a~ were . 
. _ ~~Y decided> - · .. - : · ·  ·  · _ - - ·  _ ,. ._ - ·  r .. : ... _ <' - · · "c , •. - • 1 - _ _ _ 

. The Department explained that Mr· Taqi Shah, ex-Cashier; was. responsible forthe 
amounts involved in para 1 • 1 ·2 para 1 ·Z·3, para 1 ·2·4, para 1_.2-6, ~ 1 ·2·8, pani 1 ·2·9, para 

- 1 ·2·10, para-l ·2· 1 l ~d,para l ·8·2 The Special Judge Anti-Corruption, Sargodha had returned 
<this case with the remarks ~t sanction for the prosecution accorded by Secretary ~~ture . 

·  was not valid it should be obtained from the Governor· The requisite sanction was In process- · 
Moreover the accused had been suspended and disciplinary proceedings initiated agains; him· .: 

- 'The.dlsciplinary case wasalso in.process- · ._ _- _ ", , · > ., - .- -. _ · - - · 

. -- ; . The. s~~Committee dectded to recommend that the Public Accounts Committee~! 
- .mighr keep theabove mentioned paras pending till the-C()urt/d~ental casesagainst.the 

- accused w~teJuuilly d~e4· . ." _ . ·  ·  _ _ , _ ·  ; , _ ·  _ _ - __ --- ·  

" . . :jbe~-'~-ffe~oo·io the PAC·:hs &~aeration wa-s defer.red to th~ riex.tl1,leeting 
of P-AG-f; '-.- · ·- , - - .. ! - - . - • -- - - 

26 
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~ --·· zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA.;...._ -··-- -·· -~ -· . 

/' .' 
/' 

The following Paras were kept pending. 

(!) Para No. 1.1.2 
(2) Para No. f.2.3 
(3) Para No. 1.2.4 
(4) Para No. 1.2.6 
(5) Para No. r.as 
(6) · Para No. 1.2.9 
(7) Para No .. t.z.io 

. (8) Para No. 1.2; 11 
(9) Para No. 1.8.2 

(1) Page No. 3 Para No. 1.1.2 
(2) Page No. 6 Para No. 1.2.:r 
(3) Page No. - 7. Para No. 1.2.4 
(4) · Page No. 9_Para No. 1.2.6 
(5) Page No. 11 Para No. 1.2.8 
(6) Page No. 12 Pata No. 1.2.9 . 
(7) Page No. llPara No. 1.2.10 · 
(8) Page No. 14 Para No. 1.2.l l 
(9) Page No. 27 Para No.· 1.8.2 

The - Public Accounts Committee further decided . that a representative of Anti 
Corruption may also beinvited in the Sub-Committee to give his- view point on ·this· Para and 
others Paras detailed below. . · 

The Committee directed that the Suh-Committee constituted vide Para No. 1-.5.6. 
should also look into this para alongwith all others cases against the under mentioned on the · 
following pages of the Working Papers: 

·  The para was kept pending. · 

10-7-91 

The report of Departmental InqtrirysJ}ould be submitted to the Committee in its next 
meeting stating at the same time as to who conducted the inquiry and who lodged the FIR. 

. . . 

4-9-89 

14. Para 1.2.8 P~e 2.1 of Audit Report for the year 1984""85-Fictlcious Purchases- 
Rs. 21, .215/- DATI, Sargodha . . '. 

The para was kept pending . 
... . 

. . ., .. 

. The case being. subjudice. The case be pursued at personal level. The ~ent was 

directed to obtain advice from the Law and Parliamentary Affairs Department whether 
-simultaneous action could be taken against the defaulters while the case was pending with the 
Anti-Corruption. · · ·  · 

10-7-91 
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·- ........ • .. ·-r· ·· -· --- zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA_,:_ 

·  · ·  The Co~~ ~ that ~be Sub-Commlttee c~nstittited. vide .· para No. l .5.6 · 
should also look into this para alongwith aij others cases against the under mentioned on the 

. foll~Win~ pages of Wo;rking Papers:- · 

(1) . Pages .No .. 3 Para No. ·i:1.2 
(2) Page No: 6 Para No. L2.3 
(3) Page No. 7 Para No. 1.2.4 
(4) ]:>a~No. 9 ParaNo. 1.2.6 

. (5) Page No. 11. Para No. L2.8 
.(6} Page No;·l2 Para .No. ·1..2.9 

·  {7) Page No. :13. Para No. 1..2.J O 
(8) Page No. l4 Para No. 1.2.11 .. 
(9) Page No. 27 Para No. 1.8.2 · · ·  . . , zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

:-i-- Th~ Public . Accounts Committee f urth~r decid~ that a . .representative of Anti- 
.: .. torruption may also be invited in the Sub-Committee to give his viewpointon this para and. ·· ·  
.; •0pther paras detailed below -. 

":'-,..·  .. 

. . 

T1ie para. was kept pending. 

·  10-7-91- 

. . .. . . . . . : . . ... . . ·. . •. 

.. .. The Department stated that the. ~oupt of· Rs. 4,045/- · has been· recov~ted. The 
.. "Committee directed the Departmentthat the.amount. recovered ~ay be got ~enfied from 

· · Audit. For the balance amount· of Rs.: 14,004/86 the case is with the Ami-Corruption 
Department .. The· Public Accounts Committee directed that the case s:iiould be pursued 
vigorously. · · ·  ·  

. 

Para 1.2.9 Page. 24 of Audit Report for the year l~S - Non-Accounted of POL and · . 
Other Material .. R& 18,7~/- DATI, Sargodha. 

. 15. 

. ·- _:· __:_ __ _-_. - 

. . . Th~ Wlra vvas kept pending. till the court departmental cases against the accused were 
finally decided· · ·  ·  .·  · 

13--3-93 

. . . . 

' Thi! Sub-Committee decided to recommend that the Public Accounts Committee-I 
·. ·, migM te£p._the above mentioned paras pending till the court/departmental cases against the 

aceused were finally decided· · · ·  ·  ·  ·  ·  ·  ·  

· The.para was presented to the PAC·. Its consideration was deferred to the next meeting 
;:,_& P/i C-1'. · , ". . · . 

· ·  . The Department explained that Mr· Taqi Shah, ex-Cashier, was responsible for the 
amounts involved m para l·l.'.2 para 1 ·2:3,;para 1 ·2·4, P?raJ·2·6, para J ·2·8, para 1·2·9, para 
1 ·Z.10, para 1·2·11.and para 1·8·2TheSpecialJudgeAnti-Corruption, Sargodha had returned 

. this case with the remarks that sanction for the prosecution accorded by Secretary Agriculture 
was not valid it-should be obtained from the Governor· The requisite sanction was in process· 
Moreo"er t~e accused .had been _suspended arid disciplinary proceedings initiated against him· 
The J ts phnary case was also m process· 

. . . .. . .. . 

RECOMMENDATIONS OF SU~COMMITIEE NO rn 
28 



,·. 

-----~ zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA·-· '·- - ·-·-···- .· .·---~--~-·-- ·----~-- 

··  The Committee directed that the Sub-Committee constituted vide Para No. 1.5.6 . 
~ -·should also look into thispara alongwith all others cases against the undermentioned on the 

following.pages of the Working Papersr-' · . . ,,,,. 

. . . : 

. 'Joe para was kept pending. · 

10-7-91 

. Toe Committee directed that the record of Departmental inquiry held in this case, with 
the name of the officer who conducted the inquiry and who lodged the -FI~ should .be 

. produced in the. next meeting. · · ·  ·  ·  
, . 

. ~ ·. - -·- . . 

16. P~ l.i.~OPage024of Audit Report for they~ 1984-85-&ibaizlememof_k 15,41~f. - 
4-9-89 . ,·. •" 

_ -. . · .. - ': _Th~ para was kept peµding till the court4epartmental~es against. - accused were 
finally decided· , . . . . . .. '.·  : . ' . 
. . . - ·. . ·. . ·. -. .. .·- ' .. ' . ~ . - ... . . -·  

. . .. 

The para was presented to the PAC·Its considerationwas deferred to the next meeting . 
of PAC-I· ·0' · ·  ·  

._13--~ 

. 6-7-92 

· . The Department explained that Mr· Taqi Shah,. ex-Cashier,' was ~esponsible for the. 
amounts involved in para 1 ·1·2 para 1·2·3, para l ·2·4, para 1 ·2•6, para l ·2·8, para. l ·2·9, para 
1·i·10, par!,l l·  2·11 and para 1 ·8· 2 ~e Special Judge Anp-Corruption; Sargodha had returned 
this case with the remarks. that sanction for the prosecution accorded by Secretary Agriculture · 
was notvalid if should be obtained from the Governor· The requisite sanction was in process··  
Moreover the accused had been suspended and disciplinary proceedings initiated against him· 
Tlie disciplinary case was also in process· · · ·  

TheSub-Committeedecided to recommend that the Public Accounts Committee-I 
·  might keep the above mentionedparas pending till the court/departmental cases against the 
accused werefinally decided· · ._ . · - · ·  -_. . · · . : ... 

--· -· -· . ~ 
ucoMMENbATIONS <>F sUB-COMMITfEENO·m 

The following paras were kept pending» 

.. (1) Para No.J.L2 
(2) Para No. 0L2.3. 

(3) . Para No. l.2.4 · 
( 4) . Para No. 1.2.6 
(5) · Para No. 1.2.8 

. _ (6) Para No. ti:9 
· (7) Para No. i.-2.10 
(8) Para No., 1.2.11 
(9) Para.No, 1.8.2 

29 
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- zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA: . -~ ~ 
. y_ -~~-. ' 

. -, .• The para was kept pending tilltbecourt departmentalcases againstthe accusedwere 
.~deci~ . . .. 

• : ": . . ·- ---~...,.-. - ·-r, :.._·~.-<<·- --~- -·- zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA-:=: .. -- .. -- ..:....___,;.__ - - ··--~-~---- ·--·-~-=----~-:--·· -~----------. --- ,--'-- . 

The Department explained that Mr· Taqi Shah, ex-Cashier,. was responsible for the · 
·  amounts involved in para-I-l ·2 para 1·2·3, para l ·2·4, para 1·2·6, para 1·2·8, para 1 ·2·9, para 

1 ·2· 10, para l ·2· 11 and para 1 ·8·2 The Special Judge Anti-Corruption, Sargodha had returned 
-this case with the remarks that sanction for the prosecution accorded by Secretary Agriculture 
was not valid it should be obtained from the Governor· The requisite sanction was in process· 

. Moreover the accused had been suspended and disciplinary proceedings initiated against him· 
The' qiscipµrutry ~~ was also in process· : ·· , · . . · ·  . ·  - ·  . _ · ·  ~· : . .· .'. .. .. --·'.·.' ·.. . . . . -. . .. .. . . . 

·. ~" - ., :. . •. The ·sub-Committee:, decided to recommend that the Public· Accounts Committee-I 
. hnight keep the above mentioned paras pending till the court/departmental cases against the 
<:~ w~i:e f~allY, decided; · _ - · . ·  . ·  -. · · . . 

. :::\" :· Th~para'wasp~!id toth~l>AC··Itsconsideration wasdef~edtb~n~~!'~eeting·. 
of PAC-I· · , · .- . ·  . · ·  . . ·  · ·  . 

(1) Para .No. 1.1.2 
(2) Para No. 1.2.3 · 
(3) · ..• Para No •. L2A · 
(4) . Para No. tl~6: 

- · .(5)' Para. No.J.2.8 . 
(6) Para·N9.J.2.9 

. (7) Para: No. 1.2.10- · ·. : ·~~r ·~~~:t~Jl .. · 

·  . The Public Account Committee further decided that a representative of Anti- · •···  - 
Corruption may also be invited in the Sub Committee to give his view point on this para and 
otherparas detailed below. . · .•. · · ·  

,.. ,I ' 

'.fhe followhlg P~•were kept pending> 

(I) · Page No. 3·Para No. Ll.2 
(2) ·. Page No. 6 Para No. 1.2.3 
(3) Page N~. 7 Para· Nq. 1.2.4 
(~ Page No.·. 9 Para No. 1.2.6 
(5 PageNo .. 11 Para·No.·L2.8 
( Page No. 12 Para No. 1.2.9 

(
(7)8) -Page No. llPara No.J.2.10 

· . Page No. 14 Para No. l.2.11 
· (9) Page No. 27 Para No. 1.8.2 

·-·-- - , -- - 
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: \ · The Department explained that inquiry into the matter has since been completed in 
June, 1989. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAThe Committee directed that the copy of the Inquiry Report may also be got zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

t: \ verified by Audit alongwith the record. pertaining to the issuance· of Fertilizer to the tune of 

. ,\'!?~}~.5~07_~_ ~--- ·-·- -·-· ·;_ · --------···  ...:_·-----·· -- ··- _ ., 

4-9-89 

·---- ---:- --- - zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA---:-~- 

18. Para 1.2.12 Page 25 of Audit Report for the year 1984,,;85- Sales Proceeds of Wheat Not 
Accounted for.- Rs. 10,927/- Government Agriculture, Seed Farm, EhsanPII!·  · 

~~9 .. ~ 

The para was settled subject to verification by Audit. {{ ~ / L r 
8 

R 
4 
/R Y 1-r\\ 

' ,, .s- \ ) 

10-7-91 \:· · · ~ 1 ii, 

' ' ' ' ' '·.;;~--~-:.--~ - .- ~. -"'._,)' 

The para was settled as the amount had been recovered and verifiea~by4heAudit. 

19. Para 1.2.13 Page 26 of Audit Report for the yea{ 1984-85 - Fertilizer Purchased 
Un-accounted for Rs. 10,530/-·EADA, Rahim Yar Khan 

. The para was kept pending till the court departmental cases against the accused were 
finally decided· 

The Department. explained that Mr'. Taqi Shah, ex-Cashier, was responsible for the 
: amounts involved in para 1·1·2 para 1·2·3, para 1·2·4, para 1·2·6~Jlara1·2·8, para 1·2·9, para 

1 ·2· 10, para 1 ·2· 1.1 and para 1 ·8·2 TheSpecial Judge Anti-Corruption, Sargodha had returned 
this case with the remarks that sanction for the prosecution accorded by Secretary Agriculture 
was not valid it should be obtained from the Governor· The requisite sanction was in process· 
Moreover the accused had been suspended and disciplinary proceedings initiated against him· 
The disciplinary case was also in process· 

The Sub-Committee decided to recommend that the Public Accounts Committee-I 
· might keep the above mentioned paras pending till the court/departmental cases against the 
accused were finally decided· 

. The para was presented to the PAC· Its consideration was deferred to the next meeting 
of PAC-I· . · ·  · . · 

[3-3-93 

~7-92 

The Committee gave the same direction as against Para No. L2.10 

The para was kept pending. 

RECOMMENDATIONS OF SUB--COMMITIEE NO ·m 

~9-89 

·- -- 

17. Para 1.2.11 Page 25 c;,f Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Ficticious Purchases - 
Rs. 11,768/- DAU, Sargodha 
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-----.'.':...~ 

. - 

·  .- -- The Department stated that a· detailed inquiry was conducted by Mr. Muhammad 
Sal~ -Arshad. Director;'Proje(:t Ma:nagem~t·CQ--0rdinator; Lahoz:e. On the ~asis of the 
InqUll'Y Report, the officer w~ censured· and deferred from promotion. As desired by the 
Public Accounts Committee in zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAits previous meeting the investigation report and other record 

·  had been verified by the Audit: therefore the explanation of the Department was acceptedand . 
the para was .settled, _- - - - ' . - - - 

1 -- The Committee gave the instruction .that in future the name and place of posting of the. 
defaulters against whom recovery proceeding were in progress should be shown in the· 

. Working Paper. · · · _ __ - --•- -··-· 
_·:......- ~ . _ 

-._· .. 
10,;.7 ... 91- 

' . _·. . . ' . . .... ··- .. ::·  . ~ . .:, ··. . . ·- . . . . . . . - . . . 

The para was settled, subject to verification of the lil.qiliry Report hr the Audit. 

... , ·- 

. - . . . 
25. -Para J.4.3 Page. 29 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 - Un-Dne ,elease of Forfeited · 

Security .; Rs. 39;381/· CWM; Lahore. - - '. - · · , _ . _ · ·. _ 

... The p~ was settled., 

The p~a was se!il~: 

_ 24~ - P~ 1.4.2-Page 28 of AuclifReport for the year 1984-85 ;.-Irregular Ptircbase of Turbine 
.,,, : - Pump- Rs. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA41$1~/- EADA, Veharl. - - _ -- - 

4--~ - ' - 

.... - ~--·-·- Thepurchasehasbee~made_underSr.No.5_(c}oftheDe1egationofFinancialPowers, _. . _ 
~herein-the Director was authorised to make local purchase but it had to be made through - . - 
Industri~-t:md Mineral Development Department thusthe·procedure.has:been.violated.-The _ 

. Public Accounts Committee desired that it. should be got regularized. . · ·  -- ·  · ·  - 

The para was settled, 

.. 10,.7 .. 91 

. . . . 

The para was-l(ep(pending. · ·- - 

_ 23. Para· 1.4.l Page rt 'of-Atldit Report for the y~ -1984-85 - ExpemUture in. Excess of_ - 
Bud.get Provision :-- R& 57,069/- - • . _ , · . _ ·  - ·  ·  , ' - _ 

.Member 
·-.-. ''".:-:."' -' 

.· "!:... 
.. ·+. 

Meniber 

Member 

·Meniber- 

Convener _ (1) . Hafiz Salman Butt, MPA 

_ (2). Pir Allah Yar Cbishti, MPA 
. . ' .· - . -·. 

C3J Mr; Farhat-Aziz Mazan, MPA 

. (4) Rana Ajma4 )}DA; G~j~t. 

_-(~)-~- - Representativ~ of Audit Department. 
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,·-·  .-,·  zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
: ... -·. 

.,;!.::.·.: 

~ ;.· . •' 
.::···T" 

. ,~;:• 1.s~i .~Paf!l~ 3 f~r_:iij,d,i -. Repott ··for:· i~e :yea~/ci~~s:-~~aie · .,arts Puicliase : - 
·  No11-recovery.·o~ .R~ Money i ··R.s. _6,06~174/,. -:· ~: .:> .· " .': · · · ·· · 

. - ."·  \ • 'u\vas0o~td·:~:t&0~0U-~t·ot'.contraci' an<i.risk,ci>stbas ahyays-~re<luced~ 
. whic~ is notappreciable: !fhe Department shaUid ensure that by this- method the contracting -, 

... . . . . .. ·. . . . . ... ' ... zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA".--: 
... :_.\· · ., 

, ·-The para is settled, subject to verifi~ation by the J\tidfr, 
: -' . , .· -· . . . . __ ~ . ·.:. : . .-··-, (! 

. t.'. 

: .,~-: ;-::· :-:· 
-..: ~ - 

. l0-7-91 : 

. -· .It-was·expli_!ined to _the Committee that iris a case of risk purchase. The entire amount , 
•· · involved .has.been recovered with· the exception of Rs. 2,829,'50~ The Public ·Accounts· 

- ,,Co~:ttee -mr~~e~f that ~ amoun~iof Rs. 2~829/~0 sho~Idi ~ pursued_viior~us!Y~ Tn~ - 
. . .. CQnulli ttee also directed tha:tm case this·amo11D.t JS not rec.ov:~rable1tmay begot wntteri 9f:f by,: 

--Jhe Competent. Authority:· subject to-the furnishing of the consumer'cerfificate and sat1c_tfon -0f 
· · ·  twrite.off~nd'!t-sverfficatlo_nbyAudit,theparawassettled;. ,,, .- -·  - ··  - ·  :, ,,._,··  -- 

_ ..... _ .. 

~~ 1.4~ Page 30 of Audit Report f~r the year 1984-85.;. Spare Parts~~ Non- · 
~-very ~f Risk ~ Money - Rs.· 9,212/- · . ·  ·  · . - · : 

·". . .. . ~ 
-:rh~)>ara was settled; 

~- 

_ , . ,. . - . Itwas poinied·. out thauhe purchase \Ylls done beyond compet~cy f orwhieh later. on · _ 
;_:,·,';_;Ex;.post_.-Iacto .. sanctioil·was accorded, ·The-_Departlii~t. assured'that suchInstances .of'. . - 

c':b t_ , ; ilic~ce, 9f1:xpenditur~ beyorld~mpetance w~uld ~otbe allowedzo be repea~ .. In view ?f . - . _ 
"<-· . the·assurancethe·Pfil1! was settled subject .to verification of the·post facto. sanction by Audit. , 
i:·:.- .. --~- -:,' -·  _.-:,-; - .::,,,-, . __ .- - ' ., - - ... ·.·  - ·_ ·-· . .- ''. 

.:, . 10,,7.;.91: - ·  ·  
,.· '.:"· · ·  -- ._., 

. Para '1.4.4 ·Psme 29 of Audit. Report for th~. year 1984-85 - Purchase of Car Stereo . 
. Witbogt_Competency - Rs. ·12,250/-:.°'DA, Vebari .. ~ . · ·  ;-_. ··  . - ·  

-· ~- . ~- - . .. - 

~ : .... 

. ·Th~ PM8 wa~ settled. subject to writeoff and·its·_~rification of.A,udiL 

·  . 23; · -~rara· .L4.6 ~-~of Audit R~port for the.~ .1984-85 • Pa~~ of'ifonorarium ~ . 
·. ·  ,. Staff Wlthout Competency - Rs. 7,800J--EArr.i\, Burewahf · .•. · ·. · ·-' .. ·  .. -·  · ·  ·  

• ' • - - ·' .• • • - r. 

.-·--~·--···- . 



__ ; - __ Fµll recovery had zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA--bee1_{ eff~d. _-The para ·wa$ settled-Jubj~t Jc,. •vetification by the 
Audit/::,_:. >< ;/ - . :,:,·\. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA.:= ·< : - . __ :; - ;- zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA>: '-: .. _. ~:/: :./-' ·\/:\;. _, ... " -; ', .-. _ 

'.~:- -----:-.·;-~ .; .· '.' i)·; :~ ... - I -~ • - ' .. : • .~ 

Para ':1.~.~ Pag~ 32 of. Audit Report for the year - 198485 -. Spar~ ;~arts Purchased - 
Without Q)verilig Risk, Rs. 2,52,270/- _ · .' ··- · -- .. -- . · ·  - · · 

' -'~ _ _:7:;i'-._;,i) .. /> . . - :· .. -, '_,_ - 
.-;~ 

- : - - • . 
1 

- _· The. forfcit~ <>fs~iity amonting to Rs. .66,000J~ of the defaulting (irnr may be got 

;,. -:'~~=:b~ Acc.Of11~: -~~!~,-~~d-~lso be got co~ed th~t the rep,,ai~ngit~s ~ere not 

,- . ~· ~ ' ~ .. ". . -·:, .... :-~.. .;.1 - . 

St1bject-to)hiso~setv11ti6ianctsubject ~o--yerification;.~y·A~dit~.th~ par.a~ss¢req._. 
. ' . - ·· .. ;:, 

~ _;..j · .• ~ ;_·:· :._ 

- : ;30. : Parat.5~2 Page3lof Audit~eport for the year 1984~.s~Parts rurcliased.Witbout 
: ~:.-~ ;~overi)lgRfsk-·Rs.:2,81,758/~ .: · ~~ , ' - .- _ _-",_ - . - .- _ - . ··~. - .' - : 

. ·-~. : . - 

10-7-91 ;r · 

--. 35 - 

- : - The-amo~nt inv~lved was recommended to be r~ver~ as a;ears of l~rtd revenue. The' - - 
J)e~t - was asked ttf pursu~_ the m!1tter vigorously and impress upon · the Deputy - · 
ComtmsSloner/Collectoi: to ~xpedite eff eetmg t~ recovery~ _ · 0 

- , • - • • ~ 

:/ - - - ·'. 

- -> . - Th~~ra~asJeptpenqingand the:Departmenlaskedfopµrs~ethetri;tt;rq{recqvery· 
vigorously.:,=,- - - -----_. -:;·--·-: ·._. __ --_ -- : --_ .- _. .- ·- . - __ ,:-:-· :.·  _--- __ ·- __ -_- 

: - ·~ : •. ·•. -': ... ·:.. .I. .. : 

__ - ': . .' The-Committee ~ir~ted- thai a D.Q Ietter.maybe addr~Sf!<i tqtll.e-co~cetned aU:thority 
_ ,.in the Board ofRevenuetoissue.mandatow instructions 'to the· Deputy Commissioner/- 

.: - Collector .to pay speclalattention.towards recovery· qr pub1ic,moriey. The. Chairman further 
- desired that ~M p.q-1e~er~may be shown.to him by .the Ass~blyS~retariaf before- iss~~· 

- - •. •• •. ... - • • . • '. ':'" - ·:. • ·.- ••. ·• • ., • • ·• . • - . • . + •• -: •• ~. . ~ 

-, :.: ..:.f.· 



• . The'Department explained thatthe estimated value of zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAth~ tender was Rs. I~ 10~000/- and 
the lowest bid was.for Rs. 1.,17,000(-. The Department did not accept this bid and referred the 
case to the Finance Department who. advised that the case may _ be finalised through 
negotiation with the tenderers but none of them participated when they were called for the 
meeting. The tenders were re-floated and ultimately the tender. of Messrs Malik Scientific 
Stores for Rs. l,69;000/-.was accepted although it wasthe fifth lowesttender, 

The Committee directed that the Purchase Officer -of" the 'Industries. and Mineral 
Developmentshould attend the next.meeting of the Public Accounts Committee alongwith. 
relevant record. The. revised working paper should be submitted in consultation with the 
Industries and Mineral Development Department. · 

The Para was- kept pending. 

The. Department was directed to take _up.the. matter personally with the Recovery 
Officer and-intimate· theresult to the Public Accounts Committee within. 15 .days, 

The para· was kept pending. 

34. Para 1~5.6 Page 3J..34 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 - Expemive Purchase of 
C~otrifuge·by Second Tender'." 14 52,000/- . · 

·S-9-89. 

The Department informed the Committee that the case of Rs. 1,94,757/- had been 
ref erred to the District Collector (or arranging recovery as arrears as land revenue and no 
progress has been shown Inspire of various reminders. The Committee directed that the case 
for ~he recovery should be taken up with t~e Collector, on personal level instead of relying· on 
reminders· and on contacts with the Tehstldar. · 

It was also directed that a l~tter from the Public Accounts Committee' should be 
addressed to theMember, Board of Revenue, Government of Punjab, to direct all the Deputy 
Commissioners of Punjab to give priority ~_th~ recovery of Government dues. 

_ The para-was keptpending, 

10-7-91' 

·' 

The Department stated that the recovery ·had been effected and the entire- amount 
outstanding had been recovered and verified by the Audit. · · ·  

The para was settled. 

· 33. Para L5.S Page 33 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85- Spare Parts Purdiase Without· 
Covering Risk- Rs. 2,11,175/- · · 

The para was kept pending. The Department may furnish revised working paper after 
obtaining Audit comments. · 

10-7-91 

Para 1.5.4. Page 32 .of Audit Report for the year 1984-85.- Steel Trollies Not Recovered _ 
Against Payment Made .,. Rs. 2,45,000/- . ·  · · ·  . ·  

,, . 32. 

, 36 



The para was kept pending. 

. . . 

. The Committee further directed the Department that a list of defaulters from every 
District should be provided to the Public Accounts Committee indicating the amount of 
recovery and the efforts made so far by the Department in this regard . 

.. -·- ..... 

The Committee was informed that pesticides worth Rs. 7,'49,920/- were issued to the 
farmers on credit 'basis. Out of this amount, recovery of Rs. 3,46,035/- had been effected 
leaving a balance of Rs. 4,03,885/-. The Committee direc~ed that his recovery ~ay be verifie~. 
It was further clirected to recover the balance amount which should also be verified by Audit. 

36. Para 1.6.1 Page 35 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Pesticides Cost Unrecovered 
from Farmers - Rs. 5,81,127 /- 

The para was settled. 

The Department explained that the amount of Rs. 8,196/-has been forfeited out of the 
security amount of Rs .. 9,675/- and credited in the consignees income head of Account as 
confirmed by the Accountant-General, Punjab. No further outstanding amount i~ due. · 

. . 

. Representativeofthe Directorate of Industries appeal before the Sub-Committee. He 
explained that the lowest off~r of Rs._ 1,17,000/- was accepted but during the time for 
negotiation and other formalities the penod was exhosted and it backed out. It had to be re 
tendered which naturally raised upto Rs. 1,69,000/-involving extra expenditure ofRs. 52,000/- 
without fault of any ~gency. · · ·  

The explanation of the Department was accepted and the para was settled. 

35. Para 1.5.7 Page 34 ofAudit Report for the year 1984--85- Higher Rates Paid for Spare 
Parts - Rs. 8.196/· . 

Member 

Member 

Member 

Member 

Member 

The para was referred to the Sub-Committee of the following for making a report to the 
Public Accounts Committee as soon as possibler- · 

10-7-91 

.37 

Convenor (1) Ch. Muhammad Riaz, MPA 

(2) Haji Muhammad Afzal Chan, MPA 

(3) Representative ofAudit Department 

"(4) Representative oflndustries and 
Mineral·  Development Department 

(5). Representative of Finance Department 

(6) . Representative of Agriculture 
Department 

The para was kept pending. 

26--10-91 



.• _: - . - - . . . . . - - : ... b-- ' . :. - .. -. . - -~ . - - .· •. :_ ... :. ~ zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

.. . . , . > It zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAbas ·already been directed ili ahoth~r para pertaining to)he same culprit .tbafallthe :. 
_.· . relevantrecord alongwith the action takenagainst theconcerned .DDO!i and other Supervisory. 
·<. Officers. for their .. 'lack of 'financial control should· be submitted to ·the PublicAccounts . 

. ·  ~:,nntl: r:w:tt::~:.paper. . . .. · . : ,; ": ~· ·<' · ·\: ,, "l'· i'.;?:~.r .,,. • 
·1~1-'91 . ~' : \:O.>. / ,:· : ~-:--}, ;,;: . : . . /. ' ',, ,: . , • 

__ . - . ···~ - ,-·  

... ~ "':: ,· .: _::The C_ornmittee~was:iµfg~ed that the deposit. of R;. 10,50_8~ had .beep· verified by: 
.. Atidit. On a suggestion cf'theAudit.fhe Department was directed to get theverifications done. 

• ·  on 'monthly basis. \t ..... ,. .. . .... :·_..: · ·  
· ·Th~para was·huwevi/dr~ppcq; ', -:-.zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA0-;. '·· • • ,'._::. ;· • ; z-; .• '<:» r·, J. 

:., . ·. • .. ·-:_-~~-·: .. ·-·.: -. ·-.·· ····::_; ·: _:·-· -: t-·~:-.·_, ~-· ,•·,..-:i. -~>::·: .·. - .·.:.:< -~ ·~·-·-.--.~-/ 

40. : Para t.&.1 Page ~of Audit Report for:theyear 19~ Non .. Ac:countal of D~erit 
·. _and.l\eceipts - R,~~50J63/~ . . . . . .... 

'·-; ... ~9-89·. . .: · .. '.,·· ·'-":.t·· ._· :,''. s. -. ·.~ ...... ·· .,-:·.-.·1 ..... ·.·t·-··-·.:· 
___ .:/:.;-·~. ;·\.~: .. ·. . .v 

. ..... -·-·. 

..· .. = ::::. -·· :.,;:;~ • 

.. 
S.9-89 . 

: .- . 

- _:_ : .' : : ~ ':'. . ·. ._ 

·.·_::\·' '.::Forfeitjlreois~curity~· recovery of .LO chargesan:d.thriircredit to thetelevartt B:~uri{ 
· having been· verified .l)y A~dit, · the· para was· dropped. ; ~ · .. ; .: .. , · . · . ·  ·  · . ·  · ·  ·  ': · : 

. - ·:. . . . . - . 

)9; . Para' 1.7.1 Page 36 of Audit )leport "ro~ the year 1984-,85 Depo~its Into Treasury 
Unverified - -Rs. )0,5Q8/~: • . . : · - · ·: · . : · ·  - ,, . .. - ., . · .: 

- . . . .·. . 

_. :._r·. 
·-· 

. . ~-- 

. ~: · .. .- •.. v:..:f·: 
.. :'".-:-·--_ . '·· .. •·. 

The para was settled. . 

38~-' ·: ·. Para~l~6.3 Page~36 or'Au~t ~eport fol ihe y~~ l~S ~h~·ofThr~e~--La~ . 
. Delivery ~ N-0t~ecovered ~ Rs. 32,711/~ · ·  •. .'. · · ·  ..•. ; 

.. S-9-$9. . ' , ..... .. 

';,, .... .-._; __ .. -,- . 

' . ·~.. - . -· · 

· ··, ·, ;;:.::· 

.·· .. Subject to verificati~n of the recov¢ries 
0by 

Audit," the. para was dropped. . 

:.. -- .. · . 

::'. . . 

·. · . -·The para V.:~{~ept ~ding. · -~ .. · 1 

37_.· ·  -~ ·: Par~ l .. 6.2 ::i>age )s. of "Audit Report for ·the year-1984-85.·t~ase· M-0ney .of Land lJ~~ -, · 
.~overed - .. Rs, 3,()6;421/-: .. . :·:·, , . - , .: . 

~9,-89'!. ~:-"1·. . . . :·  ··-~ 

.: :· ·  .• . _/f'he rti~vtry effected may~ got ·verifi~d by Audit and efforts to effect the' rec6very of ... 
lls.-4;03,885/52.sh(?uld also :be made vigorously. · ·  ·  · ·  

. ·.:, .. , . .-.~, ~ 
;:.., 

.38:,··· 
·' 



, - · The Sub~Committee decided fd.tecommend that the Public Accounts.Committee-I. 
_ . '. might keep the above triention~ ~as~pending tJ1f the court/departmental ca~s against t_he zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

'':< ~sed were finally ~fided· ~ .. -' ~· - .. ·  _._ '· -··  _ ·  · ·  ·  
.·. :<··/~.~":. \ 

.. L.- . .-·, .• : ', .. 

. The D~artm~t explained 'that Mr: Taqi Shl:lh,::~~Cashier~ was responsible for the . .: 
. . amountsinvolved inpara_J·l:2 para 1·2·3,.para 1·2·4~.P~ra. _1·2·6,para 1·2·8, para 1 ·2·9, para·. · 

·  ~ · : J·2·l0;.para 1 ·2· 11 and para I ·8·2.The Special Judge Anti-Corruption, Sargodha had returned . 
thiscase with rbe remarks that sanction for the. prosecution accorded by Secretary Agriculture ... · 

·:, ... wasnot valid .it should beobtained from the Gover119P The requisite sanction was in process· . 
.Morecverthe accused·ha:d been suspended arid.disciplinary proceedings initiated against him·-' : 

- The ~plinary case was 'also inj,rocess· ~ . ·\ .· ... · ·  . 
. · . . . . . ·- .. · . '• 

-,· .. · 

·----~. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA-~: . zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA: .":. 

. . ." : . -Tli~'P~~ -was '~~t -~::~ and referred to Sub O~mniitt~ ~~sti~t~ ''1~- Pan1~N~ .. · . 
,1.;s1,.·-, .· .·  ·  ·  .. =· · ,-·: .. .- ·,,<· · · · · ·.- 

··-:---- 

'. :...· .·  .-.-. 
. ·_; .: .~; 

-·'':',' . ..... 
·.:. 

.· -::.1· •, 

. _.,.=,1:>:;· .:- :·  .. 
. : ·.f. ·.:: · · · zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA·t:f.3:-93 . ·" .. 

'·::}({~~:'.;!;-'.; .,'.-: . . . ' . .. . .' .·  . . . . . 0 • • • • . '· •• • . • • • 

-'.<'fhe.'paf;i Was s¢ttle_4 subject to writeoff by the-competent authority.and, i .. • ·  ; > .: vetjficati~n by the audit· · ·  . ·. _ : · . .: • · .... 
• -r- -. _::;:··•(. .., .• ~-. ":' i_.,:. 

. . . At. .. :r.ata J.8.2 Pag~' 37 .of:'.~udit R~pt,rt for, th~ yea~ 198+85. 'Evidence-:- ~f l>er,;onal .:· 

·, .·. _.-- ":,. ~:/.~??fsb~~,,;~-·~S::4?,S~~/- . . . ·.· . . . r: ,./:;;.;/ _ 
- ... . . . . ~ 

.: s-,.419 • •' • : f10'. . . . . ... ,, . . .: 
. .. . .. On being informed that t_he case w~ sub judice, the Department \\:as directed to pursue . 

·  ,/." · · • the case .vigorously and to-produce therelevantrecordto theCommittee in the nextmeeting. In , 
. . ": _ .: · .. casetbesald rec9r~hvas lyi11g~th theAp.ti.:.corruption Department, a c,ertifi~te:to that effect 

·  ''. -: ; : . ·  {tom the.said Departmentshould be produced. " · · .··  ,. ·  - · \,.' 
. - - .. . .· .. ~ ~ r' 

i.t()..91 - :_.\( - - : . . . . <. · · 
.. _:· · . . 

.·.,. 

.. , ·:::.~.: 

·  · ~7-~2 .,,;-' 
'\~\~ . . -:,:r,-.:·. :.I • ·>.; 

-: ·: \. :< The Dep~~~-~~ expWned th~ .the accused Mr; Abdul Hayee-ul-Zafar Cashie~ •. :: 
_/(.,;::. was tried-by Special .Judge Anti-Corruption Multan and awarded two years.R'I: and a ', · · . 

fine of Rs- 1 ;2&;QOO/-. and itl default of the fine; to; undergo further: R~I for six - months· -- · . 
The accused 'had nof ~id 'the- fine and· had 'completed this sentence in default of the fine-, /- _· 
:Moreov~r,Mr: Rashi~:Ali Khan~ I)•D·O was proceeded again,~t.under.-~- &.. D Rul.esand °': 

.. · _was censured- The Department furtherexplained that a consolidated base for write off . 
. -- of Rs· 1,94,267/- involved in para l· I: 1 para l ·2·5 and para 'l ·8· 1 hadbeen referredtothe · 

· ,~,.?':~ .. - ;:. . ..... _ / .. ...:_ · _: -. . .Govemment- · ._ , · ·. _: · _ ·, ·  _ - . . 

, ·  . :·  The Suh-<;:omritltt~ decided Jo recommend t}jat·para 'f;Jd . pk-a f·2·5 and p~a . , ., 
·  ·  1;8.·  1, might ·be settled ,by the Public Accounts Committee-I subject- tow rite off of the· 

' .. ,,, · · :>.:" amount bythecompetent Authority: _ · · ·  ·  ·  ·  

- _The-para was presented to the-PAC· Its consideration was deferred to the next 
: - . , . . . ., - -meeting of.PAC-I· . · . - · .. · 

~ . . . . ' 

·REC<>MMEN.DATIONS OR SUJH:OMI\1ftn;E_J~O·m·· . , ; . :}f· ~ . ,• . 
!.•, 

: ,· ... :"' 

: .... : ,. - ,·:.: 
· ,\' 

39 ... · -:. ~ .... · 
·. ·-·  · .... -':~··  - . , 

---.:....,.... 
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.,;.~·~··,' ~ ... ' · . zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA.-, - ' 

-· - The case being.subiudice, TI.te para was kept pen~gJmd the Department wasA;·~il,;),i 

to pursue the case vigorously. _ .~ - - ·  _ ·  _ _ ;___,- _ __ .. · __ _ .. _ ----:--· · _·_:·_-,. 

10-7-91 

. .The case beingsubjudiee. The para was kept pending and the Department was directed - 
to pursue the case vigorously. · - · - . _ 

44. . ~. Para i- (xi) Page l of the Audit R~port f~r the year'.:1913-64 Read-with Serial N~.3 Page 
430 - - _ - _ - , _. . -_ - _ 
of the Audit Report for the year 1984-85 • O~.Governme,it Dues Amomrting.to . · - 
Rs. 9,99,189/- _ • , _ :lit. . . - ' .> ,/ 

1.0-7-9l 

1· 

: _ The recovery of Rs; 4,221 /~ had been effected and verified by the Audit. Case regarding 
write off of balance-amount of Rs. 10,343f- may be got finalized. - . - · 

Tl).e para was settled subject toverification of the write off. _ 

43. Para 4 (i)Page 34 of AuditReportl960 Read \\itb SerialNo.l Page 334 of Audit Report 
:,ror 1983-84 Read with Serial No.I Page _430 9f the Audit Report for the-year 1984-85 - 
- Ou~dfng Recoveries of Rs. 99,380/~ - - - - . 

. - .. 

42. . Para 2 Page" 171'or70- 7_1 Read witJl Serial No. 4 Page 430 of the Au_clit Report for. the ,; - 
· year 1984-ti Non-Recovery of Liquidted Damages - Rs. 96,406/- _ · _ . _ ·  _ t 

10-7-91 

(10) · Para- No. 1.8.2 

~ . : .. 

·  (6) ParaNo. l.2.10 

· -_ (7} - Para No .. 1.2.ll _ 

(8)_ . - Para - No. 1.8.1 

and 

£5) '· Para No, 1.2.8 - 

i - 

... --- . _- Th~ para was kept pending till the court departmental cases against the ace~ w_ ere __ 
finally decided· ' _ · ·  - -- _ _ ·  __ · • 

• . . . : . - =~-.. . . .. . - . ~ . ·.· ·- 

; . . - . 
. · The para was presented to the PAC· Its consideration-was deferred to the next meeting 
· of PAC~I· - : _ . 

U-J-:.93 

. 40.: 
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----- zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA.... -· ·· .-,.1.... . ....:._.;_ _.!.._ 

'the itme was . - Explanation · zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAo(: the• ·Dq,artment-. was. _a~ted · . and 
-·~pped. · .. 

·  the Admitristrativebq,a:rtment was directed to.keep in touch with th~ A~oujitant . 
General Office, not below the rank of Deputy Accountant General, for timely reconciliation of 

--~~ts/figures. The peJ)Mtment assured tha_ ·  t they would, _in future, comply: with the. 
directionof the Committee'. · ·  ·  -. · · . ·  ·  ·  ·  . 

. . ~; : .. H.owev;r;: the exp~tion of the Department was accepted and the itme was dropped . 

. <: 6.' -_: · . Ne. 50 of ~p~priation~ A~~tli .. ;of }he,_·Y~ l~S-_·.··~~···~~~;::',G~~tO- 
. .. :. . CommtMtnners- S~vlng Rs.;.53/· .·. . ·. · . · . : . . . .· .. · . 

: ,:,:13::-~90.. . • <- . •. - .. '.:·, · .. - ' .... : . . : . ', .:_·:.: . ... · . 
. . ·. ·~ ~· 

.· ', 

. . Tod .. c:o:nimittee . -~bserved.··· that. the Department should have surrendered· 
· the excess _amoun.t-well in time and directed ii tobe careful in future.. · . 

Subjectto above o~servatiott the item was dropped .. · . .. 
. .. i . . . : 

5. · .. ·. Page. 30 of Apj,ropnation · Accounts for - the' year, 1~ Graot. N~ .. 
9;-lrrlption ~ 529-:- HUI Terrents- Others- Excess Rs. 1480,340/~ 

1~~90 . . . . . . 

·  Subject to verification by the Aud,i4. the item was dropped. · 
. . . . ~. ·- - . . . : :" '..-. . - - . . . . . . . . - . . . . . . : . " . . . . . 

4. _· . Page 20-21 ofAppropriati~n··~ccoants for _the year 1984-85- Grant ~o. c,;. Registration- 
. Saving Rs. 3,12,974F. · · - . · 

1~3-90 . ·. . . - .. _. -.. ·. - . . _ ·  - . ·  -. -· , .. 

i- 

The: item was dropped on the recommendation of the Audit • 
. --:• 

'· 3.· . Para 3 Page-~ of Approprlati~n A~unts- Consolidated Store_AccoU11ts or" Provinclal 
· . Stamps for the year 1970-71 ~ ~985-86 . · , . · ·  ·  ·  

13-3-90 .. · . · ' . . . . . · . . .. 
. ' - .. : ,. . . ., . . - .. - . . . . - _•: - -~·'·.~· .• . . . - .. -- ·'::.,.. -~ ·· 

·  A~ per recommendation _of the Audit , the item was dropped. 

·  2..· · Pag~ .16-1; ~f~pp;~pl'.ia~on AC@~ for yeart~G~ No.4-.Stamps-ExemRs. 
13-;;.90.3,67;1.30/- .;' .. \ • .. · ·_ · :... •. . · . . . , ; · : . e. . ': 

;1. · _- Page 13 ~f Approprlatio~ A~ for the year 1984-85- .. Grant No.2 Land Revenue- · 
. Sa'11lg Rs. ·51 74 858/-. · · . · - ·.. · - ' · . . . · . . . · · · . · • - 

1~~90 ... ;' ,, . . 

·  The. Committee examined the· . Accounts of the Board . of . -Revenue, 
· Punjab, held on 13-3-1990, 6-,-;8-1990 and ~6-9-199]. 

". APPROPRIATION ACCOUNTS.· 
FOR THE YEAR 198~5 

. BOARD OF REVENUE 

43· 



It zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAwas reported that the Audit (team) who had gone to verify the balance vouched 
accounts of Rs. 16,749/03 had not been produced by the relevant staff nor could they 
have an excess to the Deputy Commissioner. The Committee took an exception to this 
state of. affairs. However, the Member, Board .. of Revenue,' assured that the concerned 

· staff would betaken to task. The Committee directed that verfication would be completed 
within two months. 

The para 'was kept pending. 

· .. 6-8-90 

·The Administrative Department was directed to get the amount recovered 
expeditiously and got ii verified by the Audit. 

The parawas kept Pending. 

The Department explained that defaulting official had been. dismissed from service 
and recovery· of the amount had been verified by the Audit. 

The para w~ dropped .. 

11. Para-2.2.1 Page 39 of Audit Report for the year 1~ Likely Mis-appropriation of 
Government Money · · . 

·  13-3-90 . 

10. · Para 2.1.1 Page 39 of Audit Report for the year 1984,-85..Bogus R~funds- Rs. ~67,290/- 
.13-3-90 . 

DRAFT PARAS 
FOR THE YEAR 1984-85 

. The explanation· of the Department was accepted and on the recommendation of the 
Audit, the item was dropped. .._ 

.. 
The expl2:nation of the· Department was accepted and the itme was dropped. 

9. Page 216 of Appropriati~n Accounts for the year 1984-85- Grant No. 27- Relief- 48i- 
Relief Measures- · · 

13-3-90 

8. Page.278 of Appropriation Accountants for ther year 1984-85- Grant No.44 Loans to 
Muncipalities, PertFunds, ETC-Saving RSi 2,76,370/- 

13-3-90 

The Committee observed that timely reconciliation of Accounts/Figures should begot 
done by the Department with the Officers of the Accountant General not below the rank of 
Deputy Accountant General. The Department assured to comply with the directive of 
Committee. . 

.7. Page 51 of Appropriation Accounts for the year 1984-85 Grant No. GA-10..Dtstrlct 
Office Establishment. · 

13-3-90 

44 



- · _ ·  - The- para was dropped subject .to re~tion· of the amount expended beyound - 
- ceiling and campetence by the - F~ance Department. _ ·  - · - _ 

The write. off .saaction was verified. 
The zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBApara was settled. 

- 14. · Para 2.4.2 P~e 4{of And.it Report for the year 19~ Beyond Ceiling Payment of 
. Residential Telephone Charges- ... Rs. 10.176/- - · 

13.3.90 - - 

'• - . 
·  The para was kept pending." . 

. ~ 

- ·  _. The Department explained. that the case for regularisation of the excess expenditure 
was with -the' Finance Department. The Committee directed the Finance Department to. 
expedite finalisation of the case within one month's time. · 

- . - . . .. _· . . 

_-_ .: The para wasdrOpJ?OO Subject to regularisation of the amount expended beyondceiling 
and competence by the Finance Department. · - - . . zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

6-8-90 

13.3.90 

The Audit had verified that there had been no double refund so far as"the balance' 
amount of Rs. 3,400/-. was concerned. 

The para was settled. 

13. Para 2.4.1 Page 40 of Audit Report for the year 1984-SS- Beyond Ceiling_Payment of · · 
Residential Telephone Ch~ Rs.-26,090/,.. -- · _ - · -. - ·  _ 

. the para was settled subjectto the verification of the remaining amount of Rs. 3, 400/-. 

16-9-91 

. · The para was dropped subject to verification by the Audit. 

6-8-90 

·  On - re-verification QY the - Audit the actual amount of the para worked out to Rs. 
22, 340/6?,Jnstead of'Rs, 28,514/-. The amount had been recovered and verified. 

The para was settled. 

12. 'Para -2.3.1 Page 40 of ,Audit Report for the year 1~ Double- Refunds and 
Records Cenceelmente- Rs. 25, 000/- · 

13-~90 · .. 

16-9-91' 

·-· .- .. · ; . .'" 
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< zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA,Para~l Page )9.()f Au .. it zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBARoprirt fot the yea~J975-'1~-ToUTax oil N~~ ~~idge R3vl~, · 
Sfu>rt Rec0:,·e11··  of Rs~ 2,90~751/..., · · > ·· ._-. '. ···_.-- · · ." .. · , - · '. . ' 6-Sa-90 - . . . . .. - . . . 

; . ~; :: .· 
,· .. .'. -.. ' 

. \.:·.·-~~\:.~ : . ~ , f1, ·-· ... 

·  . . , The. Committee 'J~lt ·~pncenied · io ." know that .the Conun:iurlcatiQl'i and· Works · . 
·  ~ent had ni-,_i_cared_to decid¢. the representation of the Ex~Co.n~ctor IY41g ~dirig .· . 

· ,iwi~itforas old a, ,·~-:-2-1969 and thuswas 1gnonngtheGovernmentmterest ltwas_directed. · 
0 'that Communicat; ~ and Work~ Department may zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAbe: asked to decide the matter. within 

,- . .fourteen days and report be sen_tto the Board of,:Revenue-so that it maytake up furth~.steps in, 
.. the matter m order, to dipose of so balated.. ~a. < c ·; : _ . · · · _ . ; . , 

·.. . - . ~- . . ' . - . . . . - . . .. ; . •."" . . . - .. -_, · .. ·, .. : -. 

.,16 •.. -. P.-ra 5. Page U>'ofAutfitRe~rt .for the yeatJ 97l-~73 read with Serjl\l Nc{12.9f Page 434 
· · ·  _ .. ·  fo(l~~ Oqt.;...Standing ~~o".eries. of R~ 14~00,$7,320!- - . ·  . _. · , .. - <. ' · . 1~1,:..90 - , .·  . · . - .· . . . . .. · . . . · . ·  .. ;: · · ' ·  - · '· ·. ' ·  · - - .• · · ·  

-~- ~ --- i:n:e:0_¢partrhen{was 'dir~ to pr6duce relevarit record to Audit for vermdation; 
th_e:_pa~d~\\:~;-~k~fik#~ing'.· :·  . . . :- , .· . . . . . . . . .,:· .. _ 

~ · •• "!' . ~:-- _: :···:. 

<·.:.,:,·\-•,;.:,:· :.--~~-.-<,; --~.;.:>>·.·. -. 
- . . . - ~ -·  ·. . . ... - --: - 

. The exp1anation iJf the Department was accepted .and the para was c;l.rop~. 
; . - . ' . - . : .. ·.. - - - . . . . - . . ~. ; : ·- _. .• . . . .- : .- 

. . . - · The - Department state<;t/ that'- the ceiling for 'a Deputy Commissloner's resid.ential . . 
·  telephone was Rs"l._000/- .. The ~lie Accounts Committee observed that the ceiling needs to 

· · · be rationalised iµ vi~w ofthe escalation of call charges arid nature of duty. - 
: . . . . - ~ - . - . - . ._ . . . . _. . . - 

. -.- .. :-·.- _.__. .. ·. 

. . 

·:_:-:·--·.".-,:·" . 

/\_-·The write off senctlon of Rs. l0,176/"- verified by Audit .. : . 

~ :/::\ \r11e p~w~·settie<1>:,_. . - -·  - - 

f_ 

. . 

. : 16--9:--91 

: ..... : Th~ Pepartm.ent-~lained that'~umm~ for r~gult1risation of.the case-is with the'. 
Finance .Department -. Finailce, Department to expedite. the· decision' of regularisation, . __ ·: 
. • .. -: Thepara was',k:eptpendirig. . 

. ,-_- '· 

·.··:\;~=:':··.·. 

_-··  15: ·. : - ·  .Para z:6~1 .Page 41 of Audit Report for the year 1')84-8~ Out~omding Recoverinls. of 
· . • Pau~r Sui~. Rs. 10~99;306f, · : .. ·  . . ·  • · : . . . · - ·  •. ·  · : .; 

t, 

--~~-~-- . ·---.··--·· --- - 





• 

The para was settled subject to verification. The Committee directed that record may be 
got verified within a week's time. · . · ·  

25. Para 2 Page 17 of Audit Report for the year 1978-79 Outstanding Recovery Rs. 2,35, 755/ 

1978-79 

The para was settled; 

24. Para 6 Page 20 of AudltReport for the year 1972-73 Outstanding R~. 79,722/- 

6-8-90 

.1972-73 

48 



,· - .. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA- .. 

CHAPTER ill 

EDUCATION DEPARTMENT 



.----- 

- · . The\.\.udit has. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAverlfied-~t no embezzlement or mis-appropriation of funds was 
involved in this case; Th~refore, the Public Accounts Committee dropped the para. _ 

- ·5~ .·. ->Para 3.2.1 P~43 ofAliditReportf~~the ~~H84-85-MisappropriatioQ of Stationery zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

i 3-1-90 ~~ _6S.})64/ .. _. , / - ·:) .. ...,. - 

Entry 6fthe'-Stock articles have been made-and verified bythe Audit. 
>.Tue para.was dropped. · 

-· ·\--.- -- :'-':-- :-'•· ·-·"-- - .. 

·  .. ·  The Publfo Accounts Committee directed that·  the Administi"~tive Secretary should 
deputeJts representative to.reconcile the figures with the Accountant General, Punjab . 

. - · . Subject to recontjliatfon, the item -was dropped. . · · - , __ ' - ·- . . ... 

. . . _ DRAFT PARAS... . .. 
· -'FOR THEn;AR l~ 

, • 4. Para 3.1.1 page· 43 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85- Embezzlement in Pay - Rs. · 
- 20,189/- · - - - . ·. 

3,,1~90 · - - 

. . ' . .. . 

3. · Page· 254: _of J\ppropriatiori ~ccounts for the. year 1984-85-. ~rant· -No.36 -. 
.Development._ 

.. -- 15-l~90 

... •· _: - . TheDepartmentstatedthatth~saviri.gunde.r this grant was.exactlydue'tothesame' . 
: reason as explained under Grant No. 10.- _ . · . ·  ·  · . , . . ·. . . : . _ · - : - · . ' _ 

. - .. ThePµl:,lic Accounts Committee observed that the Department could have surre_t1dered .. - 
· ·  the savings well in time. - .. '~ ·_ ·· . . . . - . . ·  .r" - . • .· _ ... · .• . • - · - • · . · - 

- · ,With. the· observation the.Public Account Committee settled the item ·, · · ' . 

-- ... ! 

- - 
.. : .. _.:.. . ' ~ .;..: APPROPRIATION ACCOUNTS·. 

·•·  FQR ~.YEAR 1984-85. -. 

. . . 

. :; .:- - The- Committee ·e~ed. the Aoo(>UiltS. of the Educiati~n-Departtnent in the meeting - '. 
held don 3':1 .. 1990, ·15--1~1990 and)2-5'."1990.' ': - -. .. · zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAi : · ". · · · . · .: . · 

Sl 

. -· ... _·-.,_ 

- -~--- :- .. 

• 

~ _.· - - :... . . . . . . . 

.; ·, · .. The Department stated that the savings were due tothe fact that sanctioned posts could . 
. not be filled in or :remained vacant because of transfers, Hence the savin_g under-this grant took . 

· .plaee. . - ~ -~ _ . _ __ . ~ -~. -- _ _ _ . _ - · ·  ·- · _. . . _ 
·  ·  The Public.Accounts.Ccmmittee accepting the explanation of the Department, settled · 

theitem, : . . - - · . ... _ . • . · . ·  .. ; " · _ > 
2. . ·.· - . J>ages9():-92' ofAppJ'()priation Acrounts·for the yearl~rantNo.15 .:.Eclncittion - · 

~avfng_ lh. 18,41~,B.40/- · - · ·  ' · · ·  



.. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA:)'.·--~- .. '""- .. --.",\/·--·~ 
• • •' .J ;., • 

.. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA,: . .,_,: -·  

;~~1~)·._:);·f :, 

'_ ·  ~·_:· ., :'~ -10.~ ·--~·· .-¥-ata:'ll6'P1if6 ~ ~ Reporffor tm,·y•~-StjaooJ-Co'n~y:Money--0 · -,:,>~ 2, _:'.Fi\··:;.:~~- 

-.~~~~(:\ 

};14fl~I 
:_-_ !i-;.. . 

. .--:::·  ,• 

;-}.?!.·:_)._ 

:/'.:;- .:-.,:.,.; :6. ~;,. ,:Para·-~i~z--~ 44 of tUdjt R•r;t-tor the_ year 198+.IS-_Teac~r:s;P._ay,~.--:.-;,<·- <--.;:· ,; '.:-,._ 

:_ ;.~·-~- .. ·-· 



. . zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

. Taking into-consideration the peculiarcircumstances of the case. the expenditure was 
:..- _ ~~sed ~~-~~--~ w~_~o~ .. __ ;, ,~_.:-.,- - ::__~ .. ·..s . __ ·-------'.. --..,...--- _.:.. ._ 

·  . · The Department stated that the money was drawn in advance of.the expenditure under 
-the orde~ or the then Deputy Martial Law Administrator, Bahawalpur. 

. : . . . . . . . 

- - . -. ii - -Para 3~4.3 Page48 of Audit iipoit for .they~ 1984-85 ~~tore Funds Drawal .;d. 
Improper Purchase Practice Rs. 75~/-_ 

3-1~9(} . : 

-:- ·-. ---· -. -·- .. ': -:--··-· . : .. . zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA·: 

;:-,. 
·'· . ... __ --- 

The Committee directed the Department to finalise the inquiry at the earliest and report 
· the result of the inquiry to the Public Accounts Committee in its n~t meeting. .. 

~ ... ·.; .... ·, 

. '1.1].e_parao.w.as kept.pending, . . 

. , The Department stated that.disciplinaryaction was-underway and was. expected to be · 
finalized soon. . · · 

The para was kept pending • 

. 12-5-90 

3-1-90 

Recovery had been made and verified by the Audit . 

. The para was dropped. · 

14. :-Para ·3.4.2. Page 48 -Of Aodft Report for the year 1984-85 Sclentttk Stores - Purchase 
Procedure Violation ..; Rs.1,67 ~f \ · 

3-1-90 

-· 
13. Para3.4.1 Page 47 of Audit-Report for the year 1984-85 Premature Funds Qrawalsto 

·avoid Budget_Lapse-. lls.6,34~864/.:. . ·  ·  ·  ., . ,, .. _,_,._~. 

The explanation of the Department was accepted and the ·para was 'dropped •.. t . 

, _The disbursement of the involved amount of Rs. 7 .000/- had been verified by the Audit. 

The para was dropped. 

· · · ·  12. Para 3.3.1_ :t>ag~ 47 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 CollegeTutiort and Hestel Fees 
-Not ~vered - Rs.21,763/- '. ·  

3-1-90. . 

3-1-90 

- - -- . . . .· . . 

Para 3.2.7 Page 46 of- Aodft Report for the year 1984-85 Payment to NorH~nt 
' Employees - Rs.7,000/- - . · · ·  . ·  ·  . ·  

u .. 
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-·~·  zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA. -·. :· 
. .· -~-·; ... 

7.· ! ... : 

:~ . . . . ~ ·_·  -": - ' . -- . ..,./· 
· .. , ....... .-. :·  ·. 

.. 
- ·.·. 

: ; · '° °" . '. ·: The recovery of tbe ~o~t ha~g been :made and verUi_ed by· the A~di~ the para was ' 
~_.,_.dtypped., ·.·  . . ·... . · ... ·  : . · . > ., ,. . .. . . . . '·  .. ..i .. : . 

. - . ": - - . .. -· . . • ~ · . . . _. :-. ..: - - ~_., .... ,·  · .• · ',t.;'~ zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA,.·#-;: ·- -·: - .... ~- : '~ • .; .. -- - - ·"- .• _ . --, -· .. : •• 

."::. }. ~:."': ... :·:47 ;<~ .· . 

·_ ;: ·· . 
..-::·· 

. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA.: ': 
A · .. ~. 

.:::· -i: 

·. . 
:· ... :/ -~:.... .· ~;::· .;' ~. .- -~· ·  . . . .· ·. ]_:.: .: . •, -~~ 

rie-~xpfa~~ti~~: t>f ~ .Depar:tmCllt .was accepted: ~d. the~ .was dro~. .,, . 

. ,·  20 .... ·  Para 3~4.~'p; si of-~ucllt Report for~tbe year 1984-JS Un~ P~~~~;;;;.;~:/ '. _ ·  
' Rs.· 1!,480/- · . , ·  - . '. . · . :- 

... ··. ·j..1~ ·.,,:,5{·,:,. .(\-·: ,;,.,., . :.·,:;,)(,;·;:, '.(:;- .J:, 
-~. . . ·:·: .. · . . . -· -., :,.• . 

. -. ', 3.,,1-90 . 
.. 

'«, • 

+·· ,_, __ . • ?_. .. :'TheA~ttative:~entwasaskedtofiii~-tlieinquµ-y~tth~~liesiiindtfu:-. -_ 
; 0 .::_.~result bereported te> the Pub1ic_Accounts Commit~·;n1its neit.meeting.· -:':· ..' · ' •· · .,. -_,,-.-, - 

., . ' : . -- ·_ <··.· :.·.: , .. _ - ..... ~? :· . .- .. :··~·- .>···· : ·. . . '.• . .:r~: ... ~· :' · ... : .·  . - .'.. · .· .:·;,~ ... · . :: ·_-'.,.,- 

. The~was:k~t--~~· · ·•·  ·. '. i : .. _ ._. 

. . :' · 19.: ' j,ara 3~4.7 P~· 50 of Audit Report for die year 1984-BSBeiow specltl~on Jute Maes 
. .··. . _..._.__ D-. :.1-"""/ . ~.. . . . . . . . . . 

. . ·. ' £~~ aa._ .. :,u ~. \ . : ,.. . . . . .. e . '. • ~:,. .. ." • . • ." 

z ~.: :L· > . The: exi*tanatl~J~~r the., nepa~ept w~ accepted and ·6ri:the .. reco~~ndati~.-or tli~ 

.· _-:~udit,_:,::j.q-~;.,~;~~ rot~~-~·~··~·~' . 
·  ~. :.Procedure Vlo~tlon··as::~,922/- · · ·· ·· - · · ::.- · ·. · · 

·~.~ ... ·: 

. ~1'-90 ,, 

-·  

. . ·  ·-:. 11. ·"'\ Para3.UPage _49 of-Aadlt a.rt fM the year 1984,,85·Pnr~ of Unapproved Books 
· ·- .. _-\: .. __ :_":'Rs.52,169/ ... -.-_:_·. . . ._· .· . - > • • • • ••• -': •• •• :_··-~-"· • ·,._·, • 

~ . .: -: ' : 

'. : 3-1.;.,o. 

- . ~..:- - . 

0.1,:; . 

· ... ?,. :··:: 

. Theiexplanatl~il:ofthe·~ent ~as accepted and.--th~ para was dropped{: ; : ; : 
.. '• -.· . •' . ;, . 

- 
·_.;. . '., -·· ·  .. 

. :_~' :"="· ', ~ - 
- . - .· : .. ~ -: 

.. 
. .:.,·~ ;.: 

. :.,·.r,. 
~--. :_· ... "t_ - 

\ .. 3-1-90 ··.-. · 

{~:ic .... 

·,,: ~ . :~ .', 

.: 1~ ·.:·  ~hra~3.~;~--Pai~~4~-:~~rA~i-Re~~- r~~-~--year 1M--Sdt~1'st~~~-~- 
.. · ··. · ... ~ure-Vfolatlon _Rs. ~,59')/- . . . _, . . . . _ . · , 

.... - ... 

.. · :·  _ _. ... 54 

· .. - 

'. -~- .. ~·-:' 

: .,.. .. .... .-.,; -·  

;_ ,-" •' . .. . 



Th~ zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBACommit~ o~e(f~fthe diff~ce-of~~ of~e ~~'it~~s irithree diff~rent 
tehsils referredto in the para can not be made the basis of an ~udit objection.,Therefore, the 
Committee dropped the para. , · 1- - · - - ·  · 

- ·-- - -- - - ---~- --- . . - - :~-~~~----:------:-- . . . ... - . . . . .- ---~· __ ..,____ - ' - 

. _' The committee accepted the explanation of the Department and the para was dropped. · 

Pam 3.5.2 Page 54_·_. of Audit_R~rt (or the year~ Sch.- _oolArtl~les ~ at 
Ex~ve Prices - Rs. 2,34,865/- - . - 

.. : . - 

.~ 
. - The position was verified by the Audit and on the reeemmendation of-Audi], the para 
was dropped. - .- . ·  : _·  , - . - - .·  ·  ·  · - 

26. P~ ~~.l_:Page 54 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Unused Stock of school Stores- 
.: lls.5 09; 16lfp.c:.~Cc .. - -·  .· ·  . - '- .. ". 

- - ·,,: ' ' - - . - - - - 

~1-,90,_: 

. . 

The recovery of Rs-:7,074/~ was verified by the Audit. 

·- The Committee decided to drop the para. __ 

, 25. Para-·3.4.13 Page 53 of Audit R~port for the year 1984-85 School)tems. • -Funds 
Overdrawal and- Irregular-Purchases -- Rs~6,000/· - -_ _ ·  - - - 

3-1-90 

The explanation. ~f the.Department was accepted and the para was dropped. - . zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

. Z4. - .: PatiiJ.~i~--P~siof-~dttR~~rtf~r tlie·~-i~-TA/DA-~-°'~~ts= -- 
RB.7,074/·. -- . . - · , _ - . zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

" 3-1~90 - ~··  

The explanation- of the Department was accepted andthe para was-dropped. - 

23. - Patil 3.4.11 Pag1r52 of',A~dit,RepOrt for theyear 19~ Teacher's Pay Ch~nts 
Rs; 7.;J']JJ/- - - - - - ' . - -- - . - - 

; ._. .. ·-·  :- '. . . 

-·  ... ).· .;. 

-. 3-1-00-- 

__ -Recovery of the-relevant amount had beenmade ~niverified by the Audit, the para was 
dropped: . .' • - c: ' c , - " --- -- •: - : - --- - • • - • - • - 

22. - Para 3.4.10 Page S2 of Audit Report for the year_ 1984-85 .Purchase of Dutrees from _ '. 
Highest Bfclder Rs. 7,888/- _ ·_ -_ , _ . _ . 

:-·~ .. 

-- 3-1-90 

-·· ~- - ·-· - --· ---· - - - -- - 

-21. - . .Para 3~4.9 Page Slof Audit Report for the yearl~ Non-~on of Income Tax--"- 
c, _ at Source_ from Supplier Rs. 8tl46/- '. - - · -- , : - · - . 

. . . . ,~- - .. 
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. -~.:.. 
.· -····-· zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA--·- ·... . ': 

. . 
...:....-·=--- --~~ .- .. _ _;,.._ __ ~- - .......:,. .:......·-·- - . -·-- ·- - - -- ·-- - 

--·  ·. 
· '. ~,. -·- - - 

· .. 
. ;- 

Recovery of the .~evant amount had been made and got verified from the Audit. 

A~ting the explanation .of the Department the C(?µuclttee. dropped the para, 
... .... . . 

. · The C6~ttee .accepted the contention> of the Department thaUhecvehicle was not . 
misused by the officer concerned. . ', . - · ,,- - . · . - . ' zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAi . 

The para wa~ dropped. 

33. : · Para 3.6.3 Page 57 of Audlt'Report for the. year 1984-85 Non-recovery of Canteen Rent 
. . · . Rs. 10,800/-· . - ~· . - . . . 

. 3-i~90 ,,.. 

· The record. produced before the· Audit shows that the para was not based on facts. 
Therefore, ~e Co~ttee dropped the para. - · . ·  

- 32. : Para 3.6~2 Page 57 Audit Report for the year 1984415 Diversion ofUnicef Jeep to Private 
. · . out ~tation Use:R.s. 21,605/- · · ·  ·  · . - · ·  ·  ·  : 

·3-1-90 :_ 

1?-planation of the Department was accepted .and ·para dropped. 

Para 3.6.1 Page S6 of Audit.Report for the year 1984-85 Non-recov~ of Sale Proceeds - . 
of Fodder - Rs.64,000/- _ . . . _ . 

· . 3-1-90 - 

. - . . . 

Deposit of recoverable amount of Rs.978/54 had been verified by- the Audit. 

The para was dropped. 

30. Para 3.5.5.Page.56of Audit Report for:tbe year 1984-85 Un~nomlcal Purchase of Time • 
,. Pieces .. Rs.5,372/- · · ·  ' · 

3-1-90~ 

The Committee observed that the diferenee of rates.of the same items in three different . 
. telisils referred to in the para can not be made the basis of an Audit objection. Therefore, the 
Committee dropped the para. · ·· - ·  

29. . Para 3.5~· J>age 55 of Audit Report for the year 1984-15 U~ecovered Rent and Utilities . 
Chatps - Rs.5~/- . . . . '. . 

3-1-90 . 

. - - ·-- -· ·- __ ,__ . - - - -. --- - -~- ·- 
·28. - Para 3~.3 Page 55 of Audit Report. for tff year .1984-85 Books Purchase - ~e 

Price ~ Rs.19,438/- . · ·  • · ·  . . · 

3-1 .. 90 
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.•. 'It was zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAstated . that 'the 'both _the Administrative Department and the Finance 
Department . . . . . . - 

'- have completed disciplinary. proceedings against their concerned employees and the loss 
·  involved had to be written off. · . 

The Public Accounts Committee directed that.the Administrative Department should 
approach the Finance Department for Sanction of write off; · 

Su~ject to-sanction of writeoff and}ts verification by the Audit. the para was 1ropped. 

The Department stated that the official had been dismissed from service but the case· 
was still subjudiee, Th~ Department was directed to pursue the case vigorously. 

The paqi · was kept pending . 

.. 36. Para 1.10 Page 234 of Audit Report. Joi: the year 1984-85. Fraudulent lliawal · 
Penslon/Grautily of Teachers Rs. 1,33,550/- 

15-1-90 

lt was stated that action under the Efficiency and Discipline Rules had already been 
taken by the Administrative Department and the person concerned was dismissed from 
service. However, in respect of the criminal action, the case was pending in the Court of Law. 
The next date of hearing was 16-1-1990. · . · 

_As for the action against the officials of the District Accounts Office; the Accountant 
General stated that in the case of Federal . Government Employees, decision wider the 
Efficiency and 'Discipline Rules. can not be announced/imposed before the announcement of . 
the judgement by the Court. Therefore, they were bound to await the court d~cision. · ·  · 

The · Public Accounts Committee .directed that the court cases .. should be pursued 
vigorously. · · ·  · ' _. · , . 

The para was kept pending. · 

12-5-90. 

. 15-1-90 

35. 

The Committee was .inf ormed that the Administrative Secretary and the Accountant 
. General have already taken disciplinary action against their respective/concerned officials. 
Therefore, there was no action pending. . . 

. In view of the above, the Public Accounts Committee dropped the-para, 

. Parat. 7 Pages 231-32·of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Fraudulent .Qrawal Various 
· .BJUs Rs. 1,75,217/- . . 

15-1-90 

34. Para 1.4~ Page 229 of Audit Report. for the year · 1984-85. Fraudulent Drawal . of 
Scfaolarsblp.1 Rs. 3,80,850/- · · 

57 



\ zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA.:-~..:- -, 

.: zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA( 

. . The I)epartment was directed. tp, effect _recovery::of.Rs,: U,;533/:: as. wea~ of Land .: · 
. Revenue, The result ofinquiry be reported.to the.Public Accounts. Committee in "its next· 

. meeting. ~-. · ·  ·  ·  
...... 

-"; "'; ~ ·. 
. '.~.:f".,: . .;. ;_ -~· .:: .: . -. -:·.>·' . 

_ ....... 
. - '· .. 

: .. - ... . ·: . 
. ' .:.· ... ~ ,,_,_. __ . . . 

-·. l· . 

12".'5-90 

:',• .: . Thepara :was kept pending.. - 
. .:· . . ..._.:._:, .. 

r The Committee directed the Department-to pursue the ma~er or·f~very f~~~ the 
person concerned as arrears o_f land revenue· ~reug~ Collector, M1anwali. - _ . . _ ·: 

. · : TheAcco~~ntGen~ prol1:llsed that action.a~ainst the concemed-offieials of~s-, 
. o~.f?r-nft· stoppmg.-t_he i,ens1on ·wiJ1. be taken ~~ m~at~ to theAssembly ~~t ~ 

.: expeditiously, · . ·  ... · ..... ,, 

;lS.1-90 

• _. ..• c- .· 

• .. - - • ~ \ •. . . r ' • , • 

: <. ·. ·· The-Committee observed that infact it was not a case of over-payment. The employees. 
concerned were paid House Rent. AllO'?Vatlce on the basis of an authentic certificate by the · ·. · 
M ultan Municipality. In view ofthis ·the· Committee considered it a regular expenditure and. 
droppedthe para, •· · ·  .. ·  . · · ·  .-. ;', > .,. · - · ·, --~: 

·. ,); · '40 •. · p~-,~! · Page 238. of Audit Re~rt fQr • y~-1.984-851-re• of. Wrong ·P.}'.>.O~. by_,., 
Accountant General Punjab to. Teacher not Entitled fo~ ,}.'ension Rs. 20,533/· .· , - · 

. -.~· 

. · - ,, subj~tt~iverification of action takenby the Departm~nt. thepara weaickppped. 

·  .: . 39. · · Para• 7.-t.>-:P~~ ~'. of :Audit Report for the' ~"1984-85 -~ver-~~nt ~~ Re~ · . 
Allowan~ Rs.: 1~149/".' .>: . : - . , . · -~ : . • • • 

.. . . .. - .. ·. . 

'· ·-1~·1-90· :)_1_,..... ·, .. · :i•f _ _;.f_~-:- :". .·  ·:: .c 
;;:,- . _- .... ~ ... 

. ·~=· . 

• '-t 

. . . . . . . . . . I . . . ~ . . 

3& •. . Para ·a.t. .Pages :~237 of Audit. Report .for. thf year 198+85 Irregular Drawal ·of . 
-_, 1:, Jnsuran¢e Preinia-Oafof G.J>. Fund Rs. 2,S3;4SJ/;.·and<h ·21,104f- ·... - ·. · . ..i .· ; 

· , ~::. ~ :·  •••• . , : . ',• . . ~ . • • . ' . . . . .• •• _'."·! .- ... :" • 

;!, -~- 

·  15-1.90 ', . ..: . . < .,- ... ··: ... · . 
."!/· 

. . : . - 

":..:-irl'an ,Janii1J(}b0-No._-9 . 

._ ·.·. · .. - .. - 
. ·· . 

. - -.;~. ~. . 

. · ·. 
- 't. ·-·· •.· •• ";.• ~-- . ·: : 

. ·  ·  .. ·  .· ·  The DeparQnctl.t stated that the officer ~ncemed was acquitted by the Court of Law.. :· . 
:-!fowevet,.itprop6ffl!'.to ~ed~plinacy a~on a~ainstth_.e.d:efau1ting __ o. fflcer, The amoU?! - 
involved had already-been deposited and venfied by the Audit.. . . . . , . .,;,. . . 

·  .' · ;_·  Subject.;~· ilistjplin~ action ~d its .verifi~tio~, by ~udi~ t~e para ~as df~ppecL0 

. . • • .. • •·• ~- .• . . - . ~ - - . . • . . . • - • 1,.- ::... • . - •. ' .. - . • -- .. 
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• 

.. 

., 

Thepara was .kept pending. 

The Department assured that the over-payment made to the consultants will be 
adjusted in the final payment to be made to them. · · 

The Department was directed to expedite the_ matter. 

. The Committee was convinced with the explanation of the Department and dropped 
the para. · ·  

42. Para 2 Page 339-of Audit Report for the year 1984,;,85 Ove:t-paymenfof Rs. 98,750{· 

15-1-90 

The para was kept pending. 

41. Para 1 Page 339 of AuditReport for the year 1984-85 Over-Payment of Rs. 27,698/- 

15-1-90 
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CHAPTER IV zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

EXCISE AND TAXATION 
DEP·ARTMENT 
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:.;,- zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

,;_:~, 



. The Department explained that the recovery had been made and verified byAudit, 

The para was settled, 

5. , -:_ J>araA.6(1) Page 59 of Audit:-Report f'or the zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAyear 1984-SS Expe~ditur~ of Residential 
_ - Telephone in Excess of Pr~rlbed Units Rs.14,177/- · · : - · - 

6-3-90 . 

-- 

DRAFT PARAS 
- FOR -THE YEAR 1984-85 . - 

_ The explanation of the Department was accepted and the item was settled, 

The .explanation of-the Department was considered and accepted. 

- The item was ~ettled. 

4. Page 44 of Appropriation Accounts for,th.e year,1984--85 Grant No. 10-GA Sav.lng Rs. 
4,000/- - 

- 6-J..90; 

The explanation oft-he Department was accepted-and the item was settled. 

3. _ Page 22 ApproprhJfion Accounts for the year 1984-85 Grant No. 7 &virig.Rs. 13,865/- 
6-3-90 - 

The- explanation pf th/Depa-rtment was accepted as 
0recommended 

bythe Audit 
and the item was settled. - - ·  

2. - . Page 14 of Appropriathin Accounts for_ the year 1984-85 Grant No. 3 Provincial 
Excise Excess Rs. 23, 13,491 /- 

r. Page 11 of Appropriation Accounts for the year 1984-85 Grant No; I Opium _Excess 
Rs. 14,59;939/'.", . - 

·APPROPRIATION-ACCOUNTS 
- -PORTHE YEAR 1984-85 

The Committee examined the Accounts of Excise and Taxation Department in its 
meeting held on 6-3-1990 and 16-9-1991. · . · 

EXCISE:AND TAXATION DEPARTMENT 
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. ··-· ~ zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA,,.,·.,.. ); .. ~ ·:· -···- . " 

. . . 

·  _ The Department explained that total· amount outstanding against this para had been 
recovered and verified by the Audit. · . 

The para was settled . 

6-3-90· 

. c. _ ~ara 5(b) J.>age,~~ of Audit Report for the year 19.84-85 Non-ReaUzatiQa of Property 
Tax Rs. Zi,491{- - . . _ _ . .•; _ 

9. 

The Department explained that total outstanding amount had been recovered and 
verified by Audit. 

As0recommended by theAudit, the para-was settled. 

6-3-90 

8. - ·Para 5(a) Page 381 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Non-Realization of Property 
Tax Rs. 5,03,992/- · · ·  

. The para was settled subject to verification by Audit. 

. . . 

. The Department stated that recovery in four case involving an amount of Rs. 35,353/- 
were outstanding and some reconciliation with Audit was needed. - · ·  ·  - . . . . . . 

The Department was .directed to effectthe balance recovery at the earliest. 

Thepara was keptpending. 

16-9-91- 

6-3-90 

The Department stated that an amount Rs. 5J)9,900/~ had been recovered and verified. 

The para was.settled subject to verification by Audit. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

1. - Para 4(b) Page 380 of Audit Report for the year 1984-8! Short Assessment of Property , 
·  Tax Rs. 3,51,367 /- - _ - -- ·  

The para was kept pending; 

16-9~91 

The Department was directed to effect the recovery of the balance amount 
expeditiously. 

, .' 

··:.. 
6-3-90 

Para 4(a) Page 380 of Audit Report for ~-year 1984-85 Short Assessment of Property 
Tax Rs. 5,22~580/- · -, - - - ·  - - - - 

-· •, . - . . 

6. 
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- zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA' 

_-..-------'..-.--·· 
,.. I 

/ .. ·-. -·  

1:,· · .:~~ entire amountof the para had been recovered and verified .. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
: ,,... ..... , . . . . ,· 

· .j_>. - ' . / ' The para: was settled. .: 

. ·, 

16-9-91 

i' :· .. 
: . 6-3-90 

. (. . . . : . The matter being subjudice, the para was keptpending •. 

Para 10 P~e 385 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Non-Realization of Cenima T~ .. _ •. . 
.Ri.55,000/ ... ·  . · , · ·  . . 

'· The explanation of the Department-was accepted and' the para was settled. 
....-· :-. r-, 

I , .. , -~ . 

! •. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAl. 
: ;/ . 

, ·. 18. 
~I . 

·  The exphmation of the Department was accepted and the para was settled .. 

Para 9(b) Page 38! of'Audit. Report for the year 1~ Sliort-Realu.ation of Revenue 
~ 27,IOO/· • . - . . . . . . · . . 

\ 
\' 
\ 

)17. 

. . . .,J£.:. Para 9(a) Page 384 of A~ Report for die year t984-SSShort~Realization of Revenue~-'- 
: /. -~~,- . ·.. . · ... ·. . ... · .· .. ;,· ' .. 

,:, ' . ' : ·. 

· . · ·3-90 



·- 

·- 

€HAPTERV 

FOOD DEPARTMENT 

.•-'·  



. The Committee was informed zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAby the Audit Department that the Running 
Accounts for the year 1984-85 relating to Food Department had been supplied to the 
Director General, Audit, Punjab by the Department for verification. After verification 
by Director General, Audit, Punjab, the same should be finally verified by the 
Accountant General, Punjab.. · 

- - 

2. P~ 229 of Appropriation Accmmts for the year 1984-85 Grant No. 33-State Trading in 
Food Grains and Sugar-Running Accounts for the YW: 1984-85. 

~M-90 
~ ', 

;. 

The Department was unable to submit its explanation in respect of 
Appropriation Accounts regarding Grant No. 10-State Trading in Food Grain 
and Sugar. · - ·  - ·  ·  

The Audit pointed out that there is cogent reason for the excess which 
was due to the fact that the salaries for the month of June had to be disbursed in 
advance on account of Eid and Audit has no objection to this. The Committee 
accepted this explanation of the Audit · on behalf of the Department and 
directed that this explanation may be submitted to the Audit in the form of 
workingpaper. 

This would however be treated as settled. · 

4. Excess oI Rs. 1,26,000/- 

3. Page 229 of Appropriation Accounts for the year 1984-85. 

' The Department explained that running accounts for the year 1983-84 
bad been verified byAudit and necessary replies to their observations have 
been sent. The running Accounts for the year 198+85 have not so far been 
verified by Audit. The Public Accounts Committee directed that verification of 
these accounts may be expedited. With these observations the item was settled. 

In-view of Audit comments the item was settled. 

Page 228 of Al.)P_ rop_!iation Accounts for the year 1984-85. Saving 
Rs. 1,79,58,62,331/-. - 

2. 

- ' 

The reason for excess of Rs. 2,49,43,244/- as stated by the Department was 
accepted by the Public Accounts Committee, and the, item was settled.: 

.- 

1. 

1. Page 228 of Appropriation Accomrts for the year 1984-85 grant No. 33. State trading in 
Food Grain and Sugar Excess Rs. 2,49,43,244/-. 

APPROPRIATION ACCOUNTS 

FOR THE YEAR 1984-85 . . 

The committee examined the Accounts of Food Department in its meeting held on 
3-10-1989, 4-10-1989, 5;.10-1989, 2-5-1990, 3-5-90,11-7-1991; 13-7-1991 and 27-10-1991. 

FOOD DEPARTMENT-~ 
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The item was settled. 

13. Adda zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBASbshnal. The Audit Department pointed out that the record/recovery had 
been verified, . . . .. 

As regard. the case'or godown -shortage of 22335 KGS, the same had not so f~ \. 
been finalized. · · ·  · 

The Department was· directed to fin.aJize the. case at the .earliest. 

The item weas kept pending. 

14 •. Pol BaldsJiti. Th~ Department explained that the o~ci~ Mr. Aslam Khokhar, 
~Gl, had been directed to deposit the cost of loss within a month. 

The Committee directed the Department to finalize the. case· at the earliest. 

· The para· was 'kept pending. 

i 

. - 

12. · Jana Ara1n. Recovery having been effected and verified by Audit. 
. . - . .. 

. . . : > U. Luthar. The Department explained that Mr. Bashir Mehdi, fGS; was responsible 
. for the loss who had since expired. · 

. ·  The Committee .directed the. Department to get the loss written off by the 
· competent authority and getit verified by the Audit. 

The 'item was kept pending. 

. . 

The .. item was kept pending. 

.. 

10. ~fWB. The Department explained that an amount of Rs. 4,97,655/90 had been 
. -impos~ by Deputy Director, Food uponM~.FazalH~ .FGI, who ~d since 
been dismissed' and had lodged· an appeal m the Service Tribunal, Punjab. 

The Department was directed to pursue the ~ efficiently. 

8. Makhdoom Aalt The Department stated that the culpirt, Mr. Muhammad Aslam 
S~ FSG, was responsible for the loss who was presently working in District 
Khanewal. The Department was directed to take· necessary steps to recover the 
amount from the defaulter. · · · ·  

The item was kept pending, 

9. Qutab Pur •. The Departmentstated that the shortage of Rs. 1,58,573/50 had been 
imposed upon Mr. Zulfiqa_r Ali Shah, FGI, and Rs. 66,447 /,;. had been written off. 
The Department further pointed out that the official had gone into appeal before 
the Service Tribunal. . 

The Committee directed the. Department to pursue. the case. vigorously. 

The item was kept pending. 
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• 
_ The Department was directed to pursue the case vigorously and effect recovery of 
the loss. · 

The item was kept pending. 

, 3. Bastl Malook. -It was explained· that originally a sum of Rs. 49,Q47/- was 
recoverable from Liaquat Ali Shah, FOi, but after scrutiny of record, a recovery - 
of Rs. 8,011,034/-was imposed on the defaulter inclusive of the sum.of Rs. 49,047 
out of which Rs. 4,000/- had already been recovered and verified by Audit. Mr. 
Liaquat lodged an appeal against the recovery with the Food Department which 
was pending decision. In the mean-time the culprit was dismissed from service on 
some other ciriminaI charge. A case had been registered against him and he was 

, absconding. · 

The Committee directed that the Department should pursue the case vigorously 
with the Police, decide the appeal expeditiously pending before them and effect 
recovery of the· Joss from the defaulter, 

The item was kept pending. 

4. Chak- Railway. 

Already settled. 

5. Zarif Shaheed. The Committee was info~ed that, as per instructions of the 
Public Accounts Committee, a criminal case -had been ·_lodged 'against Nasir 
Ahmad Shah on 2- 7-1991. The Department committed that the defaulter was still 
in service and posted at Okara. The Committee directed that the Department 

· should pursue the case with the Police regularly, suspend the defaulting official·  
immediately and get the amount recovered from. him - under intimation to the 
Public Accounts Committee. 

The item was - kept pending. 

. ,-" .. -· 

The Department was directed that the pilferer should either make ~ood the loss 
otherwise attatchment of pay should be ordered. alongwith disciplinary action. 

The item was kept pending. 

Dhanote.R~veryor°R~.1,74,475/-wasimposeaonStrfrazAhmad~B~rti, p'o1; 
who was dismissed from service. As per directive of the Public Accounts 
Commit~ee, a case had been lodged wi~ the Anti Corruption Department o~ 2~ 7- 
1991 against the defaulter. The Committee was further informed that the Distnct 
Collector, Multan had been moved to effect recovery of the amount as arrears of 
land revenue. 

2. 

The loss of Rs. 16,34,658/- took place - at the fourteen purchase Centres as detailed 
below:- · 

1. Gillewala. Rs. 20,139/-,- had been recovered and verified by Audit. A balance 
amount of Rs. 61, 767 /- had to be recovered. The Department admitted that the 
defaulter was still in service: The defaulter had also lodged an appeal with the 
Director Food, which was pending decision because recovery proceedings against 
him had been initiated. · · 
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8. Makhdoom zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAAali. The item was settled subject to verification by Audit; 

9. Qutabpor. The Department explained that out of the total loss of Rs. 1,58,573/ 
an amount of Rs. 66,447/-had been written off by the competent authority. The 
defaulter, Zulfiqar Ali Shah, FGI, was still in service.and posted at D. G. Khan. In 
pursuance of the decision of the Punjab Services Tribunal, fresh inquiry had been 
conducted/completed and attatchment order for one-third of the salary of the · 
official had been passed. · This recovery was being effected through Deputy 
Director.T'ood.iDera Ghazi Khan. 

The Committee directed that department pressure should be exercised upon the 
defaulting official todeposit the pilfered amount. 

The item was kept pending. · · . 
10. 357/WB.·ltwas brought to the notice of the Committee that the defaulter, fazal 

Hussain, FGI, had been dismissed from service but he had gone in appeal before · 
the Punjab Services Tribunal which was pending, The next date of hearing was 
fixed for 17-7-1991. 

The Committee directed that the Department should pursue the case regularly 
and try to· get an early decision. · 

The item waskept pending. 

6. Cbamb Kalyar. 'An amount of Rs. 10,151/- was recoverable from Rana 
· Muhammad Hanif, FGI, who had been dismissed from service in some other 
defalcation case. Imposition of recovery had been pending due to his absence 
from the hearing. The next date of hearing had been fixed by the Department on 
31-7-1991. The Department assured the Committee thatif the defaulter did not 
appear on the said date, ex-party decision would be taken against him. The 
Committee took a very serious view of the fact that in cases of defalaction the 
Department did not tolodge criminal cases against the defaulters and directed 
emphatically that in all cases of misappropriation, shortage.jheft, etc, criminal 
cases should invariably be get registered against the defaulting officers/officials 
who had been dismissed from service. In the case of service personnel, notices 
should be issued to them that if they failed to deposit the amount of loss . 
atrributed to them within three months, criminal cases would also be got 
registered against them. Intimation of all such cases/action should invariably be 
sent to the Public Accounts Committee. 

The item was kept pending .. 

7. Basti Balail. The recovery of Rs. 75,378/ .. was imposed on Rana Haq Nawaz, 
FGS, who had been dismissed from service on '14-10-1984. Case for recovery of 
the above sum had been sent to the Collector Multan as arrears of land revenue. 
demand Notice had been issued by theCollector and the case was being pursued 
by the Department. It was brought to the notice of the Committee that according 
to their instruction, in all such cases, criminal case would be got registered against 
the defaulter. · 

Item was kept pending, with the direction that the Department should pursue the 
matter with the District Collector, Multan and effect recovery from the defaulting . 
official. 
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The Department informed the Committee that Muliammad Anwar Malik, · 
Food Inspector was found guilty and, under the E zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA& D Rules, his increment for one 
year was stopped. Abdur Rehman, -Chowkidar, was transferred. 975 empty bags were 
recovered and shifted lQ.J amk:ey Chatha, The. Commtttee direcjed thatJ_he entry in tn- 

. ------ .· ·-------. 

·  The para was originally taken up on 3-·10-1989 and was.deferred for today. It 
w~s again taken up t~ay. . · . ·  

_,.. 

The inventory register regarding 975 empty bags be got verified by Audit. 

The Department could not explain whether some disciplinary action had been taken 
under Efficiency and Disciplinary Rules, However, it was stated that one Food 
Inspector who was held responsible had died the same year the incident had occurred. 
The Department requested that it may be pended till 5-10-1989 so that relevant record 
could be presented to thePublic Accounts Committee for its examination. The Public 
Accounts Committtee was not satisfied with the performance of the Department and 

', - reluctantly-agreed to the departmental proposal of adjourment of the para for 2 days. 

4-10""89 

Cost of actual shortage of 24 bags having been deposited into Government 
Accouts and verified byAudit, the parawas dropped. 

5~ Para 5.1.3 Page 62 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Theft of Rs. 47,701/-. 

3-10-89 

2-5-90- 

The item was kept pending. 

12. Adda Shahnal. It was informed that the verification of record recovery having 
beeri done by Audit, item pertaining to this portion was settled. 

The Committee directed that the case of godown shortage should be finalised by 
the Department.The Administrative Department explained that the next date of · 
hearing had been fixed for 14-7-1991 and the case would be finalised on that date 
without fail. The amount of actual loss could be ascertained only after the 
inquiry. _ 

The Department was directed to finalise the case without any further_delay. 

The item was kept pending. 

13. Pul Bbislate. As the amount of Rs -. 10, l 87 zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAl: had been recovered. and verified by 
Audit, the item was settled: · · ·  ·  

4. Para 5.1~ Page.62 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Fictitious Purchase of Wheat 
Rs. 1,18,825/-. 

- • !. . 

11. Luther. The Department explained that the defaulting official, Bashir Mehdi, 
FGS, had sine~ expired against whomrecovery of Rs. 9, 7~0/- was outstanding. It . 
was.also explained that steps were being taken to ascertain whether the amount 

. could be recovered from . the property of the deceased, if any. Otherwise 
competent authonty would be approached for the. wnte off. 



':"""'"'"---·~-~...;.. •.. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA...,....---- 

. . · i . ·_. . . . . . . 
Ex-post facto sanction regarding revised allocation bad beenverified by Audit. 

_·_The.para was settled. 

7. Para S.2:2 page S of AuditRepoi't for the year 1984,$ WheatShortages at Godowns- 
h 58,09,906/-. - . - - · ·  ·  · 

.. 

~-- I 

• 

• 
__ .. · Subject to verification of wheat allocation to· ~walpindi;by '.Audit, the para 

was dropped. · · 

The Committee observed that the directives of the Public AccountsCommittee were · 
not' being complied with the letter and spirit and directed thattin' future, the 

_ Administrative Secretary should ensure compliance of the said-directives, - - · 

. 4-10-89 

- - - 

. The para was kept. pen.din~ .. ~ .. 
6~ Para 5.2.l Page 63 of ·Audit Report for the year 1'844)5 Wheat Despatches 

Unacknowledged~ Rs. 67~44,7'23/-. · 

. - . . . : The Department explained that case for write off had been referred. to the 
finance .Department. The Committee directed that the finance Department may 
expedite; -· ·  · ·  ·  · ·  ·  ·  · ·  

The -Committee was informed that entries of-975 bags had been. verified by 
Audit. The case for write off of loss, of 2325_ bags haq_ been sent to the competent 
authority. . . . . . . 

tliecommlttee' noticed that 'the Department had not'coril.plied'.~ih.the-directivcii of - 
· Public Accounts Committee contained in its minutes dated 3,4,, and Sth October, 1989. 

11te Comrajitee·directed the Department tobe careful in future 'to comply . .with the 
Public Accounts Committee directives, -- . ·  . •- '. ·  · ·  ·  . .. ·  ·  

Subject to saction ofwrite-0ffof the remaining bags and their verification bytheAu<lit, 
the para was settled. . ; - zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAi - . . - ·, . - .. , -. . . ; ; . . . - 

"'" :- i . 

. ·subject to.thewriteoff' and-its verification and the verification of the service bo~k·of 
. Muhammad Anwar-by Au~t the para_ was dropped .. · ' · -·  . · .. · 

:·- .. 

. - . kveritory r.egister~of 975 ~inptybags=should -tk got yenfaxf by Auditatrdtliif rell}aitiirig-~- ~ .. -- - - .: 
fil.llP1Y b11.gS should ~ gotwritten off by the com_ pe __ tent authority. ~t was furth~_r_. ·  ·  ·  

.•.. directed that theservice book of Muhammad Anwar should be got verified by Audit. . 
. . . .. . . . . . - . ... . . ..... 

- .. 75 zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
-··: t : 

: ~ 

. .. .'. __ . . . .. ~ 
_ ItemNos. r, 2; 3, 7~ 8, 10, 11, '1?, 17, is.zc, 21, 22, 24, 26 and 29 were settled. 

-··----~----+--- ·-··· -- - ------- - 



- zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA. . 

The· item was. kept pending. 

23. ·Jodb Pur. The Department stated that the case ws under process in the Divisional 
Office. The Committee directed the Department to pursue the case effectively. 

·  The item was kept pending. 

: 2S. -Mozaffar-ud--Din Cotton.Factory, Multan.The Department stated_ that the case 
wasin the Divisional Office for final decision since 7/83. · 

The Committee directed the Administrative Secretary to take personal interest in zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
i · the matter and· report the progress in the next meeting. · 

·f... 

. . 

18. Zaklih-a.- .The Department explained that the contractor concerned had been 
directed to deposit the loss im.inediately. The Committee directed the department 

. to take immediate steps; ~ . . : - . . . . ·. . . . . 

4. · Ohanote. The Department stated that the concerned official had been dismissed 
front service. , . · ·  ·  ·  

·  • ·  The Committee directed the Department to pursue the recovery case at the 
earliest. . .. · · ·  

The item was.kept pending. 

S. · . r Chamb Kalyar~ The Department explained. that the concerned person had· been 
. dismissed from service. . . . . . - .. 

· ·  __ :_The Committee directed the Department topursue the recovery case vigorously .. 

. :- 'Ihe item'. was· kept "pending. 

6 •. _ Jalaleur Pirwala. Rs. ~,437 /45 deposited into the government Treasury and 
-: : sanction: <;>f write off for the remaining amount had been verified by Audit. 

-Further the case of damage of Wheat i.e. 2.481 M.Tons was under process. The 
. Committee, directed to complete the process at the earliest. _ ··  _ , . 

·  ... · Theitem was kept pending. 

9. Bast1 Balafl . .16775 KGS official concerned stands dismissed. The Department 
was 'directed to effect the recovery through arrears of land revenue. · 

12. Sham xot. The Departments pointed out that the official had since died. The 
Committee directed the Department to -get the amount written off by the 
competent authority. · _ 

The .item was kept pending. 

13. .- Lodhran, The Department stated that the case was· underprocess. The Committee 
directed the Department to complete .the process speedily. · 

" 

·  ! -!fhe item was kept pending. 

14 •.. Makhd~m Aali. The Department explained that the official had absconded since .. 
J1;11y, 1989. 

The . Committee directed· the Department to, locate the whereabouts of the 
defaulter and arrangements made to effect the recovery at the earliest. 

_ - The item was kept ~pding. 

,I 

ii , .. 
-'!' ,. 
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Shlijabad. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAIt was explained that a recovery of Rs. 1,58,885/- had been imposed by the 
competent authority on Gulzar Ahmad Faridi, who was placed under suspension for 
the pilferege. he had agreed to pay an· instalment of Rs. 10.000/- after every three 
months and the first instalment of Rs 10,000/- had already been deposited by the 
defaulter. The Department intimated that two conditions had been laid down for his 
reinstatment, firstly, he should honour his commitment for depositing the three 
monthly instalments of Rs. 10,000/- and.secondly, to indentify his property for the 
balance amount after the deduction of first instalment. 

13-7-91 

The committee directed the Department to finalize the pending cases within 3 
months with out fail. 

The para was kept pending. 

4. Lodhran (Rs. 12,06, 198). ) 

5. Qutabpur (Rs. 12,24,481/12) ) The Department 

6. Dunyapur. (Rs. 9.60,634/64} ) Stated that the 

7. Dhabnot. (Rs. 1,76,915/76) ) Cases were under process; 

1. Total loss of Rs. 67 ,879 /68 relating to Jalalpur Piranwala Centre had been written 
off and verified by Audit. 

2. The sanction of write off of Rs. 58,229/66 in respect ofShujabad Centre had been 
verified by Audit. Further recovery of Rs. 2,38,328/65 had also been effected and 
verified by Audit. · 

The Department further stated that a sum ofRs.1,58,885/77 share of Mr. Gulzar 
Ahmad Faridi, FGI, who was under suspension was recoverable from him. The 
Deputy Commissioner, Multan, had been requested to effect the recovery 
through arrears of land revenue. 

3. As regards the recovery of Rs. 4,46,334/72 relating to Karor Pacca, a sum of .Rs, 
2,79,837/73 baa been written off and verified by the Audit and recovery of Rs. 
1,66,388/96 had also been verified. 

. . 
27. Karor Paeea, The Department explained that the matter had been sent to the 

Divisional Office for decision since 9/85. 

The Committee took a serious note and directed the Department to finalize the 
case urgently. · 

The item was kept pending. 

28. Zarif Shaheed. The Department stated that the matter was under process. The 
Committee directed the Department to complete the process immediatly. 

The item was kept pending. 

8. Para 5.2.3 Page 65 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Wheat Shaortage at Godown 
Clearance Rs. 45,05,804/-. 

3-5-90 The Department explained that:- 
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- - zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA. _,____· ~-·· .. ·-·-~ 

-_ Item Nos, r, 2, 4, zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA5, ~. 7, 8, 9, 10, l t, 12; 15, 19.- 20 and 22.settled. 
-- - . ·-· .- -. -. __ '...,..·  · ··e.· ... .· · ·-.. -----· · · ·-·  ---- .---------·  .-.-.~ - -·-- - -· - 

9.- : Para 5~2.4.Page 6-5 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85:·WlteatShortages at'PR- -- 
~centres:. --- ·  - - ·  · .- · ·- - - ·  

,: Rs~ ~2,82,0(;3/- •. 

~S-90 - - 

··-:--::!' - --· . Donyap11r. The-Comn.uttJ wa;:infonned that-50%-ofthe"totalli;$.amoutfugto _- 
- Rs. 6,57,,614/- was ipij)<:)sed upon As,ghar Ali Cheema and Fazal Hussain, F;G.Is - - 

_ with the ratio of 6:4,and the remaining 50% was got written off. Both the 
defaulting officials had been dismissed from service and efforts were under-way 

· to effect recovery ofthe amount. - · - 

.. The Committee' directed that the Department should take hectic measures to 
effect recovery; got the cases registeredagainst the defaulters; if not already (lone/ 
and get the write off verified by Audit under intimation to the Public Accounts 
Committee. - · 

- The item was kept pending. 

,- .. 

••' 

-_ ' Dbanote. Casefor write off had been sent to the Finance Department "and would 
_ begotveiitied·as_andwhen the sanction w~ received. - 

Tiie, item was kept ~ndihg. 

"'. ,;~~- • ·c 

. The Comritlttee: directed "that. the Jnquiry/action/recotery. should be finalised. : . : 
without:aIJ;y~elQ.y. · - _ ·_- < - · , '> · - ,, < - , · -_ : · · 

-:i. •. · ; : 

_ Qutabpur~ r{wMexplrunea ~t the d~rauft~r RaJ~ i<hlzar·Ali, hadheen-retired 
·- from -servi~ cempulsarily. ,Aft-er ·coriipletion,·-0f inquiry recovery would be. · 

·--._· _effected from him and also a criminal case would .begot registered· inthe __ · 
meantime. . ·- . . . . . . . .. 

-·~: -- ·~~· ........ _-. - 

.. ~ _. 

i~ The ~rimrittee ~as infotmed that the l)~partment. ha1 imposed -~ecoveries ._ 
on Mub.ammadAs_lam Khokhar, Muhammad Din, F.G,.Is, and Muhammad Ashraf, - 
EGS;for shortage of306.934 M.Tons godownshortage amounting to Rs; 12;06,198/- • 
Muhammad Aslam_ Khakbar and Din> Muhammad were still in service but- under 

-- suspension _whereas Muhammad Ashraf was .behind the bars in some other case. - - 

'. - -: · ·  _ Jhe Department-r-rruily comitted to" finalise the c~'~y 15.8;1991; __ 
•'.-"••.+.; T.-,,·  

~ ·. - . f . - • . - 

- Kbror,Pacca. Re.coveryJWrite off having been verified. by audit; the item was settled. - - 
. . ...... '-· . . . . . . - . - . _... -- . . . .· - ~ . . . . 

s >: -i 
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-.,· zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
-~ ·,-, -~. 

·,_-o·· ; ... 

·  Th~ iteJn. was, kept pending .. '.-_ 

' .. 

.. '.:~-. 

The P~P¥tm~~t :Wa.s -diiected to ,effect' recqvecy;fr.Op:i thei defaulter speedily. : : ;--:'.: . , '. ·. / zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
:· ~ .· . . . . . . . . ·/' - .. - . : ·. _·  -:._,-:: ._ ' ·: .. ·: . - ' - - . . ~- .• . .- 

:; < - . _'flie:itetfwas.kepfpending~··.>•' .:''•' .:_. . ·,. ·~ ,: '-:~ ·.' 

-:·c;_~~<.~~~~~~--- • <~~-·-~-~~ _ •• • --- . • ·~--:-_-;=_~/:;::;:~:~;:f~O:':~~~-: ----~·~_:_;.•::,:,:· i, ·-· '--:.:_, :· ··~ :,.~:·--:. __ :! . 

·. "· · -CJiak · .aan~ai._)l~v~;,. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA~i ~-:.-·22,69st:- ru;d been verified- by~A~dit~i'n./ .. : _ . 
·  . -· D~a~eiit w~ .dire~ed · to recov~r the balante·am~unt of Rs. 2,257 /20 at the - .<··. ;; -; • 

·  ·  ·  earliest and gerit verif;ied by Audit. - : . . ·  , ' · i. -· · 
.. •• - • c - 

· : "·. -:that.the -cases.-were under 
: '. ·  dedsfoii in :the Division.at· . 

·· o· ffi -· · · · · · · · ·· ·:·> ·.- . . 1ce. c·· .: , ·i ·. ·.Jy,.: .. ,,-;.:~L; .. ,_ ... 

·.-:·. ·---.: .. 
, Th.e item: wfui kep(pending. . .. , 

.-· 13., Silos M~~,~ case beitj~- under trial. the item:::~s kept pen@lg. . . ·  .::; 
.. . . . . . . ·:· ... :. - 

~ ..... ~-- -· ·-- - ... - .. ~-- ', -·.·. -· -- - .: - ··:· ·__ ---· .- -- .. · - -· .------- ...; ;.-_ 

· ·· j 3.,. -~ ::Lar ~ The Dti,arttne,:it st~ted·that the. dealing-officiali Mr; M uza.mmal Hussain, 
.\\ .'· FGI; ha<l:sin~~n-~siajssedfr~se,,-viceand the:cas€rwasunderproc.essm the 
,? >·: · Divisional'Office.:· \· · · ··  .,·  , . · ·.i:·. -: · 

·  · :;Th~·,_<:omµi~~tee directed the. Departm~t ~: ~ciu~·"th~::~; vigorou~ty: ·. 
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.. · .... ·,. 

·.:· .: :.: .: 

... '. 

:".,,..!". 

::._-_::_-·.:- 

.• c-" 

·. The.-item was kept peildhlg. . · ·, t· · • .,~,,, ·  ..... 

:._:: -~.· .X~t ~ .: "~ .: :_ ·  > \ .· .·.·_ :_. ;t . : -; /. Th~ Depart~ent was directed· to 
- ... :·. _ .. -, > ' . . . .:·, - .,. :, -~_;:'i\---: expedite the recovery at the 

.,,~\;~~~~...;c:\_.';·-,:,t;.:,· ·. · ·_,,, , .earli~r\.:· · 
.• : >, ,._ ·: .- -, ]11.e it~ w~re;'kep~ pending. : · : . \~ '; . .-. ;:,.:' · ·  

.:L...:<·'· ·. ·:•·: :· ..... " '.· .. ·. . . ... .; , .... '.. . .. ··· 
· ·-:·:: · · / »> 26~ 'Kadia·Kho. The Departmentstated thata sum of Rs. 46, 719/38 had been written · ·· -: r . 

: _. '"';,\t:1~·-~Y:: :'-',~st off.an4 recovery of Rs. 70,079./07 wasimposed upon Mr: Abdul Qayyum.Niazi, 
·. <·<;)::· . _-·· ~? ·,:EGJ, whcf.w~nt to PunjabServices Ttjbunal; Lahore.. .. ·  :. ·  ·  ·  

. .. . ~-:·Th~-~m~ii~ ~~d\li~ Departnien{t~ ~t the ~~~tt ·~fwrite off verified ':'! '. 
.· .. t, . ·:· by Au~t and P.~- steps takeji to effect the balance recovery expediously. 

. .·~: ; 

. 18. 'Maklido,o.~pur·:J>ahorar. }.,.; 
. . . . ... ~ 

. The Committre directed the .Depaitmentt<{fiI_lalize fue ca~~tftll~_eariiest..· . 
f • • : • • • I .. • • • • • • ~: ~ • • • ,. ' • • • • •, • • • • : ". • • • • 1 - • • ~. I ' : 

': \;-; .t 21. Dunyaput. The l)ep~ent stated that a sum of ~. ~;97,~33nOw~ imp~etLupon · 
. "'~-~:~~~ _ Rana MtihammadHanif, FGI, who h~ been d~s~s~d:fro~ service with effect · 
- i /f~ ··'·:···,.,. . form 6-4-HJ89; Whereas. an amount of.Rs, -2,.04,590/75-was written off and. 

· "; .:·:;::;./ . rec9.very. of-Rs. 97,132/49_.was imposed ·upol). M/~ Saif-ul-Jabbar, AFC.and 
.·· -·~,;:: . ..;..,.. ·. ·: :;·· .• :.1 Muhammad Hitiif; FGI, in.the ratio of 60/40 respectively. The former went to 
,;~, · . " .: · ·  ·  ·  · 'appeal bef or~ the Punjab Services Tribunal and succeeded to get the orders set-a- 

. ·  . side therefrom the share of'Rana Muhammad Hanif; FGI; i,e. Rs. 38,831/01 was 
·  still recoverable who· was no more in. service. · . . ·  . . , ·  ·  r ·- 

.- - . . : _): . 

, .v, ... '; i4 •. ~tta Godown •. Recovery of lls. .I 7~059i2!).dep:osited by the ~ulp~apd had been 
·  ' .: ,. ' ' · · · . ': · , verified by Audit. The Department was directed to-effect the remammg recovery · 

·  and get it verified by.Audit, · · ·  -<' · • -. ··  ''·  · • ·  · . . · -. . ' 

.- · , · .. ,, \; .' ~e i~ .w~ settled ~11,bjeci· !,<? recovery aiiq,its. ~elification· by ~udit. 

·  . :. ~· :16. Aukar. Hattii~ ,;: · ) . >:: . ·  · · · ":, ··  - 
. · · ·} .,.... . .. · '· :: · .. ·' ·-. ;· , '; . :: ,· , · ,'.' -, .. - ...... • ... _.Th· 'e.:_ri,........,rtm. ·.·  ent -: ~ .. · _.lained· .; .· ,,. · :;, -:" 

-.;.. .r- _:::--.!"-.~: ,Lili,,~ -~ - .":·· :-~\\ ,\· .. •.:_.:· .. -::-.:. ~: .. ·.·~·- :-- ~- 

17. ::-"A~~~~-·:;\- I',_ ) _: ~-.._t-. 



Nawazabad (1981-82). The Department explained tha; an amount of Rs. 
3,68,718/40 was recoverable from Mr; Muhammad Ismail who had lodged an 
appeal before the Director Food, Punjab. · 

The Department was directed to finalize the case at the earliest and report the 
progress to the Public Accounts Committee in its next meeting. · · 

Sadiqabad (1981-82). The Department explained that a sum of Rs. 16,42,504/40 
i.e. Rs. 31,252/20 per head was recoverable from M/s Qazi Muhammad Amir, 
AFC and Mian Allah Bakhsh, FGI. All ofthem had.preferred an appeal before 
the Director Food, Punjab and the case was under process. · 

The Department was directed to finalize the matter and report the result to the 
Public Accounts Committee zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAin its next meeting. 

Allahabad (1980-81). Sanction of write off out of Rs. 1,26,457/20 and Rs. 
63,228/60 verified by Audit. The balance amount of Rs. 63,228/60 was 
recoverable from Mr; Muhammad Iqbal Mushtaq, FGS. The Department 
explained that the culpirt had been dismissed from service and his case had been 
referred to the collector for effecting recovery as arrears of land revenue. 

TheDepartment was directed to pursue the case through some responsible officer 
meticulously. 

The observations of the Committee were as under:- 

Verification of sanction of write off and record in respect of all centres with the 
exception of Allahabad (1980-81 scheme), except Rs. 63,228/60, Sadiqabad, 
Nawazabad, Bhuta Wan, Tarinda Serey Khan, Allahbad Feroz, Liaqatpur and Zahir 
Peer (1981-82 scheme) had been made by Audit. 

2-5-90 

The item was kept pending. 

10. Para 5.2.5 page 67 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Mis-appropriation due to Huge 
Advance Payment- Rs. 28,26,348/-. 

2-5-90 The record having been verified by Audit, the para was settled. 

11. Para S.2.6 Page 67 of. Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Shortage of Wheat on Stock 
Clearance- Rs. 26,24,217/- 

The Conimittee directed the Department to effect the recovery through arrears of 
land revenue. 

27. Mian Channu. The Department stated that a sum of Rs. 87,165/26 being the cost 
of 47.895 M.Tons shortage occured in 42 bins and another sumof Rs. 46,956/04 
beini the cost of a part of 46.066 M. Tons occurred in housetype godowns and a 
ganji had been written off and an amount of Rs. 36,884/08 had been sent to the 
Director, Food, Punjab, Lahore. 

The item was kept pending. 

28. Lar. The Department stated that the defaulter had since been dismissed from 
service. 
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Ailahbad (1980-81). No action had been taken by the Collector to ef_fect recovety 
from Mr. Muhammad Iqbal Mushtaq as arrears. of land revenue. Amount 
recoverable from the defaulter came to Rs. 63,228/-. 

The Deputy Commissioner, Bahawalpur, who was present in the meeting was 
asked by the Committee zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAto convey the directive of Public Accounts Committee to 
the Deputy Commissioner, Bahawalnagar to take early steps to recover the 
public moneyfrom the defaulters, The Department should als_o_intimat~ Public 

. . 

The Committee. directed the Department to pursue the case through some 
responsible officer. · · ·  

'.Lia9at Per (1981-82). The Department was directed to finalize the case at the 
earliest. - 

Zahir . Peer (1981-82). The Department explained that a recovery of Rs. 
16,47,588/40 was imposed upon Jam Riaz Ahmad, FOi who lodged an apeal 
with the Director Food, Punjab. The case was being pursued and was under 
enquiry a fresh with District Food Controller, Rahim Yar Khan: 

The Departmentwas directed to finalize the case at the earliest. 

The para was kept pending. 

-; Feroza (1981-82). The Department explained that a recovery of Rs:2~86,710/68 
was imposed upon M/s Jan. Manzoor Ahmad, FGI and Rashid Ahmad, FGS in 
equal ratio i.e. Rs. 2,86,710/68 per head. Both the defaulters had lodged an 
appeal with the Director Food, Punjab and Punjab Services Tribunal but on 
rejection of their appeal, they had gone to Supreme Court arid got stay orders . 

. . . 

The Department was directed to pursue the case vigorously. 

Allahabad (198i-82). The Department explained that a recovery zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAof Rs. · 
14,71,392/88 was imposed upon Mr. Muhammad Iqbal Mushtaq and he was 
dissmissed from service. As the defaulter had no property hence the recovery 
could not be. effected as arrears ofland revenue. New the case had been referred to 
the Director Food, Punjab for write off the lose but due to the querry made by 
Government, the case was again under correspondance with the Collector, 
Bahawalpur, Bahawalnagar and Rahim Yar Khan. 

The Department was directed to pursue the case at 'personal level and get the 
matter finalized at. the earliest. . . 

Bh~a Whan (1981-82). The Department explained that it had been decided to get 
write off an .amount of Rs. 3,40,000/-. Whereas an amount of Rs. 7,3~470/ 
should be recovered from Mr. Abdul Khaliq, FGI who had lodged an appeal 
before the Director Food, Punjab. . 

The Department was directed to settle the matter an early date and report its 
progress in the next Public Accounts Committee meeting. 

Tarinda Seray Khan (1981-82). The Department explained that recovery of Rs. 
1 l,23~386./-: was imposed upon Mr.-Muhammad .Tayyab, FGI who lodged an 
appeal before-the Director Food, Punjab which was rejected. He went into Punjab 
Services Tribunbal. 

·~· 
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The zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAit~- ~~~~~!-tpending.· 
... ,...:-·._ 

:, ~ · - The Report of Sub Committee No. II of Public.Accounts Committee No.I on 
Para No. 5.2.6 Page No. 67,.of the-Audit Report for the ycear 1984--85 regarding 
Shortage of Wheat on Stock clearance valuing Rs. 26,24,217/~ was considered by the 
Committee. In view of the report of the Sub Committee, the Committee decided to 
settle the item subject to write off by the Finance Department. - 

BHUTTA WHAN (1981-82). 

- The case being pendingin Punjab Services Tribunal, the decision was awaited. 

The Committee directed the Department to depute a responsible officer to see Services 
Tribunal and get the· '_matter expedited under ·-intimation to Public Accounts 
Cominittee. . - 

The item was kept pending. 

- Tramla ~Wai Khan (1981--82). 

The Finan~ Department should expedite writeoff 'The Committee directed that 
where inquiryfrecqvery ·for_ in.ore than. 2 lacs was Involved, the. Inquiry 
Officer/Authorised Officer should be deputed from otherdivisions. 

. 5) · Representative of Finance Department. - Meinber 

R~port ·;; ;~· ~riDUDfttee No. n of Publlc-ACCOUDts Committee No. lon thcf Para No. 
5.2.6 Page,.67. of -Audit Report for the year 1984415 in r/o Food Deptt. , ' 

'\'', 

_ 144-92 

e-: '. - • 

Member 

- Member· 

Member· 

convenor 1) ·Mr. Farhat Aziz Mazari, MPA 

2) Malik'·Ghulam Haidar Thind, MPA. 

3) :· Pir Allah Yar Chishti, MPA 

4) · Repreeentative of Audit Department. · 

: ~ Theitem was kept pending. 

Nawazabad (1981.:.Sl). The ~se- ;as pending with the Finance' Department for 
write off. · 

The item was kept pending. 

Sadiqabad (1981-82). In this particular item the· Public Accounts Committee 
decided to forin a Sub Committee consisting of the following to look into the 
possibility of effecting recovery. The Committee may make the report to the 
Public Accounts Committee as soon as possible:- · 

--A~oimts-~Comnntiee - whether crinfmal-cases -were - regi$tered agrunsCthe· - zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

-! defaulters. The Department should aslo intimatethe name and place of posting of 
·. the higher officer involved _ in these eases. 
. . 
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~~---~--- 
----;-- 

. .! 

. - ' '.: . _. It zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAwu:explained that approval of the competent authorify for declassification zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
. ·:/ i : had.been obtained by the Department.' The Committee directed- that Department 

' · inquiry 8:1iouid: be held against the.offlcers/officials for· fixing responsibility for the · 
caused by negligence. · . . ; . . . . . .. ·.·, . . . . . ~ ·· //~_--·  ... 

Subject to the Departemt action against the defaulters, under intimation to the Public . / . 
Accounts Committee within. three months, the para was settled .. _. . · ·  ·  . - . . /· ·  

-~ -·-.----------•··----·-·,____._-~:.' .·:· ·, .: ", , .~· ..• ...,.: ........ ". ----·~~---- •-· . •-,-,.I~•• •. 

. : ·• ·-: c- • 

1J.:7.;.9I 
----......,....~·. > :-/.~· - :i~f}·:·.;-'· 'k:.~ ~ . 

The para was kept P,endirig ... ·  ., 
. - .• 4· 

~- . __ . -·  .. -:. . 

The Department explained that aproval of declassification of bags-in respect of. 
'Dunyapur, Qutabpur, Jalalpur and Shujabad centres had been verified by the Audit .. 

·: As regards Lodhran, ~ultan and Kothi Goveen Centres, ely 22000 bags-remained to.. 
beverified by .Audit.. ·  · · · . · '. · . . ·  ·  .: .. 

The Committee directed the Department to recover the remaining bags at the earliest· 
and' get them verified by 'Audit. - · · - . ., · , , . ·. · ·. ·  ·  ·  ·- ·  · ·  ·  

. .r 

Para S.2..1 P~.68 Qf ~qdlt:ReporHor the year-1984--85.Declasmfication of G~y Bags 
without Auffiorlfy:-tts. 21;32;410/- . _ ·  ·  . . . · . · . · ' . . . . .. 

12. 

·_ .. t ... 
----·. --···-··. 

·  The case- may be pursued vigorously. the matter. should be exp¢i~ . by _the 
. . . Department. · · ·  · ·  ·  ·  · 

-~"':-" .. , ""·"· . : - . . . 

.: _ The heni was kept ·pending, .. 
• • ,:.;,· r , -t.r·.:.:t _. __ :·-_._·__ : _..,. :- . - ;...· :- 

__ ; ", .. : . 

- ... 

,; 

The. item was kept peiiding. 

.: -:~', · ~:Peer·(i981.U). 

: -. e . 

: ;::· ·: . ;..: . : ~ - 

· ·  The case should b¢ p~ued with the Deputy commissioner for reco":C?ry as 
arrears of land revenue. The Department should check "'.hether: cases were registered . 

' apmst the. defaulters and. intimate PubHc 'A~w:i,ts Comiajttee~' -~e C~ttee_ . 
·  directed that loss should be recovered from the pension of Karam Hussain; .!\ssista.nt 

FoQ<i Contt:oller{Retd.). · ·  , · ··  
. '; ... ~ .~ .. - .- -· . . ".: :."· · ." 

: .. : · Uaqat Pur.' 

._· -1· ... : 

. - - . . 

Theitme waskept pending . 

. ·  Feroza. 

Tliepase biiig .suhjidi~, the. item wa~ kept::pe;~g .. : 
·-· · · 

. _.·  The PublicA.~ounts Committee directed that0a case mai be got registered with : 

0~ero:: against.the ~~rits after fixing responsibility. The Department unde~ook 

.- - ··-·.--· · - 
- :.___:___.,:.:.. __ : _ 

.r , 
... - ·:;-·-:- - :·-- · ·-- . -· - 

-: ., · · :·  



.. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA-, ,' zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA.:..~:......_.:.._ f'lt, - .. -.': ...... : ... ~~.~.--~. . -~ . - . ·- ·' ·. -· ·. : '. . . 

I.,· Aceountal of-.Jf Trucks outof ~8 Truckshad been verified by Audit. 
- - - --- - --- ---.-~· . .:...... 

. - . 

9. Shujabad. Since the item was included in Draft Para No. 5.2.10, the same.was . 
___ ; :--~~l~!eci ri:~~ ~~re. ., ~-- _:____---'~-----~~-~~~--- 

,- .. - ,---, _-. -- -·--;:- - - :--:'--~,' - --,--,--_ - ·a -·-- -- ------.--- .. --., -: .. --~------ ,-- • 

:.14. - Para\S~~9-Page 69- of-Amlit Report for the yew: 1984-85·-Unacknowledged by 
Distrfb&rtion - - . • .: .; ·- -_ - . - - " :- . - . 
'Centre-Rs; tS,15,759/- 

: - ·  3-5-~ _ The audit Department pointed out thatec-s- _ 
- ·. •. -- - . . - . 

_The CQ~ttee directed th~· Department to effect the recoveryfrom the culpirt at 
the earliest: - . . 

The item was kept- pending; 

8. . Chak Railway. - Subject to production- of Inventory. Register to A~t- for 
. · verification, the item was settled. · - 

6. 

The item was kept pending. a~-:' ~,. __ -_:>- 
"-·  '--:.· -- 

i>unya .Pur. The Department explained that 1303 bags were outstanding.against; 
Co-operative Societies and efforts were being made to collect the same. 

The Department was directed to ask the Secretary, Co-operative Department to 
· attend the next PublicAccounts Committee meeting to explain the position of the 

case. 

'fhe.itemwaskept pending. 

7. Dhahnote. The' Department stated that the defaulter, M:r, Sarfraz Bhatti, FGS 
had since been -dismissed from service. · 

3. Lodhran •. ne'~o~d having been verified'by ~oo.it, ibejtim was-settled. - 

4. Moltan. 32403 bags having been included in Draft i>ar~ No. ·5~2.10, the item was 
deleted.from here. - 

5. - Adda Shalmal, The Department stated that the defaulter had pointed out that 
bardana had been recovered. The official concerned had been directed to provide 
documentary proof in this behalf . 
. : .: . . . 

theit~ .bei~g stibjudfoe was kept :pendi~g. - 'f' 

i. - Ali Pur Kanjoo. The Department.stated thati recovery 0{21000 bags had been' 
_ 'imposed upon Mr: Muhammad Arshad Qureshi, FGS, whowas dismissed from 
service. The defaulter want to appeal before. Punjab Service Tribunal. 

__ 1: - - Basti Malook. Acknowledgement at Lar Centre v~nfiecf by Audit. 

The -item was settled. 
- ' • .x • ,·~ .. -. ,,,- 

·  13. _ Para 5.2.8 Page 68- of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Mis-apprepriation of G1inny 
Bags . - - -- - 

__ R~.--1s,68,~/-_ -- .: 
:~:;.-; 

'l-5-90 

--~ -~-~- 
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. -· -----···-------· zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA--- - ·- - -- 
--· ~- -----··- - -·--· -···· - ..... _._·_ - - . 

r - 

3. .Chak Railway. .The Department explained that the case was under process. 

The Committee directed the Department to take necessary steps to effect die 
recovery speedily. · · 

·  The item was kept pending. 

6. Kabirwala. Subject to accountalof bags and theircost by the Audit, the item was 
settled. · · 

'The item was kept pending'. 

·  Tf1e Department was directed to effect the recovery from the defaulter through 
arrears of land revenue. · 

. . 
Item Nos. 1, 4, zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA5, 8, 9, 10. 13, 16_19 were settled. 

· 2. Sarrai Sidhu. The Department stated that the concerned official had since been 
dismissed from service · 

3-5-9Q 

. 
15. Para S.2.Hf Page 69 of Audit Report for the year 19~-Shortage'of Gunny Bags-at 

Purchase Centre- Rs.1-4,83,342{· 

The Committee directed that the Department should issue standinginstructions to 
their personnel that all the cases pending in courts should be pursued vigorously and 

. any officer/official found responsible for lack of interestin the matter would be dealt 
- ---- -with under the E & D Rules. The Committee further directed that the Administrative 

Secretary should ~:pproach the Deputy Commis~ioner concerned on personal level and 
report latest position of the 'cases to the Public Accounts Comnnttee in their next 
meenting. 

The para was kept pending . 

The Department explained to the Committee that out of 68 trucks loaded with 
bags of wheat only 31 reached their destination ·where-as the remaining 38 were 

. pilfered. The cost of 38 trucks loaded with wheat amounted to Rs. 7 ,06,424/-. Out of 
this amount, a sum of Rs. 1,15,468/- had been recovered leaving a balance of 
Rs.5,90,956/-. The Department. contended that this misapropriation had not been 
done by any officer/official but it was committed by the contractor who was registered 
in two different names- Chaudhri Corporation and NA corporation. Moreover, cases 
for the . recovery of loss as arrears of land revenue . were being pursued by the 
Department." The Committee felt dissatisfied with the manner in which the 
officers/officials of the Department were pursuing the cases because if they had been 
serious in their efforts for the recovery of the loss. cases could have been decided much 
earlier and recovery would have been'effec~ . 

. "" -~ - --=- .....--. 

13-7-91 

. . 

,III. Remaining amount o_f Rs. 7,06,424/50 _was subjudice d~e to court case. 

The Department wasdirected to pursue the case vigorously for recovery of the 
balance amount, the ·para was kept pending. · ··  · -. ·  · . · 

.. -~II. '--R~covery of Rs. l,25~000/- had been ~ff~ted arid verified by A~dit .. 
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... zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA· . 

•' r' 

,:..._- ~-.- .,,~: .. ?:_.>-:" . -·: _-:j -;:· ~:· ·.·:.- ---:~) : _ .. ;, '.; .. ;~ ._. ... _ ... ·-.~·· · ,.,:· . I · ... 

. · .;·  The Department informed the. Comrilittee--.thaf a crixajhai .case had been. 
registered a~nsrthe defaulting Food InspectQi: on\26~7"'.1983 and the next: date of. ._ 
hearing had been fixed for 11-11-1989. It was· f~er· ~plained that F~d Inspector . 

·Muhammad Ismail ha.d been dismissed from.service on 20-8-.1985 .... · . __ . __ ·: : ' zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
_J .. ,-~,~~-:_·---~-~-----.:..-;..._- .• - ••· ·- ~--. -~~ .. ·-~~--·- .. · .• :. ' ~-~--------- - .. _._ 

... 

. 17 ~ . Para 5.2.il Page 70 0(~1ufit Report"f~r the year 19.8+85 Despatched Whellt.witli bags .' - 
.,.. notDellvered·1:l&.•l1;32,019J- · ·. ·  · .. · - .. _:.,,-. ··  ·. _, . -:,:_. _i_·.:.· __ 

. - .-·:,· , 

.,_,,_-.~-·+:1~::c .· :.~ .. -z; .: ', ., ',,.' . \T.::;·•;<~'i,;";t' • /,. 

'I, ~ ., . ,~ 

.\ r:; . =>:' . 

·  . r._:The A~dit Dep~ent pointed out that the ~ount of Rs. 12,05,933/~ stands. 
included in Draft Para No. 5.2.3_. . ·  . ·. .. _ · 

~ .. # • 

-·  : 16. ., .Para 5~2'.ll Page 70 o{Audlf Report for the year 1984-85 Wheat stock physical No•: .: , 
·  ·  · ·-· Exis~- Rs.. J1._,05~33/- . . .·  .. . . . 

l-5-90 

_:;,·  

.. · ,_theJtetn waskept pending. 

· ·. · ._. _.<:.-ts; ' ·~;~ n~ i>ep~~t .was. ~ect~d:t~ tak~ ~eces~ 1teps .to,· effect the. 
· ."::, ~\-;.~'.. ~eco~cy_:~tt!t·~rliesL. · · . ' · , ';\ ?f? · · : :·:_. :.:/:-~. -/;·.< ,. ·, \.:.;;~; : · 

, ,.-·  •· : - · Thei_tem'.~as kept pending: .. - ·  1 - · _, . . ·~·' .. 

: r · _ .- · lS.·- · )Qi~~ Out 6f7338 bags~'3075 bags had beeri_rec6~d. Remaining 426; ~:;;-- · -r-; 

. . were recoverable ... · . · ·  · · ·  · · ·  ·  ·  
.. ·. : ·-... , .:,-·...,· · :. .. -~-.G . ·: 

. . - . The Department was directed to recover· the remaining" bags expeditiously. 
-· j· .-:. _. ... :· ·  -. • .... · - •• .• "; ·-: · ;. /'.1 i-.·~.\ __ .,: _ ,-;{ ·,.-. · -· ....... 1, _1, •. Z_ :;.·· .», • :J 

_ :_<'.-' Ute .item was kept pending. · .. . . . . ·  .·  .. ·  ·  -. ·  

.. 
···. 

\.· 

. , 
. - . . . . ·: .. ; ~ : ""; . 

.· .. .- . .-· . _'; ... _ - 
- - -~ ·=--· . =-. -.- . -~ - 

7. ·,Aubr Hatttt." The .I)~partment explained°that 4404 bagswere recoverable ftom;,-_- 
the concerned official. . · ·  ·  . _. : . . ·  - 

-·The Cotiuniri~ di~~ed the pepart~ent t~/:~ffect·the:rec~very e~editi~~ly~ 
·· ... r: ·\_: ··~·~;._-:·~·::·::--·:.:· .· ' . . . . ·: .', . 

/ _,.- ~,< ·_ Theitem w~ kept pending. . ... -,... ·  ·  ·  ·  

i_l I. . 'l)1t~pur~_ The Department explained that the ma~ was under process and the ... 
· . · defaulter was under suspension. . - · ·  " > . · . . , · · · · 

·. ~ ... ,,,_; /\: .. ·in~ itein ~kept)endin{- - · ...... · . -.·  · .,. 
~- .: . ll;· :~ ~C,The.,_l:kpa~enr explained'.'.;hai~:292 hags had herin. accounted for - · 

. '. ·  ... _:- ·. at Pl:{ Centresteel.silos .. vide GP~7 No. ·l3/4367i dated 19-9~87 •. -: _ x. · ... ,. 

., ~~ >· i · ·: :· )} ·_ . ,;e I?e;artment ~as_directed-to. ~et the accountan,ts~d. bags ~rified·b~-Aurut .. · 
' J~r~-:~>t·:.·: .The jte~~;as·i~pl~dirtg: -~ . · ::; j• I· .. .: '._. . .. . , . • .· . . 

:... . ~;. . - .:: . ! :_· .. -: ·: f. ·. ~ -, :: ( _... : . 4 •• : • • • - i.; ~ -~ 

{_ -14. ,Lar~ .l'he,.Depa$nent $~!~.that.the concerned official,. Mr." IJaq Nawaz h~Q 
-~· . ,•.-: ... 'been Q.isniissed formservice and the case.was under process .. · .. ·  , ~ .. · ·  ·  ·  

+ ~ ' • •• • •• - • •• • ••• - - • •• - .. .. ~ -· • • • .. 

. .~ ~ '. : . ' -{ . . 

~ '.·. - :~ .. 

·;- . ": 

... ·:·: 

,-; · · :. 



- -~~ zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA' .': 

·  :· :: \./'·}. . . . ·: . : The Department s~tect"tbattlte theft case was· registered aga~f7 Chowkidars .· .: · , ," · , 
.: · ~\-.:. : ;, . .WA<>~ ~eri.t Jo ~1:1..P~~~:-'_<;:~t#(.<>n -~+ 1.990.~ P~i_qn ~qf:_~e · ~J1t1_W~- s,.tiU· ~w.~lt¢.~ 

.. .. - .· -. . zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA·: - 
... _ . ..... 

-. :· zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA·:~-· .-:: ... 
· ... :.,.._. 

,· 
. ~- .' -. 

. . . ·{· · . . . . .· .·  Th~'.c;~truiiittee directed that a detailed report giving full facts of the cas~ may .. 
'be furnished. Secondly; the responsihilicy·-0fdis¢!ltinuing recovery from Mr; Shuja ·, . 
··Baig, Food Inspector afterNovember, 1988,·may be~~ andaction be taken against, 

·. the officer · found responsible for it. Thirdly .the position · of recoveries · from the. 

·  •· Chowkidars, may also )e explained_:. >\'. ::: . . ,~: .: . - . . _ ;-: 
·The para -~as--ke.Pipending~ .. > ,, 

-. ·3-s.;90 
·• ~ .. 

·, . 

. > · .. ~- . .· -; . · The t\u4It ~p~en.t pointed: 911\ ·that 149 . .5% :MS<>ns· stood inculded :in . . 
,.;:;., . :/ .. .Draff Pm No, 5.2.3 .. A~;regards the ackriowle!Jgement of3$82 bags, the same had. ·· 

':_· ·  i. been ve,tifi~. :> ·: : ·. : . :/ · · · ; · ·• · .:-~,~ ·. , · · · .; · -<· -~ ": . . . · .: . ·  · ·  ·  
-t .. • ... ..! - . ~ ••• .'/· -~--~~-' ~ _:·: . ~:~··:::- :~"-·  . .-, ".c :;. ,;..c· ·:~_~: ~- -. .. · -~· ... '.\::. ;..=: •• 

·  ;· .. • The parit..~s settled. · . . ..:./\ ! - . ,~, :: • ,·:.- . 

:l~i-;- _.:_.J.>araS.2.14 Page·.7t of_Audit Report for the year·t984-BfTheft of,Bagged SugatRs.', .· ·. 
. : ; · 7;00,000/- .• ·  : .. , , . ; ::. . · .. : . · . . . ·  - . - : ... ', :. . . 

<:_· .. -~1~ . . · ~: · .. ,i<- . 

-:« ··.- 

. .. .. · .. 

. •., .· 
:;,;-~ .. .; ... 

·. ·..;. 

:; .. . . .: ~ ..... The :p· ara was keet pen' . ding . 
, . . .. :._/ .· :-·: . :_ ". '!'!Y ' . ~- . 

-.:, '•: . 
... ~ · . ... 

·' ..:: . 

- . ! . : :- . :. . -~ . ~ '; . ;'' .~ ~· 

: - ·: 11 .. 7. .. 91 

,-.: 

: The_Co~ttee·du:ected the Department to·,pursu~the case vigorously._. 
•, :" .. - 

·:: >:· . _:. The_para was kept pending. : 
··; -~-- r .. - 

. : ·. The Al,Klit Departmentpointed out ·thatim amount of Rs·. 10A7 ,96$/10 had 
. 'beenverified. Recoveries of Rs. 2~58,Sl8/80 and Rs. 2,32;000/· were still to be verified. 

·. Further ·the balance recovery of Rs. 5,57,448/~o· was· .also -recoverable from the. 
·: ·. defaulter, · ·  · ·  · . . . 

. The Department stated. that the Depucy Commissioner, Gujranwala had ~Ii 
- ·:_h,. , ' requested-to effect recovery of'Rs, $5, 7 48/30 from the defaulter through arrears of land · 

. -. revenue. . : .. 

-,,· .... · 
. ..,: 

,.;., 
·. · ·-. I ,. 

.: ' -.-· 
- ... .·· 

.: J..5-90 

.: . 
•> • 

. As the case ·was'sub judice, the I,~. was kept pending e . The Administrative Secretary 
· ~as. directed .to pursue the. case vigorously~ . . ·  - · ·  , ... ·  , ·  : : . .- . ·  : · . ·  

' · . The. Committee directed that· the .figures~ should be. got rpri;Jicil~d~:~nd recovered . 
.. ,\_:~-~-·-:,.·_·-~~-: .. ··_: t. rifi db A dit . . . . .·  .·  ·  · ._ · = • • • _ . ~oun ve . e y-: u t_~:· ;· _-. · . . r i.. ·.·.·., •. • - . • ·:: , ': ', · . • . • .• 
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'·,.., 

-- '-. 

The:para was kept pending. 

The Committee was informed that the defaulting official, Arshad Ahmad Jabla, had 
been dismissed from service oa 7:..1~84 ·artd the District Collector; .' Multan~ had been 
approached for recovery of the loss as arrears of land revenue and thatvDernand" not 
had been issued in this regard by the said Collector. The Department wasdirected to 
pursue the-case vigorously. 

The Department" explained that necessary record relating to zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAall centres with the 
exception of Alipur Kangoo had been ve?fied by Audit. · - 

As regards the c.entres of Ali pur Kangoo, the Department pointed out that the 
concerned superviser had been dismissed from service. - ·  - - zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

,_,;.f,=-,i~- 
The Committee directed the Department to recover the amount from the dismissed 
superviser through arrears of land revenue. - . ·  -.., . . 

The: para was kept pending'. 

- . 

20. Para s.2;1s Page 72 of Audit Report for_ the year 1984-85 Short Deliveries of Wheat- 
Rs.4,42,983/- · · 

The para was settled. : . -- - 

11-7-91 The case being subjudice the para was kept pending. 

Moreover the-recovery of Rs.- j,48;362/50 .from Mr, Shuja Baig, FGI, had been 
discontinued from March, 1989 due to stay orders granted to him by. the Lahore High 
Court on 20-3-1989. - · ·  

The Committee directed the Depattmentto ·submit a detailed report showing the facts 
in the next meeting. · 

The para was kept pending. 

The recovery of balance amollftwas effected and verified by Audit. 
;- 
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--::-:;. 

. . . 

.Being zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAsubjudiee the para was kept pending. 

14.. . 19(VI). The Department ·stated that an .amount of .Rs. 7,290/.._.. was 
recoverable from Mr. Ashiq Ali, Ex-FGI who had since resigned from service. He had 
filed an appeal in the Lahore High Court's Bench at Multan. 

. . : ,. . 

-~·----~- 

The item was kept pending . 

-13; . 19(iil) an~I 19(1V) a,b & c/ Qadlrpur ·Rawan and KhanawaL - The Department 
state~J-~at only an amo~t of Rs.11,833/75 ~-d Rs.1,.165/75 w __ as~ recoverable .. Rs. 

: -l50/-. m respect of Kothi Gawan recovered and verified by Audit. The Committee · 
- --oirC(?ted the-Department to -= immediate steps to effect recovefY. 

• The item was kept pending. _ 
.; 

.. . 
} 
I 

·  The explanation of the Department was accepted and all the items with the exception of 
those shown at Serial Nos. 8, 9, 11, 12. l9(iii) and 19(iv) a, band c were settled. 

· · -The observations of the Committee with regard to the pending items were as under:- 

& Qa4fqmr hwm _ - Th~.'Department explained th~t the official concerned-, S9ofi 
Ahmad~AFC had since died and the case for-write off therecovery of Rs. 2,673/75 was 

_ being sent to. Divisional Office. - 

The item:·wer~:k'ept pending . 

. 9. _ Band Bosan. .The _ Department explained that the official concerned Hafiz - 
;,,; A-slam had been dismissed - from service and the efforts-were being made for effecting 

the .recovery of Rs, 6,070/- from him. The Committee directed the Department to 
effect recovery-speedily. · · ·  . · -- - ·  -_ 

J . The item was kept -~nding. 

11. Makhdoom Rashid. The· Department. stated that-the culpirt had left the 
Department. However efforts were being made to trace out the- record of the centre for_ 

. effect the recovery of Rs. 3,495/-· and Rs. 2,26,102/50 .. The Committee directed the , . 
Department to gear up· the action of effecting recovery. . · ; 

The item was kept pending . 

. 12. . Makhdoom Aall ... The. Department stated -·tb.at_a sumof Rs. 3,755/- was 
recoverable from Mr. Siddique Rasool who had since expired. A case of write off of the 
loss was being sent to the Divisional Office. The Department was asked to take early 
action.: 

·3-S-90 

22. Para sit7 Page 73 of Audit Report·  .for the year· _1984-85-Unaclmowledged/ 
Unaccounted for Wlreat - Rs. 2,92,617/-~ 

Subject to verification of approval of remaining bags by Audit, the para WiS settled. 
. . ~ . ' . . . - . . 

3-S-90 

'7'-. _21. Para s.2.16-Page 72 of Audit Report for the year t~Wbeat Gunny Bags kept out of 
Accoonts - Rs. 3,64~868[:-. - -·  ·  ·  - ·  _ -_ _ , 
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/. 

Theitem .was kept pending. 

Makhdoom Alli.· In this case, a sum of Rs. 3,755/- was recoverable from Saddique 
Rasul who had since expired. Case for the write off was being instituted. · 

The item was kept pending. 

·  Qadirp~ Ra~ In this ~ also ~ sum of Rs. l l,833/:- was recov~~le fr~m. the 
defaulting official who had since expired. Case for the wnte off was pending with the 

. Department. . . 

The item was kept pending. 

Khanewal. . The Department explained that recovery of Rs. 5,487/- was due from 
Abid Hussain Shah, AFC, who retired from service zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAvide' order 6 .. 3..,90, The retired 
official-had not so far obtained his dues and the Department eomitted firmly that 

_ ,. recovery would be effected from the pension of the defaulter and that claim to this 
effect had been lodged with the District-Accounts Officer concerned. . 

The Committee directed that the recovery should be effected without delay and 
got verified by .Audit, . .: 

" Kabin:fala and Sardarpor. ·Toe Committee was informed that Ashiq Ali, FGI, was 
responsible for the loss of Rs. 7,290/- who had resigned from service. The District 
Food Controller, Khanewal, had been asked to recover the amount from the defaulter 
without any further delay. ·. . . . . .·  

The item was kept pending.. 

MakhdoomRasbhL The Committee was informed that a recovery of Rs. 2,09,957/ 
had been imposed upon the defaulter, Khalid Shaheen, as a result. of departmental 
inquiry. The defaulting official had absconded without intimation to the Department· 
and his whereabouts were not known, even his residential address was not available. 
The Committee 'directed that the Department should make serious efforts to 
apprehend the culprit, get a criminal case registered against him and effect recovery as 
arrears of land revenue. 

The item was settled. 

Q~ur Rawan. · A recovery of Rs. ~763/- was due from Soofi Ahmad, AFC, who 
had since expired. The Department was.trying to ascertain whether the deceased had 
any pr?perty against·  which recovery could be effected as arrears of land. revenue, 
otherwise a case for wnte off would be made out to the competent authonty. 

Item was kept pending. 

Barut Bosan. .It was brought to the notice of the Committee that the recovery of Rs. 
6,070/- had been effected and got verified by Audit. The defaulter, Hafiz Aslam had 
been dismissed from service in some other case. 

13-7-91· 
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. :'.The para. was. settled .. 
~, zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA. 

The concerned record having been verified by Audit . 

2-5-90 
• 

• • 
. The Department informed the Committee that no criminal cases were registered against' 

Mr. Zahoor-ul-Hassan because at that time there was no practice of lodging criminal cases. 
The. ~very is to be effected as arrears of land revenue. · ·  

The para was kept pending. · 

26. Para 5~2.21 Page 75 of Audit .Report !or the year 1984-85-Wheat Gunny · .Baas Un- .' · · 
Accounted for - Rs. 1,Sl.984/-. · · ·  .... . ·  · ·  

. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA_:; 
. ,"* 11~7-91 

The Committee directed the Departm~~ to pursue the case at personal lev~l for. its 
earliest se~ement... ·  ·  

The para was kept pending. 

. . 
,.. 

.. ~ . . - 

,A shortage.of 65.740 M.Tons-ofWheat valuing.Rs. 1,20,961/16 was short against Mr. 
Zahoor-ul-Hassan, Ex-FG/..The Department explained that the culpirt was proceeded under 
E & D 'Rules and dismissed from service. further the case had been referred to the Deputy 
Commissioner, Bahawalpur for arranging recovery as Arrars of land revenue. 

· As regards the remaining amount of Rs. 46,447/S4 against M/s Muhammad Akram, 
FGI and Muhammad Jamil Abbasi, the Audit Department stated that the same. had been 

· deposited into Government Accounts and had been verified by the Audit. The item Nos. 2 and 
3 were settled. • · • · ·  ·  ·  ·  . . 

• I • 

Relevant record having been verified by Audit, the para was settled. 

25. . Para 5.2.20 Page 7~ of Audit Report for the year 1984.-85-Wheat Un-acco~for -Rs, · . .., 
·  t,67 ,40') [-. . 

.,,, 
2-5-90 

2-5-90 

# .... 

Para 5.2.19 Page 74 of Audit Report for ~ year 1984-85-Shortage of Wheat. Gulllly 
. Bags- Rs. 1,83,974/:-. . · . · ·  :. . 

24. 

The para was settled. 

The Audit-Department pointed out that.22 Ton· Sugar was rebooked to Burawala 
Centre-remaining quantity 22.90 M.Tons was written off by the competent authority and 
verified PY the Audit. · 

3-5-90 

23. Para ·S.2.18 Page· .74 of· Audit Report for the year- 1984-85-Despatched Sugar 
Unaccounted for,; Rs. 2,67,190/ ..... 

'· 91 



·,. 
:.- __ -, · .. 

. ·  The Committee noticed that the Public Acco~ts Committee directives had not-been' 
.· attended to by the Department. The Committee warned the Department to be careful inf~~ 

oth~se the matter would be brought to the notice of the Chief M~ter. · .. ·  ·  , .· . 

. - The Committee directed that the recovery .of the balance quantity of Sugar i.e. 1705.120 · 
·Kas should invariably be effected within 15 days and got verified by the Audit. 

, Subject to .such verification, the para was dropped. 

3-5-90 .. ._. --'---'- 

Sanction of wtlie · off ~cl balance retilvery having been ve~ed by Ati<lit. 

· 'The para was settled'. 

·  ~. Para .5.2.24 Page 77. of Audit Report for the year 1~ Sugar Shortage Enro.nt 
Rs.73t712J--. .. , . .· ·  . · · . · - 

S-U)..89 

,: -, ·  -Totafrecovery had been effected. 

The para.was settled. 

28. ·· · ·Para 5~ Page 76 ~f Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Shortage in Wheat Stock ~ 
Rs.91 040/- '. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAi · .-· . .'. · · - 

. ' . . .... . . 

~ .: .. , .!. 

Totalrecovery effected yet to be verifi¢ ·by Audit, Subject to verification by Audit .. · 

The para was settled. 

.· · the para was k~t pending. 

3-5-90· 

.. ·.. · . .. the· G::orntnirleedirectedthat the balance amount sh~d be recovered within 2 and 1 /2 
months and got verified from Audi.t. Moreover, _350 bags. mentioned inthe Departmental 
explanation lO{e) (ii).should be disposed of, arid disposal got verified by the Audit. 

. . . . . . . . . . 

·· · ~- 'rl~ Para 5.2.22 'pag~ 76 .of Audit Report for the year.1984-8~. Bags Replaced or .: 
·  '. Removed Rs. t~/-. · · ·  ,. · ·  ·  · ; 

.·. : . 

5-10-89 '" 

9,2 
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~~ce·r~very·o~Rsi-3Saf54-having been verified zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAby Audit,, the parawas settled. 
·- -- ---··-- ·--·--........-- .. _ 

--·:·.-- 

To.e:Para was settled subject toverificationbyAudit. . 

J.5-90 

·, 
Deposit of Rs. 24,427/- having been 'certifled by the District Accounts. Officer 

·  concerned and verified-by Audit, the para was settled:. - .. 

· . 31~, · . &1l5.2.26P~e~~f Audit Reportrortheyear t~Wheat &Jgs Un-.t\ccounted i'or : 
h ~2,91~,--~. '. . .. ·/: ·. .: .. :. · ·  . ·  . . . . " ·. . . ·  . 

'3-1~ :,:•,? - :;: ... 

... .· .. . The item was ,kept pending. : . 

13-7-91' · 

. . The Department statedthat a SUIIi of Rs. 28,361/-,,. (Rs. 27,885/.-: plus Rs. 476/-) an. 
. amount of Rs. 3,934/- had been recovered and verified by the DAO, Vehari. Rs. 24,427 /-were· · 

, . .still ~ut standing ~~ns.~· Mr: Iqbal Hussain. Magsi, F~S who ha4 since _been dismissed from - 
·service.Efforts werebe.i?gmade-to effect the recoverythrcugh arrearsof land revenue. . 

'The Committee directed. the Department to pursue the case vigorously . 

: _.·  :; 

The items were-settled. 

Ratta Tlbba . , ', 

. · ·  Recovery from all the Centres with the exception of Ratta Tibba effected and sanction '; 
of write off for V~hari Centre verifie<i: by. Audit.: · ·  ·  . ·  · . · . . ,; '. ' 

- .· . . . .• 

. . . 

The para was settled. ' . .,- . 

.30.. Para 5.2.25 ·page zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAT7 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Wbeat Found Short - 
Rs.~.679/-. ·. · · . -- ~ 

_. 3-5-90 ; . - 

.. , . 

. . - . Th~ A~str;~~;- ~tary regretted deeply. and ensured ihi Committee not to. 
repeat such laps m future. · · .: ·- ·  -, 

The para was kept pending. 

':11~7-91 



---- - ---- .---------- -- 
The para was dropped. 

Subject to sanction to write off by the competent authority and its verification zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAby the 
- Audit. . . . 

35. Para 5.2.30 Page 80 of Audit 'Report ·for the year 1984-85-Theft of Gunny Bags for 
Wheat Rs. 35,09'J/-. 

--.-·- - -· - 

. . 
The Audit pointed out that. inspite of the. directive given by. the Public Accounts 

. .. Committee, the Department had failed to supply the Internal Audit Report to them. The 
Committee directed that the said. report should be submitted to Audit. without further delay 
and further directed that invariably all the Internal Audit Reports should be made available to 
Audit at the time of inspection. Recovery of Rs. 14,007 /~ had· been effected and verified by 
Audit leaving a balance of Rs. 5, 114/-. Regarding the balance, the. Departmentexplained that 
incidentel charges during the currency of purchase were not taken into account with the sum of 
misappropriation. Therefore, there was no loss. 

Loss having been -made good, the para was settled. 

The Audit Department pointed out that a sum ofRs.14,007 /-had been recovered from 
the dismissed culpirt and also verified by the Audit. There was only a balance recovery of Rs. 
5,114/30. The Committee directed the Department to pursue the recovery through arrears of 
land revenue. · · 

The Committee further directed the Department to furnish upto date Internal Audit 
Report to the Committee in its next meeting. 

· j The para was kept pending. 

13-7-91 

3-5-90 

Para 5.2.29 Page 79 of Audit. Rerrt for the year 1'984-85-Wheat MJs..appropri~tion by 
Faulty Accounting - Rs. 36,466/-. · 

'34. 

Depositsof Rs. 4,296/-, Rs. 33/-and Rs. 7,730/- besides the accountal of 125 bags of 
w~eat having been verified by Audit. 

The para was settled. 

Recovery having been effected and verified by Audit. 

The para was settled. 

33. Para S.2.28 Page 79 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Wheat Un-Accounted zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAfot 
. Rs.36,532/-. . . 

3-10-89 

2-5-90. 

32. Para 5.2.27 Page 78 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Gunny Bags Used in· Excess- 
Rs. 53,2'28/-. · . . 
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.-i, -- .. - .. ·~~;·,.,.~- 

Total loss having been made zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAgood and verified by Audit, the para. was s~ttled. 

· The Department was directed to effect the recoveryat the earliest and submit a revised 
working paper .in this regard in the next Public Accounts Committee meeting. 

The para was kept pending. . · 

13,,7-91' · 

3,,5-90 

-- The relevant record having been verified by Audit. 

The para w31s· settled. 

39. Para S.2.34 Page 82 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Shortage of Gunny Bags on 
Physical Ve~cation- Rs. 26,404/-. · 

The difference of Tat and Patrihaving been accounted for in 9/85 and 3/89 and verified 
~~ .. 

. The. para was settled, 

38. Para 5~2.33 Page 81 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Wrong Deduction from Gminy 
Bags Stock Account - Rs. 29,784/-. · · · ·  · .·  · 

2-5-90 .. 

The record having been verified by Audit, the para was settled. 

37. Para 5.2.32 Page 81 of Audit Report for the year 1894-85-LI)§ of Store Rs. 32,194/--:. 

3-10-89 

3,,5-90 

Subject to the sanction of write off and its verification by Audit, the para was settled. 
Immediate action to be taken within a week by the Finance Department, 

· 36. Para 5.2.31 Page 80 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Un-acknowledged Wheat 
Despatcbs - Rs. 32~~lf- •. 

11-7-91 

Subject to sanction of write off and its verification by Audit. · 

The. para was kept settled 

3-5-90 
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. . . . . t 

, Total recoveryhad been effected, the para was settled. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
~ --·-- --·- -- 

. . 

·~-·------ ---- --·----:---:--:-···-· --------·-.-~··1.-·· --·:--- ·-·--·-·. ··-- """".-- ,, ~ .. ·---.-.---.- . -·· 

. . The Committee directed the Dfplrtment 'to. take effective and immediate steps for 
_ -----.... effecting the recovery. m ques~on. · - ·  _ - ·  : : 

The para. was kept pending, 

,. 

-- - The Department explained that out of the total amount of Rs~ 2-5,993/- a sum of Rs. 
9A05/25 had been recovered and deposited in to Government Treasury and had been verified 
by Audit. As for the balance recovery of.Rs.16,588/13 from Mr. Sahib Khan, zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAEx-FGhthe case 
was being pursued vigorously with the Deputy· Commissioner, Jhang 'for effecting recovery 
through arrears -of land revenue. 

2-5-90 

. . 

. . The para was discussed on 5-10-1989 and was kept pending. In addition the Comntlttee 
- had directed :the Department to submit a report on the action taken by the Department on its 

directivegiven in its meetings held on May 10, May 11 and May 12, 1989 . .The Secretary Food 
submitted -a verbal report in today's meeting. - _ . : ·  ·  · 

Tiie. para ·was'however, kept pending. 

. . 

The para was kept pending till tomorrow, the 5th October, 1989. 

5-10,;89-. 

. . ·  TheDepartment informed the Committee that out of a t~tal amount of Rs. 25,993j-, an 
amount of Rs. 9,405/25 had been recovered and verified by Audit. The balance of Rs. 16,588/...;. 

· was also recoverable from Sahib" Khan. Food Inspector, who was dismissed from service on 
20.8.1985 in another case. The F.I. was tnvolved in many cases; Case for the recovery of Rs. 
16,588/- had been referred to_ the District Collector as arrears of land revenue by· the 
Department. - . - - 

: - .The.Committee directed that Administrative Secretary should submit the following to . 
the Public Accounts Committee tomorrows- · -. 

·(i) . A copy of the inquiry report held agail;lst th~ Food Inspector, according to the 
·  directive of Public Accounts Committee dated 12.5.1988. 

(2) Information pertaining to the time:-limit_given by the Public Accounts .Committee 
to complete the inquiry and appropriate action against the defaulter. · 

(3) Action takea against the sup~ory staff. 
. ;•. . . 

(. . 

,_ 

. - . . 

40. - . Para 5.2.35 Page 82 of Audit Report for tbe year 198,4-85,-Fictitious Mark~p of Soger 
··  Sale Quantities ~- Rs. 25~993/-. · · _ . · ·  ·  · ·  - 
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· .· ·-· - 

. __ ,Acco~~ having been verifi~ by.Audit, the parawas dropped.',.':;. 

Recovery of tema.iQing it t bags'llaving been· verified· ~y Au<ll4 ~the para was settled. - 

~·. :~~-~.85~At(dlt~~or~y~1~lfDDl'~~-·· . 

4-f0-89 

~- ,! - .. · -···- - 

TheAuditconfirmed_thattheAccountalof451 bagsand-399bags'anddepo&itsofRs. 
6.).04/- being the cost of zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA564 bags had been verified. The Department stated that l ll remaining 
bags ~ have_ ~ acc_ounted for. · 0 

- • • • 

... :The~ ~aS°dr~pped subject to-~-verificati~Q.byAudit.:f-.{:, 

~-·, 
· .. ~ · ... ~. ~ .. -- 

·-: .; ._._ ' . . 

., . The recovery and accountal of.65 bags and-depos.its of eostof13~1 bags and 564 bags_ - 
having.~be_cmvetjfie4.gy_~µ~t -, ;~,. · _-. -_ ·:."·  ·  .. ·. · .r: · ,.· .· > <.· : :::,· ,. · ': ·-- ... · ·._ 

: _: - ¢\·,:·· 

·  - __ The para_ w~·dropped. ·::. }·i 

. ·44 •. : '. Pani5.2.39·P~ Mof A~~~portfor the year 1984--8}-Wheat bags Un-Accounted for 
.-. 21~1:-~ . .: (.: ~-:· -- . -... - - -_·. · _; ·_" ~- 

·.-.l. 

3-10-89 

·.··.,' ·,: 
3-1H9· . 

. . . . 

·  43. :· _Para si.38 ,age 8'I of Audit 'Re.;»11: for the year 1984-&.Loss ~f ~t· Bags 
. "Jls.21;670/-,.- _. - .: . - - ·  - "' -•--·  - ·  - . . : · : ' - _ -- _: . - . , ~:: .·: . .: 

-~:,. . 

. ' The· e,cplariatfon of the Department was accepted a~d the para was· settled. . 

_-: .'. _ ·  -_, · ·  The Public Accounts: Committee settled the - para. subject to: verification by Audit 
regar-ding position of bags in the inventory register! · >: · : . " .: · . ·: · . i - . 

. ,3-5-90. 

---_ i· 

As recommended '_by Audit, the. para was dropped, :·: 

42. . "Para .5~2.l7 .Page 83' of Audit Report. f~r the year· 1~Despatdi of Sub-standerd __ . :- . _ , 
Wheat 8aWJ Rs. 22,830/ ..... · .• -- ._ .: __ - . -. ·  . · ·_ · ·  _ _ -- . ·  · ·  , 

,· 
3-10;.89 

. : : .~·. . : . . 

. :41~ Panl 5.2:.36 Page'83 of Aitdit Report for the year 1984-85-~t Gubny Bags Changed· 
,~ Lower Quality'~ 23,248/7'· . - . · •·  ·  · _ - ·  

: . --S..10-89 . 
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~ para was settled •. - -~ zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
··-· -·· --·--.·--~----·-. -···- ·- -- __ ______...______~ .·---- . . 

. I 

As recommen~ed by ,tudit,: the 'para was dropped. - - 

52. Para.5~.47 Page 89 ~ Auditl_teport for the year 1984-85-Wheat Bags Un-ACCO.uirted f~r . 
_ Rs. 10,500/-.• ; . ·  •·  ·  - . . - - ... _; , · ·  - ·  

J..10-89 

- , 51. Para 5.2.46 Page 88 zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAot Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Ex~ Isa of Bags to file 
I Flour Mills Rs. 11,818/-. - ,. - . - - . - . . . ·  . -; 

S-10-89 

_ As recommended by Audit, the para was- dropped; .. 

·. · The para ~ settle<J. 

so. Para 5.2.45-Pap 88 ~f Aucitt Repo~ ~o; the year 1984-85-.t cUDDY~-6f Lower 
Quallty ls.1ued Rs.12,240/-. - · · ·  ·  - 

._._· . . .. -. . ·'· 

-~10-89 

: The Audit Department pointed out that sanction accorded by the Deputy Director, 
.,-·Food, Multan had been-verifie(i. . . . - - - - . _ 

+ . • • ·- • - • • ... 

. . . 

. . 
.._....-,--- __ 

The para wasdroppedas perrecommendation of Audit. 

- 49. · · Para 5.2.44 Page 87 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Despatched sngar· Un 
. . · A~unted for Rs..12,650f-. 

--2-s.90 

In ·view ~fAudit comments, tli~ para was dropped: 

48. •. Para 5.l.43 Page. 87 - of Audit ileport for die yeat 1984-85-Sugar Sale :Proceeds - 
UndeJM>Sited -_Rs. 16,349/-. 

" . ·  The para was ~ttled on the recommendation of the Audit. 

47. far.a 5.2.42 Page 86 of Audit Report for the ye,u 1984-SS,Wheat Gunny Bqs Mfaing _ 
.. Rs.16.380/"-'.• . . . . .. 

S-lo-89 

· 46. . Para 5.2.41 Page 85 of Audit ~eport for the year 1984-Ss.Mls-appropriation of Empty 
.Sugar Bags .. Rs. 18,0()6]-. · _ ·  - - _ _ 

-· ·~-5-90 . 
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·--·,-·---·----·-·  -:------~---. -/---.....: __ ...!...,_._ -- .... ~ • 

-:-· -·- zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA-·- ----- ·-. 

The Depal'tmeni explained that out of zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAi Centres approval. of declassification of bags 
Khanewal and Mian Channue had been obtained. As regards remaining centres, the same was 
still awaited from the Divisional Offices. · . 

.. . The Audit Department pointed out that 16225 bags were dec!assiti~ by.the Deputy 
. Director, Food, Multan from KhanewalCentre and verified by A.udi~ the item was settled. . . 

--·-~ . . .. . . ~ 
S8. Para ~.3.1 Page 92 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Demage of Gunny Bags - Rs. 

11,13,784/- •. · . . . 

. Aceountal of bags having been verified by Audit, the p~ was dropped, 

The para was settled. 

57~ · . Para 5.2.52 Page 91 of Audit Report for the- year 1?84-85-Wheat Bags Not Accounted· 
, for Rs. 6~fJOO/-. . .·  ··  . , . ._.·  zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

'4-i0-89 

56. Para 5.l.51 Page 91 of Audit ~epoftfor the ·year .1984-85-Wheat Bags Shortage Rs. 
7,5(,0/-. . . . . 

' 3-1();.89 

t: . 
Recovery having been effected and verified by Audit, the para was_ settled; 

·  . ·  The Audit Department.stated that recovery of Rs. 7,272f-had been verified. As regards 
1825 · Ration Cards, the sam~ y.,ere available in stock register and had been verified, 

· The para was settled. 

2-S.90 

. ' 
I 

. ' . 
·:-, 

The Audit Department pointed out that affidavit on'account of acknowledgements had 
been v~rified. ... · - - .-·  ·  · ·  ., 

The para was settled. 

'- 54. , Para 5.2.49 Page 9«)' of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Cost of Ration Cards not 
Deposited - Rs. 8;641/-. . 

.Para5.2.48 Page89 of Audit Report for the year l~WJteat Delivery Paymen~ Un- · 
vouched - Rs. 10;«;4/-. . · .. · 

53. 
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. -- 

SS. - Para 5.2~ Page 90 of Audit Report for the year 1984-8s..Drawal Through Foods-.· 
. Purchase Bills - Rs. 8,072/-. · · ·  

3-S..90 



. ·  The item was· settled subject to the intimation of departmental - action to the Public 
· Accounts Committee and its verification by the Audit. ·· · 

The Committee was informed that de-classification by the competent authority had 
been verified by Audit. The defaulter, Khan Muhammad, was undersuspension.in some other 
case. Departmental action would be taken after the inquiry for fixing responsibility was. 
finalised. . . . . . 

It was brought to the notice of the Committee that the item pertained to 6610 bags of 
wheat and the loss amounted to Rs. 52,800/-. The defaulters were absconding and the case was 
under investigation, According to the standing instructions of the Public Accounts Committee zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
criminal case would be got registered against the defaulters. · · 

The Department was directed to trace out the antecedents of the defaulters, get the 
.original cases registered and effect recovery of the amount in _the shortest possible time. 

Item was kept pending. 

STEEL SILOS 

The Department. explained that a recovery of Rs .. 5,250/- was due from Muzammil 
Khan who had been dismissed from service and that case for recovery of the sum as arrears of 
land re~enue was under way. 

The Committee directed that the matter should be finalised without-further delay. 

Item was kept pending. 

· THATTA GODOWN 

. The Committee was informed that recovery of Rs. 2,25,000/-:- had been effected and 
verified by Audit. The defaulter was still in service but under suspension and, as per 
instructions of the public Accounts Committee, criminal case would be got registered against 
him. The final date of hearing for disciplinary action had been fixed for 20.1.1991. It was also 
intimated that de-classification orders had been received from the competentauthority. 

Item was kept pending with the instrucitons thatintimation regarding registeration of 
criminal case as well as disciplinary-action should be sent to the Public Accounts Committee as 
early as possible. 

P.R.I·  MULTAN 

.MIAN CHANNU 

13-7-91 

. .. 

MIAN CHANNP (;EN.I'RE 

. ·  The Audit Department pointed out that 1 $1 bales had been declassified by the Deputy · 
Director, Food, Multan. The Committee directed that the action taken against the responsible. · 
person be submitted to the Audit for verification. The Audit Department stated that with 
regard to Faridpur, Lar, Thatta, PR Multan. I and Steel Silos Multan nothing had been done 
so far. · 

The Department was directed to take necessary steps to effect the recovery 
·· expeditiously from the defaulters trhrough arrears of land revenue. 

The .para was kept pending . 
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. · . · The Committee observed that the previous Public Accounts Committee 
directives had not· been complied with by the Department. · 

· The Department however pointed outthat one defaulter had proceeded to 
America. however, the Deputy Commissioner, Sheikhupura had been requested to 
effect the balance recovery of Rs. 11,231 /- through arrears of land revenue .. 

The para was kept pending, 

... 
'. . 

3-5-90 

. ·  The Committee directed that recoveries already made should be got verified 
from Audit and efforts for the recovery of the balance amount as arrears of land 
revenue should be made, at personal level by the Secretary Food. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAr. 

The para was. kept pending. · 

5-10-89 

The Audit pointed out that the para in question was a repetition of draft para 
No. 5.2.8~ Therefore, the para was deleted. · ·  . 

62. Para 5.3.5 Page 94 of A~~ Report for the year 1984-85-Godown Shortage of Wheat Rs. · 
43,400/-. . 

2-5-90 

·  61. Para 5.3.4 Page 94· of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Empty Wheat Gunny Bags 
. Umeturned by Suppliers - Rs.2,37,972/-. 

The Committee directed the Food Department to contact.the Cooperative Department 
· at personal level and the Secretary, Co-operative· Department be asked to attend the next 

Public Accounts Committee meeting to explain the factual positionof the case. 

The para was kept pending. 

The recovery/accountal indicated against item Nos. (ii), (iii) and (iv) deposited into the 
Government Accounts 8:Dd verified by Audit. 

As regaredsitem No. I, the Audit Department pointed out that out of 1813JA Class · 
bags, 15000 bags were recoverable.from Co-operative Department. Further the cost of 
remaining 31.~3 bags vahi.ing 43,862/- had been deposited into the Government Treasury and 
had been verified by Audit. . 

The Administrative Department stated that Cooperative Department. had regularly 
been reminded for recovery of 15000 bags but no positive response had been received from 
them. · 

2-5-90 

. . 

60. Para 5.3.3 Page 93 of Audit Report for the year t~ortagefNon Accoontal of 
Wheat Gunny Bags - Rs. 4,52,512/-. . · . ' 

S~. · Para 5.3.2 Page-92 of the Audit Report for year 1984-85-Empty Wheat Gunny bags 
', : unreturned by Suppliersce 

·  ·  the Audit Department pointed out that the above para was a repetition of draft para No. 
5.2.8, hence the same should be deleted from here. 

IOI 



. ; 

·-·-----· - . -- - . _· __ _j 
The para was settled. 

/ 

' 

3-10-89 

. ·.· . . 

68. Pm 5~4.6 Page 99 of Audit Report for the year 1984-SS,,Empty Damaged Wheat Bags 
Rs. 1,25,400/-. . . . . 

.v-. 

. The explanation of the Department was accepted and the para was settled. ·. __ . 

.·. 

~ 

Subject to verification by Audit, the para.was settled, __ 
. . . . . ... . . . . .~ '') 

~ - . 

The para was settled, J 

. 67. Para 5.4.5 Page 99 of AudifReport for the year 1984:85 Usage of 'A' (:Jass Instead of 'B' 
·. Ciass:Bags Rs.-1,93,020/-,-. _ · · .. 

: 3,,10-89 

, The para was settled. 

-66. . Para-5.4.4 Page. 98 of.Audit Reporf for-tlte' year 198+85. lJn-Autho~ I>aniage De- 
. classfficatlon of-Wheat Bags Rs. 2;10,896/-. · · .. ·  . · , · ·  

' ' a ~ ' '. 

3,,10-89 

3--10-89. 

:_ -~. 
. The para. was settled as recommended by Audit .. 

. ParaS.4.J~~eJ (); AoditRe~rtfo;the"yearl~U ... Authorized De-classifl~tion 
: . ofGunny Bags for Wheat Rs. 2,61,114/-. · · . :_ · · . . . 

----- 

. . . 

The para was settled as recommended by ·-i\u~t. 

· 64.· · Para 5.4.2 Page 96 of Audit Report for the year 1984-SS Un-Retumecl De-classlftcatlon 
: , ~f 'Bags Rs. 4,93,822/-. . . . 

: 3-1~ 

· 63. · ' . Pan S.4.1 Page ,s ofAudit Report for tlie year 1984-85 Un~i\nthor&d J>e.classfflcatlon 
, of Wheat Bags Rs. 7,18,956/-. · . .· ·  -: · . · ·  · ·  · ·  
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The para ~-\\'aS ~led~ __ . 

The para was settled. 

72. Para 5.4.10 Page 101 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Damaged Wheat Bags 
~,640/- •. 

3-10-89 . 

... 3-10-89 

It was explained that out of sum of Rs. 84,631}-, an amount of Rs. 20,430/-had been 
recovered and verified by Audit. A further amount of Rs. 20,000/- had been paid to the 
Commission: Agents· as commission in accordance with the policy of the Government •. The 
remaining balance of Rs. 20,000/- was due from Sardar Ahmad Khan, MPAwho, at the time 

· of supplying wheat to Food Department, headed the Co-operative Society. The Committee. 
was informed that the honourable MPA had been approached and he had Committee that he 
was prepared to pay the amount if.it was established from the record. · 

The Committee directed that the Department should scrutinize the relevant record and 
find out the factual position for being placed before the Public Accounts Committee in their 
next meeting,' · ·  · ·  

The para was kept pending. . 

.- ~ '7L Para ·s.4]-Pag~- -iof of-Auclit. -R~pc>rt for the - year - 1984-85 Un-Authorised De- 
classification and Shortage of Bags Rs. 48,076/-. · 

The Committee directed the Department to contact the honourable member personally 
and ask him to deposit the amount at the earliest. · · . 

~ . . . 
The para was kept pending, 

13-7-91 

The administrative · department explained· that . a sum of Rs. 20,430/20 had been 
recovered and verified by Audit. An amount of Rs. 44,201/- on account of Commission had 
been paid to the Arhties in accordance with the policy of the Government. The Department 
further pointed out that an amount of Rs. 20,000/- was payable from Sardar Ahmad khan, _ 
MPA. 

3-5-90 

The excess expenditure for the year 1980-81 had already been recommended for 
regularization by the Public Accounts Committee. 

The para was dropped .. 

70. Para.5.4.8 Page 100 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-0ver Payment in·Wheat 
Purchases - Rs. 84,(,31/- •. 

3-10-89 

69.- Para 5.4.7 Page 100 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-S~gar Contingency 
Expenditure in Excess of Grant • Rs. 1,02,678/-. 
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The para was settled .. 

..... The para was settled.- 

78. • Para 5.4.16 Page: 104 of Aoclit Report for the year t~Loss of Wheat Bags 
Rs.9,016/....:, . ... . 

·. 3-lo-89 

The par.a was se~~oo.. · .. _ 

77~ P~ 5.4~15 page 104 of Audit Report for-the year 19ft4.6.Loss of. WheatB~ 
Rs.9,600/-. . . - . . · ·  . - - ·. . . . . .. - . . 

3-10-89 

75. Para S.4.13 Page 103 of Audit Report for the year l~Loss of Wheat Bags· 
Rs.34,500/-. . . •• . . 

. . ~--~ 

· ·3-10..s9: .,., ' ·. 

. Necessary record having been verified by Audit, the para was settled. 
. . . 

- 74. Para 5.4.12 Page 102 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Sbortor Damaged Supply of 
Gunny Bags.;. Rs. 35,700/--'· . · · . . . 

. . . 

The para was settled. 

73. Para 5~4.11.Page 102,of Audit Report for the year 1~ l)e...classlfication.ofWheat . 
. · . Bags Rs.43,l62f-. . ' ·• 

3-18-89 - 

104 

. . The Committee. was. informed that nine letters had been written to the Rice Export 
Corporation without any success, The correspondence started on 29- 11 - 1988 and the .last 

. 1 . reminder had -been sent on 16-9-1989. · · · ·  ·  

. _ The Corinnitt~ directed that the Admlnistrative Secretary ~hould take· ~P the case at· 
personal level with the Rice Export Corporation. The Administrative Secretary promised to · 

· comply with the instructions of the Pu"lic Accounts Committee. . ·  

~ The para was· kept pending . 
. • • - .. -··- -. . ·-· I. - • 

76. ,, ParaS.4.14:f~-103 of Audit Report'for .the yearl984-8S-Wheat.Bags:FJ)JinglJn~ 
Authorised C~irirnmion Rs. 9,840/-. . · ·_ ·  . .. ·  ·  · ·  . 

· -:~ ,- .. ·. ·., - ; - . . . . . 



---~- ~--- zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA···- --·--·~ 

·  ' . . . The.Department stated that out of Rs. 86,639 /- only an amount of Rs. -12, 122/- had so 
far been recovered and for the balance amount efforts would be made to effect recovery from · 
the defaulters pension/gratuity, The Department was' directed to pursue the court case 
vigorously. · ·  · r 

The para was kept pendiny 

\ 

The item was settled. 

Item No.3 Sanction of write off for Rs. 80,000h accorded by Deputy Directo/ 
Food, Bahawalpui verified by Audit. Recovery ofbalance Rs. 18,863/- also effected 
and verified by Audit. · . · 

The item. was settled. 

Item No.4 The Audit Department stated that out of Rs. 86,693/-; orily an amount 
of Rs~ 12,122/- had been recorded .and verified. · : . -·-- . _ · 

The Administrative Department pointed out that the District Accounts Officer, Rahim 
Yar Khan was requested to recover the balance amount of Rs .. 74,517/- from the Pension 
Gratuity of Mr. Ghulam Sarwar, zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAEx~Assistant Food Controller but the culpirt had filed a civil - 
suit in the Court of SeniorCivil Judge, Rahim Yar'Khan, · · 

. The Department was dh-ected to pursue the court case vigorously. The matter being \ 
- . :-:---Subjuidice, the para was kept pending. . . - 

Rs. 76,503/- mid been recovered and verified by Audit. Item No.2 

Item No.LA. Sum of Rs. S,626/50 cut of Rs. 52,~n/----ruid been recovered and 
verified by Audit. Remaining loss had been written off and verified by Audit, hence the 
item. was settled. · · - 

3-5-90 

The para was settled. 

81. .Para 5.6~-Page. 109-of Audit Report for the year 1984-SS Jnauq~.in Rates ~r 
·  Recoveries from Officla1s Against Mis-appropriation· - Rs. 3,11,397 /-. . 

, - 

The para was settled . 

. 80. Par!} S.4.1~ Page 105 of. Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Un-Authorised De-classi 
fication of Wheat B¥ Rs. 6,818/-. 

105 

\ 

\ 

79. Para 5.4.17 Page 105 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Damaged Wheat~ 
1 

Rs.7,501h. \ 
. . ... . 

J..10-89 



. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA.,.,., 

-----._ 

. Recoveries of Rs. 28,658/24~ Rs. 24,478/40 and Rs. 4,835/70 shown at item Nos. (II), 
(IV) and (V) respectively hawig.been.~ffected and verified by Audit, theitems were settled. 

. - \ . ,·,....... \ . . . 

. ·  ·  As regards the recoveries of Rs. 50,652/36 and Rs. 53,098/96 indicated at item Nos. (I) 
and (III), the Department stated that the culpirts zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAi.e. M/s Ali Abbas Shah, FGI and Zahoor-ul 

r Hassan, FGS, had been disnils~ from service and arrangements had been made to effect the 
· recovery" from them through arrears of land revenue. The Department further stated that the 
Deputy Commissioner, Bahawal~ur had already been asked to effect the said recovery from 

, the above defaulters. The lasrreminder was issued to him on 12.3.1990, but no progress had yet 
I been reported by the Deputy Commissioner, Bahawalpur. · 

The Committee cfuect.ed the Department to pursue the case vigorously and 'ask the 
Deputy Commissioner, Bahawalpur to appear before the Public-Accounts Committee in its 

·  next meeting to know the detailed- facts of the case . 

. The para. was kept pending, 

·2-5-90 

' 

-] Recovery of 1990 bags effected from Co-operative Department and accountalverified 
py Audit. · ·  

The para was settled. 

84. Para 5.6.S Page 110 of Audif; Report for the year 1~ Recovery Outstanding .. 
Rs.1,61;733/-. . . 

.. ..". Necessary record and aecountal of bags, as ·detailed in the working paper with the. 
ex~tion of 19(!0 bags, recoverable from Co-operative Department.had beenrecovered and 
verified by Audit. . · ·  

The Department was directed to remain in touch with the Cooperative Department for 
settlement of the matter at the earliest. The Administrative Department was also directed to 
ask the Secretary, Co-operative Department to attend the riext Public Accounts Committee 

. meeting to explain the position as already directed in Para No. 5.3.3. 

The para was kept pending; 

11-7-9, 

Vouched account.of PR advance having been verified by Audit, the para was settled., 

· 83. · Para 5.6.4 Page 110 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Wheat Gunny Bags Un- 
recovered - Rs. l,37,7'34/-. · 

Para 5.63 Page 109·of Audit Report for the year_ 1984-85,.Food Scheme Advances 
Unrecovered - Rs. 2,42,07;/-. · 

\ 

.)Jl.6. . 

. ·~~· 

, / 



The ,~ra was settled .. " ~ zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
. . zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

\ sr: Para s.7.2 Page 112 of Audit Report for the 1984-85-Whea~ Found Short Rs. 3,17,623/~· 

.:3-10-89 ' zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
( . ! 
!- 
' The Department explained that.153 bags have been recovered in kind while Rs -. 9,938/- 

on account of cost of wheat have been deposited into Government Treasury. For balance I 

-- -amount of Rs. 73s995/-:- Food Inspector was held responsible but unfortunately he died. The 
· . ·  District Collector has informed that he has no 'property, as such it will have to be got written· 
~- , . 

·  Balance recovery of Rs. 50,815/92 to be made. The Department was directed to effect 
the recovery within 3 mon1rui positively. . . · ·  

The para was kept pending, 

86. Para 5.7.1 Page 112 of AuditReport for the year 198+.85 Un-,,ecovered ~t Bags 
Rs.69,~18/-A • . 

3-5-90 

·-· TheCommltteedirectedthatrecoveryofthe balanceamountofRs. 57,617/-should be 
made within 2.1/4 months. ··· · ·  , ·  ·  .' 

The para was kept. pending. 

5-10-89 

The Deputy Commissioner, Bahawalpur attended the meeting and explained that 
inspite of best efforts on his part the. recovery could not be made as the property and 
whereabouts of the defaulters were .not known/traceable. The Committee directed. the 
Department to co-operate with the Deputy Commissioner and take up the matter at personal 
level so that recovery could be effected.,. 

1 
· 

Secretary Food suggested that if Insurance ~f the stores could be got done, the 
Government losses were expected to be mjnjmize.d to a great extent. However, it was decided 
that the Department would. ~lace before the Committee a feasibility report after negotiating · 
with the Insurance C:ompames-. ·. . · ·  

The para was kept pending 

85. Para 5.6.6 Page 111 of Audit Report for the· year 1984-85 Non-recovery Due to Lower 
Wheat Qna&ty Rs. 86,882/-. 

The Department was directed to place before the Public Accounts Committee a full fact : · 
finding report within 3 months time suggesting ways and means to improve the situation 
regarding: recovery of public money. The meeting to be held for this purpose should be 
attended by the .representative of Finance Department and Audit Department also. The 
Committee observed that usual practice. of fixing the responsibility on lower staff was not a 
proper measure rather the _DepartmeJlt .should also inquire whether the supervisory staff 
should also be held responsible for the loss. · · . · ·  ·  

: 

11-7-91 · 



· ; zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA.. 

·  .:·  :':--;.-,~ --_ ·  -_ The case be pursued with Deputy Commissioner, Gujranwala for effecting recovery as 
•1 ./aJr~ ofLand Revenueand got-verified by A~diL ·_ zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAi : . · · -. 

I zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
: 11-7.;.91 

. , The para was kept pending . (' 

·  The Committee directed the Department to submit a detailed reports of the case in the 
next: meeting, · _ · - - ·  -_ ·  

- -·  ~ .. ~. . . 

- 'the Administrative Department stated that Mr; Munir Ahmad Bhatti, FGI was found 
. guilty. and compulsarily retired from service on 5.11.1986. A sum of Rs, 9,938/- had been 
.: recov~d and a ~ce of Rs. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA13,995{- was recoverable from him. However, the Deputy 
Commissioner, Gujranwala hall been asked to effect the recovery through arrears of land 
revenue." 

. i .. . __ - The -Audit Department pointed OU~ that the Adminsitrative Department had not 
i . produced relevant record for verification. - 
I . .: 

. The Committee directed that the recovery of Rs. 9,938/-should be got verified by Audit 
andthe balance amount should be recovered expeditiously; -. · , 

The para was kept pending .. 

-- - -. TJ;ie entire amount pertaining to Ha:fizabad Centre having been recovered and verified 
by the Public Accounts Committee the item was seitled. 

.: 3-5-90 

i. 

- This para was again taken .up to-day. The Department regretted for _the incorrect 
_ 1 information already submitted. · · ·  

It was explained that the real fact is that Munir Ahmad Bhatti, Food inspector. was - 
.found guilty after inquiry and compulsarily retired from service on 5.IJ.1986. An amount of 

··  Rs .. 9,930/--- had been recovered. on 9. 7.19~6 leaving a balance ~f Rs. 73,995/-. The District 
Collector, Gujranwala, had been requested by the Department to recover the amount as 
arrears of land revenue. . . . . 

i- 

. '.. The Department stated that the recoveries had since been verified by the DAC, this item 
be dropeed. The Public Accounts Committee wanted to know if some disciplinary action was 

- conducted against the officials at fault, as only the recovery of the shortages was not enough 
action on the behalf of the Department. The Committe deferred this para for one day. 

·4-lo.89 _ 

- ~ - - -- -- - - - - -~ 

; The Committee wantedto have the details of the disciplinary proceeding conducted 
_ /a~t him and his supervisory officers. TheDep8;rtment request~ that it may be adjourned 

., ; f~r a daY. so ~at·relevant record could be ~ade available, The Public Accoun~ Committee felt 
- highly dis-satisfied that the Department did not come fully·prepared before this august forum. 
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. ·. 
· . .; .. 

.· .. r " 

: . • .. -'. • . /Subject:«> verlfi~0'by Audi~ the~.w~ settled.-~· 
. • . . . ._ .. •• .. • -· .•• •. - . .•. . . • • 7.1-~: . 

t· . . . . · .· .• ·. . ·-·~ '-·  . ';; : 
;·  3-~90 . .· . : . -,:-. 

,' I . , zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA.4 • - :" ! . • • • ·,~ • :- .. 

~~:1, .. ·· 

: .. :)\ .. · :111e para;~ ~-- _ .. 
·-~. 

:.c •. -· · . ~ . ~ ..' 
.. -.·:. 

·  90. . .Para 5.7.s:page)14 of Audit Repo~ for the.year 1984-85-Vn;.reeoveraf Wheat Bigs· 
. Rs.1,3'5,562/-. ·.. . .·  . - . · . . .. . . · · . . · ·  . . . . . 

. . . - . . . . 

. :3,.;10-89 . ' . ,, 

• ,' ,:• • />. • • r • • • •, 

Recovery having been. veritlc;d by-Auditr, the J>ara was'. settled, · ·  . ; 
. . . .· .. . -- ~ . ~ . . 

I .: ,_I 
-~,,,. 

l,.;S-90. 

·subject to verification-by Audit, the para was settled, 

Recovery be: got :verified fr~m Audit after sorting out the case- with Secretary Co- 
-. ~~tiv.e Soci~ties. . . . 

. • . ... . The para was tept .pending: .. : 
' 89! ·.. ~ 5.;~4 P~ _113 of A~ ·Report tor the year 1984-85-L-OSS of Wheat Bags 

Rs.1.,47 ~,-. . . . . . '. . : . ' .. · 

3,,16-89 

I . 

. <, 

•• I • . ·• TheConuni~~theDep~enttoask,tlie~,Coopera~ve~ent 
·  to attend the. next Public. ,Accounts Committee meeting to expl8JJ1 the details· of the case. 

: . . The:para ~ .keptpen<iing. . . ·. - · ,: .. . . . , - . 

....... r -, 

.·  . . .. ~ Department ~~too that out of 14000 bags only 2756.bags had been recovered from 
~=:re- Dep3:?erit and verifi~ ~Y Audit. Balance of.11;244 bags were still to be 

. - .. ·. ., - 3-5-90. ·. 

. The Department stated 'that out of-14000 bags aecountal of 1564 bags and deposit of 
·  Rs. 11,462/..: being the cost of 1099 bags· (totalling i663 bags) had been verified by Audit. 

Reconciliation regarding the remaining 11357 bags had been taken up with the PASSCO and 
the-Co.;operative. S~es, and it is ~ely .that a '.h~ settlement may be.~ved at! TI?-e A~t 
suggested that this decision should be item WJ.Se or atleast Department~ so that verification 
could be manageable. The Department agreed to abide bythis suggestion. , 

: The para was; pending. 
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It zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAwas observed that.Agha Amjad Farooq, Food Inspector, had expired on 12.1.1984. 
No inquiry was conducted in his life time and the entire loss was attributed to the deceased FI. 
The Department assured the Committee that they would re-open the case and conduct a fresh 
inquiry. The Committee directed that the officer, who placed the loss against the deceased FI, 

·  who was not guilty, should be held responsible for this crualty and action taken against him, 
Inquiry/action shold ~ completed within three months.. ·. · . 

I~-" ~ \ --~. 
The para ~ kept.pending, 

·-\·--~-- --------·~----:- ·-- --- - - ------------ ------ ---~- 

~ Para S.7.7 Page US ·or Audit Report for· the year 1984-85-1.oM of Wheat Bags ~-·;· 
. Rs.1,07,307 /-. . 

. 4-10-89 zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA_I. .., 

The Department explained that the case of write off had been referred to the· Finance 
; Department, The Committee directed that the matter may be expedited by the Finance 

Department. 

Subject to sanction of write off and its verification by Audit, the para was settled. 

11-7-91 

This para which was taken up on 3.10.1989 and deferred till today was again taken up- 
. .today. . . 

\_ · · . The Deparf:ment explained that proceedings were held, under the E & D Rules, but no 
jone was found guilty. Therefore, the case had- been moved for the wnte off. The damaged 

· wheat was auctioned on 19.12.1987. · 

·  · Subject to the sanction of write off by the competent authority and its verification by 
Audit, the para was dropped. · · 

3-S.-90. 

The para~ kept pending .. ., 

The Department stated that this para relates to Rs. 1, 12, 117 /- on account of damage of 
61,940 metric tons of wheat. The Deposit of saleproceeds of Rs, 3,000/-had been verified and 
the balance amount of Rs. 1,09,117/-was being got written off by the Finance Department. 

. The Department further stated that the·official at fault was Food Inspector who had since died. 
The Department could not account for how the same. official was responsible for shortage at 
Wando in another para-and· this para relates to Hafi.zabad and whether any disciplinary 

· proceedin~ had been conducted against him. Date of occurrence in both the cases as well as 
death certificate in token of his relation with these paras could not be substantiated. The 
Department wanted 2 days time to produce the relevant record. The Committee was highly 
dissatisfied from the departmental performance .and decided to adjourn the meeting till 
4.10.1989 at 9.00 A.M. . . . . · ·  ·  

4-lQ-89 

3-10-87 

91; , Pare 5. 7.6 Page 114 of Audit Report for· the year 1984-85-Damage · of Wheat Due to 
Negligence Rs. l,12,117 /- •. 

110 
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.. 
Accountal of articl~ less,banded over, having been v~fied by Audit. the para was 

.dropped. · - - ·  
-~ 

Verification having been done by Audit, the parawas dropped. . 
. . ' . . . 

lOJ. Para 5. 7.16 _Page 119 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Loss of Store - Rs. 18,982/-. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

4-lo-89 

4-10-89 

·  As the recovery and accountal of 2660 bags had been verified by Audit, the para was 
- ~..rlroJ>ped. . - - 

99. Para S.7.14_Page 118 of Au~t Report fo~ -the year 1984-85-Damage Wheat Bags-· 
Rs,3.5,275/-.. .. . . 

Sanction of declassification of 1685 bags and sale proceeds of Rs. 1,517 /- having been 
. verified by Audit, the para was .dropped, · 

The Administrative Department assured the Committee that in- future there will be no 
_ paras partaining to de-classification. 

100. Para 5. 7.15 Page 119 of Audit Report 'for the year 1984-85-Non-recovered Wheat Bags 
Rs. 21~/-i 

/ 
c: 

·Verification having been done by Audit, the para was dropped. 

98. Para 5.7.13_Page 118 of Audit Report for the year 1984-8S-Shortage of Wheat Bags .. 
R&37,240/-. . . 

,4..lfl-89. 

Repetition of Draft Para having beenverifiedby.Audit, the para was dropped. 

97~ Para-5.7.12 Page 117 of Audit Report.for the year 1984-85-Un-recovered Wheat Bqs .. 
R& 45,529/-. . _ - - 

4-10-89 

4-l0..89 

96~ Para 5.7.11 P• 117 of Audit Report for.they~ 1984-85-Un-Recovered Wheat Bags - 
Rs. 53,329/-. . . . . . . 

Recovery of income tax deduction having been deposited into- Government Treasury 
and verified by Audit, the para was settled. . · ·  ·  

. . ~ . 

2-5-90 

--95 •. -- P~a 5~1:io"ii •. iii; of Audit R;port zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAi.;r the year 1984-85-Non-deduction of Income 
-Tax. 
at _Source from Suppliers - Rs.- 72,829/-. 
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. As deposit of the cost of en.tire quantity of shortage had been verified by Audit, the~- 
was dropped. • : , - ·· ·  ·  

. ·  Distance- having been reconciled. and. verified. by Audit, the .para was 'dropped, 
- zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA. . . . . 

107. Para ~7.ll Page 122 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-EnrouteSbortage of Wlleat .. - 
Rs. 8;9~7/~· .: . . - . 

4-10""89 

4-lo.89 

·. -·- 

. . As the verification had- been done by Audit, the para was dropped. 

1~.' - " 'ParaS.7.21 P~122 of Audit Repo~ for the year 1984,-85.Exceg Paycliart of Shah Taj · - . 
Charges - Rs. 10,325/-. · · 

. Accountal and' deposit·  of the remaining bags ~ving. been verified by Audit, the para 
-~as dropped. · - - · 

105. Para 5.7.20 Page 121 of Audit Report for the year 1984,,85,,un-recovered Wheat Bags - · 
Rs. 11,110/-. - . . . - · - . ·  

Recovery and departmental action having been verified by Audit, the para was settled. 

J04. Para S. 'Z19 Page 121 of Audit RePQi't for the year 1984-85-un·recovered Wheat Bags ·Rs. 
13,321/-. - . ' . . . , 

4-1().;89 - ' 

103. Para S.7.18 Page 120 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Theft of Gunny Bags for 
Wheat • Rs. 16,366/-. ·· -. . . .: -; · ; - . 

14 tarpaulines hadbeen verified by Audit. 

The para was settled! . 

Subject; to verification by Audit of remaining- 14 tarpaulines, the para was dropped .. 

102. Para S.7.17 Page 120 of. Audit Report for the year 1984-,85.Loss of TarpsuUna •. 
Rs.17,000/--. · _ .' - _ zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA i, , . . . . . 

4-16-89 zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAI . 

> •• - . - • 

The Committee.however.directed that the Department should-issue instructions to all 
concern~ 'that at·  the time of handinJ over charge the officer/official .con~ed shall be held 
responsible for the shortage for all times and would be answerable in · this regard. 

. . . 
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The record having been -verified zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAby the Audit, the para was settled. 
. . 

3-5-90 

The explanation of the Department was accepted and the para was settled. 

111. Para 5.8.1 Page 124 of Audit Report for the year l~Un-docaDi.ented Wheat and· 
Storage - Rs. 35.53,131/-. 

The Committee directed that the verification of incidentals should be got done by Audit 
within fifteen days. · 

Subject to verification by Audit, the para was dropped. 

/ 

·  ··  · The Department explained that the case of write off had been referred to the Finance 
Department. The Committee directed that the Finance Department may expedite the case. ... 

· The para was kept pending. i:· 

110. Para 5.7.25 Page 124 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-lncfdentai' Charges Not 
Recovered - Rs. 6.).24/-. 

4-10-89 · 

11-7-91 

. The Department explained that 2 tarpaulines were recovered but yet to be verified by 
Audit whereas 5 tarpaulines were to be recovered and verified. · 

. The Committee directed . the Department to take up the matter with Rice Export 
Corporation and fmalize the case within 2 months positively. · 

The Administrative Secretary was directed to take up the case, on personal level, with 
the Rice Export Corporation . 

. The para was kept pending. 

3-S-90 

4-10-89 

Verificationhaving been done by Audit, the para was dropped. 

109. Para S.7.24 Page 123 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Loss of Tarpauline - 
'Rs.7,000/-. · 

4-lo-89 

108. Para 5.7.23 Page 123 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Loss of Wheat and Bags - 
Rs.8,846/-. 
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Necessary record relating to the para having been verified by Audit, the para was 
settled. 

3-5-90 

112. Para 5.8.2 Page 125 of Audit Report for the zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAyear 1984-85-Payment against cancelled 
Purchase of Wheat - Rs. 11.280/-. · 

115 



CHAPTER VI 

FORESTRY, WILDLIFE AND FISHRIES DEPARTMENT 



. · ·, · ·  The various items under this grant were discussed zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAin detail. However, these were settled - 
qn the recommendation of the Au<:fit Department. ·· · · ·  . .,, · · 

6-3-90 

P•ge 245-251 . of Appropriation Accounts for the · year 1984-85-Grant · No. 36 • . 
Development -._517-- Forestry (Development) - Excess Rs. 31,89,383/-. 

4. 

The· following items were settled-- 

(a) Bxcess · Rs, 1,05,487 /.:.. 

,(b}_ .• Excess Rs. 16,78,268/-, Rs. 12/-, Rs. 17,132/- and Rs. 9~09,247/-. 

(e) Saving· Rs. 3,129/-- 

• . . · As to the expenditure increased on the sea ping of High Court Building. The expenditure 
. being wirecovered the Department was directed to get the same regularised by the Finance 
Department · 

With the above observation. the item was settled. 

The explanation of the Department was accepted and the itemwere settled." 

·  3~ Page 18-19 of Appropriation Accounts for _the year 1984-85-Grant No. 5 - Forests, 

6-3-90 . 

6-3-90 ... - . 

Page 253 of Appropriation Accounts for the year 1984-85-Grant No. 36- Development 
..(Wildlife)- Sa'ring Rs. 37,24, 713/-:-. . 

. '' . 

2. 

The explanation of the Department was accepted and the items were settled. 

·., 

. 1. · Page 198 of Appropriation Accounts for the year 1984,;85-Grant No. 23 • Misc 
(Wildlife)- . · ·  · ·  ·  
Saving Rs. 5,20,001/- and Ex~ Rs. 1,49,600/-. 

APPROPRIATION ACCOUNTS 

FOR THE YEAR 1984-85 

'· 

. ·  The Committee examined the Accounts of Fores try; Wildlife and Fisheries Department 
. in its meetings held on ~3-1990 and 5~9-1991. · , · 

FORESTRY, Wll.,DLIFEAND· FISHERIES DEPARTMENT ,,, . 
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According to Audit-comments the aceountal of Food stuff valuing Rs.10;91,789/-had 
. been verified reducing theamountofthepara to.Rs, 64;2641-. The Department stated-that the 

same was also recoverable from Mr. Riaz-ud-Din Ahmad; Forest Ranger who. was involved in 
Para 6.1.1 above. The Committee, repeated the same direction as in Para 6.1.1. 

S..9--91 

The Department was directed to effect the recovery through arrears of Land Revenue. 

The para was kept pending. 

6-3-90 

8. Para 6.2.(1). Pate _129 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85--Food Stuff not Handedoser 
Worth Rs. 11,S:\953/-. 

As per Audit comments, the accountal of stores valuing Rs. 48,589/- having been 
verified, the amount of the para had been reduced to Rs. 30,343/-. The Department stated that 
the same was recoverable from Mr. Riaz-ud-Din Ahmad, Forest Ranger, who had since been 
dismissed fromservice-and the case for recovery of the amount as arrears of Land Revenue was 
being pursued zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAwith Deputy Commissioner, Dera Ghazi Khan and Deputy Commissioner, 
Sargodha. The Department was directed to pursue the case at personal level and expedite the 
recovery. 

The Department was directed to effect the recovery through arrears of landrevenue. 

The para was kept pending. 

6-3-90 

7. Para 6.1(1) Page U9 of Audit.Report for the year 1984-85-Embezzlement of Stock 
Articles Worth Rs. 78,932/-. 

DRAFf PARA 

FOR THE YEAR 1984-85 

The explanation of the Department was accepted andthe item was settled: . 

6-3-90 

The explanation- of the Department was accepted andthe ite1!1 was settled. 

6. Page 253 of Audit Report.for the year 1984-85-Grant No. 36-518· Fisheries - Excess 
Rs.19,89,703/-. - 

6-3-90 

5. Page 178 of Appropriation Accounts for the year 1984-85--GraQt No. 19· Fjsheries 
Saving Rs. 5,56,824f- •. 
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.. ·. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA·-·-·---- 

On the recommendation of the Audit, the para was settled. 

On the recommendation of the Audit the para was settled. 

13. Para 6.2(6) Page 132 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Store ArticlesUn~Accounted 
for Worth Rs. 62,619"/-. · ·  ·  ·  ·  ·  · ·  

The para was settled subject to sanction of write off and its verification by Audit. 

12. · Para 6.2(5) Page 131 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Shortage and Non-ACC01Illtal 
of Material Worth -Rs. 95,102/-. 

6-3-90 . 

. The para was dropped, subject to the observation, of the Committee that the details may 
be got verified oy the Audit. . 

- . 

11. · ·  Para 6.2(4} Page 131 of &ldit ReporUor the year 1984,,.6.Balance of Food Comodities 
Not Handpver Worth Rs. 1,32,785/-. · - · 

6,,3-90 

10. Para 6.2(3) Page lJO·of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-R.ecorded Shortage.of Food 
Comodities Worth Rs. 4,50,141/- •. 

According to Audit comments, the actual amount of this para worked out to Rs. 
11,23,724/-a~d not Rs.11,18,86100. Item Nos. 1 to 43, 84, 85, 98 to 95, 97 to 105for Rs. 
1,40,837/60 had already been verified. Reconciliation/accountal/recovery in respect of Item 
No. 44 to 92 and 96 amounting to Rs. 9,82,887 /- had also been verified. Moreover item worth 
8,69,165/95 had also been r~nciled and their accountal verified. A further recovery of Rs. 
~.412/- had also -been verified leaving an outstanding balance of Rs. 85,909/91. The 
Department stated that in this amount about 100 officials were involved. The Department 
gave a firm commitment that the whole amount would be _recovered by September; 1992. 

The para was settled subject to verification by Audit of the recovery of the entire 
amount. 

_5-9-91 

···-. 

The Department was directed to effect the balance recovery expenditiously. 

' The para was kept pending. 

9. Para 6.2(2) Page 130 of Agdit .lleport for the year 1984-85-Shortage of Store Artid,es 
Worth Rs. 11,18,861/-. 
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The explanation of the Department ·. was, accepted and the para was -settled. 

6-3-90 

- Recovery zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAha'Vlng been verified :bY A,:gdit, the parawas.settled . 
. -- _.-- - - . . . . . . ._ : ~ ... 

20. . P~ 6.3(1)_Page 135 of_Andit Report for tli~year !~Firewood Reauction ·at 
Reduced Price Amounting to Rs. 41,426/. ·,-.. -- ·  ·  - 

. - -19. ,. . . Para 6.2(12) P• tlS:~f Audit J,leport tor the~l984-85-Sho,tqgeofStore-Articles 
Worth Rs. 12,164/. . · -. . . . . <.'_-_ ... ,-~-.~?=""~1"\·•r,-·,· .. ·  ·  

6-3-90 . 

ACC()~ts/Consumption have been verified by the Audit, the para was settled . 

- . . . 

The para was settled as recommendedby the Audit. · 

Para U(tt) Page 135coiAulllt ~port_ for the year 1984-85-Sbo~e of Store Articles 
. _Worth Jh.:17,000fr •. : . .. .. . 

.'· 

18. 

6-3-90 

-: A~unts/~ecoveries having. been verified by the Audit, the para was settled. 

17~ · Para 6.2(10) Page 134 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Bhal _anir Wire Not . 
-Acco11Dte.,I ·· _ . . .. 
for.Valoiug Rs. 20,580/-; 

.. 

0µ _ the recommendation of the ~Udi4 tbe para W8$ settled . 
. ; _., .. ·. 

16~. Para 6.2(9)Page us of Audit Report for the year ·1984-85-Mis-approprlation of Stores 
· . · ·  ·, Worth,Rs. U;036/-. . · < ·; .·. ·· .· · · . 

~3--90. 

6-3-90 

= 15. Pare 6.2(8) Page 133 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Shortage of Store Articl~ 
· Worth Rs. 34,435/-. . 

The para was dropped subject to sanction of write oti°~d its verification by Audit. 
' . - . . . . ' 

6-3-90 

i4.: . . Para 6,;2(7)_ Page 132 of ,Audli-Report ~for the year 1984-85-Contntcto~s Lease Money 
. . . . No~ . ··:. . ··_ .· .. ·. · · · · · · .. 

·  Credit to Govemprent Rs. 46, 718/-. 
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:·  .· The para having zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA~dy been settled by the Public Accounts. Comnii~ ori.13-7;.1987 
wasdropped.- . ·  . · ·  - ~- · · ·  - _ . 

. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA·: .... 

26. : - Pani 13(1) Page 42 of Abdit Report for the y_ear.1961-62 Shertage·of Firewood • Rs. 
39,303/ .< . . - . . . . . . -· . . 

1961-61. 

. .·  .: 'iJie accoui:lW/<»nsump_tion of plants arid stamps having beeri verified by the Audit, 'the 
para was settled. . . . ·. .. . · . . ' . . . . · . : '. ': · : :; ". 

: . ~ :· zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA:' 

j ·;: ·.\':·· .. \~-·- 

Subject to sanction ofwnt~.off.andits verification bythe Audit; the para was settled; 

. 25. ; ~ 6.8(1) ~~ iior·AndftR~rtfotth~ year 19~Rece4itof~~~ 
· Uncollfoimed Valohig lh..3,06,832/.· - ·· ·  ·  ·  · . ·  · ·  .. ·  , .. 

. 6-3-90 

. ·Recovery having beenmade and verified by the AUQi4.the,parawas.seitled -. 

.. - ~. .· Para .6.7(1) P~e 13~/or Audit Report for the year 1~ stan4at.i Construction 
... Material UsedWorth Rs. 6~/. 0: , ··  · ·  ··  ·  . , -- 

. 6-3,.~ . - - .. ··::_ ,. 

. ... __ ~.. • . .. ! ~. ? -~- . 

6,-3-90. 

': The explana~on of the ~etit. was accepted and the para ·w~s settled.-. 

. ·. : 23~ . Para6.<,(1) P~ Q'l,ofAuditReport for the year i984$-Cost of TimberUn.::recovered. 
Worth Rs~-~,040/~ c • • • .- , • •• •• • •• • • _ • • • 

• T <'' . 
. ---~-~ 

·:. 

. ·- :-;• 

··.L- 

The explanatien'of theDepartment was acceptedand the para was settled.' 
. . . . . ... · . . 

Para 6.3(3).Page 136 of Audit Re(K!l1 for the year 1984-$-~ction of Stores~ood 
Comm~ Worth Bs.·ll,259/. . · . 

- .. ( ~ 

- 21~/ -p~ 6.3(2) Page .136 hf Audit Report for -. year l~Excess Itata Paid. for - ,, 
Debrfes : . . - . - . · ·  · . . -··  ·  ·  . ,_ _. •·  _ ~, · 
Disposal, Amounting to Rs. 14,7'J'J/. 
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Thepara having already been settled by the Public Accounts Committee on 1-7-1987, 
.Pie para was dropped. · 

6-3,,90 

1972-73 

30. Para 38 Page 30 of Audit Report for the year 1972-73 Shortage -of Forest 
-Production Rs. 11,732/- - 

The para having already been settled by the Public-Accounts Committee on 1-7-1987, 
the para was dropped. 

29. . Para 2 Page 43 of Audit Report for the year 1968-(;9 Irregular Payment of House 
Building 
Advance - Rs. 70,560/ • 

. 6-~90 

. The para was settled subject to sanction of'write off and its verification by the Audit. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

1968-69 

6-3-90 

The matter being sub-judice, the para was kept pending. 

1967-68 

·  Pua 132(iii) Page 73 of Audit Rerrt for the year'l967-68 Rs.14,094/-Infroctuous 
~xpenditure Reduced to Rs. 4,155 • 

28. 

,,_6-3-90 

27. Para 28 page 18 of Audit-Report for the year 1963-64 Overpayment and Short 
Recoveries Rs. 2.82. 862/- Now Reduced to Rs. 19,640/-. 
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CHAPTER VII 

HEALTH DEPAR'rME.~T 



. ·. The Department informed the Committee that they·had takenup the .matter~~ zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAclie. 
S;S.P. at personal level and the said officer was now conducring the case under his supex:vf~pn. 

._ . . . J'heAdministrative Department was directed to pu~ue-tb.e case yigor~ly and the para· ': 
was kept pendi;ig. . . . ··  . · ·  ·  . ·  ·  ·  ·  . · _ · . . : : · ·  · . 

.. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA{ · . 
14-1~90 

_}.·  .. 

·_ 4~ Para 7.Ll page 14.1 of Audit Report for the·y~t 't984-8s'Meclicines/ Instruments . 
. Embezzled - Rs. 9.29.939/-.:... . . . . . . . . .·  . 

. . . . ·- - .-. . ~ . . - 

. '. . The . committee' accepted the. explanation of, .the .· Department . being · logical · and 
recommended.the regularization of the saving arid excesses by the Finance Department of the: 
Punjab.· · ·  

.· .. . . It was the consensus that the excesses and surrenders were a~e to..Jack of proper 
financial monitoring coupled with Jack of proper technical and q ualified .aecouhting staff for 

· handing the acccounts of the department.It therefore. follows that till suchtiinathe.accounts 
of. . :: .· . · ·  ·  ' · ·  · .. .' ·  ,.· -, ,:- 
the.Department.arenoimaintained according to the established accounting pract1c~. such 
financial irregularities will continueto recur. . · _ ·  , · ·· , . -. ·  

·  . Realizing t~e gravity ~hhe siiuati6n, the P~blic Account~ Co~mnit~·observed that the':. 
accounting system of theHealth Department was required to be reorganized as a whole and 
recommended that the Department should Jake necessary.steps in-this regard .. ·  

DRAFT PARAS·. - 
FOR.THE YEAR 1984- 85 . 

The Department stated thatthe savingof Rs. 5,54,65.~8~/~ under GrantNo. i6·and ;;:. 
excessesof'Rs. 5;59.61,344/-and Rs. 6~65,17.460/- tinder Grants No. 34 and 36 respectively· 

·  were unavoidable arid could not be foreseen. ' · · ·  ·  

. .. :-~. . .. •. ·= ·.' • 
13-5-90. 

.... ·. 

_;.- 

.'Page 93-94 of Appropriation Accounts fpr,rhe year 198+85 .Grant N;,_16 Health · 
Seryices-{Non-Devel¢ptnent)Saying Rs. 5,54.65.582/-. . · · -, . . - . ·  i ·, · . 
Page 230;,;31 ofAppropriation Accounts for the year l984-85 Grant No, 34 State·. 
.Trading in .MedicalStcres and. Coal- Excess Rl!.,s,,9.61., 334/:-, . , .; ·  ·  ·  .. 

. Page 256 of, Appropriation. Accounts for the year: .1984-85 .Grant No. J!i' 
Development E:xcess Rs. 6~65,!7;460/-. · _ 

J .: 

. :z. 

. 3. 

APPR'OPRIATION. AC.COUNTS 
·  FOR TH_E. YEAR 1984-85 

0 
'.:.i:. 

...... _··.· · The Committee examined. the Accounts of Health Department in its meeting held on· 
. · 14-1.1990 and -B-5~1990. · · ·  ·  ·  ·  . · ·  ·  · . ·  ·  · · .·  · ·  .. 
- .. - . - . . ~ - ,, - .... --: 

HEALTH DEPARTMENT· 
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6. Para 7.1.3 page 142 of Audit Report (or the year 19~ Embezzlement of Cash Balance zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

Rs. ~10,970/-. 

The. para was kept pending. 

The Public Accounts Committee directslthat the' ci~partment should follow the case.of 
recovery of the involved amount as arrears of land revenue as also the case with the 
Anti-Corruption Establishment against the accused. 

"':,• . . . - 

It was explained to the Committee that the defaulting official had been d~ed by the 
Department but he had gone in appeal to the Services Tribunal and the next dAttof hearing in 
the case was fixed for 5-2-1990. The case for embezzlement was pending in the court of Special 
judge. Anti Corruption and the next date of hearing has fixed Ior 11-2-1990. 

The Committee directed the Department to pursue the case Vigorously. 

The para was kept pending. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

13-5-90 

The para relates to the mis-appropriation of medicines worthRs. 2,57.804/- by Mr. 
Muhammad Anwar Siddiqi. Ex-Store Keeper-cum Laberatery Assistant of Sir Ganga Ram 
Hospital. · Lahore during the peried 1980-81 to 1983-84. A case was registered by the 
Department with ~olice Station, Civil ~ines vide FIR No. 83 dated 27-3" 1984. The ~ara came 
up before the public Accounts Committee on 14.1.1990 and the Department was directed to 
follow vigorously the investigation against the accused. It has been stated by the Department 
the the last D.O. letter was written to the Inspector General of Police, Punjab on 25.4.1990 but 
so far. no respense had been received from the police. The Committee observed. that it was 
highly regrettable that the matter which related to the years 198~ 1 to 1983-84 and for which 
a case was registered with the police fa March 1984, still remains pending with the police and no 
challan has been completed so far despite the fact that the mis- appropriation was established 
from the record of the Department. The Committee was of the view that the police has failed to 
perform its primary functions efficiently. Therefore. to meet the ends of justice, it was essential 
that the senior Superintendent of Police, Lahore, Punjab. should appear before the Public 
Account Committee in its next meeting to explain the reasons for inordinate delay in the 
finalisation of the case mentioned above. At the same time; the Department should continue to 
pursue the case efficiently and vigOrously. · · 

The para was kept pending. 

- The Committee observed that it had already drepped the para subjects sanction of 
write off and its verification by the Audit. The para should not have come up before the 
Committee unless the efferts.for write off had been exhausted. 

5. Para 7.1.2 page 141 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Embezzlement of Hospital 
Stores - Rs. 2,12,280/-. · 

14-1-90 

.13-5-90 
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-··  -.~------ 

I ., 

The Public Accounts Committee in.its metting held on 14.1.1990 had directed that the 
price of 527 bags of dried skimmed milk should he recovered from the defaulters within three 
months. However, it was noticed by the Public Accounts Committee that inspite of the clear 
directive of the Public Accounts Committee, the Department had.been indulging in the process 
of getting write off of the involved amount. It was a clear breach of privilege not only of the·. - 
Committee but also of the House. The Committee took a serious note of it and directed the· 
Department to submit a detailed explanation in this regard. The revised working paper should 
be prepared and sent to the Assembly Secretariat within one month. · ·  

The para was kept pending. 

The Department was directed to recover the price of 527 bags of dried skimmed milk 
from the defaulters within three months, - 

The para was kept pending: zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

13-5-90 

Deposit of the recovered amount having been verified by the Audit, the para was 
dropped. .i 

8. Para 7.2.1 Page 143 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Doubtful Disposal of Skimmed 
Milk- Rs. 4,99,000/-. . . . 

14-1-90 

·  The Department stated that the accused official had alreay been convicted to capital 
punishment under the orders of the Military Court in· some other case. The recovery was not . 
possible from him. The case ·for sanction of write off was pending with· the Finance 
Department. 

The Finance Department promised to expedite sanction of write off. 

The Committee observed that it had already dropped the para subject to sanction of 
write off and its verification by the Audit. The para should not have come up before the 
Committee unless the efforts for write off had been exhausted. '· 

The para remains dropped subject to sanction of write off and its verification by the 
Audit. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

·· -7~ Para 7.1.4 Page 142 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Bogus Deposit of Hospital . 
Charges- Rs. 20,347 /--. · 

-- ··-14-1-90 

. . The Committee was informed that the recovery of Rs.87 ,985/...:. had been verified by the 
Audit. The Department was directed to move the case for the write off of the amount of Rs. 
L22.905/-,. from the competent authority as the defaulter had been hanged to death under the 
orders of the Military Court in some other case, therefore, the recovery was not possible to lie. 
made. . . . 

Subjectto the sanction of the write off by the competent authority and its verification · 
by the Audit, the para was dropped. 

13-5-90 

14-1-90 
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~edf ;c;;.~.%/~•· 539/;- and .tho ~ccoUJital of Sto~ rOrth Rs. 1;04,258/~d ~_;' : zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

•'),:!., 7 . . . . --- - .. '. . ' . : .. ,.··-< . 

~.;..\· The p~a was dropped. - · ·  - , · ·  - - 
. -~-~-- -~---~- . __ · . -. . . . 

~ .. ' 

. - · - The Department explained 'that responsibility had been fixed upon the three defaulting ·. · 
efficers andreceveries were .being effeced from them. ·,, ': , · · - · ·  - · · . . 

I . ·~•· -~- ·• ··~ ~ ; ..,I, · • •. • ( ,,._,..· 

-: Sttb~t to recevery of the amount and.its verification-by the Audit, the para' was 
dropped.. · · ·  · ·  · 

13-S-90 

.•:: . 

_-1,~1-90 

· 11. 

. . . . . . . 
. . . . - 

- Para 7.2.4 P~e 144 of Audit Report for the YeJt 1984--85 Embezzleine• of $tores 
Jls 1 04 7""'/ . .. - , I 

• ' . ,. .. 7../ --=-·. .... ' . ' .; . . . . . 
~~ ' 

' .. 

·  . :ine· para was dropped. 

. · .. 
- . Aceountal of missing articles had been verified by Audit, 

.. · .. --- 
-).; _ Subject t~_Verifica-tion of the accountal of the.articlesby theAudit, the.para was .· f; -, 

,,,.., dropped. . -~: · · · · . ·  - , - · ·  : ·: · - - - 
.·· : .· . zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA··:-, ·,. .. : . ,·- . . . .· 

... ,r 

14-1--9«} 
...... :\. -----,- 

- . 10~ '. Para -: 7.2.3 Page ~44 of Audit · Report for. the year 1984-85 Store Articles · 
_ Mf$-approl)rlation - Rs, 1,1~,076/-c 

.. 

· . _ -·  . ,jRecovecy of Rs. S,076/55 and the accountal of medicines worth Rs. 27 ,686/78 had been . 
verified by the· Audit .. - - ,.- . - -' - -- . · : · - • · :' · - - - ,: · 

The para was dtopped. 
··. . . 

13-5-90 

-~· - .. 
Subject· to verification by the Audit, the 'para was dropped. . . '· . . . . . 

Accountal/consumption of the remaining medicines worth Rs. 32, 763/~ should be get 
verified by the Audit.' - 

. . ·. _. ,,:· . .· 

'r. ~4-1-90 

< :J: -c - - .Paril-7~2.2 ~~g; -i43:~f Audif:R~~~ for the year J~ Shortage of Medicines and · 
_,/ Stores Rs. 1~20,81lf-. _ · - · -.' - 



.. i 

. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA'•:.,. 

'.t_· 

: :; . ~· 

.. . . :. ·, .. ~/:~- :- .. : /.·.· __ ;,_ •. __ .·_._·,.'.-<.=; __ .;- __ .. -- ·. . ··~ r. ··- . . ··. . , ... ·,·.: ! . ~ - -. -~·;'": ····~~·~~- .s:.- .·.:\ ·. . ·1.~·:,:'~~.~J.: zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAI• ~ 

·  ,; ,~~ · · \ Expl~~ation of the J)epijrtment was· a~pted and'.the·:p~ra-:wai/dtopped. -, __ . _ 

.~6.<i~~~,J47lif.4~--~~,H~~;..r··~·~.~~jr-,' 
. - ---~·14,370/-.. ·.•), . - .. ·- · , ., 

.... ':··_·:~ .. · :>.~i·\ . . ,· ·~ .... : ·. ./.: .·;, ... .· 'f:'· .-· . .. ; . -. . . · ... : 

1~1790': .. : ... · - ,,_. . ;•/ 
.. · · .· · . ,,~;. :' . > ,.-.~>1\;:- :,;;-;·i· <. ''¥•. ; t~-··:'·' - .. , ._._-_ .· i ... ·. ' .". : 

': . ..- .. :: J> .}j, .. :t:~' the Oepartin~(alln~ry was- under:'")Vay;'the pai:a··~ kept_peQdfu.g. i·. , 

•• • • .:>~ ••• 

\_--~.~·:·  ' •. -~·._·· -<: :/:)'.:!·,·~·:·/-~-.::{;\ri ..... 

~:.:_,.· ... -. _, consumptio~/~~ountai¢fthe·entire:item~·orm.edicines, ~ting_Rs~ 59,764/~l!~~g:: i .•.• ,:,,: , :.t\. 
. // ., · , -:::· ,been/verified by tll~:Audit, the -para was dropped, · : . . >. i·: ·. ,C ~ '. . ' .: -'· <; -· , •': ::P-'~ :-· , 

7:: J{{~J~k· -: : __ ,._;~;.i,-::~~-;46.bt\~~dlt ... e~~ f6~-the.Y~ 1984-:85.S~rtag~ ~fStore·Artl~Iel' ~J:; ·· 

.·'r-;J,~1L~7.;!'~· >Ji;~+.,.·:"::\_.· ·  .. ··· · · -,' · ·  : .. ,"~ .~· .· :~. • .· ·  .. ~·:,~·<'./~: . ,; 
, :. ,;: · · ,,, '. _: ... · .· _ Subje~(t6 yer;ifi~~tion ·o/ the'accou.IJtal otarti~l¢s,.valiti~g Rs'.7.t040l;::J~'Auditc; the:\,_. .;f'i~- ' ,;~Ti ... · .' .. ~ .. ,f ... ,,_,,,, .... ;;: ..... .'. <":·il' ": 

; ' -~':':;!:·.:\ !:t~~:~tt;:;:J~r'··~ ·~veri~aithe·.~~~l :.tt .. 
15. ::. ·__ _:P~a ,~{s ;page 146;~~,t'Re~rt f~r ;~y~ J984-85:HostalE:ee ·MJ&.-appropr&\tio~~: - . 

. Rs. 14 751./- 1-·  : - . - - - - -, . - ' . • . . . . . - - . 
. . .. · .. ::-·-· ' . - _.,. ·~.. . .... _ .. ·~ . . ,, ' .. 

); 'i4-,;-1~< r ; . }i, '. , ;~ ~<· .. _ ;_ }\, -';.- 

... ··~ 



> 

I• 
I 

! zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAThe Department was directed to pursue the case of recovery as arrears of land revenue .. 

The para was .kep~ pendig. 

The record had been verified by the Audit. 
The Para was dropped. 

20. : Para 7.2.13 Page 149 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Shortage of Medical Stores- 
Rs .. 9.652/-. . 

'14-1-90 

• · Subject to verification by the Audit of the survey report and entry.in the breakage 
book, the para was dropped. . · · '. . .· 

lJ-:.5--90 

I 
I . 

Para 7~2.12 Page 148 of Audit Report for the year .1984-85 Electric Water 
Cooler Un-accounted for Rs. 10;000/-. 

.._;., . .__~·- 

il zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA9. 
J r . '' 

, Recovery ~finvolved amount onaccount of ambulance charges had been verifiedby 
_the Audit. · . 

The para was dropped. 

Subject to verification by the Audit. the para was dropped. 

··13-5-90 

Verification having been done by the Audit, the para was dropped. 

f8. Para 7.2.t I .Page 148 of Audit Report for the year l 984iss Non-deposit. of Ambulance 
Charges Rs. 12,505/--:-• . . I . 

14-1-90. 

The Public Accounts Committee directed that the departmental. inquiry against the 
concerned officials should be completed expenditiously and action taken accordingly. 

The para was kept pending. 

17. Para 7.2~10 Page 147 of Audit Re()Ort for the year 1984-85.T~pered Indent of.Medical' 
Store Articles Rs. 1~062/..,.. - •.. ·. . · ·  " .·.·  

14-1-90 · 

·13-5-90 
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. . The Department was zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAdirected to pursue .the matter with the Finance Department for' . 
.9btaining sanction for regularisation of the advance payment. 

1~5-90: 

-Subject to regularisation of the advance payment made from Finance Department and its 
verification by· the Audit, the para was dropped . 

.. '. . ·/ 

14-1-90 

Explanation -of the· Department was accepted and the para was· dropped. ·. . 
,.. .· ----------···-··· ·-·---··--·- ------~-~!. 

:24. Para 7A.3 Page 151 of Audit Report for the. vear 1984-85-Price Paid 
without Receipt of Dental Unit Rs. 40,000/- e , • • 

·-- --- - ·- . . ..... -.-. ~-·· ------· 

On the recommendation of the Audit that the expenditure was within the competence of 
the Director General, Health Services, Punjab and that no irregularity was involved, the Public 

· Accounts Committee dropped the para. 

.2.1. . Para 7.4.l. Page 151 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Splits in Purchase of 
. . Statfo~. Rs.1,90,901/-. 

14-1~9() 

"The Committee directed that ·Department should seek approval of the competent 
authority regarding the over-payment made and get it verified by the Audii. · 

Subject to verification by the Audit, the para was kept pending'. 

13-5-.90 

l+t-90 

Explanation of the Department was accepted and the para was dropped. 

22. Para 7.4.1 Page 150 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Fumiture Purchase in 
Violation of Rules Rs.3, 79,029/-. 

; 1+1-90 

21. Para 7.3.1 Page 149 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Purchase of Methylated Spirit 
Loss through Departmental Delay Rs.2,56,200/-. · 

. ~ . . . " 

. -·" 

The para was kept pending . 
.. ·--- .... 

The Department was directed to pursue the case of recovery as arrears of land revenue 
efficiently and vigorously. : · ·  · ·  ·  

13--5-90 
-" - - - 

133 



.,;:-·. 

. 14-1-90 

. ·, ~ :;_ \ .. 

·  ·  ·. . Ex~post facto ~ction .having been· verified by :~e J\udit, :the· pail·?(~- dropped: 
29. Para 7.4.8 pag~ 154 ofAudft Rep()~ 1orithe·year·l984-85~~ond·"c~ntpeteney/-. 

Expenditure OD Finding of Journals Rs.28,920/· · · /, /. '.., · . '. 
. :.. . ·' .. }f' .. 

·. ;<~ .• 

.·  .. - ... --i>.: . 
. , · ~ -.iL~··.J.,~~~: ', · · .. · . - .; ." .. :.,,.·,· .zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA. :·,-_ . .,.... . .. :':·· . 

. . ;'.. . /.' .·,: . ·-: .. . _,,' .. ~-' : . . . ... ·. ;. ':.{l . . . 

Explanation ·or the- Department was accepted and the para was. dropped, · · ··  .· . . ' . . ·. ·*~~> ..... 

. tx.:post fact<> -San~on: having been verifi~. by .the Amµ~ the 'para. was diopped.- .· 

'28. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA=:':" Para 7.4.,:~ lSS of Audit_· \le_;rt for the ym 1~-~edicsd F.qidpment': 
~.by.Collecting Quotatlo._P-enonallyJls37;i80/"'.; _i.!,:·r';/ ·. '. -. · , /.< 

• . . ::. ' . . . . ~: .·•.· . >. . . ' 
·!""· . 

1~1-90 

. ~~:18 Arng the payinent of Income Tax 1:. ~ ~.~~ bad been . <. 

. . . ~~-~.rif was·tir~;~. . r ..... ·. '''.·,-,;· '· };-:f ,., ·'.... ., ;< 

·r,~ · --, :'· ·. Para 7.~6. page. 1!3 o( AQdft Report f~ -.the '.year -~ Pur~ beyond :·-. 
·  Competency·of f:lospltal Use Items Rs.61.817/- .· ·  : . .if; · ; ..• : ·· .: . :· · 

. •. : . .. ', . . . . .· ~: - .. · 
. . .. f.. ..!. . 

_':" <: -, · ... · .· _- 

..-·  . 
.: ·. :-!=:-~- ff' t;, .. 

··•·i, .. 

- .. ·~--~ 
14-1-~, 
-- .. ,,;.·· .i-;t?.::::~~ 

. ~-- - •. z _ ••..•• "• ·~--.~· '...:.; • • ' -· ; • · .•.• • -<.· . :'!·); - .3~. .. :·_:,\ ·, 

·s-µbJect·to:_verificatiott·~y the Audi~ the parawas dropped. .• 
:~ -. ' ·--· · 

&~post ftwte ~on. fo~ purchase Qf~1¥l~jciflesJµ1d · been verifiCfi: oy .the Audit. 
: Th.~··para was.drop~. . --~ . ,J · ·---~- ··. .: ... -- . ..· ·, 

' 26. ·, 'Para 7.4.SP4ge 152 of Audit Report.,~.: they~ :iN No~r~very of ~e 
Tax fro~ Firms at Source Rs.1,1~,002/· · ··  · ·  , ., . '. · · ·  ·  .· ·  · , · . · 
.··. - . ·.. . - . •.:. . ...... - . ·-:;- ; 

. • ; ~ ·+; . 
(r .. ··  

.. • ... 
13-S-90 ."_ ... · 

The peparimenf was 'directed io· get the Ex-post· facte sanction verified bi the Audit.· · 

suhj~-t~- verlfi~ii;~, the:;aiJ~\vas_·ot~p~( '!" e ( •• : •• •• ·- ••• ' 

· ., . -. Sul>ject to ~arisation bythe Finance Department and its verification by the Audit;the . · .. ·: 

.. ~~ was.¥opped._. <' · :·· _ ·. __ :',)i ( .· · ~ ··: · .: 

.·: .. 25.; .: Para 7.4.4 Page 1!2 of AudltReport for~ rear l~Jyrefuuie ~M,~ ... : · "1thout ',: :: .: .. '· 
. . __ .Sancti9n and Quotation Rs.1.20~718h . · . ~ . -. . . .'.- . .-:,,. ··  

- . . . . . . . .• . . . :· . ·. . . - . - ' . :" .. •. . . . . .. ~ . 

'14.1.90. 

·~·:· . 

.c 
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·--·  ·t- .. ~!---·  .• 
,,._.- zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

'. ·~:.•' ,;}~t·~~ 

.. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA~, ; 

, . _ . :verifi~tio~ having: been done, by the Audit: the para_ was dropped. 

::-. 35. ' · P~ 7~i2-,P~e 157 of Audit Report for the year 19"Exce&1ive.,Prices Paid for 
. __ , :· . Ope~~n ~tre ~ - Rs. 4,31,925/-. · • : 
.. . . . . - .·· :. . . ~- ·. -~ . 
1~1;;,o-·· _/ -· . :-_., ....• .; 

.: ;. ...~: } . 

- ~h::~- .: :·_ :_ .. -. :." 

.... ·, •. Subject 're. v~rification b~ the Audit' about. the concurrence.having been . .obtained from 
·,.the 'Finance Dq,~ent, the para was dropped. · . . > - '. · :_- - - 

·-- .• :._ ... , •• ::_-.-_..,,i. "•:" '• :., • • • ' . • • •.•• : .... .':... . • . zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAI:;'. • 

l .: 

; ·- .. - : 14-1-.90" 

: . . :...- 
.. _-· :. ":: .· - ~ "l"'"- ... -.. - 

< .: ·.'.,-·.·.;.~". . .: · . :_· ·. _, ....... ,;·> · .. , ... -. ·... .. .·  . . .. ". . . ·. · . · · •.. 

. ·< >x'. :,-..;<-Recovery ~'1ing been effected and verified by the Audit, thepara was dropped. ,-- -~· 
~<"' ,- ---~-- -;~>~~~:-:-:.· .~~~·-:::::~-~~:i~?:~-:.:~_:_~--=-·7~:·--.~~---~--.- ~:=~~-~-~-- ·:~:~~ .#;·~--·=,.;.;~i_:=..;:~~ ._. ----._-.·~: ; __ ,_:.~:--:r·--~ 

. ;,}(, · Para ~~.1,-Page 157 of A~t~eport for the year 1984,.85-Trallon Purchase.without __ 
·'-"'.- \··' .N~,': .. ~r21,o;3~/-. '··  : '.: ._ · · . ··.::< . " · . _. - .... · ., · · 

:.; ;.;:. i.· 

: .. j :' -~ ._ 

.. 
-··:·- 

. .:~--. 

: " .: Documents ~dhig'ttie paymetitof income tax by thefnms concerned had ~-venijed 
~:. ·;:'" b th . A di - . - . - 

' y ii.e~E.t~ .. · .' · ... · •··.· .. · . . . -. ' ... . ·. c» . 

'. ;, 31~.. '.P~ 7~4.t~j·  ts~ ~fA_udit Report for the y~ 198+85 6-t of Re~em:n '.: 
-·· · paid fn ~dvance Rs.23~/- · · · ' - ,· . .- ·,. ·  · · ·  : · · ·  

',_.< ., 1~1 __ ·..,., . ··-·.-:-,;~<: ·t' _, _":-'.· .-.. -~-t~, · 
. . ~.... - ~-;_ !~~/: ' 

~ ... ( .. --~~~· - ·•;_; ·. 

·_·:_:. > ··=· .··, ., . 

-. -'.,.:' ·· -:'.Th..~ ~~i)vaf~pp~t>,", -· · ,·  }_ \: .: _ 

.·  ~ ..•. P•~?-4~.ti ~156 of AuditR .. rt for the year-~~~-~ Pakes 
. ·of, ·•· ". --,.· ... , · .·  ·. .. . . -, -, 

: i' : . \~Telephone Charges lls.11,668/-(part of"Rs..17,571/"-) · -, . . 
." . ·r_-:_ -~- · _ ·> , · 1: -.~·,... ·  · ·  ·  '!: •. • • - • ::, •... ;-•~. _ • · • 

. _:': 14-i-90 

--;·,•··.·. 

· .:: :.. : ·:: 

_,. ,~~. :: i.•~-,f:~4'E::~0~=~&~~£1~1~:~0J1~nor~'.:~':.· 
··· rt, .. 1~'°-' -~.-: l:\~.---c.\ ~->-·- : , .a · : . ·  ·  •. i --. ·,. - .; _ 

. ': ·> . --~-· -~~\/'; -: " ' .. :. .' . ,1. 
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Explanation ofthe Department was accepted and the para was dropped. 

-- 4S. Para 7.S.12 Page 162 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Purchase of Def_ective X zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
Ray 
Machine - Rs. 16,816/-. 

14-1-90 

Consumption of 800 yard of cloth having been verified by the Audit, the para was 
dropped. · 

44. Para 7.5.11 Page 162 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Ex~a Expenditure Due to 
Purchase of Stores at Higher Rate - Rs. 28,293/-. 

14-1-90 

Verification having been done by the Audit, the para was dropped. 

43. Para 7.5.10 Page 161 of Audit Report for the year_ 1984-85-Cloth Purchase beyond 
Requirement - Rs. 34,560/-. 

14-1-90 

·42. Para 7.S.9 Page 161 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Pmcbase of Def ectiveX-Ray 
Fiims • Rs. 36,930/-. - - 

Explanation of the Department was accepted and the para was dropped. 

The Administrative Secretary was, however, warned by the Committee to be careful in 
future. 

14-1-90 

41. Para 7.5.8 Page 160 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Medicines Purchased at . 
Higher 
Rate .. Rs. 42,300 /-. 

In viewof this position, the Committee reviewed its earlier directive and dropped the 
para. 

It was stated that consumption of empty drums had beenverified by the Audit. As for 
the disciplinary action against the defaulting officials, it had transpired that all of them have . 
since reared and no action was possible to be taken against them as per the directive of Public 
Accounts Committee dated 14--1-1990. · 

13-5-90 

The Department was directed to fix responsibility and take disciplinary action against 
the defaulting officials within three months. 

The para was kept pending. 

14-1-90 
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The para stood already settled. 

1972-73 

49. Para 40 Page 30 of Audit Report for the year 1972-73--Read with Serial No. 26 Page 435 
of Amlit Report for the year 1984-85~ Embezzlement and Forgery. 

Detailed explanation should be provided to the Public Accounts Committee in the 

revised working· paper. 

'. . · The para would be taken. up alongwith Para No. 7.2.1 above; 

The para was kept pending. 

The Department was directed to eff ect recovery from the defaulter within three months. 

the para was kept pending. 

13-5-90. 

.i4-1-90 .': 

,_ 

Para·7.7.1 Page 164 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Milk.Powder Lost zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAin Rail 

Transit - Rs. 34~000/-. 
48. 

On the recommendation-of the Audit, the para was dropped. 

13-S-90 

_ Subject to the recovery of the balance amount of Rs. 12,202j~and its verification by the 
Audit. the para was dropped. · ' ·  

14-1-90 

47. Para 7.6.1 Page 163 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-.Non-recovery of Electricity 
Charges - Rs. 2,32,580/-. 

Verification having-been done by the Audit, the para was dropped. 

14-1-90 

Verification having been done by the Audit, the-para was dropped. 

4o· Para 7·5· 13 page 163 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Medicines Rendered 
Un-useable after Expiry dates - Rs· 12,656/-·  

14-1-90 
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The item stood already settled. 

50. Inspection Report - Serial No.9 Page No.448 of- Audit Report for the year 1984-85 

14-1-90 
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CHAPTER VIII 

HOME DEPARTMENT 



·. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA---- . , -· - -.- -.- . -· -- - 

- 
The explanation of the Department was accepted and the item was settled. 

DRAFT PARAS 

FOR THE YEAR .1984-85 .. 

Para8.1.1 Pqe 167 of Audit Report for the year·l.984-85-Sale Proceeds of Jail Products / .. 
not Deposited Rs. 17~869/-.- · 

. Su~ject to verification by the Audit, the items were settled. 

5. · Page 227 of.Appropriation Accounts ·ror the year 1984-85-Grant No. GA-32-.- Civil 
Defence ~ Savlng Rs. 1,21,06,603/- 

The Department was directed to expedite the submission of-store accounts toAudit. 

The explanation of the Department was accepted and the items were settled. 

4. . Review. Note No.4 and .5 Page 59 of Appropriation Accounts for the year 1984-85 

S-3-90 

\. 

The explanation of the Department was accepted and the.item was settled . 

. 3. · Pages 58 to 7i°of Appropriation Accounts for the year 1984-85- Grant No~ U Jails- 
Saving Rs. 2,106/-, Rs. 800/-, Rs. ,25, 712/-, Excess- Rs. 40,00,941/ ...... , Rs. 5,29,127 /-, 

_ Rs. 2,07,241/- 'and Rs: 17,90,156/- 

5-3-90. 

Since the saving was less than 3 percent. and the item was settled. 

2. Page 86-88 of Appropriation Accounts for the year 1984-85-13 - Police Exeess-- Rs • 
. 2,82,~,829/- . . . 

S.,3-90 ' 

5-3-90·. 

.. 

1. . Page 43 of Appropriation Accounts for the year 1984-85- Grant No. 10-GA - Home 
Department - Sa_ving Rs. 1,26~013/- · 

APPROPRIATION ACCOUNTS 

FOR THE YEAR 1984-85 

.the Committee examined the Accounts of Home Department in its meeting held on 
5-3-1990 and 6-3-1990. · · .· ·  ·  -. 

HOME DEPARTMENT 

143 
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20. Para 8.4.10 Page 174 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85- Ffi!,DS zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAPur~ •Y.~ 
Competency· Rs. -16,770/-. · · 

The recovery had been verified by the Audit and the para was settled. 

5-3-90 

' . 

19. Para 8.4.9 Page 173 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85--Non-Deduction of la'Ollle Tax 
at Source fr~m Suppliers Rs. 24.551/-. 

The explanation of the Department was accepted and the para· was settled. 

On recommendation ofJhe· Audit. the para was settled. 

18. Para 8.4.8 Page· 173 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-MJs..appropriatioll of Stores 
- t,u. 26,285/-:. ' . 

S-3-90 

Subject to write offthe sanction and its verification by the Audit. the para was.drcppco 
. - . . - . . . . . 

17. · Para 8.4. 7 Page 172 of Audit Report for the year 1984,,85.,Expenditure beyOIMI Ceiling on 
: ·Residential Telephone· Rs. 33,820/-. 

5-3-90 

.,·.· 

5-3-90 

The explanation of the Department was :i~ceptcd and the p~~a wa~· settled: 

16. . Para 8.4.6 Page l72 ofAudtt Report for the year 1984-85-Payment beyonil Ceiling on 
Residential Telephone Charges· Rs. 40.,271/-. · · ·  · 

The explanation of the Department was accepted and the para was settled. 

15. Para s.~4.5. Page !71 -~f.-Audit Report. for the year '1984-8~1rregular Department 
Execution of Buildings Works - Rs. 43.680/-. · · . · - 

5-3-90. 

Subject to sanction of right of the _-excess expenditure. the p_ara was settled. 

·  Para 8.~.4 Page 171 -of Audit Report for jhe year 1984,,SS-Convevance Allowance Paid 
Alongw1tb Free Tr~nsport Rs, 69. 700f-. · · 

14.·  
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. : • 

0 

The Audit Department pointed out that zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAa numbe~ of inspection reports were pending 
finalization with the Department. The Committee directed that Departmentto keep a Liasion 

· with the Audit Officefo-r·e~rly'"settlements·of.the reports in question . 

. subject to above observation, the item was settled. . 

33. . ParaJ4Page 388 to 396 of Audit Report for the year 1984-,85.. ComJH.tra~ve Statements 
otReceip~. _ , · .·  · ·  ·  ·  ·  ·  ·," \ . · , , ·  ·· . ' 

-x . ... ~ 
:i;, ., 

. . . 

. , , . :. With th~ ~bove obs~tvation;the item was dropped. 

·-~i :-~- Para''-t1:;Page":-.387..ss of.Auclit Report for the yearit~Deiay in Disposal of · 

~c~on ReportS.: · · ·  ·  _·:..~·- ·_:<; -,.--:-_;'~~. ·~,, ._:"::.. . .;... 
6-.i90 : ... ·-~,_ ·  .... 

. -- . . As. recommended by t~e ~udit. -the Cornmitte_e directed the Finance Department to 
- _· make arrangements (or effective internal check s.ystem.- :· . 

... 
t ·_ " ., ~-!~~~~-:. • • .·  ·: .. , • •, . • '. _ ~ 4 • • • • -~ ;. : •• " • _.'. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

.·· s . 'ftte ~lyfornished by the Department was not found convincing by the Committee, It 
·  was tberefoiedire1:tedtliat the responsibility be fixed on those officersrofficlals who failed to 

circulate' ihe·oo·vemntent Notification leading towards the loss -of" huge Revenue to the 
.. Provincial Government." . . . . . 

. The para was kept pending .. 
. ~ ~-· - .: 

': .. af, ·. · ·  .. :- Para ·-ti P~ge 386 of Audit -~eport for the ·year ·1~8S:l~ternal-. Audit Check Systein • 

. ·. -~6-3:-90" _>~ 

. . . 

,-6-~90: 

·•·· · .The ~xplanation. of the Department wa~. accepted and the park w~s •settled. 
- -y· ·  - - . . . :. ' . ; . . .·  .- - . : - . ··-._ '. --.- - ' zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

"? .. ~r ·~~: .. ·ru.i-U:.P•: 385 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Short Realizadon of ~vernment 
; ' · ~eve~11~- A.mounting to Rs. 25,785f;-. · · ·  ._ - . · . . . _ . _ 

.'-- 29. . Para8~7~1Plige178"of-AuditReport forthe year 1984-8~ &youndCeillng Payment-of 
· . Reside~tial Tele~h_one CJiaj'gt?S R~.-44,901/-. · · 

- ~J..90 

. . . . . . 

113:e explanation of the Department' was.accepted and thepara was settled. 
. . - . - -·  . . . . - . _. .~ 

- '. '.The expUimition~of t~¢ Departmentwas accepted and the par~ was settled». - ... 

. ~;--· ·.-<Para 8~6.1 ·P~~:; 1~s-itA11dlt Rep<>rt for. t~· year--i~i.l'kyoJi~ Cef;i~g ;ayment of 
· _ - - Residcmtial Telephone Charges for Rs._ 43, I 87/:-. , , - - ' - · . • · ·  ·  · . _ · . 

5-3-90 • 

·5-3-90 
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·  The Audit Department pointed out that the reconcilation of Accl;Unts.flg.1.ir~s had not 
beep carried out zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAby the Department well il:i time. The Committee directed the Department to 
approach the Audit Department for early reconciliation of figures. : zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA.v: · · 

With the above observation. the item was settled. 
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. . zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

The Audit Department pointed out that the Administrative Department had failed to 
reconcile the figures in time. · 

The Committee directed the Department to be careful in future regarding , 
reconcili ation work. The Department was advised to contact the officer not below rank of 
Deputy Accountant-Ganeral ofAudit Department for reconciliation purposes. 

- . . 

4. . Page 282 of Appropriation Accounts for the year 1~5 Grant No.44-Loans to 
Municipalties Port Funds- Loans to Punjab Mlneral Development Corporation -Excess 
Rs. 9. 79.000/-. 

. The Audit Department pointed out that the Administrative Department had failed to 
reconcile the figures in time. · 

· The Committee directed the Department to· be careful in future regarding 
reconciliation work.The Department was advised to contact the officer not below the rank of 
Deputy Accountant-General of Audit Department for reconciliation purposes. 

The it~m was settled subject to the above observations. 

7-3-90 

The saving being within the prescribed limit. the item was setted. 

3. Page 254 of Appropriation·. Accounts for the year 1984-85 Grant No. 30- 
Development-494--c Others, · Punjab Mineral Development Corporation- Saving Rs. 
22,00,000 /-. 

7.3.90 

· The Department was directed to be careful in future andsurrender the savings well in 
time for utilization the same elsawhere. The Department was further directed to reconcile the 
figures with the Audit Department well in time. 

~he item was settled subject to above observation. 

2. Page 211 nf Appropriation Accounts for the year 1984-85 Grant No. 29 Stationery a_nd 
Printing Saving Rs. 15.81.603/-:-. · 

7-3-90 

1. Page 49 of Appi:opriation Accounts for the year 1984-85 Grarit No. JO-GA-Industries 
and Mineral Development Department- Saving Rs. 2.85.050/-~ 

The Committee examined the Accounts ofthe Industries and Mineral Development 
Department in its meeting held on 7-3-1990 and 16-9-1991. 

APPROPRIATION ACCOUNTS . 

FOR THE YEAR 1984-SS 

INDUSTRIES AND MINERAL DEVELOPMENTDEPARTMENT. 
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The Audit Department observed thatthe Administrative Department was unable to 

. 7-3-90 

. . .. 

·  · ·  10. · Page 254 of Approp~atioJi Accounts for the year 1984-85 Grant No. 36- Development ..S-: 
5'11 - Administration Saving Rs. 3.00.000/-. · ·  . ·  

On the recommendation of the Audit, the item was settled. 

The explanation of the Department was accepted and the items were sett Jed. 

-9. . Page 230 of Appropriation Accounts for the year 1984-85 Grant :No. 34_State_Trading m 
' Medical Stores and Coal Saving Rs. 1,33,03,627/-. 

7-3-90. 

8~ · Pages 1~5 .;,; 187 of Appropriation Accounts for the year 1984-85 Grant No. 22- Industries 
Excess Rs. 5,63,983/- Rs. 4,55,528/- Rs. 20,992/- Rs. 13/- .Rs.11,153/- and Sa\'ing Rs. 
679/- Rs. 19/-,. Rs. 1,52,978/·, Rs. JOO/· and Rs. 63,05.920/-. 

· The Committee.directed . the Administrative Department to be careful in ·futur~ 
regarding reconciliation of figures with theAudit Department well in time so that variations 
could be settled well before the time. the Item was settled subject to above observation. 

7.3-90 

The explanation of the department was accepted and the item was settled. 

7. Page 282 of Appropriation Accounts for ~he year 1984-85 Grant No. 44 :... Loans to 
· Municipalties. Port Funds- Loans to. Punjab Insustries Corporation- Excess Rs. 

27,75.990/-:-. · . . . 

6. Page 267 of Appropriation Accounts- for the year J 984-,85 Grant '.'Jo. 39 · Industrial 
Development- 722-Non .. Financial Instructions in the Project of Punjab Small Industries 
Corporation - Saving·~ l 0,00;000/-. · 

7-~90 · 

·•· The hem was settled subject to .above observations. 

The Audit Department stated if theAdministrative Department had taken pains to 
reconcils the figures.intime. the.wrong booking could be corrected. The Committee directed 
the "Department to be careful in future. . . 

. . . - ·. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA,:-· - . 

)"he item was 'settled· _subject to the. above observations . 

. 5. Page 254 of Appropriation Accounts for the year 19~5 Grant No. 36-De,·elopmeni 
Grant In Aid to Punjab Small Industries Corporation - Saving Rs. 1.70.32.000/-. · 



I 
L 

. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA-.- ~ - ·---------~----·- ·-· -- --- ·- -~~- -- --- ------'·---~~~------~----~--- --- 

. The Administrative Department explained that the Store Accounts for the year 1984- --~ 
85 were supplied lo the Accounts/General, Punjab on 3.4.1986. · . . · ; 

• - - . , '-_, 1 .•. 

; _ \ The Accountant-General, Punjab stated that the store Accounts for the year 1984-8~-- 
' were being printed in the Appropriation Accounts for the year 1987-88: · ·  - . ·· - 

7-3-90_ 

The Audit Department observed that the Administrative Department was unable to ~, 
reconcile the figures Well in time. The Administrative Department assured the Committee not 

_ torepeat such Iapes in future. · ·  

The item was however dropped. 

14. Note 4 Page l87 of Appropiation Accounts for the year 1984-85 Store Account8 relating' 
to Shabdara Weaving and Finishing Institute for the year 1978-79 to 1983-84 as Supplied 
by the Department have been included in this Compiladon Store Accounts for the y~ 
1984-85 were Not Supplied by the DepartiQ.ent. : - ·  ·  ·· ,, ·  

-----·  
7-3-90 

.... : ..... zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA-: 

. :.i.. 
·  The Audit Department observed that the Administrative Department was unable to 
reconcile the figures well in time. The Administrative Department assured the Committee not 

·--~ repeat such lapses in future. · . • 

The item was howeverdropped. 

-· ·.cr.-~ Page 254 of Appropriation Accounm for the year 1984-85-36- Development+: Fasibllity 
·Studies and Publication Saving Rs. 3,10,000/-. · 

7-3-90 

12. Page 254 of Appropriatjon Accounts for the year 1984-85 Grant No. ~Development- 5 
Balancing and Modernization of Wool Spining and Weaving- Saving Rs. 64,65,890/-. 

··- - ·.-·  -· 

The Audit Department observed that the Administrative Department was unable to 
reconcile the figures well intime, The Administrative-Department assured the Committee not 
to repeat such lapses in future. · 

The item was however dropped. 

7-3-90 

reconcile the figures well in- ti~ The Administrative Department assui'ea"tht;Committee nof 
to be repeat such lapses in future. · ·  ·  

- The item was - however dropped. 

11. Page 254of Appropriation Accounts for the year 1~ Grant No. 36- Development -8- 
579 - Others Scholarship Stipends - Excess Rs. 45.02.006/-.- - 
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-;~Cl-- • 

_, __ . ; . -. ~ 

·•-· · Th~_explanation or"the n~ent:w~ accepted ~d-tlie para was· settled._ _ ., 
- . . . . :..::. ·-·-·  _· - --. --~--·. -- .·"----~-.....: · __ __:.. __ ::·_~~-_-. · .•. -. ~---.---·-- .• ,· . J .-.--- · .... -._·-.-: ,:~~;,-;,_.{_; .' · .-_---:--~.-~' j 

.·  _ -_ the:eoirt~tt~ ~rooted- th~ Dq,arbn61~ to recover the ~~tnt from -~ de(aqlters. - -_ 
... througl). arrears-ona~revenµe; . - - . . ... 

- - . ,,_ -,~e-~r~-was~epfpen9itl$· ,_ , 
-· . ~ ., ~ .:.~- ·j! 

.: _16-~J :c\:,?;:};,.z:.r·/_}}:;{:-:,; - - 
-. . .· . . ----- .r, . ' ·_. . . - . -. . . . . . .r \ ·- 

. -_ , - The.I)epartment gave an .und,ertaking tothe Conµiµl~ thattheoutstan.Qing-~ zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA= 

·- - .of i7;000/-. would be recovered from the contractors, thrnugh Collector, Lahore .. 0: 

• -'. · , · 

. . t!ie-par~ ~ ~tt1M s~bJec(t~ veruicatjon: by~fi1eAudit.. - - . 

_-11~- ·Para_-_·_ -.9~4.i:.,_-_!lJ __ --i ~-i82o{A~ R_ e~~fo; the y~-1984-M UncompetetiYe~qf •. 
yam Rs.17,50,080/·. : -- _ - ·  - - . -- ·. - - - - - _- - 

.·' .. ~ ·· ··~/:·· 

16. ·_- - P~9.3.lP~ 18lofAuditReport for~year l~ Non-Deductlon·~fJncomeTax 
at &.urce from SoppJJ.ers- Rs. 55,039/_-. - _ ,: _ < _ : . : -_ - ·  ·  - 

. . .. - . ' .. · - - . : -. 

·oRAFrPARAs--· 

FOR THE YEAR 19~~ 

·-· . ---p~ 9.2.fjtaget81 of Audit R,eportfor th~·year:i9&AS c~ Shortage Its. 23,:867.p: 
- - . ',.. . - . . - ; . _. ·. - . . ' . . .. . . 

:: 7 .. 3-90- 

- - . - I 

... 



. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA..:...:.. 

~-- zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA. 

--·; 

-~~---'--~--------- --~ - - ~- -- _..,._ -- 

23. 
. - . .. . . ._, ._· . - -· . ·... : .....___ -:- --.- . ·~ --- ·- 

Para 9.5~1 Page 185 of Audit Report for th~ year 1984-85- Escalation of Tarpaullne 
Prl~ Rs. ~,94. Million~ . ·- : _ · ··  . · ,·  _ _ ·  ·  ; , . 

"': ··,-~ - ,-· .-::· ·;-----~-----:~-~-~ 

. - - Th~ para was - settled subject to sancti~n , of the Finance Department for .. th~ 
enhancement of-stipend and its verification by Audit, - . _- . ~ - _- - · . - 

. - . Subject-to Verification {)f record by. the Au<ilt, the para Wl;lS. ~ttled. 

-_ 22~ - - -. Para 9.4.6 Page .184. of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Payme~t of Un-entitled 
Stl~ Rs 45,818/;.._._ - 

--7 .. 3-90 

. . . 

21~ -- - -PJll'a 9.4.5 Page 1'4 of AinltfReprotfor the year 1984-85 Split Purchases of Ym;; R&' 
77.7_10/'*• ~- 

0i ·• ~· . -- . -·. ,• _ -· ,,·, __ . - "• '· 
7-3:-90 . 

·  ·  Subject to sanction of Finance Department forthe enh.ncement ~f ~ti pend-of Rs. 60/- 
to Rs. ISO/- and its verification by Audi4 the para was settled. . - - ·  

·  The explanation ofth~-Dep-artment\v~s accepted and the para was:settlecL - 
- ··-. - _-, - . : .- ---· • - • • . -.· ,l ~ ·.• . - _· . - . . -, ·- • • . 

Para 9.4.4 Page _ 183 of A~t Report for the year 1984-85- Tl"Sinees Stipends 
Unauthorised-Rs.1.30.053/-. - - . . - 

- 7-3-90 - - -·--- 

- _ ;-,. : The Department stated that the purchasewas.made in_ accordancewith.the prescribed - . 
procedure as laid down bythe-Govenunent and the payinent.was_-niacle after complying.with 
all the required formalities. · - • ·  - · 1 · -- · · - • - · 

~-The ex~lan~tion :or th~ .t>epartment was accepted ~nd- the para ~ drop1~ ... · . ·- 
-!" ": • •• _·-~~-~ .. :. ~· ·-=:_::· .:·: ~· ·  _.,·: . ·  .. -·  -- ... -;_· .. ·~_· .·  .- _;_t-_ ... : - . 

19. ' Para 9 .. 4.3 J'a,ie 183-of A~ Report for _they~ 1~ 'P~mpetitive purchase of 
- - -- Yarn Rs.- ll.97.226/- •. - · , · 0 

• ·- • - .. ._ , _ • _ : 

~ - ·: . - 

18. - Para 9.4.2 J>age 182 of .A.idit -Repo_rt for the: year 1984,.85..- U~tioned Advan<:e - 
- . Payment for- Yarn-Rs 17.17. 800h. · - _ ·  - - - · --_-. -- _ - -_ ·  ·  ·  _ _ -- · ·  : •. -_ 

. - - . . :· ·-. -_· .· . -, ·-. -. .. . - . 

-: -- -- -~-- >-.-------:. _-·- . 
. ..:.. :·: 

- -~ .. 

- . 

155:_ 

. ~.-.· ·. 



:.~··· .0. 

- 
....... mml!llll._,.!!IJllll!lllll...._ ....... .._..~~~~~~~""."""""~~77"'.""'.7~~77~~7··:· ,--:---:::- ... , zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA; -~-;_- .• -=:--··~ .. -. :'-.-= ..,. , -- ' , :"' .-1~· 

':;'.::<}~--~·~:~:::~:~:'.~; 
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· · ;..· ·~'.~~ 
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I 

I zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA............ 

I ·--- ' . : 

I 

. The Department stated that the theft had been reported· to the police and the case is · 
·  pending in the court· Meanwhile Departmental Inquiry was held and chowkidar was held 

responsible who was dismissed· Case for.write off of the Iossof the stolen amount has been 
. taken up with the Finance Department: · '. · 

The para was kept pending· · ·  
- - --- ~---.______ ------· - .. --· -- ~--------____:_ ~...=::.-~--· -· - ---- 

' 1· 

I 

. . . . 

4· Para 10-7·1 page 190 of Aud4 Report for the year 1984-:-85 Theft ofcasb (Rs•62·101-) 

.. · 
i 

. . . . . zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
= Recoveryhaving been made and verified, the parawas settled· 

r 
:' -~ Para 10·4·3 Page 190 of Audit Report for the. year 1984-85 Payment of Travelling 
1 · · . -Allowanee Beyond Title-. (Rs~S,242) = '. - 
i. .. 4-2-90 ·. . 

Eniries b,av!ng been verified by .Audit. Th~: para was· settled· · . 

.. 

!. ----- 

The. para: .was settled subject to recovery/write off and its verification by Audit· 

Para 10·4·2 Page._ 189 of -Audit Report for. the ;year 1984-85-un-Acc~unted for 
. Stationery Rs,8,063 · · ·  ·  

Additional Secretary, Irrigation and Power. gave a. commitment -to recover the 
amounts of Rs- 3,0~0/14 and, Rs-: 1,310/78 outstanding against Mr, M'.Khan; Deputy 

'Secretary (G) and Mian Bashir Ahmad, Deputy Secretary (Admn), Respectively, and also 
to move for write. off of amount of Rs- 3,944/90 outstanding against Mr· Saad Haroon 

.Mebmood, Secretary, Irrigation and Power Department· · · ·  · .··  ·  
.- _ ... 
:,,· . 

The. Committee .. directed that the Department Should ~ursue . Ute. recovery · of the 
TeleQhone · Charges from all concerned officers· The conumttee further. directed that 
~ents. should chack out mon:thly stat~ment of the dues of a11· the officers so that 

-vigilance -could be kept agamst the bill pf vanous officers· 

16-9-91 

l• Para 10~4· 1 Page. 189 of Audit Report for the year: 1984-85-Beyood. Ceiling 
Payment of Residential Telephone Charges- Rs· 10.570 · -.~!: zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA~-=-~- _ 

4-2-90 

The committee. examined. the . Accounts of Irrigation. arid Power Department in its 
meeting held on 4-2.:1990 'and 16-9-1991 · · .. • . · ·  ·  ·  · ·  

·  .... DRAFT PARAS . 
FOR THE Y~AR 1984-85 . 

- ------ . 

IRRIGATION AND POWER.DEPARTMENT 
. - (CIVIL SIDE) ': · . - -. . 

.·, 
- -~ - --··- . - 
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.· ·i6-~1- 

. The Department stated that zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAthe theft had been reported to the Police·'The Chowkidar 
. responsible for the theft had since been dismissed from service and the case for write off of 
Rs·62,101 has been taken up with the Finance Department· The Committee decided to settle 

' the para subject to write off sanction and its verification by Audit·  

·, 
5· Para 10·7·1 page 190 of the Audit Report-for the year1984-85--theft of Cash (Rs·62·101) 
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.· zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA-.~~--- ·- 

· ·y...,--:1-·  

The explanation bf the Department was accepted and th~ item was settled. 
---~~.::--·- - ---- -~------------"----- ___,_____ ·-~ ---- ' 

The.item was settled. 

5.. Page 195 of Appropriation Accounts for the year 19~5 Grant No. 23 Misc-Minimum 
Wages Board Saving Rs. 1,910/· - 

' ._ 
r , 6-3-90 

Page 194 of Appropriation Accounts for the year 1984-85 Grant No. 23 Misc-Directorate 
of Labour Welfare Excess Rs.12,54,810/- 
- . 

4. 

~3-90 .· 

The Department was directed to reconcile the-figures with the Audft. With the above 
observation, the. item was settled. · - 

t· 

(/ 

-' , The Committee o~rved the Department should have surrendered the saving well in 
time to the Finance Department so that the same could be utilized elsewhere .. 

r - 
- . ·• I • 

The Department was directed to be careful in future. With the above observation, the 
item was settled. · ' 

. 3.. · : i Page i94 ()f Appropriation Accounts for the yeat 1984-85-Grant No. 23 - Misc - 
JIIMke Law Courts ;. Excess - zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAo - · · 

; . , • .. . -, SQ• >• •. ~ 

J 
. ! 

. . _.., . 
' 

The explanation of the ,bepartment was accepted and the item was settled. 
. . '. -:- .. 

.. { ! . • 

Page 195 of Appropriation Accounts for the year 1984-85 _ Grant No. 23 Mis-413 
Prof~ional/Technical Training_ Centres Saving Rs. 28, 73,627 l: 

2." 

6-3-90 

Pages 197 of Appropriation Accounts for the year 1984-85 Grant No. 23 Mis-MINES 
LABOUR WELFARE Ol{GANIZATION Saving Rs. 31,176/- . 

1. 

The Committee examined the Accounts of Labour Department in its meeting held on 6- 
3--1990. - · - - · _; . . . . 

. I 

APPROBRJATION ACCOUNTS. 
FOR-THE YEAR 1984-85 

LABOUR DEPARTMENT 

· ·LABOUR OEPARTMENT 

.'. . 163 



(. 

The first part zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAof the para was settled. As regards the second part, relating to recovery of 
Income Tax of Rs . .J ,894/- the Department was directed to take up the matter with high officers 
of Income Tax Department. · · · 

With the above observation, the second part of the para was kept pending. 

Subject to this observation, the para was kept pending. 

9. Para 11.5.1 Page 192 of Audit ReporHor the year 1984-85 Non-Recovery of lncom Tax 
Rs. 12,690/- 

The Department was directed to get the recoveries verified by the Audit. . ' 

6-3-90 

8. Para 11.4.1 Page 192 of Audit Report for the year 1984,,85 Non-Execution of Mortgage 
Bond after Orawal of House Building Advance Rs. 84~216/- 

The explanation of the Department was arcepte,.d and the item was settled. 

DRAFf PARAS 
FOR THE YEAR 1984-85 

. 6-~90 

The explanation of the Department was ~?,ted and the item was settled. 

7. Page 194 of Appropriation Accounts for tire rear·1984-85 Grant No. 23 Misc-Labour 
Courts Saving Rs. 25,694/- \. · . 

6-3-90 

6. Page 47 of Appropriation Accounts for the yea:r 1984-85 Grant No. 10 GA-Labour 
Department Saving Rs. 1,36,391/- 
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• ':J. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

210-Justice,Law officers- Administrator General and Official Trustee-' Saving R.s. 7,467 

Mufassll Establishment-Saving Rs. 4,02,413/- zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

. "The Department stated that the savings occurred because of non-recruitment of posts 
· which Were sanctioned in the revised Budget in March, 1985 and there was very little. time for 
the process of recruitment to be completed and to reach a final figure for surrender. 

The Public Accounts C~tilmittee accepted the explanation of the Department and the 
item was dropped. · ,_, -, ·~ 

Advocate General, Punjab, Lahore-Saving Rs. 77.326(~ 

The saving of Rs. 77,326 was within the permissible limit of 2'Yo. The public Accounts 
Committee accepted the explanation of the Department and dropped the item: 

Solicitiors Department ,_T zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

4 Saving of Rs. 19,982/- was within the permissible limit of 2%. Therefore, the Public 
Accounts Committee dropped the item with the observation that in future the surrender 
should be made in time. 

15-8-89 

2. Grant No. 11 000-Geberal Administration-OlO-Organ of State Oil Law 
Division/Department Page 55 of Appropriation Accounts for the year 1984-85 Saving 
Rs. 19,982/- . · 

__ The Department stated that the saving of Rs. ll,800i-, Rs. 7,300/- and Rs. 892/- was 
·  dae to the posting of officers drawing less pay or for vacant posts which came to 2% of the total 
grant, which was permissible. 

The Public Accounts Committee-I accepted the explanation of the Department thatthe 
saving of 2% was negligeable. The item was settled with the remarks that in future the surrender 
should be made well in time. 

15-8-89 

Grant No. IO °'000-General Admn" page 45 of Appropriation Accounts for the year 1984- 
85 Saving Rs. 19,992/- · 

I. 

. APPROPRIATION ACCOUNTS 
FOR THE YEAR 1984-85 

The Committee examined the Accounts of the Law and Parliamentary Affairs 
Department in its meeting held on .15-8- I 989 and 6-3-1990 . 

LAW AND PARLIAMENTARY AFFAIRS DEPARTMENT 

LAW zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAAND PA·RLIAMENTARY 
AFFAIRS DEPARTMENT 
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~--- 
··il. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA&.' ;·, . .Para 12.4.2 Page 196 or" Audit Report for the year i984-85- Fimdfure · Purchase 

·  · , -~_:. · ~ot Competency. 
: :. . .. ·~t~.:. 

·  15-8-89 zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA·!· . 
-· . -~-..:-~~-~f ... ·>- .· ·_: - · .- . . ·. j : . . . 

i . __ ~- ;,; Sancti~n.Jg~f ~~ .1'.~~sation ~f -~~-- expenditure had already beenIssued ~~ .. 

~~ ;:"~~~, ~,{ilte: ~~'?:~~tjoD oit!Je audi~ - -" . .. . .·  .· . \ 

:ti 
. =. _,,.,, .-' . . • · . . . . . : - · . 

Subject to above observation the para was dropped. 

;._!: 
, · The Departm~t was . directed to' pr~du.ce relevant record of the Audit for 

f · veriµcation. · ·. ·  · · ·  

P~:-U.4.i Page 195 of A~dlt Report for the year 1~ ·AdVance unaceeunted 
: fo~ by judge rs. 17,148 · ' _ , · · ·  ·  . . . \ . . ' . . 

; .. ~j..90 ' .. . 

. _, .... 

:tr 
Subject to above 'observation t~e para was settled . 

e 
. . ' . . . . I . 

. The· Audit . department pointed out that the .Department had not · made transfer 
: entry .in the relevant books ·-well in time· which meant irregularity. However, the 
....... , Department w11s directed to produce relevant record to the Audit.for Vetj.fication. . · ·  
. '~ .· 

\ 4.· I , ·Para: i2~2.l P• 195 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Cash:wtth_Drawal Un- 
\---.--~'- · a~unted for.Rs. 4;49,952 · . ·  . 

;....- .... ·--~- ... 

- DRAFf PARAS 
FOR THE YEAR 1984-85 

. - . ·. ,. . . . ·. . : . 

The 'explanation of the department was accepted and the items were settled. 

--- .. - . 

, 3. · . ·  Page 55-57 of Appropriation Accounts for the year 1984-85 Grant no~ 11 Administration 
of Justice- Saving Rs.20,989 Rs. ~83,524 Rs.6,923 and Rs.81,804 · 

~~90 

.,-- .::--.,.:.--:-rlie°eip~~tion ;ctheDepartmentwas accepi~ ~d-th~ ite~ ;~dro~. Howevc 
·  ·  .. the Public Accounts Committee -observed that the Department should remain vigilau, tor . 

. surrendering the surplus amount well in time; so that this amount amount could be utilized 
,L-elsewhere. - - .·  · ·  - · ·  · ·  - ·  · ·  . _ ·  ·  ' 
i . 

· ' LAHORE HIGH_ COURT, LAHORE 
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LIVE STOCK AND DAIRY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 



Recovery having been effected and verified by Audit, the para was settled. 

7-3-90 

Recovery having been effected and verified by· Audit, the para was settled. 

5.. Para 13.2.2 Page 198 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Non-Deposit of Sale Proceeds 
of Poultry Products zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBARs. 9,579/- · 

7-3-90 

4. Para 13.2.1 Page 198 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Non-Accoutal ef Store · 
Articles Rs. 19,590/- · 

DRAFT PARAS 
FOR THE YEAR 1984-85 

The explanation of the department was accepted and the item was settled. 

7.3-90 

~"' . The explanation of the Department was accepted and all the items relating to saving of 
Rs. 50,81,052 were settled. · 

3. Page 245 of Approprlafion Accounts for the year 1984-85 Grant No. 36 Development 516 
Animal Husbardary Saving Rs. S,40,035 

7-3-90 

2. Pages 179--182 of Appropriatilon Accounts for the year 1984-85- Grant No. 20-VTY- 
. Saving Rs. 50,81.052 

The Item was however settled. 

/ 

The Committee directed the Department to depute some responsible persons for 
reconciliation work with the Accountant General, Punjab. The Committee further directed 
that the reconciliation pf figures should have been done with the Audit department beforethe 
printing of Audit Reports. 

7-3-90 

PAGE 48 OF APPROPRIATION ACCOUNTS FOR THE YEAR 1984-15 GRANT 
NO~. 10- GA- LIVK STOCK AND DAIRY DEVELOPMENT DEP AltTMENT 
SAVING RS. 1,22,807 

.. 1. 

The Committee examined the Accounts of the . Live Stock and dairy Development 
Department in its meeting held on 7-3-1990. · ·  

APPROPRIATION ACCOUNTS FOR THE YEAR 1'84-85 

LIVE STOCK AND DAIRY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
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The para was settled. 

• 
The para was settled. 

16. Para 13.7.1 Page204 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Theft of Buffalo Rs. 9,425/- 

7-3-90 

7-3-90 

Subject to sanction of write off and its verification· by Audit, the para was settled . 

. 15. Para .13.6.5 Page 203 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Government Shares of Crol: 
Yield Not Recovered Rs. 17,325/- 

Full recovery having been effected and verified. by Audit, the para was settled. 

14. Para 13.6.4 Page 203 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Non-Recovery of Hoose Rent 
Rs. 19,449/- . 

7-3-90 

13. Para 13.6.3 Page 202 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Non-Recovery oflncome Tax 
from Contractors Rs. 24,695/- 
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DEPARTMENT 



.. 

Since the saving was within the limit prescribed by Public Accounts Committee, the 
· · ··-item was settled. · 

15-3-90 

4. Page 217 of Appropriation Accounts for the year 1984-85 Grant·No. 31 Miscellaneous 
Engineering Staff at .Divisional Level Saving Rs..49,779/- 

Since the saving was within limit prescribed by Public Accounts Committee, the item 
was settled. 

,. . 
3. . Page 215 Qf Appropriation Accounts for the year 1984-85 Grant No. 31 Miscellaneous 

· Local Government Training Institute Lalamusa Saving Rs. 1~87 /·  

15-3-90 

The item was settled with the direction ·that the Department should be careful in future 
in surrendering the savings· well in time so that the same could be utilized elsewhere. 

15-3-90 

The explanation of the Department was accepted by the Committee and the item was 
settled. The Department was however, directed that in future the savings should be 
surrendered well in time for utilization of the same elsewhere. 

2. Page 217 of Appropriation Accounts for the year 1984-85 Grant No. 31 Miscellaneous 
Punjab Local Council Election Authority Saving Rs. 1,74,901/- 

1. Page 46 of Appropriation A~counts for the year 1984-85 Grant No. 10 GA Local 
Government and RuralDevelopmentDepartment Saving Rs. 5,68,458/· 

APPROPRIATION ACCOUNTS 
FOR THE YEAR 1984-85 

The Committee examined the Accounts of Local Government and Rural Development 
Department in its meeting held on 15-3-1990 and 16-9-1991. · 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT AND RURAL DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT AND 
RURAL DEVELOPMENT 

DEPARTMENT 

1Tl 



. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA-- --· --------------'---"'.-- 

. . . 

The para was kept pending; until the amount was recovered or got written off. 

. 15-3-90 

_ The Committee 'directed the .Department to get the recovery of Rs. 65.492/- 
. verified by the Audit and efforts be made to recover the balance expeditiously. · 

. The para was kept pending: 

16-9-91 

·  ·  The Department stated that an amount-of Rs. 59,292/~ and Rs. 17,200/ .. had since 
been recovered from:PAD .& .SC arid Hayat and Sons respectively and efforts were being 
made for recovery of the balance amount of Rs. 89~408/- · ·. 

I 

. S. Para 14.6.t Pase 207 of Audit Report for the year t9fW..SS 1.Jnrecovered Rent -of 
Building Rs. 1,65,900/- 

DRAFT PARAS 
'FORTHEYEAR 1984-85-'.- 

.. •;, .; 

· ... · . 
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CHAPTER XV 

PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
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7. Para 15.2.1. Page- 210: of Audit Report zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAfor the year 198441~ Excess Purchase and 
Pilfirage of Curtains Rs. 9.176- 

_ DRAFf PARAS 
__ FOR THE YEAR 1984-85 

The Department was directed to reconsile thefigures in time in future. 

However, the item was. settled. 

4-S-90 

- - - 

The explanation ofthe Department was accepted and the item was settled. 

6. Grant No. 36- Develepinent .. planning and· Development -032- Planning Page 257 of 
ApproprlationA~unts for The year 1984-85 -Saving of Rs. 18,64,852 

5 ~ 23-Misc~Department - Bureau of Statlstlcs-Provlnela! Statistics Page 197 of 
Approprlatlon Accounts for the year 1984_-85..-Excess of Rs • .2.41.665/. 

As there was no variation, no explanation was required. 

The explanation of the Department was accepted and the items were settled. 

4.. 3l~Misc- Grant- In-Aid foPERI of Appropriation Aecoiunts for the year 1984-85 
T - 0 • • ' • • 

- .... ,. ' : 

3. 

1. Grant No. 10-GA..032- - Planning and Development Departi]!ent - P~~ 45 of 
-Approprlaction Acco~ts for the year 1984-85 Excess Rs, 18;49,310/- 

Grant No: 16-GA--032- Planning-Abad - Rawalpindi Page 53 of Appropriation AccoUnts 
for the year 198+85 Saving Rs. 18,53,680. 

Gnmt N_ o, 31_ -M_ lse- - 032- Planning and Develo1n11ent _ Dep~- .. ent Page 215 of 
- Appropriation Accounts for .the year 1984-85- Saving Rs. 26~. 

2. 

- - The Committee examined the Acco tints of the Planning and Development Department 
in its meeting _held on' ~8-1990. - . 

APPROPRIATION ACCOUNTS - 
FOR THE YEAR 1984-85 - 

PLANNING AND 0EVELOPMENT 
- - . DEPARTMENT - - . 

- 181 



The explanation of the Department was accepted and the para was dropped. 

The explanation of the Department was accepted and thepara was dropped. 

10. Para lS.4.3 Page 211 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 - Drawal of Advance for 
Prizes Without Sanction- Rs.2~000- 

4-8-90' 

The explanation· of the department was accepted and the para was dropped; 

9. . Para JS.4.l·P~ 2u··of Audit Report for the year 1~ Expenditure on Seminar 
Without Sanction- Rs. 20,000- 

Theexplantion ofthe Depa:rtment.wa.s accepted and the para was dropped. 

Para ISA.I Page 210 of Audit Report for the yeur 1'>84-85 Piecemeal 
Purchase of .. Furniture. Rs. 75~9-U/- 

.... 
/ 
I 
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. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA\ 

The explanation·of the Department w~ accepted and 'the item wits" dropped- 

·  ·  Tke explanation of the Department was accepted hlld on the recommendation of the 
. Audit, the item was settled· .. _ _ . - - 

''Jr .. ·~•=~~fur.the ;.i,~1!1114-8$'~No· lo'GA Staff 

'--.,.,_ . zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA) . . 

5-3-90 

·. - - . 

·  : _ The item - was settled - with the direction that the Department should surrender the 
- savings well _in time so that the same .could be .. utilized e~he~'. _ · 

.. 2• , . P~-- e_ 53 ,;(Appr<iprladon AccQunls fur~,.,.. 1~ Grimt No,}11--GA Anti 
. Con-option Establfshment Saving Rs• 18,7~ : _ _ _ ·  

- v (iii) - Saving Rs·6,97,75,697 . 

. . 
_,.,/ ·. · The .expl~tion of the Department was iiCCept_ect ~4 oh the re;commendation of the 
Audit, the item was settled- _. ,: : _ , .. _ .. , .. · -. 

... - 
.·· (H) 

(1) Saving Rs· 3,64,568 

• . . The i~. was settled ·~th the direction ~t the Depffi:1Uedt should surrender the 
savings well m time so that the same could be utilized .elsewhere· • 

l. ~ • ·i , : ; ;- ·._ 

J· _Pages 44-45 of Appropriation Accomrts for the yearl984c85-G~ant ~o-_1()-0A- 

5--3-90 •· 

~ - - : 'die Committee examined the Accounts of Services, gerientl Arunfuistration and Inf6ruiation 
Department in its meetng held on 15-8-1989, 5-3-1990 an.416-9-1991 · , - 

--APPROPRIATION ACCOUNTS 
. .-FOR THE_ YEAR 1984-85 - 

SUVICES, GENERAL ADMINISTRATION AND. 
INFORMATION DEPARTMENT · · 

. _' . · .1- {~ 

- .... , 

,L .. 

f __ . + .', 
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The Departmental 'action against the defaulting. officers /officials had since- been 
completed. · · - · - ·  ·  

. -; It was further informed that examination fee in the form of Cash /Money Order has zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
.been done away with in order to safe .guard against embezzelement. 

15-8--89 

• • ~ . . • ! . .__ 

The Department explained that there !'as no mis-appropriaton involved in the case-' 
·  Rather the omission occurred due to non posting of payment vouchers in the cash Book· The 

Depa.rtment furqter intimated that the official. f~r. this 11egligence had penalized under the 
relevant rules- Smee there had been a regulariza.tioDJJ,!QJA.t''he rules, the Department had · 

. - already approached the Finance Department for relnatioii in rules in order to regularise the 
I matter· · ·"· 

·· - The para was dropped ~ubject to approval of relaxation of rules by the fin.an~ 
Department and its verification by the Audit·  - . ·  ·  v., 

6. ' Para· 16.1.2 Page 215 of Audit Report for the year 19~-Casb--:-= Elibeziimem 
Rs.53,000 . . . . 

It was further informed that examination fee in the form of Cash/Money order has been done 
away with- in _order to safeguared against embezzelement.·  -_ . _ - 

·  . The Public Accounts Committee directed that subject to the· regularization of the 
expenditure by the Finance Department, accountal of transaction in the Cash Register and - 

· their verification by the audit, the para was settled· . 

S-3-90 ·. 

The Departmental action against the defaul~ni·;m~f~/offic~s had since been 
completed- . · -_ _ -'-- - - . 

'. . . .. . _.· 

, _ 
' ( zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA_) . 

9· l?ara 16•1 •l Page 215 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Cash Not Aecounted for Rs· 
2·29,855- . 

5-~ 

_~.,·  

Subject to Reco11cilation of figures. the item was - dropped· 

. DRAFT PARAS - 
FOR THE YEAR 1984-85 

. 
\!' 

· -;ft 

The Committee ~ed the Department to reconcile the figures with tb.e Audit 
Department as soon as possible- _ _ _ _ _ - - · · - 

. . . 

Page 50 of Appropriation Accounts for the year 1984--85-0rant No· 10--Ga Punjab Pnblic 
Service Commlss1oner Excea Rs· 6·23,092· . . 

4· 

:pUNJAB PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 
APPROPRIATION ACCOUNTS 

FOR THE YEAR 1984-85 
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-~. · · - . The ]?e.partment explained that the Telephones Calls were made for official purposes 
· . and the omission for non maintenance of up-Todate record willnot be repeated. The 
· Committee however Directed the Department to be careful in future. · · 

The para was dropped. 

~ .... 

(' S-3-90· 

Para 16.4.1 Page 216 ofAudit Report for ~e year 1984-85- Beyond Cellirig Payemntof 
Residential Telephone Charges Rs. 4,73~. - . · .-. . · . - . ; 

8. 
'· 

The Department explained thaJthere was a no mis-appropriation ~nvolved in this case. Rather 
the omissiondue to non postmg of payment vouchers m the Cash Book. The Department 
further intimated that the official for this negligence had penalized under the relevant rules. 
Since there had been a regularization from the rules, the Department had already approached 

· the Finance Department for relaxation in rules in order to regularise the matter. 

- The para VI/as dropped- subject to approval of relaxation 'of-rules by 'the Finance. 
Department and its verifvication bY. the Audit. ~ , . 

The Public Accounts committee directed that subject to the regularization of the · 
expenditure by the Finance. Department accountal of transactions in the Cash· Register and 
their verification by the Audit; the para was settled. 

5 .. 3,...90 - 

The Departmental action against the defaulting officers ;official han since been 
completed. ; -. . ·  . • . ·  

·, _ . It was further informed that examinati~n fee· in the form of Cash /Money Order has 
·· · been done 'away with zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAin order to-_ safeguard against embezzelement, ~ 

ls.s:89 

__ Para 16.lj Page 216of Audit Report for the year 1984-85- on-deposited Reteipii° 
Rs.5.6p. 

. 7_. 
i 

The Departmetit e~plained th~t there was no,~ppropria~on involved in.this ease. 
Rather the ornmission occurred due to non posting of payment-vouchers in the Cash Book. 
The Departernnt further intimated that the official for this negligence had penalized under the. 
relevant rules. Since there had been a regularization from the rules, the Department had. 
already approached· the Finance Department for relaxation of the rules by the Finance 
Department and its verification by the Audit. · 

·i· 
. I -. . . :,- - .. 

7)e Public A~Q"JJP.ts_ Committee directed That subject to .~e regularizati~n ofthe 
expenditure by the Finance Department, accountal of transactions in the Cash Register and 
their verification by the Audit, the para was settled. 
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, The Departmentalaction against the defaulting.' officers/officials had since been 
completed;_.· ·  

15-8-89 

·  ·. The para was settled ~bject to· sanctio~ of write off and its verification by Audit·  ·. _ 

·11· . Para 16-6-1 Page 218 of-Audit Report foi: the year 1984-85.Non-recovery of Prfyate 
T~lepb~lie Calls/T~lephone Bills,- Rs· 49,625/- · · ·  ·  · ·  ·  ·  ', ·  

·  ': . Department was directed to effect the recovery zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAif any during ~e current financial year 
on acountof residential telephone· Also, the Department was required to mamtam proper· 
record of the residential calls for future· · 

The para was dropped- 

U· Para 16·8·1 Page 218. of Audit Report· for_. the year 1984-85 Documentation on 
Expenditure Not Forthcoming Rs· 1;44,415/- 

1~ Para 16·4·3 Page 217 of Audit.Report for the year1984-85-: Beyond Ceiling Payment 
R,esidentiaLTelephone. Charges ·--:. Rs~ 28,400/-_ . . . ·  . ·  

16-9-91. 

INFORMATION AND .rirLTURE DEPARTMENT . . 

The Derpartment explained thatthere was no mis-appropriation involved in this case •. 
Rather the omission was due to non posting of payment vouchers in the Cash Book. The 
Department further intimated that the official for this negligence had penalized under the 
relevantrules, Since there bad been a regularization. from .the rules, the Department had 
already approched the Finance Department for relaxation in rules in order to regularise the 
matter. · 

Th~ para was dropped ~ubject to ·approval of relaxation of rules by the Finance. 
Department and· its verification by the Audit. ... . . ' 

- .15-3-90 

. . . . 

The Public Accounts Committee directed that subject to the regularization of the 
expenditure hr·the Finance Qerarrnent.afl.CcountaLof_tran~actions in the Cash Register and 
their verification by the Audit. the para was settled., · 

. . 

The Departmental action against the defaulting officers /officials had since been 
completed.'. · zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

it was further informed that examination fee in-the form of Cash/Money Order Has 
been done away with in order to safeguardagainst embezzelement. · 

15-3-89 

Para 16.4.2 Page. 217 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Un- Paid Advertisement 
Charges Rs. 42~76. , ·  · . . ·  ·  

9. 
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..... 

The D~entexplained that there zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAwas no miS-appropriation involved in this case· 
Rather.the omission occurred due to non posting of payment vouchers in the Cash Book· The 
Department further intimated -that the official ,ror ~s negligence had penalized undder the 
relevant rules- Since there: had been a regularization from the rules, the Department had 
already approached the· Finance Department for relaxation in rules in order to regularise the 

.matter- · · 

The para was dropped. subject to approval of relaxation of the rules by the Finance 
Department and its verification by the Audit·  

- · · . Tlie Departmental action against the defaulting officers/offlcials had since been 
completed· - · . 

. It was further informed that examination fee in the form of Cash/Money Order has . 
been done away with in order to safe-guard against embezzelement· 

The Public ~ccounts Committee directed that subject to the regularization of the 
expenditure by the 'Finance Department, aecountal of transactions in the Cash Register and 
their verification by the Audit, the para was settled· 

S-3-90 

• 

·1~ 

. . 

The. para was dropped subject. to approval of relaxation of rules by the Finance 
Department and'its.verification by the Audit·  · 

13• Para 1~·8•2 Pqe 219 of Audit Report·  for the year 1984~!f Fee Not Deposited in 
Treasury Rs·· 64,432/--·  . . ·  · . ·  · . 

The Department explained that there was no mis-appropriation involved in. this case· 
. Rather the omission was due to non postini of payment vouchers in the Cash Book· The 
Department further intimated that the official -for this negligence had penalized under the 
relevant rules· Since there had been a regularization from the rules, the Department had 
already approached the Finance Department for relaxation in rulesin order to regularise the 
matter-: · 

. .. . 
·  ·  The Public Accounts Committee directed that subject to the regularization of the 
~di~ by the Finance ~J?epartment, accountal of transactions in the Cash Register and 
their verification by. the Audit, the para was settled· 

., It was further informed that examination.ree in the form ~rcashfM~ney Order has 
· been done away with in order to safe-guard against embezzelement- · . 
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The Audit stated that 'the Administrative "Department could .not submit the claim well zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
in rune due to which the saving occurred. The Committee directed the Department to be careful 
in future. .. . · ·  . . ·  , · . · 

.. Subject to such direction, the item was settled. 

7.3-90. 

· The-explanation of the Departmentwas accepted by the Public.Accounts Committee 
. and the item was dropped. · · 

4. . . Page 283 of Appropriation _Accounts for the year i984,.;85 Grant No. 44 Loans to 
Municipalities Port Funds-Saving Rs.. _63,000/· ._. _· . 

. ~ . . . ~- . 

As recommended by the Audit the hem was settled. 

3. -Page'256 of Appropriation Accounts for the year 1984-85.Grant No. 36 Development-. 
Saving Rs •. 4,0'J,467/- , . . ·  

-1-3-90 

The explanation of the Department was accepted and the items were settled. 

2. , -P~ 216 of Appropriation Accounts for the year 1984--85 Grant No. 31 ·Misc-Excess Rs. 
7,(J80/- . ' •.. . ', . . . . . ' . 

7-3-90 

1. Pages 21S.216: of Appropriation Accounts for the year 1984-85 · Grant No. 31 Misc;. 
Saving Rs. 7,153/- k 14.530:h 82,345/- and Rs. 4,125/:- 

APPROPRIATION ACCOUNTS 
i: -FOR-THE·-YEAR 1984-85 

·  The Committee examined thtAccotints of Social ·welfare Department in its meeting 
held on 7-3-1990 and 16-9-1_991. · -· ·  , . . .. ·  

SERVICES , GENERAL .tWMINISTRATION AND 
INFORMATION DEPARTMENT 

SOCIAL.WELFARE DEPARTMENT 

_:,~ 
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.. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA·;.;·~---~ 

• ·  The working paper had been received from the Depa'rtmept, but the Secretary, Social·  
Welfare Departmentdid not attend the meeting. The Committee directed that he miglitia. . 
written to attend the next meeting positively. · - · ·  -- 

/ 
/ The Committee . directed the Department to take · disciplinary action against the. 

defaulters and submit its report -to the Public Accounts Committee in its next meeting; 
However, the case being sub-judice, the para was kept pending. 

·  5. .Para 17.1.1. Page .223 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Em~zzlement ', 
of Hostel Rent Rs. 22,278/- 

DRAFf PARAS 
FOR THE YEAR 1984-85 
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MISCELLANEOUS 
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Out ~f this·, so far the ron<l,ing amo~ts have been recoveredr- 

4• Para 1-S Page 230 of Aiadit{leportforthe year l~nt Drawalof G·P. Fund, 
Gratuity, Pension on Bogus Authorities .to zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAthe Tone. of Rs· 3;15, 717 /- · 

It was stated that out of total amount of Rs"i0,67,590/-, Rs· 1,03,000/- had been 
~~ which had to be got verifi~: O!se ~~s presently sub-judiee- The Committee was 
dimlted to pursue the case for. expediti~ decision · · ·  · ·  zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

. - . . .... ~.-:· .. ' 0 . - 

The ~ was kept pendin3· 
-;·  

4-8-90 

It relates to the fraudulent drawal on account of preparing bogus authorities of 
commutations/~tuities in favour of fictitious pensioners to the tune of Rs· 16,64,848/-· The 
matter was sub-judice- The Committee directed that the matter may be pursued with the Court 
for expedius decision for criminal action as well as for recovery of the amount fraudulently 
withdrawn· · · ·  · ·  

The para .w~ kept pl?'nding'. 

· 3- Para 1·3 Page 228·of Audit Report for the Je$F ~ FraudulentDrawal of Money Rs• 
10,67,SOO/- . ~--- >· ' • . 

It was stated that out of total amount of Rs· -5,53,90, 707 /- Rs· 5,02,Q4,856/86 have been 
recovered and got deposited into Govemment Accounts· Balance amount of Rs· 51,95,850/14 
was still recoverable· 

The Committee directed that the remaining ~ount may either be got recovered or 
sanction of its write off be obtained· The para was dropped subject to recovery or sanction of 
write off, as the fase·may be, alongwith the action taken against the defaulting officers·. 

. '. - .. . . . . 

2· · ·  Para l •2· Page 228 <ff Audit Report for the year 1984--85 Frau~ent Drawal on Account 
of Comm~tions/Gratoiµes Rs- 16,64,848/- . · · 

Para 1 ·1 • P_ age 227 of Audit Re_port for the year 1984-85- Fraud.lent Drawal of Money by 
a Bogus Firm Rs- 5,53,90,707/- - 

l·  

The Committee examinedthe Accounts of various Departments regarding Losses, 
Defaulcations in its meeting-held an +8- 1990· · · ·  ·  ·  · .. . ·  

DRAFT PARAS 
FOR THE YEAR" 1984-85 

MISCELLANEOUS 
FINANCE DEPARTMENT 
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·  .The para.was settled subject to verification zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAby Audit. 

It weas stated that the entire amount had been recovered ati4: deposited in the 
Government Treatury. Departmental action against the culprits too had been finalized: 

. I 

...... 
4-8-90 

Para 1.11 ~age 235 zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAof Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Fraudulent Drawal of salary Rs. 
71,098/- . . . · . ,·  · . . ·  , .· . ·  

. It relates to Accountant General, Punjab instead of Finance Department. The'case was 
presently sub-judiee in the Courtof.Law, As such the para was pended on the request of 
Accountant General, Punjab. · ·  · ·  ·  · ·  

4-8-90 . 

·  The para :J1a1es_ to Accountant 0enera1/Puajab; rt was settled subject to the recovery 
of the balance amount and its verification by Audit, as the part recovery hadbeen made from 
the culprit Nayyar-ul-Islam. 

7. · . Para 1.9 Page 233 of Audit Report for. the year 1984-85 Fraudulent Drawal of House 
.; Buildii:tg Advance~ 1,50,320/- 

4-8-90 

. This para relates to Accountant 'General, Punajb instead of the finance Department. 
The para was pended on the request of Accountant General, Punjab. · · · . 

6. Para 1.8 Page 232 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Fraudulent Drawal of House 
13uilding A~vance to the Tune of Rs. 1,50,750/- · · ·  

. . 

The para was however kpet pending. 

Para 1.6 Page 231.of Amii! Report for the year 1984-85 Fi:audulentDrawal of G.P.. Fond, 
l«1nal Paymepts to the. Tmte of Rs. 2,61,789/~ 

• i- • .. ,__ . 

c, 

5. 

. Regarding defaulted amount of Rs. 95,073/-froin Rawalpindi Treasury.ino recovery 
has so far been made. , - 

. · The Committee directed that recoveries of the balance amounts may be expedited 
which may be got verified. The cases with the Courts may also be pursued vigorously. 

(1) Rs·· 34,300/- from Ifabib Bank Limited," Circular Road, Faisalabad and 
De.t?osited intoFaisalabad Treasury- 

(2) Rs· 44,980/-~Rs~ 2,412J,,, Rs~ 2)30f and Rs· 1,370/60 have been recovered from 
United. Bank Limited."iadar Branch, Multan Cantt: Bank of Bahawalpur, 
National Bank of Paf~.Qbrt, Multan and,National Bank of Pakistan, Multan 
respectively anddeposasd m·theMultanf~· : , .. -· ·  ~ . ' · .. 

Regarding the balance amount of Rs· l,4i643/-, if was still recoverable from National 
Bank of Pakistan, I\iyltanand the B~ had gone into appeal and the case was still under trial·  

1.98 



....... zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA,· 

- .. 
;-·· 

The case being sub-judice, the para was kept pending; 

11. . . _Plu'a.27 Page 26 of Audit Report for the year 1972-73 Read with at Sr.No. 13 page 434 of 
· Audit RepQrt for the year 1984-85. · · 

1972~73 

... _. . ..:.·  -', 

The para weas theref ~re settled. 

The Department explained that sanction zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAof .regularization of expenditure had been . 
verified by Audit. ·  · -. . 

It was stated that over-paid amount had, been 'adjusted-in the revised P.P.O. but 
disciplinary action against the defaulters had not yet been completed. The para was pended on 
the request of Accountant .General, Punjab.' 

. . The Department explained that it 'relates ·t9 minor saving of 1.07% which was on 
account of the. fact that vacant Ministerial Post had not been filled. 

The Committee accepted the explaination and settled the item, zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

971-72 

10. Para 35 Page 40_ of Audit Report for the yeu.1971-72 

~8-90 

~. Para 7.2 Page 237~f Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Irregular Authorisation of 
Gratuity /Pension to the Tune of Rs. 62,970/- - . • . , 
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~ To.e exp~tion furnished. _by t!,.~·~~ent zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAw~ n~t ~tabl~ to the ~rtml}~ the J;. 
Committee directed to the Department toinstitute an mqmry into the megularity pointed out , -: 
by the_ Audit j,nj]µs__ _ • •• paJ:a,.fix.the responsibiliut_rif the ~paymenttnade, recover.the amount' ''.'-~. 
from the officers for tesponsible, besides • g disciplinary action against them.The action.,-·-. 
sheuld be completed within 2:months. · · · ; . · ·  

T,he_ para was ktpt pending; ' ; .. ,·  
;, ·. ~ ."'. r~.·~-~.,";"., __ .. _•.\: .--~·-·  . -- zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA~c 

' .: -v : zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA! 

1. Parat (1)~_288of Audit Reportfo,; the~l~1£~pa~_ofh80,3~/-";;,y} 
10-18-89 - .. , 

. '. \ {~·-~ _r~Ji 
'"": ,f'• 

'i 
·',;" 

~ "c, : ·- . 

Loans to F~D.A; (W ASA) Saving Rs.11,98,93,?33/- 

The explaliati6n of the Department'was ~pted-and the. item was settled. - 

HOUSING AND·PHYSICAL PLANNING DEPARTMENT 
DRAFT PARAS-1984-85 . 

13-1-90 

·1' .• : ., ... 

;' --.·. 
•, .!;.• 

There being no excess or saving., As suchno explanation required: . . . . ",;._ { ., - - 

. Pqe 282 of Ap~on_Aecounts for~tbe yeaf ~- No.+a"·~· to_.::· 
Munidpalities port FODds etc. - - - - - · _ . - . - - .- 

-.': .:- : 

.-· .: 1"{:' 

'f4ere being· no excess or saving. No explanantion ~ired.· · ·-- · ·- - · 

2. · Page 272 of Appr~priation Accounts-for the year t984,.,8S.Gnmt.N~ 41 R~·an.d 
Br:ldges-312-312-0ther Highways Rollfls. . -· · · 

·, 

13-1 .. 90 

' . . ... 

l. · t.~;:~1f3=C11°° ~unts_ for ~-.:yea, 1'84-85 .. 6:~ ~o. ~1-R~~ _and . 

13-1 .. 90 ' . - ' . ~ 

.. }·" 
APPROPRIATION ACCOUNTS FOR THE Y'.EAR.·198+-85 ~ . . . . ' . '. 

The ~ttee exaniin~ tbe Accounts. of Housing; Physical and ~vironmental' . - 
planning Department in its meetings held on 1().;.1~89~ _ 11-1~9; 12-10-89,-13-1-90, _ - - 
10-4-90, 11+90, 12:4-90, 12-8-91, 13-;8-91, 15-8"'.91~ and4-9-~L - . -- ·  ·  ·  ·  

' 

L_ 
3. 



' 10-10:.·  - zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
---- - ·-"f'' . ; ... ~.. . 

~' ,::· . , .. • ·.,. :· . ~-; ' ;, . • . • ' :;• . • ' ·:- c\. :, . ·.·  :: .' • . ' zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

. The ~ttee directed that for the. present the l)epa.rtinmt should pursue the Civil Suit 
_.,through a ,mponsible ·omcer, manage to gel the stay vated and effect die recovery from the 
contractor. · . ·  
- -- ----- -~-~--- . 

. The Director General, a·& PP's latter dated 741987, stated by the l>ep&u'tment to 'have · 
. ·been •t to the Audit; had not .been received by the Audit. The Committee directed that the 

departi:ncnt should ~ the relm.ilt recontverifiecl' by the· Audit, within a .fortnight. · · ·  
- Subject to the aforesaid Audit Verificatjon, the.piua was settled. . . 

. 10-10-S, .... · . 
'·'Jtl' .• ~ . . 

.. -- . 

"-1. ·. ·  Pua--1 <i>~21iorAaditRepor1ror11aeYear 19J1445.kcm . ..,.....ot11&e,Dffi-L . . . .. . . . .. . 

The para was kept ~diq. 

lM-91 . zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

1914-15 

. . The Committee was informed :that the.~very-had been eff~and got verified by~ 
Audit. MoR.Over t disciplinary actiott against the officer at fault had been comp1*cl.and as a · 
result stern warning~ to him ~- . . . . 

The para was settl~:· . 

The Committee~ that the'.action required in theinatter should be~pleted withhi 
two months. . : - · ·  · ·  ·  ·  . ~ . 

·-. ·, ~ -·  -·  ··, ·- - 

. ' 

· ·  TheAdministratm; ~tfailed to submit the working~rs wellin advance. The 
Committee took a serious not for the lapse on the part of the • · t and decided to 
~the.meetings to be-held on 10-4-90;·11-4-90and 12-4-90.·- · ·  department~ 
ileei, regrets. However, the Committee · decided to consider. the. business ·dated · 10-4-90 .& 
11-4-90 on· _the next day i.e •. on 11-4-1990 !ID,d 12-4:1990. respectjvely; 1be ~t 
expressed deep regrets. and assured the ColDIDlttee that tt will be mreful m future and would 
manap to supply the working ~pers in accordance with the Public Accounts Committee 
directives circulated by ·SG.A-Information·:Departmen. - _ t .vide their D.O. letter No. SOG- 
'IV/Budget/ FA/ 85-86/Assembly, dated 16,:12-1989. ·: ·. 

·  The meeting was adjourned to"meet, ·again on .1~490. · 

11+90. 
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The Committeewaainformed that revised technical sanction and administrative zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAapproval 
had since been issued and the department had ~ucea 19.-e record for verification to the 

·  Audit. The para was settled, subject to verification by the-Audit. · 
--:· -· 

The para ~. kept pending, 

· ·12-8,.91. 

. It came to. the. notice of the Public A~unts Committee that the -directhre given by it:-· 
. earli~was not~ed outby ~ ~t ~4 the,4epartmen!~ up with~ f~~~ 
. ~the Committee took exception to it and directed that the directive-al:ready-givenslioulabe 

implemented and a report submitted to the Assembly secretariat within a period of two 
', months .. The Committee further observed that persons responsible for giving wrong 

· information to the Public Accounts Committee should be preceded against. · · ·  ·  .. - . ·-·· ---· - ·--- zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA----:..-:·- ~ 

•. 

11,+90 ,.; 

-The· Committee did not. accept the explanation of the Department. .The Committee 
directed that the ~t sho'!lld'instittite an inquiry into the financial in'egqlarity po~ 
o~t .bfin: A~t m ~ .P~ fix the responsibility,~ ~I: ·n.=covery_~ takuig 
discip . :}1¢911 against the officers. found responsible for. tt, The. action should be . · 
completed .within 2 months; · · · ·  _ -, . 

The para was kept ~ding. . 

The para W'.8$ kept pending. . _ .. 

5. Parat (4)page 8 ~f Audit i.Jeportfor the year l~Exeas'paymentoflls. 53,0BJ/· '· 
. . . . . zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA•.:- 

10-10. 

· :. The department ext>laked that the matter ·was. $Ulrj~~ce and nex~ date of hearing had 
been fixed for 19-:3-199~. The department was advised to persue the vigorously. . . 

., . 

.f. • 1{was. reported that the ~tter was sub-judiee, next date of hearing being 12-5-1990. 

·  The para'was kept pending. 

J2-8,.91 

-·~ ·--·· ~ 

The Committee further directed that after the decision of the Civil Suit'by the Court, the 
_ departm~t.~.~uld-hold an ~q~ into the.tinanci~irr;egularity pom. • ted-out in this~ th 
. the responsibility and ~ disciplinary action against the officer· found responsible .J?esides 

recovery .of the amount invelved. - -- - - 

The para was kept pending. · 
_, 

11-4-90 
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Tiie~Co~ zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA~··infoQD.ed that ~- de~t was ~g -~ to t!ie 
. . ··•-. ------- -- 

/ 11-4-90 

The Department explained .that efforts were made to recoser the balance amount of 
Rs. 39,464/~ from the contractor. The Committee-made further queries. whether any notice 
had been issued to-the-contnicior for the balance recovery ?Whether other Divisions bad bemi -- · 
informed of the outstanding amount against contractor"? What was the date of last 
communication to the Contractor? Under what clause the Department had proceeded against . 
the contractor and whether that was legally a ript course of action ? .. The Department 
.expnued.its inability to make reply to these quenes as they had not brouglit·the relevant 

·  record with them: · -- · . 

The para was kept pending. The Department was advised to come with au the relevant 
record next time. . ·  · ·  . zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

1 
. 

The Committee was informed that recov~ of Rs. 34,800/w had been effected and got 
verified by the Audit, Moreover, departmental ·mquiry had also been completed. . - 

· The para was settled. 

*.·.. ~ll (1') ~ Aadit Report for the year 1984-U-Non--recovery of Go,emmd 
dues from . Rs. ·~,- . 

e 
• 

10-19,8 

The para was kept pending. 

Jl-8.91 
.• 

It was stated that amount involved in the para. had been recovered. 
Subject to verification of recovery by the Audit, ··Ute was dropped .. 

7. Pua 1 (6) page289of Aadit Reportforthey~ 1~ ExcesspaymntofRs. '34JJ00/- 

10-1N9 

The ~ent explained that thetotal amount invoived·had since been recovered. The· - 
. Committee mquired why the respoDSioility for this financial ~ty had not been fixed. 
The. Committee directed that the Department should take disciplinary action against the 
~fficer ~nsible for.it and submit compliance. reportwithin 2 month$. 

The para was kep! pending. 

11-4-90 

.• 

The departm~nt explain~ that a part of the amount involved had since ~ recovered. _ 
The CoIDJD1ttee directed that the balance recovery should be effected expeditiously. 
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The Committee ~ zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAthe department to reconcile the figures with the Audit- and 
recover the outstanding balance, · · ·  · · ·  

-~-The para was settled. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
fr., .. • - zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

, 11/ ParaU (4)page ~.,.. ~Report.·ror ~ year 1984-85-No•~ffl'Y of Go,emment. 
/ : Dues from eontnetor ete Bs. 92,744/- · . 

·  ... :::iO-i0-89 

·~!..,-- 

~ department was pursuing the case ~f recovery of the outstanding dues from die 
•·  contractor as arrears of land revenue, through the Deputy Commissioner. · · 

The para was kept pending .. 

10._ . Para n (3) page 292 of Audit Report for. the year 1~ Non-ncoffl1 of Govea•• 
dues from contractor etc Rs. 8, '756J,~ ·, · ' 

10-18-89 - · 

' . Tile Committee observed ~t the directive given by i~ on 10-10-1989 should be 
lDlplemented. and· a report submitted to. the Assembly Secretariat. . . . : 

The Committee also observed that thecase with the Deputy Commissioner for recovery as 
arre&l'8 of land revenue should be pursued by a, senior officer personally. · · 

The para was kept pending. 

lJ.8..91 

The para was kept ~g. 

The Committee. did. "not accept · · the~explanation of. the department. - The Committee 
directed that the sum of Rs. 46, 747 /- should be recovered either fro;m the contractor or from the 

om~. fa ~ teHns cliseipihm.:1 action %B,h1St.·  lttm; anti this aetffln slR. -~.. . com 1 . thin two months. . . . _ _ .. _ . _ 
. -·-· .. ---- - ·-· - -- ---·-. -- -- ·----·  

: cfir.ectives;. of the Public Accounts Committee. and efforts ·were being maae to recover the 
. involved amount as arrears of land revenue through ~uty Commissioner, Mul~ 

The para was kept ~ding. 

12-8-91 

The department intimated that the balance recovery would have been effected by the next 
meeting. · 

The para was kept pending, 

·9.. Para II (2) page 291 of Audit Report for the yearl~ Non-recovery ofGov~t_ 
dures from contractor etc Rs. 46,747/- · · 

l 10-10-89" 
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The para was zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAsettled. 

1 
· 10-1N9 

Full recovery had been made and got verified by the audit · · 

The para was· settled. 

Pan. D (7) ;qe 293 of Audit Report for tt.year 1984-15- Noa-recoYery of Gotawewl . · ;-- .. 
~-Imm Contractor Rs.12,349/- . . . 

14. . 
I 

. ~ ~t explajned · that the total recovery had 'since been effected. The para was 
~eel, "1JbJect to verification of the recovery by the. A\ldi.t . 

12-8-91.' 
_____ .. ':'_,_. 1i:-:--: "l:~ 

The Depaitmenf&plained that prima facie the Sub Engineer concerned was at fault in 
this case. An inquii:y had already been initiated against him. The disciplinary action was 
expected to be finalised by 31-8-1991. 

The para was kept pending. 
' . . 

13. Puall (6) pqe292 zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAo. f Aadlt~~JJ!)rtforthe year 1984-85-NOJl-l'eCIJVftf ofGonnmwt· 
Dues from. Cmdractor Rs. 1~/- 

r- 

10-10-89·:_ 

. The para was kept pending. 
\ 

J.24.91 

"Ihe department exelained that the contractor from whom the amount was to be 
recovered had filed a Civil Suit and the Court had appointed an Arbitrator. The Committee 
madef'µrth~ queries. When did the Contractor go to the court and on what grounds ?Whether· 

· any stay against the recovery had been granted by the Court? What action was taken by the: 
Department for the recovery before the institution of the Civil Suit.? Why arbitrator was 
aeeepted by the Department ? The Department was simply unable to make replies to these 

9~e 
Committee t&>k a serious notice of the casual and ~.~· attitude of the H & PP 

officers attending the meeting who had come unprepared_for the meeting although the notice 
. of meeting had been served. on them on 16-9-1989. TheChairmanexpressedhisdispleasure. 
the state of.affairs and advisedthem to be careful in future .. · ·  · ·  

\ . . 

It was reported that the recovery of the entire amount lwi been inade. · 
The Committee settled the para subject to verification of recovery by audit. 

12. Pm II (5) page 29.2 of audit Report for the year 1~ Non-recovery of~· --from ~ntractor etc Rs. 49,783/- . 

_., 10-10-89. · 

The para was kept pending. 

11+90 
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.·/. 

· In view of the Audit comments, the para was settleld. 

.. ····---- 

Para 1 (1) page 3ID of Audit Report for the .year 1984-IS-Excess pa,..nt etc to the 
contractor Rs. 11,032/- 

. 10-10-89 

_ The 2nd part of the para relating to the recovery of Rs. 16,228 /80, was settled, subject to 
the verification of the recovery by the Audit. · 

- (HOUSING PHYSICAL AND ENVIRONM:fNIAL PLANNING DEPARTMENT) 
, _ (MULTAN DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY, MULTAN) 

tt 

W!th regard to the Ist part zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA.ot the para relating t? the recovery of Rs. 1,67 ,0?2/32. the 
Committee directed that the Department should reconcile the positron with the Audit, besides 
effecting the recovery. - 

This part of the para was kept· pending, 

The Committee was informed that the matter was sub-judice. 

The para was kept pending. 

16. Para II (9) page 293 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Non-recovery of Government 
Dues from Contractors. (Rs. 1,83,261/-) - · · - . · 

10-1~ 

It was reported that the matter was sub-judice. The Committee directed that the case 
should be pursued vigorously. · · · ·  - . , 

The para· was kept pending . 

.. 12,-8-91 

. 
_ ·  . The Committee observed that the Audit had pointed out this matter in 3/83 while the 
contractor went t~ the Civil Court in 4/86 as .such the Department had slept over the case for .3 ° 
years. The Committee also wanted to know if any stay against the recovery had be granted, rt 
not, why recovery 'had been stopped. 

The Committee ·directed that the Department should 'vigorously pursue the case in the 
court and effect recovery from the contractor in other works under the Department, besides · 
· taking disciplinary.action against the cfficialsresponsible for the delay, 

The para was kept pending. 

11-4-90 

15~ Para II (8) page 293 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85- Non-recovery o~ Govtrmnent 
dues from Contractor (Rs. 85,268/·) · 

10-10-89 
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~ zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
The recovery having been verified by the Audit. the para was dropped. 

23. 

The recovery having been verified by the Audit, the para was dropped. 

'. Para (I) 2 page 295 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Excess payment to contractor 
(R& 82,2(,0/-) . • zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

11-10-89 

' 22. Para (I) page 294--95 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Excess payment to contractor 
etc (Rs. 8,500/-) 

11-10-89 

As the full recovery had been effected by the Department and verified by the Audit, 
the. para was settled. 

21. Para (Il) 2 page 300 of AmUt Report for the year 1984-85-Non-recovery of Government 
Dues from contractor etc (Rs. 39,864/-) · 

11-10-89 

(PUBLIC HEALTH ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT) 
(SOUTH ZONE) 

DRAFT PARAS FOR 1984-85 

The para was settled, subject to verification '?f the recoveries by the Audit. 

In view of the 'audit comments, the para was settled. 

20. Para 3 page 312 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Non-recovery of Government Dues 
from contractor etc Rs. 7~,654/· 

10-10-89 

19. Para Il (2) page 311 & 12 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Non.recovery of 
Government dues from contractor etc (Rs. 1i,386/-) 

' 10-10-89 

In view of the Audit Comments, the para Wf!.S settled. 

_18. Para Il (1) page 311 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85- Non-recovery of 
Government Dues from Contractor etc Rs..27,801/- 

10-10-89 



26. Para zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA(I) 5 page 296 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Excess payment to contractor 
Rs. 12,917/- · . .. 

25. Para (l) 4 page 295 of Audit Report for the.year 1984-85-Excess payment to contractor 
Rs. 23,111/- . · · . 

11-16-89 zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

1984-85 

The recovery having been effected by the Department and verified by the Audit, the para 
was dropped. . . · 

(PUBLIC HEALTH ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT) 
(NORTH ZONE) . 

1984-85 

The department explained that technical sanction and administrative approval had since 
been issued tocover the item rate. The department contained that Superintending Engineer 
was competent to give such sanction, The department was advised to produce all 'the relevant 
record including the rate arialysis:a:,mparative rate to the Audit for verifi_cation, immediately 
so that the para might be reconsidered on 15-8-1991. . 

On 15-8-1991, the Audit informed that the department had not produced the reocord to 
them. The departmental representative had brought some record in the meeting but the same 
could not be checked by the Audit there. 

·-- The Committee directed that the department might get the record cheeked and verified by 
the Audit before the next meeting to be held in September. 

. . 

The Committee took a serious note of the fact that instead of complying with the 
directive of the Public Accounts Committee, department came up with new explanation. This 
was very unfair on the part·  of the administrative Department. 

1 

The Department was deirected to implement the directive of Public Accounts Committee 
given on 11-10-1989. ·, · ·  

The para was kept pending. 

12-8--91. 

- 
11-4-90 

. 
.. The Committee directed that the department should effect recovery of the amount of Rs. 

1,15,926/- besides taldng disciplinary action against the persons at fault . 

. The para was kept pending. 

I 
'r- 

- 
11-10-89 

1984-85 

_ ~~-- As the recovery had been ~erified by Audit, the para was dropped. 
~-- ·--- ,} -~ - • - >---- ------· 

24. . Para 1 (3) ~ 295 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Excess payment to eontrator 
~ 1,15,926/-) .' · ·  ·  

· :"11-1~ 
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. The recovery ha~~ sin~ been effected and verified zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAby the Audit,~:~-~ dropped, 
._.:_. __ .:.._.----_ - - --:- .. · ··----:··----- -----~-~- 

- .. - -- -- -· - -- - --·- ---- - -- - - ----------- - . ----- 

29. Para (i) 8 page 297 of Audlt'R;j.o~-fo-; the year l~Ex~ payment to Contractor 
(Rs. 3;000/-) · · ·  ·  . . . , . 

11-10--89 

1~5 

. . . : . . 

28. . . Para (i) 7 page 297 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Excess payment to Contractor - 
(Rs. 18, 715/-) 

11-10-89 zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

1984-85 

According to the Audit Comments the para had already been reduced to Rs. 75, 719/-.. The 
department explained that in the court case filed by the contractor against the recovery, the 
next date of hearing had been fixed 10-9-1991. As regards disciplinary action against the 
officials concernd, the department explained that inquiry report furnished to the Audit. The 
Audit explained that they had made certain observations on the inquiry report replies to which 
were awaited from the department. 

The para was kept pending. 

.· ...... 
·12~91. 

. . . The Ch~ P?inted out that the Working. Paper for the meeting was not delivered to 
· theMembers well in time. The department apologised for the same and promised to be careful 
in future. · · 

The para was kept pending. 

12~91· 

The case regarding the recovery of excess payment from the contractor concerned was 
pending in the court. · . ·  · ·  . ·  ·  · ·  · · 

As for the disciplinary action, the Committee directed that it should be completed within 
- two months.: · 

.. 

U-+90.· 

The Administration Department informed the Committee that the case was sub-judice 
and the next date of'hearing had been fixed for 2nd December, 1989. The Committee directed 
that the departyment should ·pursue the case vigorously and also take disciplinary action 
against the officer responsible for making this excess payment to the conm,ctor. 

The para was kept pending . 

. , 

27. Para (i) 6 page 296 of Audit Report for the yeat.1984-85-Excea payment to Contractor . 
Rs.'9'J,719/~ · .· ·  . . . 

·n-1o.s9. 
1984-85. 

212 

. I 

l 



-"""':--.:..._· zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA__ . •.· zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA-- - 

. The department explained that. in this "case .the Special Judge; Anti-Corruption. had 
·  awarded 6. months imprisonment ·and fine of Rs, 50,000/- each to the contractor and the Sub 
Engineer. The Contractor had however gone in appeal in the High Court. 

The Audit pointed out . that inspite of the· convinction_ of the accused; the loss of 
Government money worth Rs. l,81,232/- still stood recoverable. · 

The Committee advised the department to refer the case, with full facts, to the Law 
Department for advice on the legal issues involved.with view to safeguarding the interest of the· 
Government. · 

. Th~ case waspending sub-judice in .the court of Law. The Committee directed that the 
inquiry reports should be sent to the Audjt for examination. · 

·  The para was kept pending. 

·  12-8-91 

' . ...,,- 

The Department was directed to make strenous efforts for recovery of the blanace amount 
. of Rs. 1,81,232/- and also pursue the case vigorously besides taking disciplinary action against 
the persons reponsible for faulty supervision of work and non-recovery of Government dues. 

The para was kept_pending. 

114-90 

11-10-89 

32. Para (Il) 1 page 299 of ~t Report for the y~ar 1984-85-Non-recovery.of Government 
Dues from Contractor etc _(Rs. 1,81,232/-) e: 

·1984-85" 

Recovery having been effected and verified by the Audit,· the .para '\WS · dropped. 
. . 

31. Para (i) 10 page 297 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Excess payment to Contractor 
-~ 14,325/-) . · ·  . . , 

11-16-89 

IiJ.· view of the recommendation by the Audit; the para was dropped: .. . . 

· ·,. ·- ........., ..;...._,,,J 

·  The recovery having since been effected. and verified by the Audit, the para was dropped. 

30~ : , Para (I) 9 page 29"for Audit Report for the year 1984,.85..Excess payment to Contractor 
.,. · Ch ll,688/-) ·. . ::. . . . · / 

.11-10-89 

1984-M 
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. ·. DIRECTIVE 

The~CoJJIDli~~ that~~~ral~recti!es!to~d beis~_to.a!l ~~Ji ~t_ 

11-10-89 zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

1984-8! 

Sub~ to the regularisation of the loss by the competent authority and its verification by 
the Audit, the para was zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAdropped . 

·- After a detailed discussion the audit observed that the para could be settled if the 
Adn\inistrative Secretary certified that there was nothing fictitious in the receipt/ issue of stock 
worth Rs. 1,08, 716/50, as pointed out by the Audit in this para. The para was settled, subject to 
the production of said certificate to Audit within 1.5 days. ·- · ·  

' 

35. Para (H) · 4 page JOO of the Audit Report for the year 1984-85-NOH'IC01'ery of 
Government Dues from contractor etc. Rs. 58.)m)/- ; ~ 

/ The department was directed that Public Health Engineering (South), Lahore should be 
asked to produce the record of accountal/ disposal of material to Audit. . · 

Subject to verification by Audit, the para was settled. 

lJ.&.91 

The Committee was informed by the Audit that the stock worth Rs. 1,08,716/~ bad not 
been accounted for since 1977. The Committee directed the department either to prodw:e the 
record showing receipt back of the said stock and ituoDsumntion or to effect recovery from 
the persons respensible for this irregularity besides taking ~linary action against them.· 

.. · . The. para was kept pending. 

11-4-90 

11.+90 

33. Para Il (3) page 312 of Audit Report for the year 1984,,IS,Non-rea,Tery of Go,e1mnent 
Dtles from Contractor etc. Rs. 6,37,434/- · 

- 0 • 
HOUSING, PHYSICAL & Em'lRONMENTAL PLANNING DEPARTMENT 

. (M.D.A.) . 

214 

0 

Recovery of the amount -involved had been made and got verified by the Audit. 

The para was settled. 

Para (II) 3 page 300 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Non-nco'fery of Coteau 
dues from Contractor ete, (Rs. 1,08,717/-) - 

11-10-89 

34. 



I zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

' . Subject to the sanction of write off by the competent authority and its verification by the 
Audit, the para was dropped. _ 

c 1984-85 

/ Subject to the disciplinary action against the persons at fault and its verification by the zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
I Audit, the para was dropped. · 

40. Para (if) 9 page 302 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Non-recovery of Government 
Dues from contractor etc Less of M.B. No. ~1. 

11-10-89 

The department stated that full amount had been recovered which would be got verified, 
Subject to· verification, the para was dropped. 

39. Para (ft) 8 page 301 of Aaclit Report for the year 1984-85-Non-recovery of Government 
·  Dues from contractor etc. (Rs. 14,546/-) 

11-10-89 

1914-85 

1984,-85 

The Committee directed that the department should produce the relevant record to Audit 
for verification and take disciplinary. action against the officer who could not recover the 

·  public money from th~ contractor. 

The para was kept pending. 

11-4-90 

Material having been accounted for and verified by Audit, the para was dropped •. 

Para (Ii) 7 page 307 -0f Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Non-recovaf ~~ 
Dues from contractor etc. (Rs. 2,11,744/-) /· 

'• 

38. 

• 1984-e 

The recovery having been effected and verified by the Audit, the para was settled. 

Para (ii) 6 page 301 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Non-recovery of Government 
Dues from Contractor etc. (Rs. 2,55,888/-) 

11-10-89 

YI. 

they should furnish to the Committee a list of all the machinery on their stock, which is in 
:working condition of serviceable or ¢1 serviceable. · 

36. P~ (Ii)! page 300 of Audit Report for the year 191!4-85-Non-recovery of Government 
Dues from Contractor etc. Rs. 95,394/- · ·  

11-10-89 

1984-85 
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_________ ___. 

. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA) . 

. Verification of the write off and aeeountal. of material having been already made by the· 
Audit, the para was dropped. . : ·  ·  e · . 

. .;. . - ---~ -- . . . . 

1J 11-10-89 

·1984-85 

.. . . . 

The recovery having. since been effected and verified- by- the Audit, the para was dropped .. 
- . . .. · . ..· . . . 

·• 4S.' Para (Iii) 3 page 305 of AJJClit Report for the year 1984-85-Shortage of Sm~ 
• (Rs.11,130/-) .. · ·  ·. . . - 

i14~. 

1-.s 

The recovery having since been effected and verified by the Audit; the para was dropped. · 

46.. Para (ffl) 4 page 306 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Shortage of Stores 
(Rs. 8,700/-) · - 

: _1, 

44. ·para _(ffl) 2- page· 305. or · Audit Report for the · year 1984-85-Shortage of Sto~ 
(Rs..18,605/~l ·. . . . ·  · ·  . 

11.-10-89· 

1934-85 

... .. . . . . . 

. . .. 

Theexplanationof the ~epartm.ent was found satiefactory and the para was-dropped .. · 
. -~~ - . 

42.. Para (II) n page 302 of Audit Report fm: the year l~NoJl..recovery or Government· 
Dues from· contractor etc. (Rs. ..,l32/-) · · . ·  . · 
.• ·. 

·  11-10-89 

1984-85 

.subject to the sane_ tion for write off by the competent authority and its verification "by 
Audit, the para was dropped. · .: ·  . - ·  - · ·  ·  

' < .. · . . . .· · . I . . 

43. Para (ffl) · 1 · page zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA305 of: Audit . Report for the year 1984-85 Shortage of Stores 
fB.s.7,688/-L ·· · ·  · ·  

11-10-8? 

.: 1984-85 

- . The recovery. having since·been effected and verified by the Audit, the para was dropped. 
. . . . 

' 41. . Para (H) ~o page 302 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-N~n-recovery of Government 
Dues from co~r etc. Rs. 52,403/- - · . ·  ·  

11-10-89 

1984-85 

... 
. ---- 
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• 

The department stated that the· matter concerning these paras was decided upon by the 
Arbitrators apoin~ by the Chief Minister, n~ly Br:!8· Muhammad Sadiq, Raja Akhtar and. · . 
Mr. Abdul· Salam m favour of the contractor allowing them an amount of Rs. 34, 78,000/- · 
includin~ interest. The department went in appeal and the court kept the amount of the award 
in tact with the exception ofthe amount zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAof the interest which was disellowed, Thus the not 
payable amount ~ reduced by_Rs. __ 10,1~~-. ~8. !D!eJ°est c~ges! 

The para was. kept pending •.. 

11-4-90 

. . 

The department was directed to pursue the case vigorously. The Sul,-Committee already 
· constituted to consider the para (I) .1 S/III would also look into the complete record pertaining 
to this para alongwith terms of referent¢ submitted to the arbitrator, · ·  

12-1049 

In view of the verification of the recovery by the Audit, the para was dropped. 

Para I (I) page 314 of Awlit'!\eport for~ year l~Non-neovery of Govenuneaa 
Dll1lS from Contractor. etc. (ti. 53,.940/-1 . 

··-- 
so. 

It was reported that the department had completed action in the matter. 
Subject to its veriflcation, the para was dropped. 

49. Para (ID) 7 page 306 of Audit Report for the year 1984-89 SIJortage of Stores 
(Rs. 10,100/-) · . ·  zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

11-10-89 

4& Para (Hi) 6 ~. 306 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Shortage of Stores 
(Rs. 3,20,481/-) ·. 

11-10-89 

1984-85· 

The Committee directed that the Departmental figures and the Audit figures may be 
reconciled. and efforts may be made to recover the Ioss. · 

The para was kept pending. 

11-4-90 

- 
47. • Para (Hi) S page306 of Audit Report for t(le year 1984-85-Shortage of Stores 

(Rs. 12$10/-) . 

11-10-89 

1984-SS 

The Administtative Departm~t informed the Committee that.recovery had since been 
effected and would be got verified by Audit. Subject to verification by Audit, the para. was 
dropped. . . ' 
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.. 
'. 

The department stated that the matter concecniim these paras was decided upon by the 
Arbitrators appointed by the Chief Minister, namelyBrig, Mfthammad Sadiq, Raja Akhtar 
and Mr. Abdul Salam in favour of the contractor allowing them an amount of Rs. 34, 78,000/ 
including interest. The departmentwent in appeal and the court kept the amount of the award . 
in tact with the exception of the amount of the interest which was disallowed. Thus the net ·· 
payable amount was reduced by Rs. 10,13,230/- being interest charges. . 

, The Public Accounts Committee accepted the e~planation of'tbe department and settled 
·  ·  1 all above paras. · · 

I · ·· , .· . 

54. Para f (S) page 315 of Au,dit Report for the year 1~85-No~recovery of Government 
Does from contractor etc. Rs. 16,585/· · ·  ,..., 

..... , 

' . 
.. \ . ~ 

The department was directed to pursue the case vigorously. The Sub-Committee already 
constituted the para· (I) 15 III would also look into the complete record pertaining to this para 
alongwith terms of reference submitted to the arbitrator. · · 

The para was kept pending. 
. . 

12-1()..89. 

53. 

Recoveryhavingbeen verified by Audit, the para was dropped. 

Para I (4) P8P. 315 of Audit Report_ for the year 198+,85.Non-recovery of Government . 
Dees .from contractors etc. Rs. 20,48,559/- 4 

,.; ... _ 

The department stated that recovery from the contractor concerned had been effected and . 
verified by the Audit. · ·  ·  . . . . . . 

. Subject to verification of final bill of the contractor, ~the para was dropped • 
. -..:. . 

52. · Para i (3) page 315 of Audit Report for the year 1984-8$-Noo-recovery of Government . _ 
Does from contractor etc. Rs. 1,40,600/· ~ 

12-10-89 

. The Committ"k directed that the relevant record should be produced to Audit and the 
· mat~r should. be got reconciled. . · . . 

·  . Subject to satisfaction of Audit, the para was dropped. · 

Th~ meeting was. !hen _a~journ~. 

H-4-90 

The Public Accounts Committee accepted the explanation of the department and settled 
all.above paras. · ·  ·  · ·  

51. Para I (2) page 314 of Audit Report for the year l~Non-recovery of Government 
. Dues from contractor etc. Rs. 1,06,620/- · 

12-10,.89:,,,_. 
. . . ' .. ".""../\·~ ...... 

. '·· 
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. . zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

.Subject to disciplinary action .aginst the defaulting officers/officials.to be taken by _the 
department and its verification by Audit, the para was dropped. 

57. para I (8) page 316 <,f Audit Report for the year·.1984--85-Non-revovery of Government 
Does from contractors etc. Rs.20,144/- _ 

ll-10-89 

·- . 
Para (i) 7 page 316 .of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Noo-recovery of Govemm~nt · 
Dues from contractor etc. Rs. 9, 740 · 

56 •. 

· The 'Committee observed. with regret that the previous public Accounts Committe 
directive dated I l-4-1990-had not been complied with disciplinary action against the accused . 
efficialshad notbeenfinalised. The public Accounts Committee directed that the departmental 
actionagainst the effieials should -be completed within two months positively and the court 
case . . 
with the contractor pursued vigerously . 

. "[heyara was kept pending. 

-·· .... 
--·-·- 

~-- The para was kept pending. 
:•, zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA:.·-··-.· .. ,_.:.··-- -· ·.· .. 

: • _o 

. . The public Accounts Committee directed th tat the case in the court· should be followed up 
closely and the inquiry against the efficials concerned should be held at the level of the 
Administrative Department, The inquiry should be completed with in 3 months. 

The department should provide to Audit copies of all the record being submitted to the 
court. · · ·  ·  ·  

It was reported that .the case against the contractor for recovery ofthe amount involved 
was pending inthe court. The next dateof hearing was 15-4::1990, · 

.. . 
11-4-90. 

·  The department informed that an amount of Rs. 44,01,I~i/- alongwith interest occured 
thereon had'been recovered and verified. The department was directed. to pursue the case m the 

.. __ court in ·respect of mobilization advance of Rs. 44,58,140/ .. besides fixing responsibility for 
delayed r~dvery and take discipliru?,cy action against the persons at fault. The depai:unent was 
further directed to get the fact verified from Audit · · 

12-lU-89 

Recovery having been verified by Audit, the para was dropped, . 
.· . .. . ... . . . . ~: 

55. Para (i) 6 page 316 of Audit Report for the y~ 1984-85-Non·recovery .of Government - , 
·  ·  Dues ~m contractor etc. Bs. 44,58,140/- . . . _. ·  . . . v •. 

' _-; 

12-10-89 
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__________ ............... zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA~ •••• -- -fl!II" .••• ---- ··--· --·· •.•• -- -- 

·  .· ' · S~bject to .verification of recovery, the para was dropped. 

. The para was kept pending. 

114-90- 

The department should get the recovery of ~· 2,24,340/- verified by Audit. 

12-18-89 
. I 

I 
. . I 

. The para was ~ropped. -:- _ J 

62. para (i) 13 page 317 of Audit.Report for tbe·year· 1984-:85. ~on-recovery ofgovehlDient j 
Dues from contractors etc.~ 3.46,250/- . · . ·  . 

l 
I 

- . I 

.. -·  .. 

Recovery having been verified by Audit! the para was dropped. - 

61. : . para I (12) page 317 of Audit report for ~ year _1984-85 Non~recovery of government 
· : Dues from contractors et~ Rs.6,029/- · ·  ·  · ·  . ·  ·  ·  

. . 

60. Para I (Il) page 317 of Audit Report for· the year 1984-85 Non-recoveryof Government 
. Does from contractors etc. Rs.14,600/- · · ·  

. 12-10-89 ----- 
-. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
t 

·  The para was· dropped. 

• 
Subject to verification of recovery/ reconcillation; the para was dropped . 

.- ~. ·para I (10) page 317 of Audit report"for the year J984,.85- Non-recovery of government 
. Dues from contractors etc. 34,930/- . ; . _ 

12-1().89 · . 

.. The. para- was kept pending. 

11490.. 

The committee directed that' reconciliation and recovery of the balance amount of Rs. _ 
~,258/:- should be got verified by Audit:· · ~-·· ·  ·  

) 

. Recovery having· been verified by. Audit, the para· was· dropped. 
' ,• • • ·.' ' l '. • I 

!8. p'ara (l) 9. page 316 of l,\gdft Report for the_ year 1984-85-Non~recovery of Government 
Dues rrom contractor «:tc,. Rs.11,018/- . . I - 

12-lo-89 

•; - .. 12-10-89 \ 
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·  . According to previous public accounts Committee decision dated 11 zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA+ 199Q, the 
department was to complete action within three months, but same had not been done. The 
department explained that they had made a substanitial progress in. getting the ad~an~ 
adjusted and the latest balance stood at Rs. 16,12,221/- But a~rding to the A~t, the 
balance stood at Rs. 26,24,000/-. The· department was directed to finalise. the 
adjustment/recoveries with in six monts. 

. . . 
The public Accounts Committee observed that the system adopted b~ W ASA for making 

.. . . advances and their .adjustments and recoveries was. faulty an~ had some ingerent defects due 
''tQ which such huge amounts ~f advances .h~d r~mamed un-adjustedjun-recovered sm~ 197?. 

·  ~e~ ASA was 00:~ to review and revise their zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA5¥St~ and might seek guidance of the Audit ·-' 
· m thisrespect, 'Fhis action should. be completed within three months under mtµna~~n _to tlle.,,'" :: 
AssFb1y ~at. __ . · . .. · - ... ---~-. _ -·· · · -~ . .. ... . ·  · · ,.._: .. 

j · 13-8-91 

<, "">-: <, 
.. '-.._ .. 

The department wasdirected to finalies action required with in threemonths . 

The para was kept pending. 

, ··. . ... · . ·-··-· ·  -~---~-------~----. -- 
.1 11-4-90 .. . . . . . . 

Originally. theunadfurted advances amounting to Rs. 69,75,956/- but after adjustment 
the amount to was reduced to Rs. 3 7, 93,432/-. The department informed the Committee that in 
fact these were not advances but pertained to the purchasing of land. The Audit point of view 
was that the department did not watch theadjustment of advances promptly. The department 
assured the committee that advances were now being adjusted within the span of three years. 
The Committee directed that adjustment/recovery of the balance amount should be carried 
out/verified by Audit, and the department should stream-line a set procedure for adjustment of 
advances without any loss of time, · · 

The para was. kipt pending .. 
. ..L....__-- - .. 

• ; j I 

The department informed the Committee that a sum of Rs. 25,562/- had already been 
recovered and verified by Audit. Also. a cheque amounting to Rs.13.000/- had been received 
from.the concerned officer. The Committee directed that reconoiliution and the recovery of 
amount should be got verified by Audit. · 

Subject to reconciliation under the prenalent rules.and the verification of the recovery, the 
par~. was dropped. 

6:4. Para (i) 15 page 318 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Non-recovery of Government 
Dues from contractors etc, Rs. 6,975,956/-. · . . · · 

. 12-10-89 

12-10-89 • 

., 

I 
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para (i) 14.page 318 of Audit Reportfor the-year 1984-85 Non-recovery of Government 
Dii~ from contractor etc. Rs. ~5,014/.. · 

. . I I 

. 63.·. 



. ~e· meeting then adjourned. · 

·(~) Tha.t there was no justification forthe refund of. the zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA~t}'. to the contract. or. 
(11) That the department had acted against the rules by not imposmg 10% penalty on 
the contractor. when it was quite clear that he was a defaulter. . 

. (iii)· That an amount of Rs. 2, 15,628/48 should be recovered from. the contractor and 
necessary disciplinary action shouldbe taken against the officers responsible for not 

. recovering the siad am.~unt from tile c9µ.tractor -. ·. 

The department informed that. the officer held responsible had since: dieo. It was 
explained. tha't the· contractor was still in business with the department. The .department 
undertook· to make the requisite recovery from the contracter within a week. In view of this 
undertaking, the para was settled subject to verification of the recovery by the Audit. . . . 

The Committee adopted the observations/ recommendations if the Sub-Committee-Il of 
the'previous Public Accounts Committee-I made in meeting held on 25~ 7-1990. to the following 
facts. · . 

.. 

The para was wider consideration of the sub-committee-II of public Accounts Committee . 

The para was kept pending. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

13-8-91 

I 

I. 
' 1 

. ~ 
.. _---· 

11-4-90 

' . The para was kept pending.' · zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA< -, 

It was directed that the. then DMD and the MD should attend the meeting ofthe sub- 
. committee 'with complete record when Convened. · 

. I 

Convener 
Member 
Member 
Member 

1. Malik·Shah Muhammad Mohsin, MPA 
2.Mr. Zafar Ullah Cheema, MPA 
3; Mr. Shabbir Ahmad Khan, MPA 
4 . .'Malik Ghulam Haider Thind, MPA . 

The Comm.itt~ did not feel satiafied with the explanation tendered by the department and 
constituted a sub-committee subject to the approval of Mr. Speeker comprising of the 
following. . . · . · 
members, to thrash out the matter in details- · 

66. 

: Subject to regularization arid its verification by Audit, the para was dropped. 

Para No. Ill page 319 of Audit Report for the. year 198+85 Loss to Government due to 
Irregular award of work Rs. 2,53,804/- · · ·  ·  ·  

12-10-89 

. The department was directed to get the expenditure regularisedby the goverment, as it 
·  ·was a sensitive issue, and the department had no other way open for it. · 

. . .· ~ 

Para No. II page318 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 lrregul~ payment of overtime .. 
claim Rs, 1,48,842/- ·. · , · , . . 

12-10-89 

I: 
65. 
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- zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA. 

·  The department was diredted ·to prusue the case ·.vigetously. the sub-committee already 
-eonstituted to consider pare (i) 15/III would also look into the complete record pertaining to. 

- this para alongwith terms of reference submitted to the arbitrator'. · · 

.·. The para was kipt pending. 

Recovery having been verified by Audit, the para was dropped, 

71.· ·p~ iv .(5) page ·323 of ~~dit R~port for the year· l~Excess.payment etc to 
contractor and las., doe to the Defective E~~~n of works Rs.. 13,48, 794/- 

. ~ . ·. 

The para was dropped.' 

· 69. · Para iv (3) page 322 of Audit Report for the year 1984i-85-Excess p·ayment etc; ,to 
·  contractor and loss due to Defective Exectuion of works R$.6,270/- . 1 • 

12-10-89 

The p~ra was dropped, I ' 

70 . Para iv (4) page 322 of Audit Report for the-year 1984-85-Excess payment to co~ctor 
andloss due to Defective Ex~tion of works Rs. 6,1?,360/-: . . . , · . 

. ~ . 

12-10-89 : 

. . 
. ·  The department stated that the matter concerningtheseparas was decided upon b~ -ene 

· · Arbitrators appointed by the Chief Minister, namely Brig. Muhammad Sadiq, Raja Akhtar 
and Mr. Abdul Salam in favour of the contractors allowing them an amount of.Rs, 34, 78,000f 
including interest. The department went in appeal and the court kept the amount of the award 
in tact with the expection of the amount of the interest which was disallowed. Tlius the net . 
payable amount w~; reduced by Rs. 10,13,230/- being interest charges. 

I . , . 

. Th~ public Accounts Committee accepted the explanation of the department and ~Wed 
all-above paras. ·. ·  ·.·  

68. 
1 

Para iv (2) page 322 of Audit Report for the y~ 1984-85 excess payment etc. to 
· contracts · · . ·  · ·  ·  ·  . 
and less due to Defective Exactive Execution. of works Rs. 2,07 ,651: 

12-10-89 

11-4-90 . 

. .. 
·  . The department was directed to pursue the case vigorously. The sub-committee already 

constituted to consider para (ii) l Sflll would also look into the complete record pertaining to 
this para alongwith terms of reference submitted to the arbitrator, -· 

The· para was kept pending .. 

Para LV (1) page 322 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Excess payments etc. to 
contractor and loss due_ to Defective execution of work etc. Rs. '15,75,730/- · · 

12-10-89' 

67. 
., . "' 
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····--- ---------- ......... .....i 

· . / The previous.Public Accounts Committee-had directed the department to complete action zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
;'Within 3 months. Audit explained that some inc~plete record was produced to them for 

.' verification in June, 1.990 but complete record had not yet been produced. The department was 
/ directed to reconcile their record with the Audit within August, 1991 and zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAif then: record did not 

reconcile with the latter then action be taken to fix the responsibility and recover the loss. 

The department was directed to complete action with in three months. 

The para.' was· ~ept pending. 

_ 13-8,-91 . 

~--··  
•. 

The ~U<lit pointed out to the Committee that the over-payment of Rs. 6,63, 757/-had to be 
made due to change of specification. The department contested the rates at which the sum was 
calculatedand according to their calculation the over-payment came to J.u, 2;38,874. 

, , The Committee directed that full record should be shown to Audit so that the point of 
contest is ~olved. The para was kept pending. . · 

11-4-90 

Recovery having been verified by Audit, the para was dropped. 

74. Para IV~ (8) page 324 of Audit Report for tlie year 1984-85 Excess payment etc, to 
contractor and loss due to defective execution of works Rs. 6,63, 757 l: · 

. . ~ .. 

12~10,39 

/ 

Para iv (7) page 323 of Audit Report for the year 19.84-85 Excess payment to contractor 
~ loa due to Defective Execution of works Rs, 7,462/- . . 

73. 

• I : 

The department stated that the matter concerning these paras was decided upon by the 
Arbitrators appointed by the Chief Minister, 'namely Brig. Muhammad Sadiq, Raja Akhtar 
and Mr. Abdul Salam in favour of the contractors allowing them an amount of Rs .. 34, 78,000f 

l. including interest. The department went in appeal and the court kept the amount of the award 
in tact with the exception of the amount of the interest which was disallowed. Thus the net 

! . payable amount was reduced by Rs. 10,13,230/- being interest charges. 

. The public Accounts Committee accepted th~ explanstion of the department and settled 
• . all above paras. · · . . · 

72. para IV--(6) page 323 of Audit Reportfer the year 1984-85 Excess payment etc to 
contractor and loss due to Defecttve Execution 1of work Rs. 45,997 /- ·, 

. I 
.1 

12-10-89 ; 

. .. I 
Recovery having been effected and veified by Audit, the para was dropped. 

i 
I 

r 11-4-90 

•• 
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- ~5.8.91 . 

These puas retaiedio;excess'. payment 'of Rs. i.52,214 ~d iis.''59,99-0fi~!::e~ contractors 
on account of escalation on cement. Department zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAexplained that in comp . with previous 

. ·, :·.·i,· 

.. 

. , Tile ~ent-~ ~-to -hold a~1d'inqliliy ror Bxing .llSiblllty. This.process 
should be completed within three monts. . . 

ne para was iei;i :~1~,: ;' 
~;,,·.· 

The Coiiifui~ observ~- that the Jnq __ uiiy; btt~:the matter had not been finalised by the 
depmti,$lt inspte oC ~ di~~of Ute Bu6lic ~unts Committee. The department was 
directed to complete ~ inquuy within two months. · 

- ~para~ k:ept ~g . 

· ,· .· .1'' ... .": 

13-1-90 

.TJK,, J!revi<>us Publi¢ Accounts Committee bad din:cted the ~enuo reconcile their 
:, record .with the A..udit. The. Audit explained that·  photocopies. of certain documents were 
.. brought to .them for Verifieation in March, 1989, but they demanded the original record which 

the department had failed 19 pr~-uce. On the suggestion of th~ Audit, the. Committee directed 
that the original recqrd including the detailed saQctioned estimates on the basis of which the 
~ were called and the ~ tenders. IJUlY be produced to the Audit today after the 
meeting. The para was kept pending. - 

76. ~c'td.~z:=:,~..;;, ... _·-,Excels,.,,,_ ...... 
. ·' 

t~i-to - 

. The dq>.a-t'inf~~ ttiat'the ~veey bad ~-made~ The para was settled as 
recommended by the Audit. · ·  · zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

11 •. - . ~f.a}g:t£ri5,!~·,· ·~···'iW·'~~;,,.~ due to 

.The A~ti~-Deparfment was directed to piqduce the relevant record. to Audit 
~ re tlteir satjifiction in case the Audit is not satisfied the recovery of Rs. 1,45,000/ 
would be effected~ 

11-4-90-.::,: 

. The_ ~i ~ di~ tc.-reconcil,, the~~ ~th the Audit.. 

·  The para was kept pendfug. ·-' '; 

t~~f'C· 



····- - -··------ 

. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA·'·:. , , . ~ ; . 

' 

·  The Committee ~bserved that there was a condition precedent in the agreement that ' 
· . carriage,;s~ _t,e made through mechnical means. but in violation of ~e agreement; the 

13-1-90 

The~~ar:a w~ settled. . . . .,. . . . _ . 

P~ (i) 5.·. page 328 ·of Audit'lleport fo~. the yw .i-984-85-hcess Payinent pue;to. : 
Incorrect/Higher Rates- Rs. 44,0QO/- · -. - · ,. · ·  · ·' ·: ·  - · ·  

1 

80 

The.department expalined th3:t. M:dening of the road was to be carried .out within _the·heart 
of the town. It was, therefore, not possible to bang the earth; from zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA5 miles distan~. As such, the 
contractor was obliged to bring the earth from a distance of 9, miles after obtaing the approval 
of the authority. The Committee observed-that these facts had notbeen mentioned in the · 
agreement entered into with the contractor; Again, the facts that the contractor brought the 
earth from. a distance of 9 miles should have been recorded in the Measurement Book. 
However, the Committee dropped the para subject to the observations that·the entries in the 
Measurement Book should have been made in time to eliminate · any chance of such 
irrigulaties 

·12-4-90 

!,c • .• . 
13-1-1990 

. . . 
79. Para ·m 4 page 328 of Audit. Report for the year 1984-85 Excess payment due to 

lncorrecf/Hfgher Rates Rs, 54,000/- · ·  · ·  · 

15,-8-91 

. , - 'fhe departmentexplained that'.the payment of Rs. 78~ 100/- tothe contractor on acc~~t 
· of carriage of exavated material, objected to by the, Audit. was justified on technical grounds. 

' . 

In Vi~w ofthe explanation ofllie department, the pat'.a ;as settled. ·: . : 

. The para was. kept pendh!g. 

The Committee.Directed that all the relevant record including contract agreement, M.Bs, 
final bill, etc, may be produced to the Audit for checking and verification before. the next 
meeting tobe held in September 1991. 

78. P~ (l)" .3 page ·3-27 of Audit Report for the year -1~ :Excea payme~ due to 
Incorrect/Higher Rates. Rs. 78,100/- · . . 

13-1-90 · 

.The departm~t explained that. the .revised Technical Sanction .ha~ been issued. Th~ 
department was directed to hold an mqwry to thrash out full facts with m three moats and 
report the finding to the Committee. The department further stated that the contractor had 
filed a writpetition in the High Court but subsequently he with draw it. The para was kept 
pending, . - . 

12-4-90 . 

The relevant record ·in support of the inquiry may be shownto Audit ~or .verification. 
. . . ·.. . .. . . 

- 
Public Accounts Committee's directive dated 12-4-1990 an. inquiry into the facts of the case 
had been completed. Orie Deputy. Director had been held respoiisn,te who had since died. - ' . . . •· . . . ·- .·. . 

I 

I 
. I 

I 

l 
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·- The para related to over-payment of Rs· 17,800/- to the contractor on account. of carriage 
"ofsub-base material·  zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA'The department explained that in compliance with previous public 
Accounts Committee's directive dated 12-4-1990 an inquiry had been held into the factsof the 
case, according to which there was ·no excess payment and none was guilty· 

The Committee directed that a fresh inquiry should be held to fix the responsibility,- and a 
representative of the Audit should also be. associated with the inquiry · Ch· Abdul Latif, 
Accoun_!s Officer, was nominated by the Audit department for this propose· - 

The para was kept pending· 

·  1s-s~,. -- 

The Committee directed that a copy of the inquiry report should be supplied to Audit for 
comments· 

· The-Committee observed that there appeared to be violation- of rules in the instant case· 
The Department was directed to effect recovery of excess payment made· It was further 
directed that-the Department should hold an inquiry for fixing resposnibility and submit the· 
report to the Committee with in three monts- · 

The para W~S- kept pending· 

12-4-90 

13--1-90 

The para was settled as recommended by the Audit·  

82· Para (i) 7· page 329 of Audit Repor.t for the year 1984----85 Excess payment due to 
Incorrect/Higher Rates- Rs·17,800/- 

13--1-90 

' The department stated that the recovery of Rs· 84,610/- had been effected and verified by the 
-Audit- - - , . ' 

- . 
·  The department explained that the overpayment of Rs. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA44,000 l: to the contractor, rightly 
pointed out by the Audit, had been recovered from the contractor. The para was settled subject 
to vorification of the recovery by the Audit. - _ 

81 • · Para (i) 6 page 328 of Audit report for the year 1984-85-Excess p~yment due to Incorrect 
Higher Ra,tes-Rs·84,610/- • · - -- ·  - - _ _ - 

12-4-90 

The para was settled subject to verificati~Ii. 

15-8,.91 

. . 
The para was kept pending. 

dismantaled material was allowed through donkey service which was neither economical nor 
in keeping with the agreement. The Committee directed that recovery of zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBARi: 44,000 l- may be 

'. made from the person responsible whether any official or the contractor . 
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The Committee directed that all the relevant record including contract agreement, MBs, 
· final bill, etc. may beprodueed 'to the Audit for checking andverification before the next 
meeting to be held in September', 1991 · · ... . .·  · zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA=. · · · · 

These paras related to excess payment of Rs· 1,52,214/~ and Rs· -59;990/- to the contractors 
on account of escalation .on cement· The department explained .that in· compliance with 
previous Public Accounts Committee's directive dated 12-4-·1990 an inquiry into the-facts of 
the case had been completed· One deputy Director had been held responsible who had since 
died· . . . .. 

Para l (10) page 330 of Audit Report for the year 1984-8~-Excess payment due to 
Incon:ectJHJgher Rates-Rs- !9,9')0/- · · · ·  

86· 

The Comittee observed that the inquiry into the matter had not been finalised by the 
department inspite of the directive of the Public Accounts Committee- The department was 
directed to complete the inquiry within two months· · · 

The para was kept pending· 

The department was directed to hold and inquiry for fixing responsibility· This process 
should be completed with in three months· · . · · : 

The para was kept. pending· , 

12-4-90 

Para ·(I) 10 ppge 330 of~ Audit Report for the year -~9~Excess pa~ due to 
_ Incotted/Htgber Rates-R.s•_-73,460/- · · · · ·  ·  ·  · ·  

13-l-90 

85· 

The Department explained that full recovery had been effected· The para was settled on 
the recommendation of the Audit·  , 

13-1-90 

The para was settled· 

_ Para (1)9 page 329_of ~udft Report fo~ the_y~ !~Exces.1 payment-due to 
· Incorrect/Hipel'. Rates'"Rs·9,448/- - · · ·  ·  ·  ·  ·  ·  

. ' .. f: . ·. . . . . ~ 

84· 

13-1-90 

The department stated that the recovery of Rs· I 1.,329 /- had been made and verified by the 
·Audit· 

.. . ~ ;, ~ ' 

. P~a (I) 8 P8Ke 329 ,of Audit Re~rt for ~ year l~Excea pa)'D!eot due .to 
· .Jncorrect/HJgbe,-R-ates-:lh·ll,329/~ ··. ,., · ·  ·  ·  · ·  -·.. .., .. ,. · 

83· 
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~~ para was k~ zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBApen~. 
·-- 

• . --- - • -- 4++. ,·-~ 

. 88. Pan. (ii). 1. page 331 . of .Audfi ~eport for the year 1984-85-1\tl&-~prlatlon of . 
Material .. Rs. 1 411607- . . . . ·  . .. ·  . ' . .- 

. . . ' ' . 

1~1"90 

· · · The Department explained that after adjustme]j~.z.~ount due comes to Rs. 61,000/~. The 
<;ommittee observed that the Department was not fwiy conrersant with the detailed facts· of 
the case wbicll was depolarable. The Committee further directed that the adjustment already 

' . effected may be got verifiedfrotn Audit. As to the remaining amount, the Committee directed 
·  that it should be recovered as arrears of land revenue speedily:-·:· · 

The para was kept pending· 

According to the Draft para a firm was engaged for designing a 13-storyed commercial 
plaza at a cost of Rs- 27,25 crorethe firm was to be paid at the rate of 6% of the total cost·  A 
contract agreement to this effect was drawn and signed on 14-2-1977 by the then Director 
.General, Faisalabad Development Authority. Faisalabad· The scope of the project was later 
on reduced to 3--storeys due to heavy cost and raising ofsub soil water taste· initally the firm 
was paid an amount of Rs· 6,40,110; .. · The· prefect, however, could not be started because 
initially theplaza was proposed to be built at the site of the T·B· Hospital, but the-Health 
Department refused to surrender the land· Then another site was selected which was later on 
found to have already been alloted by Board of Revenue to the A· D· B·P· The firm went into a . 
court of Law and obtained and decree for Rs· 7.88,584/- plus Rs· 57,251/- as interest against 
the department· Thus a amount of Rs· 14.85.945/- was paid to the firm for a by-pothetical 
project·  · ·. 

The department stated that a preliminary inquiry was held in this case by th_e Director 
(Admn), FDA. who gave the finding that the payment made in this account was unjustifies and 
the Government had been put to heavy loss-: He held that the then Secretary of the FDA and 
the then Director General. FDA were responsible for this loss of Government money- The 
department explained that no further action had been taken on the said inquiry report·  The . 
committee directed that the action to fix the responsibility of the loss and. to make the recovery 
of the loss should be brought to a logical conclusion by the department· 

.. 

The Committee directed that a copy of the report received from the department should be 
supplied to Audit for comments· 

The para was kept pending· · 

4-9-91. 

• 

·  .The Department was directed to submit the detailed report with documentary evidence to 
the Committee within one month· · 

The para wa~. kept pending· 

12-4-90 

13-J:-90 

B·P·No· (ii) I·  page 33Q of ·Audit Report for the year 19~Loss due to Defective 
planning of work-Rs·14,85.945/- - · ·  

87· 



. . The zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAparaw.as kept.pending for Audit Comnients. The Committee directed that a copy of 
~- the report received. from the departme11t ?UlY by supplied to the A.U<lit for.comments. 

.·.• . 

. . 
·  The Department was directed to fix respensibility of the loss by holding ari·inq'u.iry and 

report the result to the Committee within three months, · · . · ·  . " · 

The para was kept pending. 

12-4-90 

. . The Department was directed to fix responsibility of the loss by helding an inquiry and 
report the result to the Committee within three months. . . · ·  

The para· was. ~ept pending. 

13-1-90 

13-1-90 

·  The para related to short receipt of Rs.69,38 tons of bitumen concering 1,41,260/- from 
the carriage eonstactors. The department explained that after adjustment of accounts of the 
contractors th~ balance outstandingamount came to Rs. 61,149/-(Rs.~913/-) against zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAMlS 
Sheikh Brothers, Rs. 35,83.6/- against M/S bena Enterprises and Rs. 2,400/- against F.M~C.). 
The case bad been taken up with the respective Deputy Commissioners for recovery as arrears 

. of land revenue. The department further explained that the clerks responsible for not pointing 
out short receip; had retired, · · 

The Committee directed that the amount.already recovered from the contractors d~ to 
adjustmeni may be recovered from the contractors due to adjustment may be got verified by 
the Audit and recovery of the balance amount pursued vigorously; · 

19~ . Para (U) 2. pap 331 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Loss. due to _..ecdve plsolfflll 
of Work'." Rs. 3~00/- · · ·  ·  ·  

The para was kept pending. 

15-1-91 

The total amount of the para. 
Security amount of the contractor. 
Details of adjustment of amounts. · ·  
The ~ taken by the department for the revocery of the amount during the 
last ~vey~. · •. · 

Toe department W8' required to submit report within one month for the consideration. of 
the Committee. · . . ·  ' . . · . ·  

The Department was directed to give detailed reply on all _items:- 

12-4-90. 
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- --l zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
r 

The para related to·894 watei:thetre:~costing Rs. 8,40,380/- issued to various official for 

Subject to verification. by Audit. The para was settled 

15-8-91 

12+90 

The recovered amount had been verified by the Audit·  As to the balance of Rs· 66.000,- 
the department was directed to take speedy steps to recover the amount· · .- ~ .. 

13-1-90 

13-1-99 _ 

The ,p~ra ws .settled as recommended by the Audit· 

92· Para (Ii) 4~ page-332 of Audit Report for the .year 1984-85-Mis- Appropriation of 
Matenal- Rs· 8,40,380/- - · - - 

The para was settled · 

Para (ii) 3 page 332 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Mis Appropriation of 
material- Rs· 6,695/-_ · . 

12-4-90 

The committee directed that the recovery of the balance amount should be made speedily~ 
and got verified. More over the consumption of-material should be. got verified. 

The para was kept pending. 

.- 

-. 

The para was kept pending. 

90. Para (Ii)' 2. page _331 of Audit Report for the year 1984-8!-~Appropl'iadon of 
material- Rs. 11,585/- 

1~1-90 

- . The Committee observed that it was a fase of negli~ce and misplaning, The Community .. 
directed that the name of the officers responsible for this affair should be brought to light and 
responsibility fixed before the next meeting. · ·  

_ Thepararelated towastefulexpenditureofRs. 3,38,100/-onstormwaterdrain wbichwas 
abondened due to realignment of its course .. The department explained that .an inquiry had 
been held - into the facts of the. case. The pref act was transferred from the public Health 
Engineering Department to the Faisalabad Development_ Authority. The original plan was 

· prepared by the consultants and·,~~~h mS!l I_~_ . -~ctioned by the Chief Engineer. Later on. the 
water-course channel was chaniiedcliie to resistance of the local people; However, the 
constructed peortion would not be permanently adondened but boult be utilised in the 2nd 
phase of the scheme. The Chief Engineer who. approved the original plan had died. . . - 

15.&91 
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_ ·,, The zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA~ent was directed zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAto submit the detailed l'e)'{>rt to puhli~ Accounts -ec,;~ttee · .' · :Cc:!:ft out ~e legal and techni. 'cal position of the matter m the light;of the prevalent i:wcs ~ 
ure within one month. It was also.observed thatthe rent should have been receivecl'm· 

. advance ·which was not doneand resulted in problem as citedabove, · · ·  - . · 

The para was kept pending. 

According to the draft para a sum of Rs, 1,3 ~ ,44,326/· was recoverable on account of 
instalments of cost or lands, plots, shops, commercial charges and development charges from 

· various allotees. 

The department stated that an amount of Rs. 94,00,000/· had since been recovered out of 
which an amount of Rs~ 48, 73, 798/- had already been got verified. Moreover, the allotments of 
amain shops, etc. Had been cancelled. The department was directed that the amount 
recovered should be got verified by Audit. The Audit W'5 also advised to verify the record at 
Faisalabad, as . requested by the departent. The · Faisalabad "Development Authority, 
Faisalabad-have given an assurance tha~_the balance amount would be recovered very soon. 

The para was kept pending. 

94. Para (Ill) 2. page 333 of Audit Re)N)rt for the Year 1984-M-Non Recovery of Government. 
_Dlle:ih~P· . 

13-1-90 

The-department should make serious efforts to recover the amount without loss of time 
and .recovery may be got ~ed. . 

The para was kept pending. 

. - The.department stated that the recovC!)' of Rs.:_ 84 lacs ha~- been made, The ~mmi~ _ 
_ directed that the recovery may be got verified from 'the Audit. It was further desired that 
detailed process of the recovery may be furnished to the Committee in its next meeting. The 
remajning amount may be recovered speedily. - · · · 

The para was kept pending. 

12-4-90 

. . 

The 'para settled subject to verification of record by the Audit. 

93. Pua (Iii) r, paae 332 of Au~lt Re)N)rt for the year 1984-85-~on;;Rea>lelf of Govermneiit'· 
Dues ... 1.31,44,326/- . . - 

- installation, best installation recordwas not available, The department explained that 762 
·meters were installed, 71 were deposited back in the store and 61 were lying with G.M. Abad~ 
Sub-Division. 
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'- · The para was settled. - 

. I 

l5-S,91 

The_ d~partment explain~d that the security of R. s .. 20,8. 00/-. ~s released to the contractor, 
on the advice of'the legaladviser, because the contractor had not Signed the agreement; and the 
same could not beforefeited, The department further explained that as per directive of beerI · ··  
PAC-I~ at, '13-1-90 a W~ng had since)~sued to the engineer concerned for this techinical 
lapse. A copy of the: warmng was supplied to the Audit. · zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
~----- . zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA.: .:.-:.. ··-··. -··· . -·. 

t . • . . 

The para was k~~¢11ding . 

·  the department explained that warning had been issued to the Head Draftsman as 
directed be the Committee instead of issuing warning to the Engineer. The Department should 
strictly comply with the directions of the public Accounts Committee contained in its minutes 
dated l~l-1990. . 

. Thepara was-settled subjeci.to_ the above observatlons.: 

J2+90 

. 13-1-90: 

- The Conunittee directed that the concerned engineer at the address of his present posting 
be issued warning in writingwhich should be placed in his character roll for this. technical lapse.· 

. / 'the department explained to the Committee that all the 'record pertaining to these three . 
paras lay with the Faisalabad Municipal Corporating. Inspite of the best efforts of the 

· Faisalabad Development Authority. had not been able to take the relevant record from the 
Faisalabad Municipal Corporatin~ for verification by Audit. The FDA complained that the 

.. }:.M.C. was not co-operative with 1t. The Committee took a serious vie~ of ~e fact that large 
I amounts of Government money were lying unrecovered. The committee directed that the 

. · ' Secretary Local Government; the Mayer, Faisalabad Municipal Corporation and the Chief 
Officer, FMC, should attend the. next .meeting of the public Accounts Committee. with 

, . complete relevant 

·  'record. In the meantime, the Administrative Secretary should, personally or through a Do, 
. contact.the Secretary, Local Government for necessary action in the matter. On ·the request of 
the department the committee also agreed that a letter from PAc.:..:...1 would also 'be sent to the 

·  · ·  Secretary. Local Government, directing him to extend due co=-operaticn to the Housing. 
physical & Environmental planning Department in this respect. · · 

The para was kept pending, 

95. · Para llli) 3 page 333 of Audit ·Report for the. year °t.984-,85-Non-Recovery of · 
Government Dues Rs.; 20,800/- · · ·  

---.- . ,-.- - 
,:- .. - 4-9-91 

.. ·  ·  The para was kept pending· Vigorous efforts should be made by the department to effect 
· the recovery of balance amount· · . 

. . . . ' . ' 

· 12-4,.90 
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Since the department had given interim reply that the inquiry was in progress, the para 
was kept pending, 

12-4-90 

The department was directed zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAto put up the detailed report after holding an inquiry into 
the-matter within months. · ·  

The para was kept pending. 

13-1-90 

Para (iii)6J page 334 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Non-Recovery of Government ·. · 
Dues Rs. o,44,500/- · 

I 98. 

The explanation of the Department was accepted and the para was settled 

13-1-90 

According to the Audit comments the amount had been reduced toRs. 3,62,581/ 
verification of adjustments. The department provided a statement showing that the actual 
amount recoverable from various agencies an account of unspent amount·of deposit work was 
only Rs. 1,4 7, 184. The Committee-directed that the original record to this effect be got verified · 
by the Audit and action recover the balance amount be expedited. 

97. Para (lli).5. page 334 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Non-Recovery of Government 
Dues Rs. 10,739/· 

No effective efforts had been made to get the amount settled with WAPDA. The 
department should convene a· meeting with the W APDA authorities and its result be 
communicated to the.public Accounts Committee within three months. 

The para was 'kept pending. 

15-8-91 

12-4-90 

The department stated that a sum of Rs. 10,40, l 80/~ has been rec.overd and got verified by 
the· Audit. The. balance amount of Rs. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA5, 12, 705/- remained to be recovered as yet. The 
department was directed to be recovered as yet. The department was directed to pursue the 
recovery of the balance amount vigorously. . 

13-1-90 

Para (ill) 4. page 333 of Audit Report for the year l~S-Recovery of Government Does 
Rs, 15,54,885/r · · 

96. 
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·  lO O Para(iii) 8. page 335 of Audit Report for tlie year 1984-SS.. Non-Recovery of GQvernment . 
- · - Dues Rs. 4,57,300/- · · ·  

13-1-1990 

·  · The Committee directed that the Faisalabad Development Authority should place the 
matter before its governing body for decision and submit a report at an early date to the P .A.C~ · 

The para. was kept pending. 

The department explained that as per direction of the Public Accouncs Committee dated 
12+ l990 the matters were placed before the governing Body of F .D.A. in its meeting held on · . 
20·6-1990, who had approved thatthe amounts of the paras, Rs. 5,95,600/- respectively, zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAbe 
debited to the F.D~A.1tsel . instead of the F.M.C., however, the Finance Department had not 
yet concurred to this decision. · 

The Committee directed that-the matter be got regularised by orders of the competent 
authority. 

1 The para was kept pending. 

/ / 15-8-91 

No Progress had been made so far on the direction of tlie ptiblicLAccounts Committee 
contained the mainutes dated 13-1-1990. Steps were not aken to hold the meeting of the 
~ove~ng body -so _ f~r. The Committee directed tha~ the Authority .concerned should 
immdeiately hold meeting to reselve the issue. The Committee also observed that a copy of the 
directive of Public Accounts Committee may be endorsed to th~ ¥'inister concerned who is the 
Chairman -of the ~o!erning body, and a copy of tJ\e minutes' of the meeting piay also be 
endorsed to the Minister. , zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA1 ' I 1 

.. ·  /,/ , · 

I
.Ii/ ' h zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA/ ,r 

The para was kept pending. 

- The para was kept pending. 

'124-90 

The Committee direted that the matter may be got regularised by . the competent 
authority. Subject to regularisation, the para was settled. ·- - · 

99. -. Para (iii) 7. page 334 of Audit Report for the year 1984-SS-N on-Recovery of Govemment 
Dues Rs. 5;05,600/- - 

13-1-90 _ 
The Committee directed that the Faislabad Development Authority should· place the 

matter before its governing body for decision and submit a report at an early date to the PAC. 

, The para related to an expenditure of Rs. 6144,500/-on a work executed by F. D. A. on 
: behalf of F.M.G. and not recovered from the latter. The department explained that the F. D. 

A. in its meeting on 13-10-1990 had decided that the expenditure be charged to W ASA instead 
of F. M. C. . 

15--8-91 
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The par~ was kept pending. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

-102. Para (iii) 10. -page 3-35 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Non-Recodery of 
Government Does Rs. 28,61,779/- 

. 
. The department explained that th~ recovery had been 1.·\~~ptt,l.". by appointing a special 

·  magistrate for this purpose who was chalaning the defaulters. Certain defaulters had also gone 
· to the courts, 

. The Committee observedthat the ~p~rtment had been unable to make the recoveries or 
.jts due.The officers who had been negligent in making efforts in this respect during there 
(lcriiire ~should be held responsible. The Committee directed that stionous efforts should be 
made to accelerate the'ree.ovcry · 

' . 

The para related to non-recovery of ~.::,,·~r~1~ and water charges amounting to Rs. 
51,32,834/-. The departmentexplained that Rs.12,09,513/57 had already been recovered and 
got verified. An amount of Rs.13,42,233/98 needed elimination and a further recovery of Rs. 
3;40,429/78 had beerrrnade. Thus on these two accounts a sum.ofRs, 16-,82,663/73-was ready 

·• . for verification by Audit. The balance to be recovered was Rs. 22,,40,656/67 . 

the· Committee directed the department to show the record to the Accounts Officer at 
Faisalabad instead of bringing the same to lahore and 'get it verified. 

The para was kept pending. 

15-&-91 

12490 

The para was kept pending. 

The Committee directed that the balance amount m~y_bef-· ot reconciled with the Audit . 
. The figures of: balance as per Audit amounted to Rs, 40, 17 j 176 -. .The recovery of the balance 
amount may be mad speedily. · . ·. . . 

para (ill) 9. p• 335 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-,Non-Recovery of Government 
Dues Rs. Sl,32,834/- 

13,.1-90' 

101. 

12-4-1990 

No Progress has been made so far on the direction of the Public Accounts Committee 
contained in the minutes dated 13-1-1990.Steps were not taken to hold the meeting of the 
governing body so far. The Committee directed - that the Authority concerned should 
immediately hold a meeting to resolve the issue. The Committee also observed that a copy 
of the directive of Public Accounts Committee may be endorsed to the Minister concerned 
who is Chalrman of the governing body, and a copy of the minutes of the meeting may also 
be endorsed· to the Minister. 

·  The para was kept pending. 

.• •!jo' 
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105 . J:>aratlii) 13 page336 of Audit-Report for the yearl~ N~n Recovery of Government 
of Dues· Rs. 4,06,365/- · 

13--1-1990 - zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

. ' =- The depaiunent ~as-~t~t~ submit th~detail~ r~po~-t~·ili;C~~ttee with in Otte . - 

"month. · 

Since the recovery had been. effected; the para was settled. 

lJ..1~1990 · 

Para (iii) 12 .• page336 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Non Recovery of Oovel'Jllllent 
Dues-40,363/- - . . . - 

104· 

103 Para (lfi) 11. page 335 of Audit Report' for the ye~ 1984-1985 Non Recovery-of 
qove~ent Dues Rs. 22,200{- · 

13-1-90. . . . .· . 
. The para was settled as recommended by· the Audit. 

, +9-199) 

. The para related tonon ... recovery of hire charges of readroller and buldozersamounting 
to Rs.. 28,61, 779/·~ · The department stated that recovery zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAof R.s.19,528/-. had already been 
verified. A further- .recovery of Rs. 12.48,208/- had been effected which was pending 
verification .. The department further stated that difference of Rs.2,00,000/· was due to double 
counting of certain.amounts in Draft Para No 34. The department f urtherexplained that so far 
as the remainingdifference of Rs.8,88,000/- was concerned the record was being recenstructed 
and could be shown to Audit, The department assured the Committee that in case the Audit 
would depute some person to go to Faisalabad they would get the record recenciled. the Audit 
assured the Committee to send someone .formtheir office to Faisalabad with in 'a week for 
reconciliation ofrecord. 

The para was kept pending. 

informed that the remaining ra;overy toohad ~en effected: which hasyet to be get Verified· 
the para was settledsubject to verification of the balance recovery. · . 

12-4-1990 · 

The department was directed to make vigorous ~efforts; for the recovery. of the amount 
and get it verified with9u_tJ_ urther delay by Audit. The recovered amount had not been get 
verified and no .further efferts had been made to recover the outstanding amount. 

The para was keptpending, · · · · · 

The department stated that the recovery of Rs.19,528/- had been made and verified. If was 
further. .. - !- • . •.. · . - · ·  . 

j• 

13-1-90' 
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4-9-1991 

. The Department explained to the Committee th~t au the. record pertaining to these 
-- three paras lay zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAwith the Faisalabad Municipal Corporation; Inspire of the best efforts of the. 

Faisalabad Development Authority had not been able to take the relevant record from the 
Faisalabad Municipal Corporation for verification by Audit. The F.D.A. complained that the 

:. E.M.C. was not co-operating-with it. The Committee took a serious view of thefact that large 

The para was kept pending. Vigerous efferts should be made for recovery of the balance 
amount. The amount recovered may be got verified by Audit: 

12-4-1990 

·  The para was kept pending 

The Department was directed to submit the detailed report to the Committee with in 
.one month. · 

106 Para (ill) 14 page 336 of Audit Report for the year 1~ Non· recovery ofGovenunent 
Dues Rs.2,31,151/· Rs. 2,1!),982/20,169/~). · · 

13-1.:199() 

. . . 

> . The department explained that as per direction of the public Accounts Committee 
dated.12-4-1990 the matter were placed before the Governing Body ofF.D.A. in its meeting 
held on 20-6-1990. who had appreved that the amounts of the paras, Rs. 5,95,600/~ and Rs. 
4,57,300/· respectively, be debited to the F.D.A. itself instead of the F.M.C .. however, the 
Finance · · ·  ·  
Department had not yet concurred to 'this decision. . . 

· . . - The Committee directed that the matter be get regularised by orders of the competent 
authority. · ,.:. _ . · : . _ 

~e para was kept pending 

15-8-1991 

4-~1991 . 
· ·The department explained to the Committee that all record pertaining to these three 

paras lay with the Faisalabad Municiapal Corporation. Inspite of the best efforts or the 
-Faisalabad Development Autority had not been able to take relevant record form the 
Faisalabad Murticiapal Corporation for Verification byAudit the F.D.A.Complaint that the 
F.M.C. was not co-oP.e.t:atingofwith it. The Committee took. a serious view of the fact that 
large amounts ofQo,'i:rnmetit money were lying unrecevered. The.Committee directed that 
direction of the Public Accounts Committee contained in-the minutes dated 13-1-1990: Steps 
were not taken to held the meeting of the governing body so far.The Committee directed that 
the Authority cepcerned should immediat~lr ~]d a meeting ·10 resolve. th~ issue. The 
Committee also observed that a copy of the directive of public Accounts committee may be 
endersed to the Minister concerned who is the Chairman of tlie governing body, and a copy of 

-· the minutes of the meetingmay also be endersed to the Minister. 

The para was kept pending. 

The para was kept pending. vigoroua efforts should be made for recovery of the balance. 
__ amount. The amount recovered may be get verified by Audit. · . ·. 

----·-· ·-- . ..;~ . -~ -, 

The para was kept peh~·:·  
-~ . , 

12-4-1990. 
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13-1-1990 

. . The explanation of the department was accepted and the para was dropped. 
1~- . Para zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA(ill) 17 page 337 of Audit Report for year 1984-85- Non -Recovery of government 

,- dues Rs. 8; ~35/- · · ·  

-/ 
The Department explained to the Committee that all record pertaining to these three 

paras lay with the Faisalabad Municipal Corporation . Inspite of the best efforts of the 
Faisalabad Development Authority had not been able to take the relevant record from the 
'Faisalabad Municipal Corproation for verification by Audit. The F.D.A. complained that the 
F.M:C. was· not co-operating with it. The Committee took a serious view of the fact that large 
amounts of government meney were lying unrecovered. The Committee directed that the 
Secretary LocalGoverninent the Mayer, Faisalabad Municpial Corporation and the chief 
Officer, FMC, should attend' the next meeting fo he Public Accounts Committee with complete 
relevant record. In the meantime, the Amdinistra tive Secretary should, personally or through a 
DO, contract the Secretary, LocalGovemment for necessary action in the matter. On the 
request of the department the committee also agreed that a letter from PAC-I would also be 
sent to the Secretary, Local Government. directing him to extend due co-operation to the 
Housing Physical & Environmental Planning Department in this respect. 

The .para was kept pending. _ 

108 Para (ill) 16. page 337 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85- Non- Recovery of 
·Government Dues Rs~78· 295/- · · 

The para was kept pending, Vigerous 'efforts should be made for recovery of the balance 
- amount.The amount recovered may be get verified by Audit. 

4-9-1991 

13-1~1990 

. _ The departmentwas directed be submit the detailed report to the committee within one 
month. · · 

The para was kept pending . 

. · 12-4-1990 . 

107 
. Para .(fill 15. page 337 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Non· Recovery of 
Government~- Dues Rs.1,49,099/· - . 

amounts of06v~rtunent :rnonei were lying unrecovered. The Committee directed that the 
'Secretary Local Government, tne Mayer, Faisalabad Municipal Corporation and the Chief 
Officers, fMC, should attend the next meeting of the Public Accounts Committee with 

~:complete relevant record. In the meantime, the Administrative Secretary should personally or 
through a Do, contact the Secretary, Local Government for necessary action in the matter. On 
the request of the department the Committee a~so agreed'that a letter from P .A.C-1 would also 
be sent to the Secretary, Local ~o~rnmeni directing him to extend due co-operation to· the 
Housing. Physical & Envirenmental Planning Department in this respect. · 

The para was kept pending 
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ffi":,·· .. 

·:---·- -· 
The· para' was dropped, 

..,, 

· . , . : • . ' . .·  . . '• . . ·c· - ' : , .. -- - 

. . . The Committee was.dir~cted that the Administrative Depar~~o~ld move the 
>,> Finance Department.forthe write off.~e shortage. · . · : · · --~ · · .·  · ·  

. -~ '::-. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA:_ ... ~ .::_ . . ., 

Subj~t to .the sanction ofwri~e off by the competent authority and its verification by 

-:~-~udit ... 

11-10~1989 
···. . 

.. - .. 

1965- 66. 

. ~ :_ .:. . 

. . zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
\.,_ ";/ _·....._;;.,,· • .~-----• •' =:': - •• ·.:·, •••- ~ -~-:'. • •I•.• • ' -- - -.-, ~-: - .:. - - ••' f .- ,: ·., •" 

. . . The ~minittee was infonnecf of the hltest p<)Sitfoii :or~~- subject case. ~tfd~t . : 
·  - clarifiechhanhe·e<>ntraci was not rescinded, as incorrectly' giv~inn the wor~g paper;but - 

. under.clause of3(c) ofthecon~ct., the left-ov~woi:k was getcomple~~t thenskand~tof 
. · the first contractor; the Chairmtµt' advised thern to· amend the working paper accordingly. 

. ·!'\.:::'"· . . . .•. - . . . . 

: .· The para was)tept ~ding. < 
- , .. ·_ '_ ,: ·._· ·  .: ·· .-/~::D.~ ~~ FOR'l:~_l966·',:~,' _, . . .. =: >. 

112· · Paril l3i (W) Reacl with S~No 46 ~r page 443 of Audit Re~~-f~t.1,~ t984-85shortage.o~ 
/ ~tockl Store w~rtb -~ ~1.3/· ·.: · - · · - _ ·  . . - 

.· . 
. - . 

r- • :_ ~.1 

13-8-1991 
-! 

.- '· 

:.Para IV (4) page 322 or:aµdit Report for-the.year. '1984-8!.Excess ~)?eDt;-to contractor 
.: . · · ·  ·  _. _ · _.· . & Less due to·def~veexecJit(on of work Rs 6,17,360/- · _ 

-. ... ·  13,.8-1991 . :~_ttl 

~ore developme~t authority & un Wing) WA.SA LOA}. 
. . . . -:-:: · ·.: . . . ~- . ' . 

f' - . . · LDA (U.D.WING) - 

· -. -~- --;;;-'.;·•'\ i~~-~ - : 
·  ·  13-1;.1990 · 

· . since the recovery had ~n effected; the para wa~ dropped: 

HOUSING;PHYSICAL ·& ~NWRONM~NTAL ~LANNIN~ ·DEPARTMENT. 
. . .· . . . . - . . . . - .. . -.. -: . : -. : . . . ~ . . . . : 

-ne ·: ~: ~J,~f~e 3~~of Aad!t Report f~r theyear 1M Non- recovery oftGo!~ent' ~: 
·: .. ·. . . . . ·; - ; 

-., 
·. . . •. . . . ·~ 

. ·. ·  . Subject to- production /Verification of exemption ceretificate, the para wa_s settled, ., . . 

. .:··il-4,.1~ .. : ·  · :- ::: i , : . <.·. , ~- ·.i . . . . . ... · .. . . . . . .· . 

- .. ·. . · .. · . ., . 

The·para.wassettled.·· ·. ;,:· ?.: 
' ~.~; . 

· - .. 
- t>: . . . . . . . 

13-1-1990• 

·, 
.. ·: ·, ·. · .. 240 
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it-10..1969 

1970-1971- 

The Committee decided to drop the para with the direction that t,he department should 
take care the such an instance is not repeated zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAin f urture, ·· " · ·  

U1 Para 124(1) read wlth·S No. 52 of page 444 of Audit Report for ther:year 1984-8! 
Shortage of.Store worth Rs. 13.,597/· · ·  ·  

The Department explained that sanction to write off the amount had recently been 
issued by the competent ·authority The para was settled subject to verification by the Audit. 

· ·DRAFT PARAS FOR 1970-1971 . . 
116. Para 123 read with S. ]So. Sl page 444 of Audit Report for the year .1984-85- Irregular 

Award of work from_ Rs.6,46,200/- to Rs. 8,64JSO/- 

The department 'explained that the relevant record had been sent to Audit for 
Verification. The para was settled subject to verification of the accouintal of meterial by the 
Audit. . . .· 
·11s. Para 131 page 444 .read withs.No 47 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85- Non 

Recovery of( Rs. 7,!28)/· from Contractor 
12...S-1991 zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

·t9Q1.1969 

12-8-1991 

1~1969 

· · :-'!' 

. The department explained that as a. result of department inquiry Zafar Ahmad, Sub 
Engmeerwasheld responsible for the shortage of stores worth Rs, 57,730/83. Recovery at 1/3 
of his· pay was in pregress and an amount of Rs.45.000/- had already been recovered. The 
Committee advised that the recovery may be get verified by Audit. Simultaneously the appe_al . 
filed by the department aganist the- decision of the lower court in favour of the accused. might 
be pursued vigerously. • · . 
114 . Para 129 page 444 read with serial No 49 of Audit Report for the year 1984-SS- Less on 

account of Store Material worth. Rs.· 35,294/· · 

The Dep~rtment explained that th~ case for the write- off of the balance amount of Rs. 
51.~~/- .was .bemg pursued with the .Finance Department. The Committee advised that 
decision in this respect might be expedited. · 

The para was kept pending. 

DRAFT PARAS.FOR THE YEAR 1968-69 

113 Para 126 (ill) page 444 read with Serial No• 48 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85- 
Shortage of stores worth Rs· 56.84S/- · 

12-8-91 
1968-69 

12-8-91 
1965-66 
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:. ' ··-}97-~~~1 . ~ ' . . . \ ·. ''. . " ., .. . ' .. 

. . , The department explained: that part ot :the. amount· had zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA-~n.· ~ov~red and: the· 
. .sanction to the write-off the balance. amount of Rs. 3,897/-: had sincebeen issued .bi·.the . 

:: competent authority' .: · zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA=: . .' ' . ·: --'.C·:·: .·:· .{:· :;_:: -. ~-, :::::_.-'· '.-.:;:·,,. . . · . -.-·::H . ·  . 

The para w~ sJtti~ subject to verification o(write~ off sanctio~ :~y the' audit'. 

. .. · _: .:_ .. 
:· The -para was ~r<>ppeii. 

. 12-8--1991 

-:; .. :_:=~ .. :- >: :.·.f .... .: . 

P •:. ":.~, : ~,,~ I • •• : 

t • :. 7 

1970.:.1971 · . . . · . \' .:· : :,,}'.' ' ... --·.;· -c-" • -· 

/, \·°-~~~ ,W!lj ·~. ii, PllfSI\O 11>• ~~~tj~9psfy ili'tlie Cautt:;; .:: zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

} ..• •. :: ,':i? .: --~ef ~~r~ w~s ~ept ~~di~~· ... 

11 ... 10..1991 

t-·  .· {. · .· ·  .•. ' . .,/; .... ~. - '• =. .'-( ~ ..... ' 
12-&-1991 .. :: ·. 

· .. : ~ 

. . . 

· . 1970-1971 
, ~· .• ,. ~·- ·.-. ··.·: ...... ~ .i; ......... ~ :._ • : -.· ~-:; -:: ······:.'~~ ,--:-1-:.:->·;._-~ :,:· · .-· ._:;?·f..-:. ;··:~.··  :·  

. - . .. . To~ department e~~ui~t1tat hi. view.orthetacts'or the para n~s'.ary departmental · 
·  ·  action aganist Mr;_AllahNawazMalik, the then Executive Engineer.had sincebeen co~pleteq 

and a sum of'Rs. 4,949/50 had been recovered from him. The case-for thewrite ..ofioftlie -. 
.balanee amountofRs.8.648fhad been intiated. The parawas settled subject to veriticatioti.-by 
'Audit of the recovery and ·the· write-off sanction. ·_ • . _., . ·- ·  ·  . ·  
.. -1.i8 -'. . P-ara)37:~ 444·~ ~th.S.No.so·f>rAudit Report.lo~ the·year-1984-85,, Less to: 
·.·, .\ ·~o~ni~~3~/~· , .. · . -· · · =j·l_ _'.,,i/ .. · .·: .. '.\C:i,/;:i; "\:,}>:' .:_·\,: .. .. .. 

. .
. . ., __ i_:·_1_· .·_4-_··_--l~,-- .. ·  .. _· · ·:·'.::_·-._ ·:· -,:-_'..'., ·· :.:.·  . .-1 .. -. __ :·.· .·.:._~:~1.,_·.:_~.--r_',_._._· ._· .·_.·· .,_:_.,;·_•_·  .' ·  .-.·.•_.,.!: __ •.,:_':_-~.- '. .. ~.: .r,-'-:_ -~.-.: _·:-,~.-_. ., . ...--.1-:._~ ·? ,t' ;,::- 

;. ,, .- .. ·~: ~:·:?.-~; ·-.,:·~;~~.·~.--- .. ,\.i:_~-i"~~(i'"·_._.:· 1· ,· ., ·4t){;;·~- .. ·.:·:.·  

. ·' j97i)..1971.,··''.·:, J, __ ; ' ··,'. ... -:· ' ,._·, _, .. _·'.:· . ' : ·.i .',;:~·1:.(r.~-· ,· , ... ;;.: .. :- -.~ .. : .<;:,(, . 
. :·;.": 

.. . z- . • . ~· .• • ..! • ·' ·~ • ~· .' -.(' 

· ' -c Su6jeet to ve~~~tioti. of recovety by. A~~li~ d;e p_ara_ 'was. dropped. . : · .. . 
- • • • • • . •• i. • • • • • • • • •• •. ' ~ -. • .''. • • 

. DRAFf·PARAS FOR 197~l971. 

~· - ... ~·· .- . :---. i 
. . 11-10::1989 ·. 

1970-71· 
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; zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA___ 
·-- -- ___. 

The Committee directed that the decision of the court when announced should be 
communicated to the Audit.' 

The para was kept pending 
11-4-1990. 

1971~1972 

, It was noted that thelastest position of the case was not indicated in the working paper 
submitted _by the department. · 

' ' The Committee directed that fresh working paper giving lastest position .should be 
-- 'submitted Jo the Public Accounts Committee. · •_ . · _ ... 

· It ~o desired that. in f uture working paper should be signed by an authorised 
reponsible officer and the department should take full responsibility of the contents there of. 

The para was kept pending · " ·: . : · · ... 
12-8-;1981 . 

1971-1972 

After a detailed discussion, the department admitted the fault of tl\tepattniental officer 
who released the security and made payment of the final bill to the contractor;with out making 
deduction of the requisite amount from him on accountof empty cement bags. The Committee 
advised the department· :to: take appropriate action aganist the said officer, besides, 
simultaneously, pursuing the court case filed by the contracter, aganist the rec~very. - 

The para was 'kept pending. 

122 Para 75 for 1971:..12- Read with S.No 54 of page 444 of Audit Report for the year 
1984-85-L~ to Government Rs.34,792/- 

.11-10-1989 

1971-1972 

1971-1972 

Subject to the write oft the balance amount of Rs .. 6,670/- by the competent 
authority and its verification by audit, the para was dropped. 

121 
The recovery having been effected and verified by the Audit.the para was dropped. 
Para 74 (ti) for 1971- 72 read with S..No.~5.of.page 445 of Audit Report for the 
year 1~5-. Less of Rs. 11,340/-Due to shortage of Stores. 

11-10-1989 

120 Para 72 Read with S.No 53 of page 444 of Audit Report. for the year 1~. L~ 
of Store worth Rs. 7,200/- · · ·  -. . 

11-10:-1989 

1971-1972 

DRAFT PARAS FOR 1971-1972 
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" 11·10-1989 zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

1972-1973. 

The department was directed to produce the relevant record to Audit and also get the 
recovery verified by them. . .·  

_~ubjeet to verification py Audit, the para was dropped. 

The department e~ssed i~ inability to trace out the-relevant record for verification 
by Audit. After a detailed · ussion, the Committee decided that the Administrative Secretary 
should personalty look into the matter and give his report to the Committee with in 1/1/2 
month. · • 

DRAFf PARAS FOR UJ72-1973 
126 Para 110 for 1972-73 Read with S.No 63 of page 44! of Audit Report for the year 

-1984-85- Lea of Rs. 17,468/ Due to negligence. 

The· para was kept pending. 

12-8-1991 

.1971-1972 

·  The department was directed to pursue the case and make efforts to recover the balance 
amount. 

125 · Para 91 Read with S.No 64 of page 446 of Audit Report for the year 1~ ~hortageof 
store( Rs.43,223/-) · ·  . ·  

11-10-1989 

1971-1972 

124 Para 85 for 1971-lffl Read with S.No 56 of page 445 of Audit Report for the year 
1984-85- Less to(iovernment ~16,107/· · 

11-10-1989 

1971-1972 

The para w~ settled on recommendation· of the Audit. 

123 Para 84 for ·t971-72 Read with S.No 57 of page 44! of Audit Report for the year 
1984-85-- Less of Rs.6,000/- to Government. 

·  11-10-1989 

1971;.1972 

• The para was dropped. 
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·I 

The zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBApara was settled, 

1972-1973 

The Department was directed to obtain a certificate froni W ASA to the effect that the 
relevant record was not available with them and to move the Finance Department for the write 
off of the less of Stores. - ··  - . , '. · 

. Subject to write off sanction and its verification by Audit. The para was dropped. 
12-8-1991 . . ·  

1972-1973 

The departmente explained that the case for the write off of theless of meterial worth 
. Rs.50,038/- had been taken up with the Fin~ce Department. The Committee decided that the 
record called for by the Finance Department should be produced to them with in a fertnight. If 
the Finance Department agreed to write-off the less.their well and good, otherwise the. 
department should fix theresponsibility and make the recovery with in threeensaths. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

. . - . . - . - - . ll . - 
129 _- •"Plfta""124/ 106 (3) for 19n, lm.Jlead with ~.No 61 of page 445 of Audit Report for 

-_- .. the'Jtear 1984,,8S, shortage of stores Rs.9,691/- , 

·1 f ..::..10.-1989 

.1972~1973 

128 
Subject to sanction of write-off and its verification by Audit, the para was dropped. 
Para, 120 for _ 1972-73 R_ ead · with_ S.~,_ 62 page 445 of Audit Report for the _year 
1'84-8!- Less of stores worth Rs.~"°7" , · · 

11-11).;1989 

• 
1972-1973 

_ The para was kept pending. 

11-4-1990 

- - 

The Committee directed that the inquiry should be completed with in t\,·o·1lNntlls. 
<, 

11-10-1989 

1972-1973 - 

127 Para 115 for 1972-73-Read with S·No· 60 of page 445 of Audit Report: for the year 
1984:-85-Loss of Rs· 21,454/- Due to Stores Rendered· 
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. . 

The explanation of the Department was accepted and the para was settled. 

5. Para (i) 3 Page 244-45 of Audit -Report for the year 1984-85- Excess Payment to 
Contraeter Due to High Ineerreet Rate (Rs. 2,53,702/-). 

S.:12-89 

-· .' 

The para was settled subject to the verification of recoveries by the Audit. . . 
4. Para (i) 2 P~ 244 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85- Excess Payment to Contractor 

Due to High/Incorrect Rate (Rs. 7,500/-). · 

-· 
5-12-89 

·3. Para l(il Page 244 of Audit Report for the·year 1984-85- E~'Payment to Contractor 
Due to IIlgbflncorrect Rate (Rs. 43~17/-). 

·oRAFf PARAS 
FOR THE YEAR 1984-85 

Babar Joh No. 3 

The Committee directed the Department to reconcile the allocation and expenditure 
figures functional head-wise, with the Audit. 

The items. were kept pending. 
· .. 

·  Excess Over Grants - Appropriation 
Excess Rs. 38.924/- Saving Rs. 1,20,59,843/- 

· Page 275 of Appropriation Accounts for the year 1984-85- Grant No. 42- Government 
Building - 314- Buildings and Structure Communication and Works Department. · 

2. 

The Public Accounts Committee accepted the explanation of the Department and decided 
.to drop the item. with the direction that in future the expenditure for repairs or special repairs 
of Government Buildings, including Governor House, should be anticipated and allocation 
got made in the regular budget. 

. . . 

1. Page 200 of Appropriation Accounts for the year 1984-85,.Grant No. 24-Civil Works- 
. Excess Over Grants/ Appropriation- Excess-· Rs, 4,06,663/-. 

5-12-89 · 

.. 
The Committee examined the Accounts of Buildings Department in its meetings held on 

. 5-12-1989, 5-8-1991 and J-9-1991. ·· ·. ·  ·  

-APPROPRIATION ACCOUNTS 
FOR THE YEAR 1984-85 

BUILDINGS DEPARTMENT 
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Para 1(7) zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAPage 247 of ,t\udit Report for the year 1984-85-Excea Payment to-Contractor 
·Doe to High/ Incorrect Rate (Rs. 24,78Sf·). . 

\\ . 

\\ 
\\ ··9. 

The whole .J?,'.Q~ition having been verified .by tlle Audit; the para was settled. · 

5-8-91 

The para was settled subject toverification by Audit. 

S-12-89 

': The Department was' directed to get the rates analysis· verified by the Audit .. 
Subject to verification by Audit, the para was settled. . 

8. . Para 1(6) Page 246 of Audit Report for the year 1~-Excess Payment to,Contractor 
Due to High/Incorrect Rate (Rs. 45,194/-). 

.The Committee directed that the Department should make a through probe into the case 
and give full justification for payment of higher rates in the light of codal formalities. A . 
detailed reportshould besubmitted to the Conimittee within 2 months.. · ·  ·  

. The para was kept pending. 

;.'3-9-91 

~ . . . . zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
As .th~ run recovery had been effected, the para was settled .: 

7. Para (i) (5) Page 24546 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 - Excea.Payment m, 
·  Contractor Due to Uighflncorrect Rate (Rs.1,06,259/-,·). 

S-12-89 
_ .. ·' 

--------' 

.- .· 

"S-12-89 

. . 

The Committee observed thatthe Department and the Audit should sit togother and 
~-out the matter, Subject to justification of the .economing and its verification by· the 
Audit, the para was .. settled. · . , . · 

.6. Para (i) (4) P~e" 245. of Audit Report for th~ year 1984,,85.: E~ Payment to 
Contractor Due to Highflncorrect Rate (Rs. 5,960/·)~ · · ·  ·  ·  

. ·The Committ~ directedthat the Department should make a' through probe to ascertain · 
facts and justify their action in the light of the codal formalities; otherwise effect recovery of the . 
excess payment besides taking: disciplinary. action against the officials. responsible for the 
e~cess payment. · · ·  

. The para was kept pending. 

s.8-91 

.5-12-89 · 
. -· 
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\ 
. \ zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

. The verbal explanation given by the Department in the meeting did not consider with their 
written explanation given in the working paper: The Committee took a serious note of sending · 
incorrect information - to the Committee without· proper scrutiny by the Head of the · 
:P~~e~~-AA<LW.!.fll~_JJiat _s_~h_instan.ce_ ~lto~g~ot _1?_e .. t~~~ j.n f~~~~-,- · 

5-12-89 

. Appropriate action had already- been taken by the Department, 

The P.ara. was settled. . . . - . 

14. Para 11(2) Page 249 r,.f Audit Report for the year 1~ toss Due ·i9 Execution.,of 
Defectil'e Work (Rs. 38,850/-). . · ··  ·  ·  . ·  · - ·  : 

· 5-12-89 

. ----·----....:...:...-:.... . ·. . . . . . 

Subjectto, verif.'ia,!ti9n··'oftg.e recovery by the Audlt, the para was settled . zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA:·-- '• - - . . . 

13. ParaU (1) Pag, 248-49 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Less Due to Execution of 
Defective Works (h 2,27,60,000/-). · 

. \ 

. 
The Department was ·directed to expedite the recovery of the remaining amount. 

. . : The para was kept pending. 
· ·- .. -·  . . 

... 

·ne explanation of the Department was accepted and the para was settled. 
: .· ·-----·.-..,..... . ·. 
_f.~0(~.ilO Page 248 of ~dit Report for the year 1984-85-Excea Payment to Contractor 

Due to ~flncorrect Rate (Rs. 9,002/-) • 
12. 

5-12-89 

. . - . 

11. Para (i) (9) Page 247.-48 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Excess Pa~ent etc to 
Contr~ctor and Loss Due to Incorrect/High Rate(Rs. 84,110/-). • 

·. ·  ·· ·  · :.: ·· ·The-retovecy hadbeen effected arid - verified 
. •· ··-. ':'.,... ,. .. _ .. /~ .. ~ i:-.· .. "!'.~·~. • .•. -: •. ~- ~ .. : • .: - .. 

The para was Settled -. 

The explanation of the Department wa! accepted and the para was settled. 

10. Para (i) (8) Page 247 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Excess Payment etc to 
Contractor and Loa Due to Incorrect/High Rate (Rs. 9,083/-). · 

5-12-89. 

5-12-89· 
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I 
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I 

I 
I 
I 

I 

I 

The Department assured that the balancerecovery would be effected from the officer 
concerned in 3 instalments;. The Department was directed to expedite the recovery. . 

_Thf?i,a!a was. ~ep!. _pendin~ 

17. · Para i.1(3) Page 250 of AodJt Report for the year 1984-85-N9n-recovery of Government 
Dues ~· i9~00/0:). ·. . . · ·  ·  . . . 

Jjie_CQ!JIDlltt~ directed that the remaining recovery should also be expedited. 
t '•: .. ,: . - . ··---: . .:.::~~--·-·:·-.·· · ", :·~ • ·. .- 

.The para ~~ kept pending. · · 
S-8-91 - -· ·· . 

As a result of recovery the amount of the para had been reduced to Rs. 69,163/69." The 
Department explained that further recoveries on account of rent from· the occupants of 
residentail buildings had since been made but the same had yet to be reconciled with the . 
District Accounts Officers concerned. The Department requested the Finance Department 

·. to issue. a circular letter to the District Accounts Officers to fully cooperate with the 
Department in recovery and reconciliation. The representative of the Finance Department 
informed that a meeting with the Additional Chief Secretary had already been-scheduled for 

.. 18-8-1991 and this matter would also be included in the agenda. . · ·  

The para was kept pending for reconciliation.' 

16. Para TI (2) Page 250 of Audit report for the year 1984-85 Non-Recovery of Government 
Dues (Rs. 13,592/-k 

The Department was direedted to pursue the recovery of the remaining amount. 

The para was kept pending. 

5-8-91 

5-12-89 

· · The Department stated that as a result of inquiry the overseer was held responsible and 
the recovery from him had been ordered with effect from Au~st; 1991, at I/3rd of his 
pay. The Committee directed that the accused should be required to deposit 50% of the 

. amount lump sumin the next month and the balance amount mi~t be recovered from him 
thereafter at I/3rd of his pay. The Committee directed that disciplinary action against the 
Sub-Engineer, on the basis of the inquiry report besides the recovery, should also be taken and 
intimated' to the Public Accounts Committee. · · ·  

The para was kept pending. 

15. Para Il(I) Page 24.9 9f Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Non-recovery of Government 
D~ (Rs. 1,86,602/-). 

. . ·  The Department was directed to hold a through inquiry into the matter to ascertain 
'. .. facts and take action accordingly. . . ·  

The para was kept pending:, 

5-8-91 · 
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The amount of Rs. 1,21, 761/55 had been recovered from the contract~r and verifi~ by ~e 
Audit. As for the recovery of interest, the Department admitted that the Government case 
~as lost in A!bitr~tio~ due to lapse on the p~ of the Department ~1:18~ the requisite 
indenture bond had not been got signed by the c"Ontractor. The Committee directed that an 

. Additional Secretary ~ght be ai>P?ll!-t~ !O hold inquiry and fix respo_. n!!}bility for the lapses of. 
· the Department 1i1 this.case, zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAThis mqurry should be completed within one.month. . _ 

. . . .. . . . .• 
--·--. ---·- -~·- 

-·  

.: · · The para was .kept pending. 

·-~91· -- ·--- 

The Committee directed thatthe recovery should be gotverified by the Audit. 

5-12-89 

The explanation of the Department was accepted and the- para was settled. 

22. Para II (8) Page 251-52 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Non-recovery of 
Government Does·(Rs. 1,04tl2S/-), · - 

5-ll-89·-. 

The para was settled. 

21. Para Il (7) Page 251 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Non-recovery of Government 
Dues (Rs. 5,SOOJ.). · .: 

The para was. settled on the recommendation of the Audit. 

20. Para Il.(6) -P~e 251 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Non-recovery of Gove~\ 
Dues (Rs. 1,20,000/-).. · . ·  zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

5-12-89 

5-12-89 - 

'- 

Full recovery had been effected and verified by the Audit. 

The para was settled. 

19. "-:Para II (S) Page 250.· "or A11dit Report for the Year 1984-85-Non-recovery of Government 
Dues (Rs. 9,168/-). 1 

· ·  ·  - . • 

5-12-89 

. , .. 

The Audit ha_d already verified the record. 

The para was settled. · 

18. Para II ( 4) Page 250 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Non-recovery of Government 
Dues (Rs. 7,550/-). -: . · · · . ·  

2-S3 



The zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBADepartment eit,lained that disciplinary proceedings against the officers responsible- _ · 
in this case were ~ss7, The Authorised Officer had recommended imposition of~jor 
penalty and sent tlie case to the Authority i.e. the Chief Secretary, . . 

. . . . 

The Committee directed that the Audit be provided wi,tli a copy of the Charge ~eet and 
_ kept info~ed of the inquiry/disciplinary proceedings, The case should .be persued at 
.~ personal level. · · ·  .. · _. · ·  

'> .The paras were kept pending . zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
...:__ _· -~~ .•:._. ,. ····· . . . . 

·~ - .. 

€f· @III(l),111(2) and_ UJ(3) were considered jointly. The A~irn:tive ~- · etary was 
·  directed zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAto see mto the working of the lower formations in this Department as the information 
soughtby one formation to other formation wasstill awaited. - . 

- -_ The Committee directed the Department to conduct inquiry into these three paras to 
ascertain facts and take action accordingly. - ·. : · . 

' . . ' .. 
- ~ paras were kept pending .. 

5-8-91' 

" . 
' The Committee directed _that the Audit be provided with a copy of the ChargeSheet and 

kept informed - of the inquiry/disciplinary proceedings. The· case should be persued at 
personal level, 

· The paras were kept pending. 

24; Para fil(2) Page 253 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Los.1 to Government.Worth 
(Rs. 90.000/-). . 

. .. .. . Tlie Department explained that disciplinacy proceedings against the officers responsible 
: · ,,. :. :.· : ,_ ·  in this case were in progress. The Authorised Officer had recommended imposition of major 
· :.:- · · . .· penalty and sent the case- to the Authority i.e. the Chief Secretary. - 

•• -·  • # 

·  ·Ra~UII (1) 111(2) and III(3J were considered Jointly. The Administrative Secretary was 
directed to see into the working of the lower stations in this Department as the inf ormation 
sought by one formation to other formation was still awaited, '. ~ . · - 

. ~-Cott'ririittee directed the D~ent io -~nduct inquiry into these three paras to 
~ facts and take action accordingly. ·. - . 

. l - · The paras were kept pending . 

. ~;· 5-8-91 

The para was kept pending. 

23. Para m (I) Page 252 of Audit Report for the Year 1984-85-Lcm to Government Worth 
:.(Rs. 1,73,676/-). 

5-12-89 

254- 
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The zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAComnri~· ~interated the previo~ fu~lic)\cto~ts Committee's d~on dated. 
_ · 5-12-1989 that the megular .purchase of the Aircondition~ may be got regularized by the 

,-. ~Jnpeten~~~~~ri~~-'-·  ·- ----·-- - - .; - .. > .· -·-- .. - -·----·~· --- ~--·  .. 

The para was kept pending. 

S..12-89 

. . . The Committee directed that the irregular local purchase mentioned in. the para may be 
got regularised by the competent authority, . . - .: 

. Thef xplanaiio~pf the Department w~ accepted and the para was settled. -r 

·  27. Para (Iv) (1) Page 254 of Audit Report for the Year 1984-85-lrregular Local.Pm~ 
(Rs.85,400/-). 

The Committee directed.that the Audit be provided with a copyof the Charge Sheet and · 
. kept informed of the inquiry/disciplinary proceedings. The. case should be persued at 

personal level; · ·  ·  ·  ·  

. The paras were. kept pending. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

. . . . . . l . 
26. Para Ill(4) Page 253-54·ofAudit Report for the_year 1~ -Loss to Government · 

(Rs.34,105/-). . . · ·  ·  . -- .. 

' , I . • 

The Department explained that disci:plinary proceedings against the officers responsible 
in this case were in progress. The authorised Officer had recommended imposition of major 

' penalty and sent the case to the Authority i.e. the Chief Secretary .. · . . · - 
- •·. . . 

. P.~ ID(l), ID(2}and ID(3) were considered jointly. . The Administrative Secretary was 
diiecfed to see into the working of the lower formations in his Department as the information . 
sought by one formation to other formation was still awaited. · ·  ·  

. . . The Committee directed the Department to conduct inquiry into these three paras to 
ascertain facts and take action accordingly. . . · ·  . 

The. paras were kept .pending. 

5-8-91- 



Asper Audit comments the amount of the para had been reduced-to Rs.-17,738/-. The 
previous Public-Accounts Committee.s directive dated 19-4-1988. to finalise the matter within zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
three· months had not been complied with. _Toe.,Committee · observed that generally the 
Departments do not take ~oinp,t action and at .6elaied stage move for ~te off due to death of· / 
the. contractor or non-availability of record. The Department explained that the case for 
write off had been returned back by the. finance Department. 

___ . •.:. ··-·-· ---- ... ···-· . .:........----·--· -· _....:. _ 

: . ~- zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA: .' . 5-8-91 

·33. Para 17(a) 23(a) Page 439 read with Serial No. 6·of .Au~~_!~rt!or the year' 1984-85,,; 
Irregular P.ayment of (Rs. 42,054/-). · · · · · . 

1956-57 

·  The para ·was settled. 

~ 32.-. _ ,'-~'~HI Page 256 o(Ailclit Report for the year .198+8S-Loss of Measurement Boo!Qi . 
(5-f'{os).. . . 

. 5-12-89 

M.IQBAL B:8 Slip No .. .278 To 
. '" .: . . ~ . 

.' The para was settled. 

The para. was settled as full recovery had been effected and verified .... - . 
. . . . . . · . . .. : ~.. - . . . - -.. t.. . • . . . :- .. . 

. n. . P81'.8 VD Page .256 of Audit ~eport for the year 1984-85- - ~ap_pr()pr.latlo~ of the 
·  ·. Mat~ (R& 6,807/-). ~ _. .... c - · zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

5-12-89 ··- . 

, The para.was.settled subject to· verification by Audit, 

. .Subject to thelyei:iTicaiioltof recovery or write off, as the case may be, by Audit, the para 
·  was settled. : · ·  ·  · · ·  -..,. : . , : .. 

. 30. ,Para VI Page 255-56 of Autit Report for the year 1'84-85-Short recovery of Penalty 
·  ~61}7<r0/-) . . 

--- .~. 

29~ · .J~IJ.ll (Ylf_ag~ 255 of A-.dit Report for the year 1984-85-L«m due to Theft of Stores., 
\ - . ~ 683/ )' . .... J~fa, 7"' .•. 

. ---: - 

S-12~ 

~. 

5-12-89 

The ~tartati~f the Department was accepted by the Committee and the para was 
settled. -- · : 
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(. 

I• • .' 

: i 

. As a result of verification zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAby the ,udit the amount of. the para had been reduced to· 
.:Rs;26,135/-. As per fmdings of the Departmental Inquiry and orders of the competent 

- authority, da~ 2K6: 1981 ~ponsibility had been placed on the following officers to the extent 
-~~ne,d agamst eacn:- ~---_____..----'·--- ----·--· . - . ·----- -'. - --·- ----·----- - -- --- - 

--~~-- - --- · -· ·----. 
·  5-8-01 

........ Z.L, 

The para was ~iueci.as full recovery ~ been effecie4 ~d verified. 

38. ·p~ i?.(a)-5~3) P~e 440 read ~th Serial No. 10 o{A~ report f~r the year 1984-85- 
Non-~'fery of Government Stores·-(Rs. 99,195/·J;·· - . ·  ·  ; , 

.,•.- ' ,, . . • ' •• 1. . 

,, ~91 

'37; Para 17(a)-7(2) Page 439 read with Serial No; 2 of Audit Re~rtfor the year·1984-85- " 
·. Irregular Payment of (Rs. 8,417/-). . ·  -·  · ., : · . :·  · ·  ·  ·. ·  ·  · ·  

. 1.959-60 

·  : . The para had alrea.~y been settled, in the previous Public Accounts Committee meeting . 
held on· 19-4-1988. · ~. · ·  . · ·  . ·  : : '· 

>~ -: • 

-; .. ', 

Para 1-7(a).6(3) Page 439 -~ with Serial No, 5 of Audit reportJ()r the year 1~ 
Shortage of Stores (Rs. 17",388/-). · . ·  - ·  , i .. 

.< 36. . ' . . ) 

The departmentexplained that as a result of'recovery and adjustment ofthe shortages the 
amount of the para had been reduced to Rs. 44,000/- .. l\s per the Arbitration Award the 
pdustries_-and ~neral Development Department had to pay Rs.-3,44,529/:-'(inclusive of Rs .. 
44,010/-). to this Department and they hag promised to pay the amount as soon as the award: 
was confirmedby the Court. ·The next dateof hearing was 3-10-1991. . _. ' . 

. ' . . .. . . . .. 
. The para. was settled subj~t to the decision of the Court and the. recoveJ of the · 

outstanding amount and its verification by Audit.· . ·  · . . · , 

- 
.. 

5-8-91 

. As a result of adjustment· of recoveries the amount of the -~:ara had been reduced to. Rs. 
·  7 ,203/54. The Department explained that action for recovery in cer:t3in cases was in progress 
and in certain cases write off was being considered. The Publi¢:~ccounts Committee settled 
this para subject to recovery/write off and its verification by Audit~· ·. . · ·  

·  35.- - ·Pant 17(a) is) Page.439 ·read with Serial No. 4 ~t Aud4 Re~rt frir the year l~S- 
1 · Sho~e of Stores (Rs. 59,149/•). · 

- -The Comnti~~--di~ted the ~partment · ;hat -~thi~ ~-;~od~f o~~--~ont~ either the 
· amount should be recovered from the contractor/officers responsible-or it should be got 
written, off by the. competent authority. . · ·  ·  ·  - ·  · - . 

• - 1 . .- . 

The para was kept pending. ._,. 

·  ·34. Para 17(a) 3(J).Page.439 read with Serial No. 3 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85- 
Shortage of Stores (Rs. -2,16,365/-). ; · 

-~91 ··- 

. \ 
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. .,........ .· <. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
~ . ~ . . . zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

Thispara relatesao non-recovery of'Rs, 21,515/- beinithe cost of material issued to die 
contractq~. The Department inst~ of making therecove~. · of the cost of the material, paid all 
the zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA9~~; m~!u4_ing _se<:u.pcy deposits, to the contractor -. _· ... e Martial Law Autho_uA~--~~ 

3,;9-91, 

., 

.. 42. 

. ·  41. Para 38(l'lii) Page 439 read with Serial No. 7 of Audit Report fo; the year 1984-85- 
Excea Payment o(Rs. 14.923/-. · · ' . ~{ 

. S-8-91 I. ' 
I. 
\. 
I 

The ·para was settled subject to recovery and· its v~ciltj~~tr~in. Audit. 
. -· --- -.-· . ·-·- -· ~ 

~ara 41 (XVI) Page 4"' read with Serlal No.-8.of Audit Report for 1984-8$··  Nri- 
recovery of Government Dues from Contractor (Rs. 21,515/·) · : ·  ·  · 

.: The loss has been writen off by the competent authority on the ground of the demise of the 
contractor responsible for the defective work. The para was settled. But the Public Accounts 

· Committee gave a directive to the· Department that in future in cases where the work of the 
contractor is defective, the engineer concerned should immediately withold all kind of payment 
to the contractor, otherwise'he will be held responsible for all loss to the Government. The 
engineer concerned should be held responsible. · 

19~-- 

S-8-91 

~ .. - ·-· 

Para G-39-10.(i) Page 44Q read with Serial No. 12 of Audit Repon for~- year 198+8S 
Less Due to Defective Execution o( Work (Rs. 11-;348/-). : . · --- · ·  . ·_ 

40. 

1961~2 

.--::··-- ... . , 

(·.) ' .. .- 1 

. . . 
. . . . ' ' . . -~~ . . ·' 

The Department stated that Rs. J0,00,000/-had been recov~ from LDA and a 
bal!l~~ of Rs. · 26,48,579 /- was outstanding .against LD1, :· The Chief Engineer, _ 
Buildings (North) gave a firm commitment that he.would got-the amount recovered 
from LDA within three months. · . ··  ·  ·  . 
The Department stated that Rs. 49,00,000/-were recoverablefrom the Public Health 
Engineer Department. The Committee decided thatthis item would be considered on 
4-9-1991 in the presence of the latter. However, on 4-9-1991 when the Public Health 
Engiriering Department was present before the committee, the Buildings Department 
did not tum up. The ~cl>nsideration on this item was, therefore, deferred. . · 

(ii) 

Rs. 11;187/ 
lb. 3,761/ 
Rs. ll,187/- 

Mr.-Mubammad Mushtaq, Sub-Engineef .. i 

Mr. Muhammad Bashir, Sub-Divisional 'Officer. 
Sh. Ijaz Ahmad (Retired), . Supe~nten~g 
Engineer.· . . 

(i) . 
{ii) 
(iii) 

-258 

\.,' 
·, ;· .... 

- I . zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA19<,0-6J; : . , 
• • • • •• -1>' . • •. •.• ' . • . 

Para 17{a) 25(i0 Page 440 read .. witb Serial No. 11 Qt ~t Report for the year 1984-85- 
Excess Expenditure Incurred in Exeess of Deposit Received ,(RS.80,61,538/-).· ·  . . ... . 

J.:9-91' ... · 

.39. 

~------~------------------------~~~~-,--~~~~- 



:_ · :.. _ ItwM~~p!ai~~-tmlt ~Jerji~lwo.rth.Rs.. :3.Li4"0/~ hl!(i _betm zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAJi(t~ _by _gi~ ~Pt~~~r insEite , _ _ . 
- - . ·- .. 

3-9-91 

• • .,1" .,, . , 

The Committee observed that no working paper had been submitted in respect of the 
pending paras pertaining to the North Zone, and directed that the same should be submitted in 
the next meeting. · · ·: · 

- 5-12-89 

The Department explained that the Court case- had since been decided in favour of the 
Government. The committee directed t_o expedite the process of recovery. · 

The para was kept pending . 

. GENERAL DIRECTIVE 

44; Para 1(,(2) page 53-54 of Audit Report for the year 1983-84·· Mis~appropriatioo of Stores 
. (Rs. 31,240/-) . . : . 

5-12-89. 

·  The Department stated that the case for. write off was sent to the Finance Department, 
who had re~t with certain observations. At the same time the Department contended 
that a writ~·9fl: .of Rs. 9,813/- was involved, ·which was within the competency of the 
Administrative Department. · 

Subject to sanction of the write off by competent authority and its verification by Audit, 
the para was settled. · - 

1983-84 

3-9-91 

43. Para 16 (a) (fl) (xi) page 440 read with Serial No. 9 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 - 
Loss to Government·- (Rs. 9,813/-). · .. 

.1955-56 

; i 

. imposed a recovery" of Rs. 30~000/- on four officials out. of which Rs. 26,000/- had been 
recovered from three offieialsvThe remaining amount of Rs. 4,000/- was imposed on the Head 

· Clerk who went into the Court; - · ... · 

However, in the writt~ explanation given in the working paper, the Department had 
narrated a different story, that. on demand of the recovery, .the contractor applied-for 
arbitration and an award of Rs, 1,11,723/85 was declared in his favour. 

The Committee directed that the recovery of Rs, 26,000/- should be got verified by Audit, 
The Department was also directed that a copy of the award, alongwith the relevant extract of 
the other para to which it related should be submitted to the Audit and the Committee on 4-9- 
1991. However, the Department did not tum up on 4-9-1991. 

The para was kept pending, 
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+ -- -,:-.:.:· 

of the fact that he had been paid for it.The.Department obtained a decree in their favour' and; 
in the mean. time, the contractor expired. His son had gone into court and next date of hearing 
had been fixed for 25~~-1991 Executive Engineer, First Medical Provincial Building Division 
was pursuing the case. · · · 

The Committee observed t~t no s~y order had been iss~d ~Y any Court: Therefoi:e, .!,he 
Department should effect recovery without further delay.· Tji~Chief Engineer, Building 
(North) gave a firm commitment that the money will be recovered from the beirswithin two • 
months. · 

The para was kept pending. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA. 1 . . 
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CHAPTER XXI 

COMMUNICATIONS AND WORKS DEPARTMENT 

HIGHWAYS DEPARTMENT . 
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·- zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA::,,. 
/ 

_ 31~ 120- M,achfnery and Equipment ~ Rs.-(-) 58,21,QJ3/-. 

Explanation of the Department was accepted subject to the conditionthat excess should 
. be get regularised under intimation to Public Accounts Committee. _ - ·  . 

The para was kept.pen~g. '\' 
- ·-.1 

The explanation of the Department was accepted and the item was dropped. 

- 3. Grant No. 41 Roads and Bridges Pqe 271-73 of the Appropriation Accounts for the year _ 
1984-85 •. 

312-31+ Other ~dges • Rs. ( ·) 24,19,086/-. 

The Department was directed that :- _ _ _ - ·  ·  - ' 
(1) The system of budgetting should be probed into by the Finance Department and fool 

proof system suggested to the Department. _ ·  . 
(2) ., - A -detailed note ~plaining tp.e procedure of budgetting in vou~ in the Department 

should be supplied to the Finance Department so as. to seekguidance. _ - 
(3) In future Sub-head wise explanation should be submitted to the Public Accounts 

Committee in the working paper. · · 

The item was kept pending. 

2.. - Gnmt No. 36 • Demopment Page_ 252-of Appropriation Accounts for the year 1984-85 • 
312 ;.. Highways road and Traffic - Saling Rs. 50, 779/-. 

_ The saying being within the permissible limits, the item was dropped. However, ·the 
Committee took serious notice of theremarks of the Department-given in the working papers 
that the Accountant General, Punjab had been reluctant to give comments, whichwas against 
the factual position. The Committee directed that such remarks should not be repeated in 
future. . 

l. 

.~ . . • • • .. It • • ' . . - - · ,• . . zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA~-i ; . • 

_ The Committee exanuneq· the Accounts of Highways DQjjfffftent in its meetings held on 
6-12-1989, 2-1.-1990, 1s.1~199.Ck3~s..1991, ,4.g.19~1 and 3-9.::~1. _ ,.. . · 

• , - • .. ·_ ~ : . _-· • . • - • • - .- } ,: I "':'. ?·: • w,. '(. 

APPROPRIATION ACCO~ 

- " FOR THE. YEAJl t~: - ,F, 

. ; .. . . . .. ..~ 

Grant No. 25 .. Cooimunlcatlons page 202-03 of ~ppro~tion Accounts for the year 
1984-85. . . . 

lllG}IWAYS.DEPARTMENT · - 
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.:;;//:·· zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
?'/;·;~ zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA·~i}: 

•I.,-"":,,'•.': 

. · .. · .;,~~-: . 

- zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA' , ----- 

... ·  4.8.1991 the parawas r~onsi~red in the light of th~ -~-.'V~t~al e:J1;pla:natio11 of the. 
Department supported by the verbal comments oi the Audit, the 0¢partment undertook to .. 

. ·tna!ce n:cevery of.Rs. 13,507/-~ 1:he _Committee decided. to settle the para, subj~\~_ 
verification of the recovery by Audit. . . __ .~. __ ..... .. , ..... - 

. . . .. - ----..-·-- " 

.. -- __ .. :_ ·-· .-- .. ··--'- . •:· 
···-· -··-· ·- --· ......__ -· - - .- . 

. ' . ' . . . 
The Audit informed that the Department had not-produced the.complete record for· 

verification as directed by the. Public Accounts Committee on 2.1.1990. The Committee 
directed that the Executive Engineer concerned should personally get the record verified by the 
Audit today afterthe meeting. The consideration of.the para was deferred to·4~8.1991. . 

'/ 
. The ~ent was directed to produce sanctioned estimate, . cross-sections and ; -·  
measurement books, etc to Audit for verification and the result intimated to Public Accounts · 
Committee. . . . 

The para was kept pending. 

4-8-91 ·. 

On a working papers received from the Secretary to Govemment of the. Punjab, finance 
Department; regarding Authentication of Excess Budget Statement. for the year 1983-.84, the 
Committee recommended regularization of excess expenditure mentioned in. Para 4 of the 
report of the Auditor General on the Accounts of the Government .of the Punjab: for· the . 
year 1983-84. · · ·  ·  ·  ·  ·  · · ·  ·  . _. 

DRAFT PARAS ·FOR THE.YEAR 1984-85 

.5. Para l (l} page ~7·of Audit Report for·the year 1984-85- Exeess Payment etc to 
Contractor aruJ: Lem Due to Defective Execution of Work - Rs. 39,654/-:. . . ·  . ·  · . 

. Itwas brought-to the notice·ofthe Committeethat the saving was only 3.42% which was 
. permissible under the- rules. The Public, Accounts Committee however, remarked· that 
explanation of the Department should have ·been elaborated and -that, in future,. 

They should be careful to surrender the· excess amount well. in time. 
· Subject to these· observations, the item was dropped. · .. 

4. )legulam;atio~ -, Qf ~cess hpenditure for·~e: year ~~. . . . . ~ . 

2-1-90 

.312-312· Others Highways Roads·. Rs.{_:) 1,78,44,789/-. . . . . . . 

The department e~lain~. that the excess .~as to the tune of 1.08% only wiµch was' 
permissible under the~es.·Th~qinp.m~ee.4i_rect~ that the excess may.be~got regularised··~y 
the.competent ~u·tho~ty and dise1pliriary ~o:g,~ho~d be-talc~ ~t.the·o~cer/official 
who had not taken action at the. proper time to reconcile the figures within threemonths under · 
jntimation to the Public Accounts Committee. · ·  · ·  ·  
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• · The a,dm,Jttati;e Secretiiry zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA!nf ormed the Commit~ that. the 'pr~s. under E & D 
· Rules·aga:.tnst the defaulterswere in process. The Committee directed that action should be · 
completed within three months. , · 

The-.ra was kept pending. 

'· 

After careful consideration of the departmental explanation and ·the Audit comments the 
Committee settled the para .. The Committee, however, made it clear that i~. decision. in this case 
should not be quoted as precedent in other cases. In future the Audit observations should be 
strictly adhered to. . , 

10. Para I (6) ~ of Audit Report for the year 1984-IS-Excess Payments etc to <;ontractors 
and Loss Due to D~fective Execution of Works Amounting to Rs. 1,68,647 /-. 

. The Committee clliected that Department should obtain verification certificate from 
Audit r~gardblg consumption of material. · · 

The para was kept pen<ijng for refer. by the Department. 

4-8-91 

,·  

Recovery having been effected ancf verified by Audit, the: para was dropped. 

9. Para l {S) Page 259 of Audi'f Report for the year 1984-85-Exceu Payment etc to 
Contractor and Less Due to Defective Execution of Work - Rs. 25,007/-. 

2-1-90 

Amount having been written off by the competent authority and verified by Audit, the 
para was droped. · 

\ . . . . 
8. 1 Para I (4) Page 259 .of. Audi. t Report for the year 1984-85-Excess Payment etc to 

Contractor and Loss Due to Defective Execqdon of Work ~ Rs. 25,258/-. · . . . . .. 

The Committee observed that, in future, approval of the changes in cross-sections should 
be obtained from the competent authority. 

Explanation of the Department was.accepted and the para was dropped . 
• ,· ',,c• 

7. .Para I (3) Page 258 of Audit ReJNJrt tor the year 1984-85- Excess Payment etc to 

1Contractor 
and Loss Dueto Defective Execution of Work - Rs. 1~06,502/-. 

il-90; 

,, 

6. Para I (2) Page 258 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85- Exceu Payment etc;. to 
Contractor and L05.1e Due to Defective ;Execution of Work - Rs. 46,000/-. 
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·  . The Committee · directed· that the Department . should ~tisfy to Audit regarding _ 
interpolation zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA'in the M.B. as well as the estimate. · 

The-para was kept pending. 

13. Para I (9) page 261 o_f Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Excess Payment etc to 
Contracter and Loss Due to Defective Ex-ecution of Work (Rs. 7,178/-). 

6-12-89" 

_ Subject to verification of record by. Audit, the para was dropped. 

Para I (8). Page 261 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-E,ccess Payment etc to 
Contractor and Less Due to I>efective Execution of Work (Rs. 14,772/-). 

12. 

\ The Department explained that according to the findings of the Inquiry Officer (Malik 
~bdul Majeed, Member Inquiry-IV, Services, General' Administration· and Information 

· Department) no double payment had been made. The Department maintained that damage to 
· road .had been caused due to flood and the contractor was not liable to damages. The 
Committee enquired whether the damage was actually due to flood and whetherthe.damage 
was promptly reported by the site efficer to the higher officers. The Department was asked by 
the Committee to· produce all the relevantrecord tomorrow for verification. · 

. The para-was kept pending. (On 5.8;1991 nothing was told to·the Committee about this 
matter). , · ·  - 

_ The Administrative Secretary informed the Committee that the proceedings under E & D 
Rules against the defaulters were in· process. The Committee directed that action sould be 
completed within three months. 

The para was kept pending. 
I. 

3-8-91 

·--- 

_ The.Comrclttee was not satisfied with the explanation of the Department.The Committee 
directed that· the Chief engineer should personally hold and inquiry into the facts of the case 
also seeing w.hether the defects were detected before or after the expiry of the maintenance 
period, whether recovery was due from the first contractor on this accounts and who was 
responsibl~J9.r this excess/double payment. The inquiry should be completed within zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA15 days 
from today;;flositively; · -. ·  ·  ·  

..... :::. .. "' 
... : ;;. ;. 

The.para'was kept pending. 

11. Para I (7) Page 260 of Audit Report for the year l~Ex~ Payments etc :to 
C;ontractors and loss Doe- to Defective Execution of Works Amounting to Rs. 65,644/-. 

, .. 
J.8..91 
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Recovery having been effected and Verified by Audit, the para was dropped. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
. . - ·. ·-····--· 

Recovery having been effected and verified by Audit, the para was dropped. 

· 17. Para I (13) Page 263 of· Audit Report for the year 1984.85-Excess Payments etc to 
.Contractor and~ Due to Defective Execution of Work~- 6,351/-). zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

6-12-89 

6-12-89 

16. Para I (l2) Page 263 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85--Excess Payments etc to 
Contractor and zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAum Doe to Defective Execution of Work (Rs. 6,750/-). 

The para wasdropped on the recommendation of Audit. 

6-12-89 

·  The Department explained that full recovery had been effected from the contractor and 
get verified by the Audit, Moreover, disciplinary action against the Sub Divisional Officer had 
culminated into stoppage of his increment for one year. 

The para was settled. 

15. Para I (11) Page ·262 of Audit Report for the year 1984,:,85-Exeess Payment etc to · 
Contractor and Loss Due to Defective Execution of Work:(Rs. 7,057/.:). 

.. .: 

. The Departmentexplained that proceedings under the E & D Rules _were _in .Process 
against the accused officials. The Committee directed to complete the action within three 
months. · · ·  

The. para was kept pending. 

3-8-91 

6-12-89 

The Committee directed the Department to get the record checked by the Audit today and 
the para might be re-considered the next day. . . . . . 

The para was kept pending (On 5.8.1991 nothing was toldto the Committee about this 
matter). · 

14. . Para I (10) pag~ 262 . of Audit Report for the year 1984-85.:Ex~ Payment etc to 
Contractor and Loss Due to Defective Execution of Work (Rs. 9,96&/-). 
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. _ The Department e~pJ~e4_~at the enquiry had been finalised and Sub Divisional Officer 
and}he _Overseer concerned equally responsible forit and recovered Rs_.-3;289/-_i.~.- zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAhalf the 

amotint ffom the Overseer in 1983. The Administrative Department had stated that the 
recovery of the balance amount Rs. 3,289/- had to be written off as. the same was to be 

/ recovered from the Sub Divisional Officer who had since died. The previous public Accounts 
Committee in its meeting held on 15-1:-1990 directed the Department to explain in the next 
working paper as to how the Sub divisional Officer was responsible for the loss in this case. 

In this working paper the department explained that according to' rule 4.15 of B&R Code, 
the S1;1b divisional Officer~~ also responsible for store an~ in this case l.ll'- Executive Engineer 
had nghtly held the Sub divisional Officer equally responsible for the loss, otherwise each case 

. had to be decided on its own merits. • 

The· para .was settled subject to write-off sanction by the competent authority and its 
+ ~ - - ,Z_ ~ - -- t. _ r ~1...· - A. • • ..., .: zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA4- 

- The Committee were informed that proceedings against the accused officials under the E 
& D Rules were in process. The. Committee directed that action should be completed within 
three months. · 

The para was .kept pending. 

3-8-91 

The Department explained that' · the enquiry had since been· finalised and . the 
officer/official accused of duplication in measurement had be exonerated by the Secretary, 
Communication and Works Department. · · 

The para was settled subject to the production of a copy of the inquiry report to the Audit. 

20. . Para I {16)Page 264 and 265 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Excess Payments etc 
· to Contractors and~ Doe to Defective Execution of Work (Rs. 48.347/-). 

6-12-89 

' 

The para was kept pending. 

3-8-91 

The Committee were informed that proceedings against the accused officials under the E 
& D. Rules were in process. The Committee directed that action should be completed within 
three months. · r- • 

Explanation or the Department was accepted and the para was dropped. 

19. Para I (15) ;rage 264 and 265 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Excess Payments etc 
to Contractors and Lou Due to Defective Executfon of Work (Rs. 26,535/-), zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

6-12-89 

18. Para I (14) Page 263 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Excess Payment etc to 
Contractor and Loa Due to ~ective Execution of Work (Rs.14,883/-). 

6-12-89 

.. 268 
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-----...:.... 

·~ - -- .. ~-·---·  - --------- ------- -----·  ----- -- --- - 

Recovery having been effected and verified by Audit, the para was-dropped. 

. · Subject to verification of record by Audit, the para was droped. 

24. Para I (20) Page 266 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85- Excess Payment etc to 
Contractor and Loss Due to Defective Execution of Work (Rs. 20,178/-). 

Explanation of the Department was accepted and the para was dropped. 

23. Para I (19) Page 266 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Excess Payment etc to 
Contractor and Loss Due to Defective Execution of Work (Rs, 21,624/-), 

6-12-89 
' 

' 
Para I (18) Page 265 of Audit Report fo. r the year 1984-85-Excess P•~ent, etc to 
Contractor and LOS§ Due to Defective Execution of Work (Rs. 1,12,646/-). . 

22. 

The para was settled subject to the verification by Audit. 

The Department explained that as a result of rgular inquiry no excess payment had. been 
established and the accused had been exonerated. The Committee observed that the 
Department should have got the record checked by the Audit before coming to Public 
Accounts Committee. 

The Committee directed the Administrative Secretary to issue instruction to all concerned 
that in future such record should be got checked by the Audit before coming to Public 

, Accounts Committee and in cases where any inquiry report was involved, a copy· of the same 
should invariably be supplied to the Audit. • · 

The Committee were informed that proceedings aganist the accused officials ~der the E · · 
& D rules werein process. The Committee directed that action should be completed with in 
three months. · 

The para was kept pending, 

4-8-91 

6-12-89 

The Committee, however, decided to write to the chief Secretary that in future recovery of 
the shortage to stores· should be made at the prevailing market value of the articles instead of 
the original purchase price. · 

21. Para 1 (17) Page 264 and 265 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85- Excess Payment etc · 
to Contractors and Lo~ Due to Defective Execution of work ( ~.1,67,552/·). 
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The Committee observed that the Sub Engineer was not responsible for the loss caused by 
the Contractors nor was he supposed to know the whereabouts of the contractor. As such, the 
coin.plaint against zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAhim should not have been registered with the police .. The Department was 
directed to get the loss written off by the competent authority under intimation to the Public 
Accounts Committee . 

. • The para was kept pending. 

~1-90 

. 
27.. Para II (3) Page 269 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85- Non-Recovery of Government 

Dues from Contractor etc - Rs. 9,014/-. 

On re-checking of the record the Audit had reduced the amountto Rs. 9 ,0 to/.:. which had 
been recovered from thecontractor and Verified by theAudit. · 

The para was settled. 

The Committee directed that the recovery of the balance amount should be got verified by 
· Audit, under intimation to the Committee. 

The para was kept pending. 

4--8-91 

2-1-90 

. -. ·. .. 

26. Para Il (2) Page 268 of .t\_udit Report for the year 1984-85- Non-Recovery of Government 
Dues from Contractor etc- Rs. 2,96,985/-. · 

The Department explained that the case of effecting recovery from the contractor as 
arrears of land revenue had been taken up with Deputy Commissioner, Lahore and Deputy 
Commissioner, Okara. The Deputy Commissioner Okara, vide bis letter dated 9.8.1990 asked 
that the specific provision of rules for effecting the said amount as arrears of'Iand revenue may 
be quoted before the matter was proceeded further.The Committee directed that the Deputy 
Commissioner, Ok.ara who signed the above mentioned letter dated 9.8.1990 and the present 
Deputy Commissioner, Lahore may be called to thenext meeting of the Committee. 

The para was kept pending. 

The Department was directed to pursue the case of the recovery at personel level. 

The para was kept pending. 

3-8--91 

25. · Para Il (I) Page 268 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85,. Non-Recovery of Government 
Dues from Contractors_ etc (Rs. 22,803/-). · 
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- ' zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
ni~ previous Public. Accounts .Committee directive .dated 2.1.1990· re~ding 

reconciliation of record had not yet been complied with. ~e Comnnttee, however, decided to 

settle the pa~-s~~j~ t~-~~~a-~~-~d verificati~1:\ br~e-~~~!· - -- -~------- 

- - The Committee directed that details of the award for .,claims should be supplied to Audit 
'and the reconciliation got done accordingly under ~timat.ion to the Committee, 

The para was kept pending. 

Rahim Yar Khan - Rs. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA197,000f~~ 

The Department was directed to reconcile the -Oi~ences with Audit and expendite - 
submission of vouched accounts to them. - .. 

2-1-90 

. 
30. ParaU(6) Page 270 of Audit report for the year 1984-85- Non-Recovery of Government 

Dues,fI:om Contractor etc- Rs. 18,88,531/-. ~ 

The para was settled subject to reconciliation of figures, write off sanction of the 
competent authority and its verification by the Audit . 

The department explained that _ due to the bifurcation of the Buildings and roads 
Depa~ent various di~~i'?ns were reconstituted, closed and merijed. Therefore adjustment of 
matenal among these divisions was not possible. the Department informed that the loss would 
be got written off, as there was no other alternative. 

The Department was directed to do-the-needful under intimation to the Committee, 

The para. was kept-pending. 

3-8-91 

2-1-90 

- - - 

Recovery having been effected and verified by Audit, the para was droped. 

. 29. Para U(S}Page 269 of AuditReport for the year 1984--85- !Son.;.Recovery of Government 
Dues from Contractor etc - Rs. 6,91,590/-. 

2-1-90 

The para was settled subject to verification of the recovery and write off sanction, by the 
Audit. - 

28. Para II ( 4) Page 269 ofAudit Report for the year 1984,.85- Non-Recovery of Government - _ 
Dues from Contractor etc.·  Rs. 1,40,435/-. - · - 

• 

~e Department explained that the amoun~ of Rs.4,507 zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAl: ha~ ~n recovered and for the 
remammg amount of Rs. 4,507 r- a case for wnte off had been initiated . 

I 

I 

4-8-91 

271 



,1 . • The para was dropped. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
I ' • 
.~. • Para II (11) page 272 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Non-recovery of Government 
· f Dues from Contraeter etc.(Rs.6,438/-) . 
. ! . • 

~12-1989 

\ 1 The Committee observed that the para pertained to 1977 and the Collector was · 
~~_p_ro~h~ _m_J~&J_to eff~t ~9.~~- 9.$ {t.lT~ _ Qf}!UJ.d revenue, It w~ 'noticed .. thatt~~ . __ 

\ 

The recovery liad already been effected and verified by Audit. · .. 
, 6-12-1989 

, 1 The Committee observed that the Department had used uncalled for remakars aganist the 
tAudit in their explanation. The Department apologised and withdraw the remarks. The 
Department certified that the spare parts in question were genuine and being used in the 
D1epartment: . · 

Explanation of the Department was accepted and. the para was dropped. 

: 34., Parall(10)page271 of AwlltReportfortheyear 1984-85 Non-Recovery of Government · 
Dues from CQntractors etc. (Rs, 30,821/-) . 

I . . 

Para II (9) 271 of Audit for the year 19~ Non-recovery of Government Dues from 
Contractors ete-: :iu. 70.'J40/•. 

6-12-1989 

·33· . . .. . 

·  The explanation of the Department was accepted and the para was settled. 

The Committee.decided to take up the p~~di-~g paras of Highway~ department (south arid - ' . 
· ·  North) as had been incorporated in the Audit Report for the year 1984-85 on IS-1.:1990, 

_... - . ' . •' 

The Committee directed that the para should be transferred. 

1 
• to the Multan Development Authority who should move for the writing off of the amount b~ 

= the competent authority, . · ·  ·  ·  
· The para was kept pending -. 

32~ Para Il (8)_ page 270 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Non-Recovery of Government 
· .r., Dues from Contractor ere. Rs. 9,734/-. , -, 

i-t-1990. 

· . 
. . zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA:' 

2-1-90 

The Department was further directed to produce tt> the Audit, all the relevant record. 
including the Flood Commission report on the basis. of which the length· of the bridge was 
reduced.' · 

The para was kept pending. 

. 31. Para II (7) Page 270 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85- Non Recovery of Government 
Dues from Contractor etc· Rs. 17,506/-. . · -· 
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. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
38. Para rt (14) page 273 of Audit r.eport for the year 1984-85 Non-Recovery of Government 

Dues from Contractor etc.(Rs. 10,48,?98/-) · - 

6-12-1989 

The Department was directed to adjust the final bill of the contractor and recover the risk 
and cost from the defaulting contractor. · 

The para was kept pending. 

Recovery having been effected and verified by Audit, the para was dropped 

·. The department explained that the principal amount of Rs·23,865/-· had been recovered 
from the contractor and the recovery of interest was not possible at this stage-Moveover, in 

_ compliance with the Public Accounts Committee directive dated 6-12-1989· Inquiry was 
· instituted aganist the Executive Engineer, through SGA & I Department, where in he had been 

\ · exonerated· However, in the proceeding aganist the Sub- Engineer, the authorized officer had 
been hold quility and his case could be finalized by the authority shortly· 

'<, .. . The principle amount having been recovered and appropriate disciplinary action being 
finalised aganist the official concerned, the Committee settled the para, with the observation 
that this decision would not be queted as precedent in other cases .. · ·  

37. Para Il (13) page 273 of Audit report for the year 1984-85, Noa- Recovery of Government· 
Does from Contractors etc.(Rs. 7,600/-) 

6-12-1989 

.. 3-8-1991 

The Department explained that- the proceeding under E & D Rules aganist officers 
/officials responsible for the non-recovery and action to effect the recovery was in process. 

The Committee directed to finalise the action with in three. months. 

The para was· kept pending . 

6-12-1989 

Para II (12) page 272 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Non- Recovery of 
Gqvernment Dues from Contractor etc. (Rs.23,865/-) . · 

36. 

Department did not pursue the case properly with the result that the contractor died on 15-6- · 
1986. The lack of interest shown by the Department in taking action aganist the defaulters and 
in effecting the recovery of Government dues was deplorable. The Department was directed to 
pursue the case of recovery from the contractor or effect recovery from the officers/ officials 
responsible for the loss of-Government money besidestaking disciplinary action. In case, the 
amount was irrecoverable sanction to the write off may be. obtained from the competent 
authority. 

) Subject to verification of recovery or sanction to its write off, by the Audit .the para was 
.dropped. 
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.:' zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA-· zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA·_. , ... _. 
. -- . -- -· ·  - ---.--. 

·-;- -~--- - -- - . ·· ·- 

· · . ·  The Department was directed to pursue the Court case Iigorously, with personal interest. 

The para was kept pending. 

3-9-1991 

· V ~rificati~n of record · having been done by Audit· the para was settled, · 

42. . Para D (18) Page 274 of Audit Report .for the year 1984-85 No~ Recovery of 
Government Dues from Contractor etc. Worth (Rs.1,45,029/-) •. 

6-12-1989 

The Department was directed.to make efforts for the recovery of Government Dues f rom · 
the contractors besides fixing responsibility and taking disciplinary action aganist the officials 
due to whose negligence the· recovery had been delayed. · 

The para was kept pending. 

' 6-12-1989 

.. Recovery having been effected and verified by Audit, the para wasdropped 

41. Para 11 (17) page 274. of Audit Report l'or the year 1984-85- Non- ~ecovery of 
Govel'Dnlent Dues from Contractor etc. (Rs.6,53,508/-). 

6-12-1989 

. . . 

40. Para a (16) page .274 of Audit Report for the, year 1984-85 Non-' recovery of 
Government Dues from Contractor etc~(Rs.83,321/-). · 

The Department· explained the latest position of the court case and told that next date of 
hearing was 21~10-1991. The Committee advised the Department to move the Court for short 
peshi. . 

-The case being sub- judice the para was kept pending .. 

J..8~1991 

The Department was directed to pursue the ~ourt case vigerously, with personal interest. 

The Para was kept pending. 

_: 3-8- 1991 

·  The.Department stated that the fins+bills have been finalized confirming the recovery 
ol{ Rs· 18.29.942/-) from -the contracter on account of risk and cost charges· The case for 

. recovery of this amount as arrears ofland revenue had been taken up- It was informed that the 
successers of the 'coutractor were residing in Lahore Cantt: The Committee directed that the 

· matter might he pursued by the Superintending Engineer at personal level withthe Tehsildar 
Recovery, Lahore Cantt: · · 

The parawas kept pending. _ 

39. Para Il (15). Pages 274 of Audit Report f~r the y~ l.984-85 Non · Recovery of 
Government Dues from _Contractor etc. worth (Rs.11,72,938/-t · 

6-12~1989 
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The working paper for the meeting had not been provided to the. members of the 
Committee zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAin advance as per standing instructions of the committee, The. Department 
apologized for the same. an.I promised to be careful in future. · - 

-. 

The Department was. directed to recover the amount of shortage from the Executive· 
Engineer concerned· who had failed to lodge a claim with the Railway Authorities for 
compensation of the loss despi_te the fact that the Suh-Divisional Officer concerned had 
informed him, in writing aboutthe shortagewell in time- The recoveryfrom the defaulting 
Executive Engineer should be -made with in three montl> · - -. ·. · · ··  

The 'para was kept pending. : 

. . . 

47· Para Ill (1)(3) Page 279 of audit Report· for the year 1984-85 Shortages· of Stores · 
(Rs•l4,704/-) · 

2-1-1990 

Recovery of the amounthaving been verified by Audit.ithe para Was dropped· 

. The Committee was informed that disciplinary. action aganist the defaulting Sub 
Engineer had been finalised and suitable punishment awarded· to him· Moverover, the 
recovery had been effected and verified by Audit· 

The para was dropped· - 

46· Para :111 (1) (2). page 278 Audit Repo~ for the year l.~85 Shortage of Stores 
(Rs·72,837/-) · . . . - . ·  .. · - 

2-1-1990 

2-1-1990 

Recoveryhaving been effected and verified by Audit, the para was.dropped._ 

.·45. . Para ·iu (D ·(I) page 278 of··,<\mlit Report for the .yeaJ'. 1984-85 Shortage of store 
(Rs.17,804/·) · · ·  

. 6-12-1989 

-~1991 

The Department explained the latest position of the Court case: The matter being sub- 
judice, the para was kept pending. - . 

· 43. Para Il (19) Page 275 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Non-recovery of Government 
Dues from Contractor etc.Rs, 2,81,699/- · · · ·  

2-1-1990 

Recovery of the amount 'having been verified by Audit, the para was dropped. 

iara U (20)- Page 275 ~f Audit. Report for· the year 1984-85 .. Non-Recovery of 
Government Dues from Contractor etc.Rs, 10,032/- 

·,· 
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The Audit pointed out that the excessive use of material was brought to the notice of the 
Department in 1968 intially- The para was printed in 1984-~5 but, the inquiry zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAwas started by 
the Department after a period of about five years· The Committee directed that the department 
should finalise disciplinary action with ·i.n three months aganist the defaulters and the persons 
responsible for not taking appropriate-measures to stop excessive uses of'rnaterial at the proper 
time· The Committee Further directed that the record pertaining to the reduction of the 
amount by the Jnquiry Officer should be produced to Audit along with a copy of the inquiry 

. report in this behalf: 

The para was kept pending· 

4-8-1991 

· < The Audit informed that certain.record was brought in by the Department for checking · 1 

and the Audit made further observations on the same which had yet been complied with by the J 

The Committee madeit clear, at the very outset to the Department that working papers 
should be furnished by the Department fifteen days before the commencement of the 
meeting otherwise the Public Accounts Committee would not consider the working papers 
received late. . 

. 49· Para III (1) (5) .page 279 pf Audit Report for. the year 1984-85 Shortages of Stores 
(Rs·l,41,184/-) 

2-1-1990 

.,. 
,. 

!· 

The department explained that as per direction of the Public Accounts Committee. dated 
2-1-1990 the defaulting. Executive Engineer had been directed to deposit the total amount 
Rs· 14. 704/- for not promptly lodging the claim with the Railway Authorities for compensation 
due to short receipt ofI 3-20 tons of bitumen· As the total recovery had been effected the para 
was settled subject to its adjustment in the proper head, and its verifications by the Audit· 

48· · Para Ill (1)(4) page 279 of Audit Reportforthe year 1984-85ShortageofStores{Lossof · 
Twelve Nos-~1easutement Books)· 

2-2-90 . 

The Committee did not feel satisfied with the inquiry held by the Department with regard 
to the loss of MBs and directed that a fresh inquiry at the higherlevel should be held in this 
regard and completed with in three months· The Department was further directed to take 
disciplinary action aganist the persons responsible for not lodging the repo_rt with the· Police 
inrespect of the Joss· of Measurement Books· · · - 

. The Para was kept pending· 
4-8-1991 

The Committee took serious view of the matter .that the Public Accounts Committee.s 
. . .•. directive dated 2-·1-199,0 had riot been complied with by the Executive Engineer concerned· The 

Committee directed that action should be taken aganist the-concerned Executive Engineer for 
not complying with the directive of the Public Accounts Committee and asked· the Department 
to give the names of such Executive Engineers to the Committee on 4-8-1991 · 

. On 4-8-1991 the Committee was informed that the following were concerned Executive 
Engineer since 2-J ~ 1990· · 

·  · (1) Mr'. Abdul Wasi· 
(2) Ch· Muhammad Arshad and 
(3). Mr· Manzoor Ahmad: 

I. • . . . , . 

The Department explained that the Executive Engineers found no time to proceed. On 
request of Department the Committee allowed further 15 days time to complete the action. 

·  The Committee made it clear that if the Audit was not satisfied the Public Accounts 
Committee would be compelled to take action against the Executive Engineer, 

I 
J 
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The department stated that the accountal-ofRs. 12,823/- had been carried out and get 
verified by the Audit. 

. The para was settled. 

. The Department exlpained that they. had since traced out the record and the zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAM.B 
pertaining to the consumption of spare parts was available whiehwould be produced to audit. 
The committee directed that the record should be get. verified by the audit. . 

The para was kept pending. · 

4-8,.1991 

2-L-1990 

The Committee observed that the delay of 10 years in· taking appropriate action aganist 
the defaulters showed lack of interest on the part of the department. It was directed that. the 
Department should conduct inquiry, fix responsibility and take disciplinary action under the 
E&D Rules besides.effecting recovery with.in tl};-ee months. It was further directed that the 
Officer who issued the N.O.C. to the retiring official should also be included in the Inquiry. 

· The para ~as kept pending . 

. 3-9-1991. . ·. _ _ . . - 
The Department stated that as per previous Public Accounts Committee,s directive dated 

6-12-1989,an inquiry was held. The Material worth Rs. 4,~2,643/-initially reported short had 
. actually been banded over to the Mechanical Institution of Pakistan which left the work with 

. out handing over the material to the Department subsequently. as a result of physical. 

verification all material was accounted for except one boat worth Rs 10,000/-.The M.C.P was 
later liquidated and the.said amount of Rs. 10,000/- could not be recovered even through the : 
liquidator. The recovery of Rs.10,000/- was .being effected from the Sub-Engineer concerned 
although the Inquiry Officer had exonerated him. The Committee felt that if the Sub-Engineer 
was not responsible for the loss why the recovery was being effected from him.The Committee 
directed that the Department should get the loss written off by the competent authority and 
also. ~o get the accountal of material verified by Audit. · 

Subject to the verification of write off/ accountal by Audit the para was settled. 

Sl. Para m (II) (1) page 280 of Audit report for the year 1984-85 Non Accountal of Stores· 
Rs. 28,391_/- - - ·  ' · 

Department ·The department explained that J different figures of the amount involved were 
provided to the Department by the. Audit from time to time· The committee directed that the • 

~- Department should get joint verification of the record with the Audh with in a fortnight and 
proceed to fix responsibility· The ~udit fixed 17-8-1991 for such joint verification· 

50· Para Ill (6) page '280 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Shortage of Stores 
(Rs·4,32,645/-) · . . 

I 6-12-1989 

2T/ 

I zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
! 52. 

Reduction in amount having been verified by Audit, the para was dropped. 

Para ill (2) page 281 of Audit Report for the year 1984,,85 Non Accountal of Stores (Rs. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
12.823/-) . 

6-12-1989 



. ~ . . zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
The para was kept pending. 

The Committee observed that in the last meeting the Department was directed to furnish a 
statement showing the details of the machinery, both serviceable and un- serviceable, lying 
with the Department but the same-had not yet.beenfurnished.The Committee again directed 
the department to submit the requisite statement. 

~9-1991 ·· 

According to Auditobservationmachinery ~orth Rs. 94,91,610/- had been declared un 
serviceable with· out assigning any reason with in a short period ofits acquisition . zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAA$ per 
previous Public Accounts Conimittee,s directive dated 16-12-1989 the Department provided" 
details of the machinery under Highways Department. · · ·  

The Department explained that the machinary in question had been purchased during the. 
period from 1970 to 1976 from the socialist countries and did not correspond to the Westem 
Standard.It was declared un-serviceable during the period from 1984-85 when it had outlined 
its utility;fhe.Divisional Disposal committee, which was functional at that time, surveyed the . 
machinery- alfiounting . to Rs. 9,88,000/- which was disposed off through auction. · The 
remaining machinery was yet to be surveyed for auction; The Department stressed the need for 
re-constitution of Divisional. Committee, for this purpose. · 

Th~ Committee observed that the powers todeclarestores an-serviceable had already 
been delegated to various authorities who should exercise them with full responsibility .. The. 
Committee directed that the Department should thoroughly review the case, conduct physical 

. verification of the machinery arid take decision about declaring it un-serviceable and disposing 
it of with in three months positively, Moveover the officers responsible for delay in deciding the 

. ' matter for nine long years. be pinpointed and proceeded aganist, · 

SPECIAL DIRECTIO.N. 

.. ·  The.Departmernt was· directed to submit a detailed report giving full facts -of the case in 
the fresh working paper for the next meeting. - · . ·  . ·  .. : ·. " 

The para was kept pending. 

. 4-8-1~1. 

, The Department explained that in this case the Inquiry Officer had submitted his report to 
the· Authorised Officer who had fixed 10-8::-1991 for personal hearing of the accused before 
deciding the case. The 'Committee directed that the action might be finalised expeditiously. 

: ' 
The para was kept pending. 

54. Para "JII page 281 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 l\'lachinery- rendered Un-,: 
Servi.cable (Rs! 94,91,610/·) · · ·  ·  

6-12-1989 

The para was kept pending . 

. The Department explained that proceedings under E&D Rules were in process aganist the' . 
. defaulters. The Committee directed that the action should be finalised with in three months.' . . . . . . . . 

53. " Para ID (II) (3) page-281 of Audit Report for the year 19~ Non Accoun~ of Stores 
Rs. 8,057/- · . . ·,. .. · ·  . ·  .. _. _ . 

6-12-1989 
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The para was settled subject to the verification by the Audit zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAthe ex-post facto sanction of 
the competent authority .. ' - ,_ -- - ·-·-~·- - -~ <- - 

. . 
The Department explained that a case for the ex-post facto sanction. to cover the un 

authorised expendditure of Rs. 301707/- had been referredto the Finance Department . 

.. The -para was kept pending. 

4-8-1991 

. . 

The Committee directed that the expenditure should be got regularised 'by the competent 
authority and verified by Audit under intimation to the Public Accounts Committee. 

In compliance with the previous Public Accounts Committee.s.directive dated 2-1-1990, 
the matter had since been reconciled and verified by the Audit. 

The para was. settled. 

S8. Para IV (4) Page 283 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 m(rnctuousfWasteful and . 
Irregular Expenditure of Rs. 30,707/-. · · ·- · 

2-1-1990 

, The Administrative Secretary was directed to make a probe ·into the matter in 
collaboration-with the Finance Department and a Senior Member of. the Board of Revenue 
and complete action with in three months. - 

The para was kept pending. 

4-8-1991. 

2-1-1990 

. The Department was directed to constitute a fresh inquiry, fix responsibility take 
disciplinary action aganist the defaulters under E&D rules and effect recovery of Rs. 70,000/ 
with in three months. 

The para was· kept pending. 

57. Para IV (3) Page 283 of Audit report for the year 1984-85 lnfructuous/Wasteful and 
lrregolar Expenditure- Rs 2,88,130/- 

Explanation of the Department was accepted and the para was dropped. 

56. Para IV page 282 of Audit Report- for the year 1984-85 lnfructuous/Wasteful and 
Irregular Expenditure Rs.70,000/- 

6-12-1989. 

. - 
55. Para IV (1) page 282 of Audit report for the year 19~ lnfructuous/ Wasteful and 

Irregular Expenditure of Rs. 2,81662/- 

2-1-1990 
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. ' 
In zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAthe department explanation one Division in the Department had shifted responsibility 

on another sister Division with in the Department. The committee observed that the 
Admi?i~tra~ve Secrelar¥ and the Chief ~ngineer had not. seen. that expla~tion before 
submitting it to the Public Accounts Committee. The Committee directed that m furture the 
working papers should invariably come through the Administrative secretary. 

The position verbally explained by the Department about the facts of the para was 
accepted and the para was dropped. · 

62. Para V (3) Page 28S of Audit report for the year 1984--85 Loss to Government 
(Rs.85,040/~). 

6-12-1989 

The committee directed that the custom paid on the un-reeeived goods may be got 
refunded from the CB.R. 

·  The Committee took a serious note of the fact that the Department had not taken prompt 
action in the matter and had taken up the matter with the Insurance Corporation huge time 
long. The Committee directed that the matter may be persued vigorously and action should 

· also be taken aganist the official responsible for the delayed action. · . 

/ 

·  According to the draft para machinery parts worth Rs, 2,60,251/- were received short. 
The Department stated that certain items steed deleted from the list reducing the amount of 
para. to Rs. 2,16,521/-,. Moreover, in compliance with previous Public Accounts Committee,s 
directive da~d .6-12.-1989 custom duty paid on u.n-received material had been got refunded. 
Insurance claim of Rs 26,000/- had also been received. Only an amount of Rs. 64,904/- on the 
account of refund of suctom duty was still outstanding and being vigorously pursued. The 
Department wad directed· to get the whole record verified by the Audit. 

Subject to verification by Audit the para was. settled. 

61. Para V (2) Page 284 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Loss to Govemmenrt (Rs. 
37,800/-). 

3-9-1991 

With regard to items_NQ 1 and 2 the Committee directed that the custom paid on the un 
received material may be g~t refunded from the C.B.R. Regarding item 3, it was directed that 
the relevant record should be produced to Audit for verification. . · 

Thepara was kept pending. 

. The Committee directed that a copy each of the inquiry report, Anti-Corruption 
Committee report and the decision of the High Court should be produced to Audit. 

Subject to verification by Audit, the para was dropped. 

· 60. Para V .(1) Page 284 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 um to Government 
(Rs~l,60,251/-) • 

. 6-12-1989 

59. Para IV (5) Page 284 of Audit Report for the year.1984-85 lnfructuous/Wasteful and 
Irregular Expenditure (Rs. 10,17,818/64). · . · 

6-12-1989. 
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6-12--1989 zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

· The Committee was informed. that the relevant record was available with the Department 
and would be produced to Audit f ~r verification. 

Subject to verification by Aud,it, the para was dropped. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

'":> - :.. _pc;n~g ~mpµanceJ'!~.r~~:. __ . 

., 

6-12,.;J.989. 

_. _ The Co~ttee was informed that the defaulting Sub- Engineer had been penalised for 
the loss of Measurement Book_an~ his annual increament had been stopped for one year. 

. __ . Subject to the sanctt-ion (Inform) of write off by comptent authority and its verification by • . 
audit, the para was dropped, _ . ' 

- 64. • Para (V) (6) 286 of Audit Report for the year 1984$ Loss to Government (Rs. 44,034/-) 

- ·-· . - - -· .....___ - - - . ---· - -- ---- - -.- - 

~ . · Plll1l (V) (5) Page 285 of'Audft Report for the year 1984-85 Loss to Governittent(I~ of -· 
Measurement Book ~o. 4638). - ·- ·  - ·  , - 

On the request of the Department the Committee allowed four months time to complete 
the ~ning adjustment/ recovery. . . 

The para was kept ·pending. 

3-8-1991 

The para was kept pending. 

: ·. The Department was directed to complete the necessary action in this para with in three 
months. · -i 

·3-9-1991 

The Department stated that the shortage was detected during the joint inspection of the 
consi~ent by the Industries Department and the Highway Department. The material was 
supplied short at source. Total number of packages were received according to the packing list. 
but the contents of various packages were found short, on j6int inspection . Therefore the 
security of the firms should not have been released by the Industries and Mineral Development 
Department •. The Dcpirtment .sta~ that their ~~ce claim was rejected because the 
packages had been delivered accor-ding to the packing list. The Department further stated that 
m response-to their request for the refund of custom duty paid on un-received goods.the C.B.R. 

·  had demanded to produce the origional documents which were -neither available with ·the 
Li~son Officer, Services, General Administration and Information Department nor with the 

· Industries and Mineral Development Department. 

The committee felt that according to. the facts stated by the Department, the Director of 
Industries who released the security of the firms, with out making good the shortage from the 
firms was zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAprima-facis responsible.for thisloss of Rs. 851040/- to the Government and the same 
should be recovered from him, alongwith taking of the disciplinary action aganist him. 

- - n 
The para was kept· pending. 

62-A r~.Y.(41 ~e 285. oi' Audit Report for t!te year 1984-85 Loss to government 
I (Rs•J,05,351/-J 

---~-'-'..c..:.~---.- 

6-12-1989 
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-------------------- 

15-1-1990 

. As already decided bythe Public Acco~ts Co~ttee ~ one of its p.- revious meetings the 
Department should pursue the case of wnte off zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAwith the Finance Department. _ .. - _ 

6& Para 23 (IIl) Page 440 read with_~ No 16 of Audit Report for~ year 1984-85- 
. EJ~ayment of Rs. 12,904/- ... ---r,: .. __ . - ·:-. : 

15-1-1990 

The-Audit having.verified therequired action, tlie para w~ dropped. ·.. · · 

1964-65 zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

.. (;9. Para 28 (Ill) Page 441 read with Serial No~ 17 of Au-.UtReport fofth~·y~ 1984-85 
sho~e of Stores·MaterlalRs.-22,960/-). ·· ·  - - ·- ·  .-, '.- · -- ·  

15-1-1990 

As Already decided _by the Public Accounts Co~tt~ -fu one ofits previous meeting the 
Department should pursue the case of write off with the Finance Department, · 

·  The para w:as kept pending. - · ·  ·  . 

70. - Para 2'] (VI) page 441 read with ~rial No. 91 of au~Report (or the yeu 1~ Non 
Recovery of- Government dues Worth -Jls. 16,SSOf·- - ·  , - . , _- 

- . ·. ··. ..... . . ·. . . 

·c 

. The· Audit has verified the required action. 

The'para-was dropped. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

1963-M 

67. Para 39 (9) Page 440 read with Serial No. 15 of Audit Report for the year 1984-35 Mis- 
Appropriadon of Stores Worth Rs. 16,219/-- · · .: 

15-1-1990 

_ The Audit had already settled the para after verifying the adjustment of the amount 
involved, ., 

. · ·lS-1-1~ 

Para 39 (6) (1) Page.440 rea_. with Serial No 14 of_Amlit Report for the year 1984-85 
Non--RecoTery of Government dues froin Contractor Rs.9!792/- • 

66. 

.• 1961-62 

1~59._ 

65. Para 17(a) 3(12) Page~ read with Serloa No; 13 of Audit Report for-the year 1984-85 
Shortage of Stores R&9,56,125/-.- · . - ·  ·  ·  ·  ·  ·  ·  ·  · _- 

.' ' . .. . ) .. 

4-8~91 

The previous Public Accounts Committee, in its meeting h~ld on 1 ~ i ~ 1990,. had settled 
the para subject to verification write off sanction of the Finance Department. It was observed 
that no progress had been' made. The Committee, however, decided ioreitarate the decision of 
the previous Public Accounts. Committee .... " _,. · . _ ·  - .. · 

. ~ ~ 
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~ zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
15-1-1990 . 

The Commottee was informed that bitumen worth Rs.27,250/- had been verified by'the 
Audit. The recovery of Rs. 17 ,962/- cannot be effected from the concerned official in view of 
the court decision acquitting him of the charge. The Soliciter advised the Department not go in 

. appeal. Therefore, the only way was. sanction the write off .. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
I .• . 

The Committee directed the Department to approach the Finance Department for 
.sanction of write off. Subject to verification of write off, the para was dropped. 

1967~ 

74. Para 78 Page 441 read with Serlal No~ 23 of Audit Report for the year: 1984-85 Loss of 
Stores Worth Rs.44,212/· · · . 

184() cetn~~t bags wortlt ~· 6,578/- were purchased and paid in 1964 but the material was 
not taken on stock. The Department held the accused exonerated as a result there of. The 
Department was directed to produce a copy of the inquiry report to the Audit and the detailed 
estimates should also be shown to them. . . 

The para was settled subject to verification by the Audit. 

73- Para 42 (i) Page 441 read with Serial No. 22 of And.it Report fot the yea,; 1~ LOS!i to 
Government (Rs.2,47,363/-). . 

15-1-90- · 

. The write off had been sanctioned and verified by the Audit. The :Qepartment'was directed 
to make adjustment of the store Articles in their relevant books. • : . 

_The para was dropped. 

~-1990 

· The Department stated that some recovery had been made and verified by the Audit , the 
remaining recovery had to be written off. ' - .. 

. The Committee directed ¢.at the Department should furnish justification as to how the 
Sub-Divisional Officer concerned was held responsible for the loss in the next working paper. 

The para was kept pending. 

4-8-1991 

. As already decided by the Public Accounts Committee in one of its previous meetings the 
Department should pursue the case of write off with the Finance Department . 

The para was kept pending, 

72. Para 40 (XXIV) Page 441 read with Serial No 21 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 
Mis-Appropriation of stores Material Rs. 6,578/-. 

1965-66 

71. Para 42 (XVI) Page 441 read~ Serial No 20 of Audit Report for the year 1984-,85 L~ -: . 
to Government Due to Un~ceable Material (Rs.15,842/-). 

15-1-1990 
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The action being completed the para was dropped, 
.. ---· .. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA·: 

Subject zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAto verification of write off the para was dropped. · 

79. · Para 13 (i) page 441· read with Serial No. 27 of Audit.Report for the year 1984-85 
Shortage of Stores (Rs. J 1.(,09/-). , · - zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

15-i:.1990 

It was stated that the. Department was making efforts to recover the involved amount· 
amount from the concerned Bx-Sub- Engineer as arrears of land revenue through the Deputy 
Commissioer, Rahim YarKhan/ Tehsildar Liaqatpur. . · 

The Department was directed to pursue' the matter vigorously 

The para was kept pending. 

80. Para. 69 Page 441 read with Serial No. 26 of Audit Report for the year 1984-15 Loa to 
Government Due to Non-Acco'mltal of Material~ 21,321/·). 

15-1-1990 • 

The para was settled subject to write off of the irreciverable amount ·by the competent . 
authority and its verification by the Audit. · . ·  

1968-69 

78. Para 17 (a)(J) (12) Page 440 read with SerialNo.13 ofAudit Report for the year 1984-85 
•Shortage of Stores Material·  (Rs. 9,S6,125/-). 

15-1-1990 

. ~e Dep~ent was directed to pursue the matter with the Finance Department for 
the sanction of wnte off. · 

The· action being completed the para was dropped. 

77. Para 78 Page 441Tead with Serial No. 23 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 um of 
Stores (Rs.44,212/-). · · ·  

4-8-1991 

76. Para 87 Page 441 read with Serlal No. 25 of Audit Report for the year 19~ Mis- 
Appropriation of Stores Material (Rs.5,407 /·). · 

15-1-1990 

The Department. was directed to pursue the matter of write off with the Finance· 
Department. . . 

The para .was kept pending. . ' 

75. Para 38 (v) Page 441 read with Serial No.24 of Awift Report for the year U84,,8S 
Exeess Payment of Rs. 7~/- · 

15-1-1990 
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The zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBADepartment was direc~ to produce the record of recovel]' to the Audit for 
verification. For the remaining amount Rs. 2,998/ .. the Administrative Department should 
approach the Finance Department for sanction of' write off. 

The para was kept pending. 

86. Para 23 (3) Page 442 read with Serial No. 31 of Audit Report for they~ 1984-85 Loa 
to Government Due to Shortage of 'l' & P Articles - Rs. 20,000/- · 

1972-73 

I!. Para 46 Page 442 read with Serial No. 33 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Non- 
Accountal of Stores 1-\faterial (Rs. 2,00.000/-). · 

15-1-1990. 

The para was kept pending, 

The Public Accounts Committee directed that the record of consumption of big iron 
and the aceountal of the remaining quantity of the same should be produced before the Audit 
for verification with in one month other-wise recovery from the. person concerned should be 
made. 

It was stated, that some of the recovery had been made and verified by Audit. The 
remaining recovery would be effected soon. _ 

The public Accounts Committee directed that total recovery should be made and got 
verifi~ b)' ~udit within one month failing which discip~ proceedings under the Efficiency 
and Discipline Rules should against the concerned official. · ·  

1 The para was kept pending 

84.. Para 30 Page 442 read with Sel,'ial No. 30 of Audit Report for the year 1~ Un- Due 
B1oc:kade of Government Capital Worth Rs. 3,41,406/•, .. _: 

15-1-1990. 

• 

1970-71 

82. Para .. Page 442 read with Serial No. 28 of Audit Report for the yaarl984-85 Excess 
Payment of Rs. 32,499/-). 

15-1-1990-- - . . 
_ Action aganist the concerned officials had already been taken. Therefore, accepting the 

explanation of the Department the Public Committee dropped the para. 

83. Para 13 Page 442 read with Serial No. 29 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Loss to 
Government Due- to MJs..Approprlation of Stores Material (Rs. 3,18,824/-). 

15-1-1990. 

+-+ - 

11. Para 13 (1) Page 441 read with Serial No. 27 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 
Shortage of the Store (Rs. 11,609/ .. ). 

4-8-1991. 

. 1:he para w~ settled subject to write off sanction, by. the competent authority and its 
verification by Audit. 
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~· zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
The para was kept pending. 

· . ' e-, . · . . ,, .. . - ~ - 

The department was directed to complete the inquiry under the Efficiency arid Discipline-Rules 
· with in three months. · , · 

l97S-76 

91. Para 8 (3) Page 442 read with serial No 37 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Loss to 
Government Rs. 1,28,972/- on acco1D1t of Un-Due Blockade. of Stock Material. . · · . 

-i~t-1990 - - ·.. - -··  '- --- . . . 

90. Para 6 Page 442 read with serial No 36 of Audit report for they~ 1984-85 Loss to 
. Government Due to Non-Receipt pf Material (Rs.3,84,802/-). · 

15-1-1990 . -- 

The Department should produced the record to the Audit for: ~erificatip~ witp in. one 
month. .: · .. =., ... ,. · ·· i :" ·, .... · ... 

The para was kept pending. 

: : 

Ori the recommendation of the Audit, the para was dropped. ·. 

1973-74 

1972-73 

89. Para.65.Page .. 442 read·with serial ~o·36 of Audit report.for the_year.,1984-85 Non·.: 
Accountal of Stores and Blockade of Government capitalWortb'Rs. 4;16,317/- 

: . 15-1-1990 . . 

·  Subject to recovery. of the balance amount of Rs. 3,750/- from MJS· Call Tax and its 
verification by the Audit, the para was dropped. · 

. · ; - 15-1-1990 
• 

1972-73 

88. Para 68 Page 442 read with Serial No 34 of Audit ieport for the year l984-8S . Non- 
recovery of Government Dues Worth Rs.· 1s,SSO/- · · · 

. . - . - . 

The case was pending in a court oflaw. The Committee directedthat the Use should be 
pursued vigorously by the· Department. · · 

. - .. ,the ·j,~ra :we;e .kept' p~di~g: 

" . 

1966, 67, 69/72-73_ 

·87. Para 56-57(1) (ih") Page 44~ read with Serial No. 32 of Audit RePQrt for the yaer 19'l4,-85 
. Non-Accoontal of :Stofti$ _.{Rs3,71,280/-, · Rs.1.02~900J,;,, . Rs~~,3511-, Rs.42,273/-, 

.. :.~·46·~~1-, Rs,1,03,654{-,, Rs.8,641/· and Rs.30,900/-). 

·15-1-1990 

1:he Department stated that total recovery had been made and would be got verified by 
the Audit. . . · 

Subject to -. verification of record, the para was dropped. . 

15-1-1990. 
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-----~ 

15-1-1990 

Explanation of the department was accepted .and the para was dropped . 

. 97. ,' Para37(6)Page443readwithserailNo.44ofauditreportfortheyear21984-85 -Lossto 
Government Rs. 50,067 /- -Due zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAto Excess Payment. 

"':15-1 ~ 1990 

The contention of the Department was accepted and the para was dropped. 

. . 
96. Para 37(3) Page 443 ~d with Serial No. 43 of Audit Re~rtfor the year 1~51..os.§ to 

Government due to Excess Payment of Rs..4,21,685/-. · 

15-1-1990 

Explanation of.the Department was accepted and the para was dropped. 

The record shows that the actual receipt of boats was 40 and not 50. Thus there was no 
sll9rtage. Apart from this fact, di~plinary action aganist the concerned Sub- Divional Officer 
was also had been taken for negligence. 

Subject to verification of the above facts, the para was dropped. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

·. 9S. . Para 37 (2) Page 443 read with Serial No 42 of Audit report for the year 1984-85 L-0Ss to 
Government Rs. 5,54,016/- On Account of Un-Due Payment. · 

The explanation of the Department was accepted and the para was dropped. 

1981-1982 

94. Para 40 (1) Page 443 read with Serial NO 41 of Audit report for the yare 19iw,:s5 Mis- 
.. Appropriation of stores ·Worth Rs.4,00,000/-). · 

15-1-1990 

1980-81 

93. Para 31 (1) Page 442 read with serial~o.1:39 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Loss 
to Government.Due to Non- Accountatof Stores Material worth Rs. 44,494/- 

15-1-1990 

The department was directed to obtain the relevant· record· from the Buildings 
Department and prepare a fresh working paper for consideration by the public Accounts . 
Committee. . 

The para ·was kept pending. 

-=- -r . 
Para 7 (1) Page 442 read with serial'No.lW of Audit for the year 1984-85 Noa-Aeeountal 
of Lubricants Worth Rs. 57,052/- r----- '1-~ . 

92. 

1979...SO 
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. I 

CHAPTER - xxn· , 

IRRIGATION AND POWER DEPARTMENT 



Page 26- 3. ~~proprlation Accounts for zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAthe year 1984-85 Grant No~9-lrrJgatlon-42J.. 
General H and Clinic(·) 57~17/- 

The Accountant General, Punjab P.Ointed out that the Departmental figures for the year 
1988-89 have been reconciled with Audit. It was revealed that Department has deputed Senior 
Staff Members for reconciling their bud~tacy provisions with the Audit and discrepancy if 
detected is liable to be rectified. The variation shown in the present Account i.e. 1984-85 cannot. 
be reconciled at this belated stage which is evidently due to lack of coordination between the · 
two Departments in respect of reconciliation. The Committee . felt satisfied with . the 
improvement carried out by the Department in this field, and hoped that the Department 
would continue according to priority in this respect, 

Page 24 & 25 of Apropriation·Accounts for the year 1984-85 Grant No.8-0ther Taxes 
and Duties charges under Eleetrieity Act-(·) 25,12,160/- 

4-2-90 

(+) Rs.3,729/-. 

Irrigation Works-Page 259-61 of Appropriation 
Accounts for the year 1984-85- · · · 1 

Page 26-31 of Appropriatto'ii Accounts for the year 
1984-85-522- Irrigation bams (Rs.5,00,000/-) 

(520 Irrigation) page 245-58 of Appropriation 
Accounts for the year 1984-85- · . . · 

(-) Rs.4,02,957/- 

291 

4-2-90 

Il. Grant No.36 Development 

. 500-Economic-Services zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
S20- Irrigation . · • 

·  S23 Canal Irrigation 

Ill. Grant No.37 - 

500-Economic-Services 
520- Irrigation 
523-Irrigation Dam 

I. Grant No. 9 M & R'- 

3-2-1990 

IRRIGATION & POWER DEPARTMENT 

APPROPRIATION ACCOUNTS FOR THE YEAR 1984-85 

The above grants were discussed and it was observed that these relate to non 
reconciliation of their departmental figures with the Audit. The Committee directed to settle 
these items subject to the observation that the Departments must pay proper attention to the 
timely reconciliation of their Departmental figures with the Audit. . . 

·  The Committee examined the accounts of Irrigation and Power Department in its 
meeting 'held on 12-9-1989, 13-9-1989, 14-9.;1989, 3-2-1990, 4-2-1990, 1.7.:1991, 2-7-1991, 3-7- 
1991, 4-7-1991, 12-9-1991, 14-9-1991, and 15-9-1991. . 

APPROPRIATION ACCOUNTS 1984-85 

. IRRIGATION & POWER DEPARTMENT, LAHORE 



' ' . zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
The Sub-Committee, constituted by the Public Accounts Committee-I to consider this 

para in detail had examined this para in detail in its meeting held on 27-8-91 and bad 
recommended for the settlement of the para. 

The pa1'.8 was therefore, settled. ' 

The Audit certified verification of the adjustment of R.s.5,74,000/-. Inquiry against 
Zaheer-ud-Din, sub-engineer had been finalised and as a result there of he stood exonerated 
by the Inquiry Officer: . · 

.The Department was asked to explain as to why inquiry was not conducted in 1984 and 
the amount ofshortage placed in P. W. Advance to watch its recovery. The Department should 
indicate the action taken against the Inquiry Officer for the delay in fmalising the inquiry 
entrusted to him in.1986 and against the authorised. Officer/ Authonty for the delay in the final 
action of the case. · 

The department was directed to finalise recovery proceedings expeditiously besides taking 
disciplinary action against the defaulting officials/officers and those responsible for inordinate 
delay in making· recoveries, . 

The para was kept pending. 

:z..7 .. 91 

DRAFf PARAS-19114415 

IRRIGATION AND POWER DEPARTMENT 

(SARGODHA ZONE) . 
The meeting started with the recitation from the Holy Quran: 

1. ~811 (I) 1/84-8! page 343 of Audit Report for the year 198+85 Shortage of stores 
Ks.Bl.58,000N · · ·  

12-9-89 

292 

1, 

The department stated that the J>ffl': pertains zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAto: shortage of trees valuing Rs.12,58,000/ 
against 3 sub-Engineers Inquiry against Mr. Irshad Hussain has been completed and he has 
been exenerated. Inquiry against Mr. Zaheeer-ud;. Din and Niaz Hussain is yet under process. 
However, the department had · come to the conclusion that there bad not been any shortage at 
all and it was a case of Misunderstanding. The Committee constituted a sub-committee 
comprising of Mr. Farhat Aziz Mazari, Sh. Anwar-ul-Haq Piracba and Haji Mu.hammad 
Afzal Chan. It would be headed by Mr~ Farhat Aziz Mazari and will report its findings to the 
Comniittee. 

The para was kept pending. 



The department stated that the shortage of stores was evaluated at high side. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAIn the 
interest of fairness the Superintending Engineer, Scrap-II Circle, Sargodha asked the. 
Inquiry Officer to refix the cost of the articles at the prevalant market rate. As such the Inquiry 
Officer revised the amount reducting to Jls.,,78,788/50. ·· 

It was stated that the inquiry report regarding the shortage against Mr. Altaf Ahmad, 
Sub-Engineer was with the authorised Officer and will be finalised soon. The action on the 
inquiry report should be completed within three months and a report submitted to the Public 
Accounts Committee accordingly. 

The Committee directed that the correctness of the amount of shortage of Rs.1,32,550/ 
against Ahmad Hussain should be determined by the Audit on the basis of production of the· 
departmental record as this nature of this official appears to have been listed erroneously. final 
finding of joint exercise of the Administrative Department & the Auditmay be reported to the 
P.A.C. · 

12-9-89 

This para had also been referred to the Sub-Committee, which in its meeting held oil 
27-8-91 examined the~ in detail. It had been established that there was no shortage except 
theft of eight trees, which had since been written off by the competent authority, and verified by 
the Audit. The Sub-Committee had recommended for the settlement of the para. Accordingly, 
the para was settled. 

3. Para (i) 3/84-85 page 344 of Audit report for the year 1984-85 shortage of stores 
Rs. 7 ,13,524/- 

The Committee stated that it was a case.of duplicacy of the draft para (i) 1 ofl984-85. The 
Audit was not agreeable. The Committee decided that the Sub-Committee already constituted 
will attend this para also. 

The para was kept pending. 

lS-9-91 

The department was directed to produce relevant record in support of their contention of 
duplication of the para to audit for verification. 

The para was kept pending. 

2-7-91 

12-9-1989 
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2. Para (i) 2/84-85 page 344 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85,.Shortage of Stores 
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·  The De~ent stated that as a ·result of physical checking of stores, it transpired that the 
actual sh. o~.- .',!'as Rs.64,.817 /- and ll(!t Rs.3,3 .. 6.01. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA5/- out of which an amount of Rs.S,500/ 
ha~ been recovered and verified zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAby Audit. The balance recoverable new stands at Rs.58,269/.;, 
This position may be get reconciled with the Audit. · · 

The Public Accounts Committee directed that .eff orts to recover the balance amount 
should .be expendited. It further ~ that disciplinary action against the persons 
responsible for temporary misappropnanon should be taken and a report in this respect 
submitted to the Public Accounts Committee within three months. · The Committee also 
directed that officers found responsible should be posted in the Headquarters as was already 
desired by the Public Accounts Committee in a policy directive. · • 

The para was kept pending. 

4. Para (i) 4/84-85 page 344 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 shortage of stores 
Rs..3,36,015/- . . 

12,;-9-89 

After Audit verification the amount of the para had been reduced to Rs.5.80.988i82, The 
department stated that Mr. Altaf Ahmad. Sub-Engineer had been charged for this shortage, 
which had to competents i.e, shortage of stock articles worth Rs. 1.33.338/50 and shortage of 
T & Particles worthRs.4.47.650/- According to the departmental enquiry report the value ofT 
& P articles had been asesed as Rs.45.450/- keeping in view ther depreciated value instead of 
Rs.4.47.650/- .. Thus. the Sub-Engineer was being proceeded against for the shortage o~ stock 
and T & Particles worth RsJ.98,261 /50. The accused had been called for personal hearing by 
the Authority, . 

The Audit. however. did not agree to the re-assessed value of the T & P articles .. which had 
been reduced to the lowest minimum. Incasethe Audit agreed with the re-assessment then the 
para would be reduced to Rs.J,98.261/50; 

The para was kept pending. 

It was exP..lained!Q~onimittee that so for as shortage of Rs.5,80,988/- standing against . 
Altaf ~d,~u]'\-FJ;.S.::_::~r W!15 conce:ned, the Superintending Engineer had appointed a 
Comnutteeto determine the price of articles and calculate the exact amount of shortage, After 
completion of the inquiry; the department undertook to produce its report to Public Accounts 
Committee and Audit. Asregards shortage of articles worth Rs.1,32,553/- against Ahmad · 
Hussain, Sub-Engineer the department's contention was that there had never been any official 
of this name as their employee and that over-since the para was constituted it had been 
regularly corresponding with the audit to give them details about the identity of the so-called 
defaulter. Due to the non-existence of the alleged Ahmad Hussain, Sub-Engineer on the 
departmental record evidently there was no shortage. 

The Committeedirected that the department and the Audit should sit together and sort 
out-the matter, It was also directed that the inquiry should be fmalised with in one month and 
recovery effected. · · 

The para was kept pending . 

. 15-9-91 

3-7-91 
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·  The Committee zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAdirected that the Department should request the Chief Secretary, zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA::nJ:~ 
to take up case with the Ministry of Foreign Affairs for recovery from Mohammad · ·  , 
Superintending Engineer, now in Oman -. In case there was no chance of recovery, the 
Department shotild move the Finance Department for Sanction of write off. . 

.(2) As for Mohammad Riaz, Superintending Engineer, inquiry is pending against him. 
The Public Accounts Committee directed that the inquiry and action thereon should· be 
completed within three months. · · 

(3) In regard to the recovery from, Sub-Engineer Mohammad Zakir, it was stated that as a 
result of inquiry, an amount of Rs.5,133/· was found recoverable from ·him which had been 
dulr, recovered. The Public Accounts Committee. directed to drop this item subject to 
verification of recovered amount by audit. , . · 

The para was kept pending, 

(1) In regard the Mohammad Bashir, Superintending Enginner, the-Department stated 
that he had absconded and had gone abroad and was reported to be working in Oman. The 
Chief Engineer stated that he had requested the Administrative Secretary to take up the matter 
with the Ministry of Foreign Affairs to arrange the recovery from Mohammad Bashir through 
its Ambassader in Oman. The Committee was arranged to learn that the Secretary showing 
indifference to this issue of recovery of Public money and disregarding the protocol involved 
asked him to take up the matter with the Foreign Ministry at his own level. Thereafter, he took 
up the matter with the Ambassador of Pakistan in Oman through the Ministry of Foreign 
Affi 

. . . 
airs. 

., I 

Out of the involved amount of Rs.1,79,636/'.' an amount·ofRs.5,133/- stands recovered. 
The balance of Rs.1,74,503/· is shown to be recoverable as under:- 

The para was -settled, subject to verification by Audit. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

5. Pana (i) 5/84-85 page 344 of Audit Report for the year 1984,-85 Shortage of stores 
Bs.1,79,~/~ 

After Audit verification/reconciliation the amount of the. para had been reduced to 
Rs.34,904/-. The department stated that recovery had since been made. · 

. . 

. ·  This para is regarding shortage of stock articles of Rs,3,36,015/- against various officers of 
the department. Some of the amount has been reduced on· account -of the department and 
audit's reconciliation while recovery for other amount is in process. the Committee was of the 
considered view that senior officers should also be held responsible for this shortage of articles. 

The departmentpromised to look into this para from this angle as well. 

The para was kept pending. . 

tS.9-91 
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Diu_o 
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Mr .. Muhammad Zakir. 

r. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

2. 

3. 



. The para consists of two parts i.e, shortage of stores worth Rs.21,96~/- and Rs.l~,300/ 
respectively. As regards Rs.21,963/- it stands reduced to Rs.16,730/-as verified zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAby Audit. The 

12-9-89 

The accountal missing stores had been shown to and verified by Audit. 

The para was dropped. 

7: Para (i) 7 /~. page 345 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Shortage of Stores 
Rs.34,263/- . . . · . 

The department explained the latest position in each case. The department was directed to 
finalise necessary action in each case within the shortest possible time. 

The para was kept pending. 

6. Para (i) 6/84 page 345 of audit Report for the year 1984-85 Shortage of Stores 
·  Rs.1,50,000/-. 

12-9-89 

Total 

(XEN) Xen 

. Diuo, 

Executive Engineer Mr. Muhammad Bashir, 

Mr. Muhammad-Riaz, 

1. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

2. 

3. 

Rs.1,44,754/ 

Rs. 15,899/ 

Rs. 13,850/ 

RS.l, 74,503/- 
-..: . r::n 

t 

After Audit verification the amount of the para had been reduced to Rs.1,79,503/-. The 
department sta~ that this amount was recoverablefrom the following:- 

The para would be kept pending. 

15-9-91 

. Ir.was stated that the reduced amount of Rs.5.133/-instead of Rs.18,983/- on the basis of 
inquiry had already been recovered from Mr. Zakir, XEN and verified. The amount of'. 
RsJ,44,754/- recoverable from Mr. Muhammatl Bashir. XEN had been got written off. 
Another amount of Rs.15.899/- was recoverable from Mr. Riaz. It appeared that out of this 
Rs.3.938/- was recoverable from Mr. Muhammad Rashid Qureshi, who has since deposited 
this sum. The other amount of Rs.11.961 /-would be recovered from Mr, Riaz within fortnight. 

. The para was dropped subject to verification-by Audit on 12 &.13-9-1989. The Committee 
felt concerned that the record had not so far been produced to Audit for its verification. The 
Committee desired that compliance of'the directives of the Public Accounts Committee should 
be given proper attention. 

2-7-91 

1-7-91 
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The matter pertained to the Machanised construction of Pakistan, which was a Central 
Government Organisation and was liquidated in 198_7. The Department assured the 
Committee that zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAfull facts of the-case had been sent to the Liquidator appointed by the F ederal 
Government for. final decision. The 'Committee directed-that the Central Minister for finance 
and Commerce Sboufd also be approached by the department" to seek their help indeeiding the· 
matter. : 

The para. was kept pending. 

" . : . 13-9-89 . 

As recommended by the Audit, the para. was settled. 

Para l(lO)~e 346 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Shortage/Damage Amounting 
Rs.11,37,655/~ loss, 

9. 

The Committee was inf ormed that write off the shortage had since been sanctioned by the 
competent authority and verified by Audit . 

. The para was settled accordingly. 

8. Para (f) 8/84-85 page 345 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Shortage of Stores 
Rs..9,000/- 

12-~. 

.. 

The department ~dei:t~k to s1:1b~!-~lies to ~udit's (?hservations contained in their 
letter dated 3-1- ~ 991, pertaining to Atta· Ullah, Executive Engmeer. The Committee was also 
informed that inquiry regarding shortage of stores worth Rs.12,300/- against zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAMt. Abdul 
Khaliq, Superintending Engineer had been finalised and a case for the write off had been 
prepared for sanction of the competent authority. · 

·  ·  ·  l;'he para was kept pending. 

. . . 

Sub-Errgineer concerned had been charge-sheeted. The competent authority has exonerated 
him that there is no shortage against him. ' . . .' ' . . . . . . . 

:·~ . 
• . .• t 

. The Committee directedthat the inquiry report-should be shown to Audit for verification . 

. ·  .: As· ~or"~ .recove~ -~'r-Ib.l~,300i- th~ d~artmental.action ·~hould be ~mple~ th~ 
· ~ttee o~~rved that. the inquiry :t:~rt iri thiscase should also be. shown tothe Audit. 

: · The para was kept pending. 

3,.7~91 
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.. The para was keptpending. 

... The depanm~t explained the 'latest position of the .reeoveries. The department was .: 
advised to expendite action. · · ·  . · ·  ·  

... 

14-~91 

4-7-91 

. Shortage of the amount ofR.$.4,24,120/-relates to the para regarding spare parts.Out of 
this amount, a sum of Rs. I, 17, 148/- had been recovered from•NIC and the para was reduced to 
Rs.3,06,97J/-. The break up was asfollows.- ·, · · ·  

. Rs:2,07,935/- Thls sum was due from three agencies,,tiamely; . 

(1) Mechanised construction of Pakistan and the position was thesameas explained_· . 
in. the proceeding para. The department was directed to pursue the matter with the, central 
Government. . . . ' 

· ·  (2) 'Messrs Ahmed Associat~-had been issued a Robkaar . 

. _ . ··  (3) . Messrs Republic Motors had been abolished and efforts were under ~ay to effect 
, recovery as arreas of land revenue. · · . . ·  · 

.. ,. ; . . . •. 

The department was directed to finalise the. cas~,':expeditiotisly -~-~ . 
. :. ...... . -~ -- -· 

The para was kept pending . 

" 

·:·. The. para was kept pending. 

. . 

The department was directed to pursue the ease of recovery .' 

10. Para 1(11)/84-85 page 346 of Audit Report for the yeJ t9A Shortag~ of Stores- 
Rs.4,24;120/- - • 

. ·.':., .... 
The ~ai'a ~.as. settled. 

, .... Recovei;,should be pursued with MCP. Which should· ~:-reconciled ~~baupit ,,,- 
: .. · . . . . . . . . . . . . zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA: . . ~ .. 

: ,"':' '; .·_ ' 

. ·\-.: 

14,.9-91 

.. The Department explained that a summary under the signature of the Minister was being 
sent to the Liquidator of the M.C.P. . . . ·  ... · . . . . · ·  ·  

. The parawas kept pending. 

4,.7-91 . 
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The department explained that total amount had been recovered. 

The zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBApara was settled subject to verification by ~udit: 

-Had been recovered ffom-Mubarnrnad Aslam, Sub-Engineer and would be got verified 
, - by Audit. - - - 

Rs.7,325/- 

Had-been recovered from Muhammad Arif, Sub-Engineer and Would be got verified 
. ~y Audit. - - - 

:The department under took to get all the recoveries verified-by Audit within three days; 

:Rs.ll,100/- 

Pertained -to war losses during 1971 and hafl been written off by the competent 
authority. , . . · . - - - - - - . · 

Subject to verifi~tion ~f record and recovery the amount byAudit, the para was settled. 

14-9-91 

. - 
I 

-·  

_ ~tofa total amount o1Rs:ss,600/;. pe~gto the shortage ofT & P Arli~les, 'recovery 
ofRs.27,950/- had been effected leaving a balance of Rs.27,649/-.Thefollowing break-up of 
the balance ~o.unt _wa,s 'given by the department» · zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

~-5~25[~ . . - · 

The ri:gister.ofT & P Articles was now available and verification would be sot done· 
by theAudit within ten 'days. Details of the balance amount of-Rs.22.425/- This 

-amount related to four Sub-Engineers as wider:- 

. Rs.4QO/-, - - 

Had been recovered from War-ul-Haq, Suh-Engineer and would be got verified by 
·Audit. . 

. Rs.3,600/- 

-Out of a total amount of Rs.55,600/- pertaining to shortage of T & P articles; recovery of 
.-Rs.27,950/- had been effected leaving 1:l balance of Rs.27,64~;.. . - - . · 

The department was directed to pursue the recovery of the balance amount and get the 
recovery of Rs.27,950/- verified by Audit. - . . - - - - ·  _ 

The para was kept pending. --- 

4-7-91 

11. P~ I {12) page 346 of Audit Report for the-yeat 1984-85-Shortage of stores R&SS,600/- 

14-9-89 
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The zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAexplanation of the department was accepted and the para was dropped. 

15. · Para (I) 16/84-85 Me 360 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Excess pa~ent due to 
Incorrect/Higher R~te$ Rs.9,996/- · . 

. -12-9-~· 

·  The Department ap~lo~sed for submitting incorrect inf ormation to the committee in th~ 
. working paper and stated. ~at actually the item was a scheduled item and .the rates were 
correctly applied. Therefore, it did not involve any irregularity. · 

Accepting .the explanation of the Department, the Committee dropped the para subject to 
. verification by Audit. . · _ ·  · 

The department stated that the Anti-Corruption departmentbad procured all the relevant 
record. Out of which M.Bs were reported lost by the Anti-Corruption Department. They are 
presentlyinquiring into fixing of responsibility regarding this loss. The Committee decided 
that Deputy Director Anti-Corruption may be asked to submit a detailed naration regarding 
the circumstances which led to the loss of ~aluable dOClJl!lents. The Deputy director, Anti- · · 
Corruption would also be summoned at the Consu.Ieratjon-Qf thispara inits next turn. The 
Committee further directed that in future original record should not be supplied to the Anti" 
Corruption Department but photo copies thereof be made available to the Anti-Corruption 
Department. · - . · ·  

The para was kept pending. 

14. Para (I) 15/84--85 page 360 of Audit Report fqr the year 1984-85 excess payment doe to 
. lncorrectflilgher Rates Rs.10,494/· 

12-9-89 

2-7-91 

The department stated that the .record of the case was with the Anti-Corruption 
Establishment since,1973. However, the audit asserted that the relevant M.B. was available 
with theDepartment uptill 1976 at the time of its inspection. In view ofthis controversy, the 
Committee directed that the record of movement of the concerned M.B. between the 
departmentand the Anti-Corruption Establishment.should be shown to the Audit as well as 
to the Public Accounts Committee. Further the department was. directed to arrange to collect 

· the photo copies of the relevant files in order to· prepare uptodate revised working· paper 
.incorporating the result of the fresh inquiry conducteed by senior officers who .shall fix 
repsonsibility on concerned officers for failure to take timely action to check the excess 
payment and consequently to effect recoveries. 

. As per recommendations of the Audit, the. para was settled .. 

13. Para (I) 14/84-85 page 360 9f Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Ex~ payment-tine to 
. Incorrect~er Rates Rs.19,523/- · · · 

·  12-9-89 

12., P~ (i) 13/84-85 page 360 of Audit Report for the yem-.1984-85 Exc~·payment due to 
, . Incorrect/Higher Rates RsA,49,350/..; · ·  

•,, 12-9,-89 
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. Subject to verification of recovery of Audit, the para was dropped. 

. As per the recommendation of the Audit, the para was dropped. .. 

20. Para I (20) 84-85 page 362 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Ex~ payment due to 
Incorrect/Higher Rates R.s.7,950/- · . 

As recommended by the Audit, the para was dropped. 

: 19. Para I (19)/84-85 page 36lof Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Excess payment due to 
Incorrect/Higher Rates :iu-11,598/- ._ 

12-9-89 f 

After. Audit verification, the amount of the para had been reduced to Rs.4,945/-. The 
department stated that effortswere being made to recoverthis amount from the contractor, as 
arrears of land revenue, through Deputy Commissioner, Bhakkar. 

The para was kept pending. The Committee, however, observed that no further action 
\:V8S called for against the con~tned officers. · 

18. . Para (I) 18/84-85 page 361 of Audit 1:teport for the year l~Exces.1 payment due to 
·Incorrect!Jligher Rates Rs.11,366/- . 

12-9-89 

The department stated that the amount of para stands reduced to Rs.7.414/- and efforts 
are being made to recover the amount from the contractor concerned. , 

. . The Public Accounts Committee directed that action against the officials/officers who 
connived in this excess paymentshould be initiated and finalised within three months and 
report submitted to it accordingly. · 

The para was kept pending. 

·15-9-91 

Verification having been done by Audit, thepara was settled. 

17. Para (I) l 7 /84-85 page 361 of Audit Report for the yea ·· J l)S4-85-Ex~ payment due to 
IncorrectfHigber RafilS Rs.11,751/- · 

·4-7.91: · 

S .JJect to verification by Audit, the para was dropped. 

16: · Para-1 (16) page 347 of Audit Report for the ye'1f 1984,.85 shortage of Stores Rs.5,375/- 

14-9-89 · 
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- zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA·- -- -- --··-. 

". ~~ - According to the draft para a contractor was paid at the rate of Rs.365/90 per %0Cft. for 
8,00.100 Cft earth. work which was to be done by departmental machinery at .Rs.280/- per% 
OCft, resulting in overpayment of Rs.68', 729f to the contractor. It was decided by the D.A.C. 
in August, 1985 that the overpayment would be regularised within a fortnight, 

. ~... . 

The para was kept pending. · 

12-9-9.1 

The Committee was informed that the Department undertook in the Departmental 
Accounts Committee meeting of 8/1985, that over-payment will be regularized within a: fort 
night. No progress in this respect has been reported. TheDepartment mayeffeet early recovery 
alongwith disciplinary action. · 

I 

The para was kept pending. 

Para I (22) page 363 ·or Audit Re~rt for the year 1984-85-Excess·payment due to. 
Incorrect/Higher Rates (Rs.68,729/-) 

22. 

. . 

The department stated that after recovery of Rs. 7, 765 /04 the amount of the para had been 
reduced to Rs.33,241/96.-The de.partment informed the Committee that they had personally 
contacted the Deputy .Commissioner, Gujrat, and he had issued orders to the Tehsildar 
K.harian to effect recovery from the contractor, The Department firmly committed that the 
amount would be .recovered soon. · 

The parapertained to over-paymnet of Rs.41,007/- to three contractors, namely, Malik 
Afzal Mehdi~- Mirza Hafeez and Mirza Gliulam Ali. The department explained that major 
amount had to be recovered from Malik Afzal Mehdi who had left the work-un-finished; and 
that the Deuty Commissioner, Gujrat had been approached to effect the recovery as area.rs of 

. -landrevenue. Rs.1,317 /;;. had been recovered and got verified by Audit .. Recovery of Rs.4, 102/ zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
:~:.had: been.effected from Ghulam Ali was pending for verification - by Audit. 

• ;·.~~~- .:.-~ :· ... ~ • •• - -_ . .-~.. -~---~- • + ~ 

·  - '- · ·  ·· ':fh~"'committee-directed that the department should got the needful doneexpeditiously : 
·. and the para was kept pending. ~ ·  · 

15-9-91 

12-9-89 

. ·  It was stated that an amount of Rs.1,317/- had been recovered and will be got verified by 
the Audit. · ' · 

The Department further stated that recovery of balance amount of overpayment made to· 
four contractors was being arranged through the Collector as arrears of land revenue. .s 

The para was kept pending. 

3-7-91 

21. Pata (I) 21/84-85 plge362 ofAuW.t Report for the year 1984-85-Excess payment due to 
Incorrect/Higher rates· R~.~1,007/- - - . 
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.It was stated that as per decision. of the Departmental Accounts Committee dated 
17.12; l985 amount of para pertaining to TOD, Sargodha stands reduced to Rs. 58,844/-. 

·  The Public.Accounts Committee observed that as zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAfo~ the loss of Rs, 54,951/- was _· 
concerned, if the Department had exhausted all eff orts including the departmental inquiry and · 
nothing fruitful was. possible, a case for sanction of write off should be · submitted to the . 

. Finance' Department:,__ - · '. ._ . - ·  · ·  ·  ·  

As regards the shortage of stores worthRs. 13,893 /- the Committee directed that inquiry 
should he finalised and action completed within three months. : · · . 

As a result ofAudit verification theamount of the para had already been reduced to Rs. 
1,122/83. The department stated that this amount had also since· been recovered; · 

Subject to-verification by Audit, the para was settled. 

· ~ 24· Para (ii) 2/84-85 para 349 of Audit Report for the y~ 1~5-Theft of stores Rs· 
l,34,897 /-·  _ - . ·  , . -. . ·  

12-9-89 

• · The amou~t:or Rs. 1,1si;~a~t sana Ullah is pending in the court of.Law and stay 
order has been· issued by the C1~l Court agamst this recovery. _ .. _ 

~e .para was kept pending. 

12-9-91 

The department explained. that out of excess payment of Rs. 6.03,003. Rs. 1, 710/- had 
been recovered, which may be got verifed. . _ . ·  

·Mr.: Muhammad Akram, Sub-Engineer was responsible for Rs; 2,688.02, who had 
expiredand recovery of Rs. 478/67 stands against Mr. Muhammad Rafiqne Akhtar.who too 
had retired, Thus the amount of Rs. 3,166.69 is required to be written off.·  

•• • • • • • . + • • 

4-2-90 

-The para was kept. pending. • 

Para J .. (23) .page 363 ~f Au. dit. ·· Rerrt for the year 1984:-85-Excess Payment . due to 
·  Incorrect/Higher lbttes (Rs- 6,000/-)• - : · · - . ·  .. 

23· 

- .. The previous.Public Aa;.·  o:mts Committee observed 'on 4-2-1990 that. no progr. ess in this respect 
had been made and had directed that the amount of overpayment should be recovered and the 

_ -officials responsible for overpayment be proceeded against. The Committee now observed that 
- · nobody in the department had taken pain to pursue the-para. The department now contended 

I that, the case was not properly presented in the D.A, C. and actually theexecution of work was 
done as per requirement of thesite and in the interest of work and within the purviewofthe 
rules. the Committee was not satisfied with the explanation of the department, and directed 
that the names of the _officers/offricials, alongwith their 'designations and present place of 

.postings, responsible for the.stated misrepresentation in the D.A.C. and those responsible for 
not implementing the decision of the D .A. C. so far, should be furnished to the public Accounts 
Committee within one month. · 
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I 
I 
I 

The study should be completed within three months and a report submitted to the Public 
Accounts Committee accordingly, 

,,• 

The . Public Accounts Committee directed - that the inquiry- should be finalised 
expeditiously, The Department should also explain the reason forthe delay in the inquiry and 
in-action-in the matter. A report should be submitted to the public Accounts Committee pin 
pointing the responsibility within three months. :'. · _ ·  . 

On a proposal. by the Finance Department, the Public Accounts Committee asked the 
· Department to undertake a through study for· finding - out. the _reasons responsible for 
increasing the incidence of misappropriation and suggesting remedial measures. The study 

.may examine the feasibility of getting cash securities/surety bonds from Sub-Engineers, store 
Keepers and Cashier. It may suggest effective checks and supervision. It should examine 

·- ·whether authority should be centralised or decentralised. What types of Training/Ref res her 
Course are required for improvement of their skill in administrative and accounts/financial 
rules. · · ·  ·  .,. . 

. . 

25· . Para (ii) _3/84-85 page 350 of Audit Report for the year 1984-8~ Theft of Stores ~· 
16,0007-- . ., . . . . ;. . . 

12--9---89 

- The: department stated· that the amount of the para had been reduced to Rs. °l,29; 729/-.. 
The shortage ofT & P articlesworth Rs, l.}.893/-. included in the main amount, had not been _ 
substituted in the departmental inquriy. Theft of components worth.Rs.11,200/- had been _ 
written off. The case for the write off of the remaining amounts of'Rs. 60,885/-and Rs: 13,751/--. 
had been ref erred to the Finance Department. . · ~ 

Subject to the write off sanction by the Finance Department __ arid its verification byAudii. 

The para was settled, 

This parapertainedto the theft of stores worth Rs. l,34,897f. It was explained that after 
departmental mq~1ry 1~ was found that there w~s no shorta~e amou~ting ~o Rs. 13,693/- and 

. that 'a copy.of the mquiry report had been subnutted to Audit for verification, The amount of 
Rs. 11. ,200 zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAI-: h~d been writt~n off by the competent authority and sent to A udit for verification. 
Case for sanction of the write off oftbe sums of Rs . .43.7511- and 60.855/- had been sent to the 
Finance Department. · · ' - ·  

_ The Committee directed that thewrite off sanctions shoulibe obtained from the Finance 
Dep.artment expeditiously and got the same verified by Audit. 

The para, was kept p~ndirig. 

15::9-91 
---···.··. 

. 1}te result of' inquiryin caseof shortage of.stores.am~tinting.to·Rs. l,200/-:sbould be. 
submitted to the Audit · · ·  . ·  · · . . ·  . · . · 

As for the theft of stores worth Rs. 60;855;..: pertaining to T. 0. D.' Lall~, the case was 
· .subjudice. The Department was asked to pursue the.case atpersonal level. · · 

The para was kept pending. 

3--7~91':. 
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The department stated that the reply. contained in the working paper was not based on 
facts. and tendered apology for the lapse. _ ---~~----- ........ iiooooiM' 

As per recommendation of Audit, the para was dropped. 

28. _ Para zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA(ih1 4/84-85 page 365 of Audit Report for theyear 1984-85-Non-Recovery of 
Government does Rs. 7~375/.:.. -. . 

14-9-89 

·- 

27. ParaIll (3) page 365 of Audit Report.for theyear 1984-85 Non-Recovery of 
Government dues Rs. 6,000/-. - - _ 

It relates to non-accountal of stores worth Rs. 13,627/-. The Chief Engineer v~rified the 
consumption on his personal knowledge. The para was settled subject to verification of record 
of accountal and consumption - within one_ month. 

- . In the previous meeting held on 1-2/7 /I 99 I the department had stated that this theft case 
had been reported to police.and had been declared· untraceable by the police'. Moreover the 
Sub-Engineer concerned had also been exonerated in the department inquiry. Consequently 
this amount had been got written off by the competent authority. The Committee in-its 
previous meeting had directed the department to submit a study report about the increasing 
incidents of thefts in the department and suggest remedial measures. 

. The department informed the Committee, that, as per their directive, a study report had 
been prepared. The department was directed to supply. a copy of the same to the Committee . 
and to the Audit. 

The para was_ settled. - 

26. Para (iii) 2 page 3Slof Audit Report for the ~ear.1984-85- Non-Accountal of Stores (Rs. 
13,627/-). . _ - - ·  - 

15--9-91 

The department stated- that theft of.stores was worth' Rs. 16,000/- which was reported to 

!f:e~~w;· declared it,- a~ ~~~ra:ceabie, Simulteneously ~epartmental inquiry was instituted and 
the responsible Sub-Divisional Officer was exonerated. The wnte off, too, have been 

, sanctioned. The Committee ~pprove~ this action but wante~ to k~ow th~ out-come ofits 
directives regard.in~ undertaking detailed stu~y for reasons of increasing the instances C:f theft_ . 
and misappropriation andsuggesting remedial mea?s thereof, The department promised.to , 
furnish a comprehensive study to the C?ommittee within two months. 

The para was settled subject to this observation. 

-----~--- - - 
The para was kept pending. 
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- zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA- ----------- 

During discussion of various paras it was noticed that the record of certain cases is taken 
away by the Anti Corruption Agency and is not: made availabe to the Departments concerned 
for completing their departmental inquiries despite lapse of years. This problem was causing 
serious administrative difficulties and ultimately cause financial lossc, ~.-:; the Public 
Exchequer. In view of this the Public Accounts Committee had directed that the Anti 

12-9-89 

GENERAL 

The para was settled subject to the recovery of the balance amount and its verification by 
Audit. . 

12-9-89 

The Deputy Commissioner, Mianwali, appeared before the Committee in the meeting and 
personally explained that two cases of recovery had been referred to him by Irrigation & Power 
Department. He stated that recovery from Mr. Altaf Hussain Shah, had been effected of the 
full amount pertaining to him. The second defaulter wenf into a civil suit and shile the case was 
under . trial he expired in 1985. TI1e Deputy Commissioner" further stated that, through his 
efforts, the heirs of the deceased had been located· and were asked to deposit the money. 
Accordingly, the heirs had deposited the Money as Mad-e-Amant, The Deputy Commissioner 
requested that a period of one month might be given to him to await thefate of the Civil Case, if 
the Case· was decided in favour of the heirs then. the deposited money would be refunded to 
them otherwise it would be deposited in the Government treasury. 

The para was kept pending. 

29. Para III -5/84-85 page 365 of Audit Report for the yer 1984-85 •. Non-Recovery of 
Government Dues Rs. 10.,342/-. 

e 

15-9-91 

Regarding the development in the balance recovery, the department stated that Mr. Altaf 
Hussain Shah deposited the full amount of Rs. 6.500/-. Another amount of Rs. 1,.875/~ was 
sta.ted to have been recovered. For the remaining amount the Deputy Commissioner. 

Mianwali had been requested to get this recovery effected as arrears of land revenue. The 
Deputy Commissioner-would be summoned by the Committee at the next meeting when this 
draft para is taken up for consideration. · 

The para was kept· pending. 

The para was kept pending. 

2-7-9( 

While accepting the apology of the Department. the Committee directed that it would not 
be allo\\:ed s~ch lapses to recur a~d would. directed that a~tion should be taken against those 
responsible for subrrutted wrong information to the Pubhc Accounts Committee. 

Thedepartment was further directed to pursue the matter with the collector for recovery 
of the amount as arrears of land revenue from the persons concerned. 
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. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA---·-·-·  ....... -.:.... ..... 

The para was eroneously referred to Sbahpur Division which was later on 
transferred to 
the development Zone. It pertains to the risk cost. The Public Accounts Committee· 
directed that recovery should be effected through collector as arrears ofland revenue. 

32. para m 6/84-85 page. 366 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Non-Recovery of 
Government Dues Rs. 6,59,340/· 

12-9-89. 

The Department - submitted that · the para related to the Development Zone the 
Secretary had transferred the same to that Zone and wil1 be submitted in the working 
paper of development· zone. subject to the permission of the committee. 

The committee agreed with the Department and allowed its deletion from here 
and asked that reply to the para should be submitted in the working paper of the 
Development ~ne being taken up on l 3-~-89. 

13-9-89. 

As the entire recovery had been verified by Audit, the para was settled. 

The department stated that inquiry committee completed its proceedings wherein the 
defaulting official could not produce the consumption of material worth Rs. 8,000f as such 

. responsibility was fixed on-him. Out of Rs.8,000/- Rs.3,000/- have been recovered. Balance 
recovery of Rs.5,000/- was under taken to be made with in a fortnight and the entire recovery 
would be got verified by Audit. 

The para was kept pending. 

15-9-91. 

31. 

l-7-91. 

The para was kept pending. 

. · The Department was asked to explain the reasons for delay in finalising the inquiry and to 
, complete the inquiry proceedings expeditiously. 

- The department was directed to produce the relevant record of consumption of material 
i.e.estimates and M.Bs etc to the Audit for verification. - · · 

12.:.9_g9 

Corruption Establishment should be asked that in future whenever the Department needed the 
record. either the original should be returned to them or a photo copy be provided to them in 
order to enable them for taking timely action against the defaulting officials/officers. 

30. Para (iii) 6/84-85 page 352 of Audit Report for the year 1984--85--Non Accountal of Stores 
Rs. 8,000/- 
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The para was kept pending. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

33. . . 
. . P'"1 zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA(Hi) 7/84-85 page 353 of Audit, Report.for die year ·1984-85-Noa-Acmlllltal 0, · 
·  Stores Rs.6,600/- . ·  . . ·  ·  . ·  . 

-12-9-89. 
The Committee directed that record showing the consumption of material should be got 

verified from Audit without any·loss of time. · ·  · 

The para was kept pending . 

1-7-91. 

''f.he department explained tha~ they had fin~lised ··~ case. of ~~u.ntal/adjust;ment of 
material which . was being submitted to Audit for its verification, Along with that 
reconcilliation of the cost of the difference of articles of 2000 Nos. bricks and zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA5 door would be 
reported within a fortnight. · · 

The para was kept pending. 

• l 
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i zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAThe departmentwas ~sked to speed zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAup efforts for disposal of the tubewells. It should also 
undertake a survey to see if some useful material could be obtained from dismantalling the 
tubewells and if some reasonable price could thus be fetched. . . 

The para was kept pending. · · ·  

2-7-91. 

The department stated that out of 100 tubewells 86 had been disposed-of. Remaining 14 
could not be disposed of on account of the fact that they were unserviceable and no biddder . 
had come up for making a bid. The Committee directed that a Sub-Committee may be 
constituted com prising of Assistant Commissioner, Layyah XEN Layyah, Malilc Ghulam 
Haider Thind, MPA and a .representative of the Finance Department who shall be fully . 
competent to dispose them of as a scrap on its face value. · · 

The p~ was kept pending. 

36 .• ·· P~ (Iv) ;2/84-85 page 353 of Audit Report fo~· the year 1984-85-L«m Doe to· 
unserviceable Stores Rs.3,50,000/- 

: 12-9-89,· 

. ~ . . . 

. It was stated that as a·res~t of discussion in the Departmental Accounts Committee 
meeting the.amount of para was reduced to Rs.85,00'5/-from Rs.l,39,600/-.0ut of which 
disposal- of unserviceable stock worth Rs.28,995/ had been verified and disposal of the 
remaimi:ig stores worth Rs.56,060/-had yet to be verified. .: .· ·  

The Committee dropped the para subject to verification byAudit, 

2-7-91. 

The department stated that write off had been sanctionedregarding the balance amount 
of Rs. 8644/-. 

Para was dropped subject to verification by Audit. 
· .. ·· .:·  . . -::-; .... _ ... ·. ..... . -:.:-··-: ·· ,--~-- .·- ... -- 

para (fv) 84-85 page 353 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-loss-due to Unseniceable 
Stores Rs,1,39,600/- · 

12-9-89. 

35. 

·---=----- _, 

As recommended by the Audit the para was settled. 

1~9-91. 

As the entire recovery had been verified by Audit, the para was settled. 

34. para (ill) 8/84-85 page 353· of audit report for the year 1984-85-Non Accoontal of Stores 
Rs.S,467/- · · ·  ·  ·  . 

12-9-89. 

·1 

I 

I 

l 

I 

IRRIGATION AND POWER DEPARTMENT 
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The para was kept pending. 

. . 
Originally the para amounted to Rs.1, 76,044/-due to non-recovery of rent of buildings 

occupied by various officers but after the recovery ofRs.5,118/-.lt come down to Rs.170,925/ 
.lt . . . was 
brought to the notice of the Committe that the arrears of rent were not confined to the officers/ 
officials of irrigation & Power Department only but pertained to officials officers serving in 
other departments also. The depatment also explained that they had approached the 
accountant General, Punjab for the-deuction of arrears of rentfrom the dues of the defaulting 
officers/officials but nothing had been done so far. TheCommittee did not feel satisfied as the 

.department did not inform the Accountant General-with their present place of posting and; 
directed that the Administrative Department should, on personal level, approach. :the 
administrative department of each occupant against whom arrear off rent \\'..RS outstandinij an 
also supply their present place of posting for sub~s~on to the Accountant General. Punjab, 
so that theamount could be deducted from their bills · · 

The para was-kept pending; 

15-9-91. 

Th~ department informed the Committee thatthey had now located the whereabouts of 
various allottees and were contacting their parent officers for recovery of the outstanding rent, 
from their pay. The Committee directed that the department should make vigorous efforts to 
effect recovery by approaching the head of departments because it was not difficult to recover . 
the dues from .Government officers. · : 

The. department stated that amounts of Rs.3,468/45, Rs.1,325/-and Rs.424/44 have been 
recoverd and a balance ofRs.1,70,925/-:- remains to be recovered from various civil and Public 
Officers as .rent of residential buildings. · · ·  

The Committee· directed that Accountant General, Punjab, should be asked to effect 
recoveries of the relevant amounts from the pay bills of the concerned officers. Theprogress · 
should be reported to the Public Accounts Committee in its next meeting. - 

The para was kept pending. 

3-7-91. 

1984-85 

:=.r:, ,t~~S page 371._of _Audit Report for the year l~L~ ~ Goyeromeot. · 

12-9-89. 

38. 

· In its previous meeting held on 1-2/7/1991, the Committee had constituted a ·sub 
committee comprising, Malik Ghulam Haider Thind, MPA, AssistantCommissioner, Layyah 
and a representative of the Finance Department to supervise the disposal of 14-unserviceable 
tubewells by the competent authority. · ·  ·  .: · ·  

The department was directed to· convenue a meeting of the Sub-Committee in 
consultation with Malik. Ghulam Haider Thind MPA,at an early date for resolving the matter. ' 

The para was kept pending. 

37. para (ir) 3/84-85 page_354 of :Audit Report for year 1984-85-Loa-Due to Unserviceable 
Stor¢s Rs.1;52,300/- · · · ·  ·  ·  · , ·  · .'. ·  · ·  

12-9-89. 

As recommended by the Audit, the para was dropped. 

15-9-91. 

I 

l 

.I 310 



PBl'a zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA(V) 4 page· 373 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Irregular Expenditure_ of 
Rs.1,59,974/- . 

44. 

A's recommended by the audit, the para was dropped. 

42. Para (V) zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAi/84-85 page 372 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-lrregular Expenditure of 
Rs.57~/:~. 

12-9-89. 

As recomended by the Audit. the para was dropped. 

43. ·Para (V) (3) page 372 of Audit Reporf, for the year 1984-85-Irregular Expenditure 
Rs.45,819/- 

·  12-9-91. 

The department was directed to satisfy Audit and also the Administrative Secretary 
should issue the relevant certificate. 

Subject to verification by Audit, the para was settled, 

As per the recommendation of the Audit! the para was dropped. 
. . 

para (V) 1/84-85 page 372 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Irregular Expenditure 
(Rs.48, 704/-) 

12-9-89. 

41. 

12-9-89. 

- .. - - - 

. ·  The Committee was informed that recovery of .Rs.15;598/-and Rs-.1,782/-had been 
.·  effected and got verified by Audit, . .. . ·  ·  

, The para was settled accordingly. · 

-15-9-91. 

Thepara had already been settled, by the Public Accounts Committee on 3-7-1991. 

, 40. Para (iv) 5/84-85 page 371 of Audit Report for the year l~Loss to Government 
. Rs.5,000/- : 

M.M.job 13 

The loss to Government for Rs.78,439/-pertains to the electricity charges fromvarious 
civil and public offiecers, 

The Department under-took to make the recoveries which would also be verified from the 
Audit.. . ·  

Subject to verification by Audit, the para was dropped. 

3-7-91. · 

39. Para (iv) 4/84-85 page 371 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 I.Am to Government 
Rs.78,439/- · 

12-9-89. 
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• • < ~-- •• -:,_ 
. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA.. ··; ...... 

·-.· .· ( .... '· 

. .;. - ·~ . 

-. ··~-- }( £..: 

.. . zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA. :;-. 

·_, .. _,...· .•. 

~··. . ~ 

. .'. . Toe? depa~ent mr.pl~ed that an inquiry :was held; into· the. ease.The charge of 
irregular expenditure . was not proved and the accused was · exonerated. The· Committee 
directed th¢ d~~eri~ toshow the relevant record as to total expenditure on the work and 
technical sanction estimates to Audit. < · · · .·. . . 

_ The .pata was· ~ttled sµbject to verification by Audi~ •• 
. ·., .. 

· .. ,- .. ,• 14--9-91 : - 

·. : · The Departmentexphdned·thatinquiry had been conducted and -no-body had been held 
~-tlSl'ble. Copy of the inquiry report is being subJlli~ed to A_ Wilt for i_ts veriqcatio~. The; 
Departinen~ however, conceded that the concerned official ~ould have sought poor approval 

., . of ~he ~briical _sa~ction. · The. Committee W8$ pleased to settle the para subject. to its 
. verification by Audit>:_ · · ;- : 

. -. . . .. 

3-2-90. 

. In· view of the Chier· Enginer,s certificate to the ~ffect that the project -was·· actµaUy, · 
executed the para was settled; - , ~- ·. : ·. · ··  . · ·  ·  _ .-. 

. . . ' •' . . 

4S. :_para V (5):pg~·m_.ofAudlt'Report for the y~l~lrregular ~- 
R,,.37,263/- ..... _.:. \-· .. : .'' ;.: .: . . . . >· .. 

. ....... , 12-9-fl.-. · 

: _· . .· )i relates to .·irregolar,expenditure of-Rs~l,59,974/-~The explanation of the Dena~ent . - 
': · ·.was accepted and para was settled subject to verfication on the basis of certificate tobe Issued 

': by· the Chief Engineer that· the- project was actually executed. · 
-~.. - . · :·  - ~ . .: .. ~ . . . . 

. . 

· ·· .'{·::_,,·. 

3-12· 

... ' .. ·.· .... 
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This zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAwas a duplication in para no.18/84-85 which was verific;d by Audit, as such the para 
was settled. · 

51. Para ffl (16} /84-85 page 369 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Non-Recovery of 
Government Dues Rs.66,89,542/- 

13--9-89. 1 

The para was settled. 

The Department should effect recovery as arrears of land revenue through the collector. 

The para was kept pending. 

50. Para ffl (14)/84-85 page 368 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Non Recovery,of 
Government Dues Rs,220,598/-). 

13,.9-89.- 

The Committe directed the Department to explain.-the reasons for delay in the 
finalisation of the. case by the Anti Corruption Department. 
-What action was taken by the Department between the period from March 1976 to 
July, 1988 when the concerned Sub Engineer who reported to have died. 
-Who is responsible for not taking any action to obtain the M.~. and other relevant 
record from the Anti Corruption Agency or to consult the M.B. in the Anti Corruption 
Agency, s office to determine the responsibility for making fictitious· 
payment?. Was some action taken in this regard. 
A detailed inquiry in the matter should be carried out and a report submitted to the 
Public Accounts Committee within three months. 
The para was kept pending. 

48. Para (vii) 2/84-85 page 374 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-fictitious Payment 
8&65,401/- . 

12-9-89. 

The Audit having verified the record, the para was dropped. 

PURCHASE CELL, IRRIGATION AND POWER DEPARTMENT 

49. Para m (11) /84-85 page 367 of Andlt Report for the year 1984-85-Non-Recovery of 
Government dues (Rs.1,42,349/-). 

13,.9--89 . 

. The para was settled. 

47. Para (Vfi}l/84,:.85 page 374 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Fictitious payment 
Rs.1,03,682/-. 

12-9-89. 

46. Para V (6) /84-85 page 373 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-lrregular Expenditure 
Rs.~658/- 

13,.9-89 • 
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,.,:.,: zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA. . . . . zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
The Committee observed that they were disappointed to note that the relevant record was 

concealed and was not produced before them. The inquries kept lingering on for years and in 
the mean time the defaulting officers/officials either retired or expired resultingin huge losses 
to Government. One of the major excuse put forward by the 'departments for not producing 

the relevant record was that the same way lying with the Anti Corruption Department. 
. . 

According to the Committee, it was quite a simple matter because photo copies of the record 
could be obtained from the Anti Corruption Department. The departments could get· early 
decisions by regularly pursuing the cases pending with the said department. The Committee 
also felt dissatisfied with the departments in not taking disciplinary actions against the 
defaulting officers/offi~als as per its directives. It ~as directed. that the officer .agai?J~t whom 
the para stood should, in future, personally appear before the Committee. The Administrative 
Secretary was directed to ensure that directives of the Committee were taken in letter and spirit. 
Inquiries should be finalised within the shortest possible time and the officers responsible for 
delaying the inquiries ornot taking timely action should also be proceeded against under the 
E& D Rules. . ·. . . 

The audit was also directed that they should not create unnecessary hardle for settlement 
of the paras. The Audit assured to the Committee that, according to their latest policy, in cases 
where the work had been done on emergencey basis and the relevant record was made available· 
to them then they would .co-operate in setting the. para but it· was upto the 
department t_o supply Audit with required relevant record. · 

54. · Para .IV (1) /84-85 page 370 of Audit Report for the. year 1984-85 Loa to Govt, 
Rs.28 054/- · · . .. . ·  · ·  . ·  . 

' . 

. . 

The Department explained that after recovery, the blance came down to Rs.15;-38,686/ 
and efforts were being made to recover the blance. The Committee insisted that the amount 
should be recovered without and unnecessary delay. The department undertook to recover the 
blanee amount ofRs.15,38,686/-wit_hin two months and get it verified by Audit without fails 

The para was kpet pending. . . . . . . . • . 

This para .relates to the recovery of Rs.26~37, 799/- from other Divisions on account of 
work done on their behalf. The amount of the para was reduced to Rs.21,17,886/78.The · 
recovery of Rs.1,06,600/- have been verified. This item too may be deleted fromthe main para. 
For the balance amount of Rs.20,1 l,i86/78 the Departmnet promised make strenous efforts 
for effecting recoveries for which directions from the head office had been issued to the 
concerned Divisions and budget allocation for the purpose too had been released. The amount 
of Rs.2,94,793/70 to be recovered from heavy Mechanical Complex, Texila was to be adjusted 
by B.I. W. as it was mis classified. Similarly the amowit of zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBARs. 70,677/53 out standing against 
Railway has. to be adjusted by. B:l.W. 

The para was kept pending. 

4-2-90~· :· ·  · ' · 

. U-9-89 

The para was settled 

53. Para ill (18) /84-85 page 369 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Non~Recovery of 
Government Does Rs.26,37;799/- · 

13-9-89. 
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52. Para ill (17)/84--85 page 369 of Adit Report for the year 1984-SS-Non-Recovery of 
Government· Dues Rs.1,61;855/- 



The balance amount of Rs. 7,613 /-having been recovered from the contractor and 
. verified by Audit, the para was settled. 

The representative of the Finance Depatment informed the Committee that so far as 
the sanction of the write off, amounting zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAto Rs. 20,000/- by the administrative ·head of a 
Department was concerned, there was a stipulation before the Government that losses 
pertaining to fraud/negligence cases should not be written off by the department but should be 
sent to the Finance Department. As such. all the losses written off.by the various departments 
pertaining to draft paras of fraud/ negligence were nor justifiable. Consequently, all such cases 

_ would have to be referred to the Finance Depatment for write off. The Department agreed to 
submit reports/ inquiries of such cases to Fiance department and Audit. - -_ 

4-7-91. 

4-7-91. 

The decision of the standing Rates Committee in the matter may be got expedited. It 
should be ensured that this item was included in the agenda of the riext meeting to the Standing 
Rates Committee. _ · " 

The para was kept pending. 

56. Para 1 (2) page 356 of Audit Report for the year l~Excess payment due to 
Incorrect/ Higher Rates Rs. 25,873/- · · - 

The Audit informed the Committee that recovery of Rs.13,234/-. and Rs.5,025/- had- been 
verified by them. · - · · - - ·  - 

-- The Committee directed that recovery of the blance amount of Rs.'7;613/- should-be 
effected by the department wihin three nonths. - . -_ . . -_- 

The para was kept pending. 

IRRIGATION AND'POWER DEPARTMENT., 
(Irrigation Development & :yibore Zone ) '. :·  .... 

Draft paras for the year 1~ · 

The para was kept pending. 

14-9-91. 

The para was settled. 

55. Para 1 (1) page 356 of Audit Report for the 1984-85 Excess payment due to Incorrect 
Higher Rates Rs.78~ 100/- 

14-9-89 - 

The Department was directed to furnish their contention to the standing Rates 
Committee and obtain their verdict. They were further directed that their finding may appear 
in the fresh working paper. - - 

54-A · Para IV (2)/84-85 page 370 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Loss to Government 
Rs.1,17,784/- - - - - - - - 

13-9-89 

13.:9-89 

Explanation of the Department was accepted and the· para was settled. 

. 3;5' 



.. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA--·------ 

The Committee was informed by Audit that undue benefit of Rs.41,629/-for earthwork 
had been given to a contractor but the Depatment claimed that the cost differential calculated 
by them came to Rs, 6,502/- recovery of which amount had been made. The rejected tenders; 
tender register, etc. were not traceable in the department, but they could show other relevant 
record to Audit to substantiate their claim. 

The Committee directed that the department should produce the relevant record to Audit 
for verification. . .· 

The para was kept pending. 

4-7-91. ·. 

-According to the para an excess payment of Rs.41,629/- was made to a contractor due to 
incorrectr- higher rates. The department informed the Committee that recovery of the sums of 
Rs. 6,502/- and Rs.8,000/- had been effected and the total amount of Rs.14,502/- would be got 
verified by Audit. As regards the balance, the department assured the Committee that the 
recovery would be effected from the defaulting contractor within one-and-a-half month. 

The para was kept pending. 

59. Para 1 (5) Ne 357 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Excess payment due to 
Incorrect / .Higher Rates Rs.41,629/- 

14-9-89. 

On the recommendation of Audit,. the para was dropped. 
. . . 

58. 

IRRIGATION AND POWER DEPARTMENT 
• DRAFI' P ARAS-9 (1984-85) 

Para 1 (4)_P.le 357 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Excess. payment Due to 
Iricorrect/ Higher Rates 11,818/- 

. 14-9-89. 

The Department explainedthat as the S.D.O. had also been found involved in the over 
payment in the second enquiry. The Authorised officer and the Authority would have to be 
changed. however, the inquiry is in progress. . . 

The Committee directed that the inquiry should be finalised within three months. 
The para was kept pending. 

4-7-91. : 

The para pertained to .an over-payment of .Rs.11,600/-by manipulation in the 
measurement book. The inquiry officer, deputed by the department, personally explained to 
the Committee that he had conducted an inquiry against the S.D.O. arid the Sub-Engineer and 
found that no over -payment had been made. According to him, the inter-polation done by the 
Sub-Engineer in the measurement book was within the stipulated rates and, therefore, no loss 
had occured. the department stated that .the inquiry report had been submitted to the 

· Administrative Secretary for onward transmission to the Chief Secretary as competent 
authority in this case, and promised to supply a copy of the inquiry report to Audit when 
fmalised. . 

The Committee deferred the para with the instructions that the department should obtain 
decision of the Chief Secretary, Punjab, on the inquiry report. 

14-9-89. 

57. Para 1 (3) page 356 of Audit Report for the year 1984-SS-Excess payment Due to 
Incorrect zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAI Higher Rates RS.11,600/- 
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This relates to the shortage of Tools zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA& Plants Articles costing Rs.11,859/-.lt was decided 
that the amount recoverd may be got verified. The Departmnet stated that this amount which 
could not be accounted for/ recovered was to be got written off, for which proceedin~ had 
been initiated. The para was settled subject to the sanction of write off and its yerification by 
Audit. 

The sanction of write off of Rs.9.575/- had been verified by Audit. 
The para was settled. 

63. para I (17) page 347 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Shortage of Stores Rs.11,8S9/~. 

4-2-.90. 

The para was kept pending. 

14-9-91. 

The Department stated that the Sub-Engineer, Mr. Muhammad Iqbal has been removed 
from service on account of Disciplinary action. Subsequently he absconded. Efforts are being 
made for making recovery of Rs. 9,575/- due from him as arrear ofland revenue through the 
District Administration. · 

This relates to shortage of store worth Rs.6,815/-.The department stated that Sub 
Engineer was absconding. Efforts are being made to recover it as arrears of land revenue 
through the District Administration. 

The para was kept pending, 

14-9-91. 

The department stated that defaulting Sub-Engineer was absconding Efforts would be 
made to recover the amount of Rs.6,815/- as arrears of land revenue. The department was 
directed to pursue the case vigorously. 

The para was kept pending. 

62. . Para I (IS) page 347 of Audit Report for the year 19'4-85 shortage of stores Rs. 9$15/- 

3-2-90. 

61. Para I (14) page 346 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Shortage of Stores Rs.6,815/- 

3-2-90. 

It relates to a shortage of stores consisting Tools and plants. The entire amount having been 
recovered. the para was settled. 

60. Para I (13) page 346 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Shortage or store Rs.9,512/- 

J..2-90. 

. \ 

. The department gave an assurance that action would be completed and recovery effected 
withnln a month, · 

The para was kept pending. 

14-9-1991. 

317 



The para was settled subject to the sanction of write off of the balance amount and its . 
verification by Audit. 

12-9-91 

After Audit verification the amount of the para had already been reduced to Rs.8,143/-. 
The department stated 'that this amount had since been got written off by the competent 
authority. · · 

Subject to verification zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAby Audit, the para was settled. 

4-2-90. 

Full recovery having been made, the para·, was settled. 

67. Para I (21) page 348 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Shortage of S~res Rs.26,501/- 

4-2-90. 

Full recovery having been made the para was settled. 

li6. Para I (20) page 348 of Audit ~eport for the year 1984--85- Shortage of Stores Rs.40.163. 

4-2-90. 

. . . . The depatment .· was directed that. the recovery. already made be got verified and the 
· balance revovery expedited. · · , · ·  

65. Para -I (19) I page 348 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-shortage of Stor.es 
Rs.6,440/-. 

• 

12-9-91. ·. 

The department explained that original record had. since been received back from the 
Anti- corruption Departmnet and recovery had been started from the three Sub Engineers. 
However. one Sub Engineer had died in the mean time, therefore the amount would be 
recovered from his dues of pay and pension. · · 

The para was kept pending. . 

. It was stated that the detailed record was with the Anti-Corruption Department who 
promised to provide its copies on 8-2-1990. However, the Department had started makin 

. recoveries. · 

After Audit verification the para had been reduced to Rs.11,127/72:The departmnet 
stated that a case for write-off of the said amount had been referred to the Fianance 
Depatment. · ·  · 

Subject to the write off sanction by the competent authority and its veriflcationby Audit 
the para was settled. ' ' · ·  

64. Para I (18) page 347of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Shortage of Stores Rs.44,045/- -· 

4-2-90. 

, 12-9-91. 
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Para settled subject to write off by the competent authoriy. 

14-9-89. 

71 Para l (25) page 349 of Audit Report for the zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAyear 1984-85-Shortage of Stores Rs.59820/- 

The para was kept pending. 

- 12-9-91. 

-The para related to the shortage of stores worth Rs.30,230/-. The department explained 
that in this respect recovery of Rs.12,580/,;, had been made and stores worthRs,12,400/- and 
Rs,5,250/- had been accounted for, respectively-. 

Subject to verification by Audit, the para was settled. 

_ Regarding shortage of stores 'worth Rs.12,580/- There was a joint inquiry conducted by 
the Sub Divisions! Officer, Panja?$d and Sub.Divisional Officer of the Highway, Vehari and 

-shortage was established against the Highways Department. The matter is under action with 
the Highway Department for its payment. 

- In respect of shortage of stores worth RsS,250/-. it has been accounted for in monthly 
account of June, 1989. Shortage of material worth Rs.12,400/- was found in the workshop 
which was accounted for and taken on stock in 1 /1986. However, it was Sub-Judice in the High 
Court. 

. . 

Para I (24) page 349 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Shortage of Stores Rs.30,230/- 70 

The Audit had verified the record, the para was settled. 

4-2-90. 

It relates to the shortage of stores valuing Rs.1,33,500/-.Tiie department explainedthat 
shortage worked-eut by Audit was excessive which was reduced through an Inquiry Officer 
from 88 to 31 trees and was verified by Audit. The cost as assessed by Divisional Forest 
Officer, Bahawalpur as Rs.572/- against Rs.3,808.54 as worked out by Superintending 
Engineer. This amount has been recovered. 

The para was settled subject to production of .record for its verification. 

12-9-91. 

12-2-91 

Full recovery having been effected and verified by Audit, the para was settled. 

69. Para I (23) page 348 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Shortage of Stores Rs. 
1.33.500/-. - - 

The-para relates to the shortage of stores worth Rs9.127 /-. The para was settled subject to 
recovery of the balance amount and its verification by Audit. 

68. Para I (22) page 348of Audit Report for the year 1984--85 Shortage of Stores Rs.9,127 / .~ 

4-2-91 
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This para, according to Audit calculation, pertained to a theft of trees from various zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
canals sites amounting to_Rs.4,29,800/-. The contention of the department was that value of. 
the trees had been assessed very high by thg Audit. According to their calculations, the actual 
theft comes to Rs.45,000/- only. . 

The Committee referred the matter to the Sub-Committee constituted on 2-7-1991 with 
t · the instructions to go through the relevant record and find out actual value of the trees and also 

to ascertain whether the matter was duly reported to the police or not. 

The para was kept pending. 

12-9-91, 

The department stated that damage of Rs.60,00,000/- for 30 trees was imposed on 
Rustam Zamindar by canal Magistrate. His decision was setaside by th District Magistrat.: 
IQ.an~al. After ~_king advice of the Advocate General, and the petition had been filed.· 
in the high court, and the matter was sub-judice, · · 

·  'The department was directed to supply copies of Judgements. copies of correspondence 
with the Advocate General and the relevant record to Audit for Scrutiny whether the case was 
pr~Iy pursued or not. The Committee f~r m,rec;~ ~t the department should also 
mqmre the fate of theft case registered with lhe police m this regard . 

. The para was kept pending. 

15--9,.91- 

This para had~ referred by the Public Accounts Committee -l to the Sub Committee, 
already constituted, for detailed examination. The report of the Sub Committee had not been 
received. · 

The para was: kept pending. 

This para has already been discussed at Sr. No. 20 above, hence it too is pending. . . 

·~ . . 

4-2-90. 

The ~a relates to different Divisions of Multan Zone arid may be byfercated among 
these J?ivisi~~- in n:5pect of their op~~ionment: The para should be brought up again in 
respective divisions m the shape of revisied working paper . 

. , The para was kept pending. 

.. . 

72. Para 11(1) page 349 of Audit Report for the year 1984-8!-Theft of store Rs.4, J9,800/- · ·! 

4-2-90. 

. Necessary acti~n having been finalised by the department, the para was settled subject to 
verification by Audit. · 

·  4-7-9L. 
The departmen~ committed to get the write off verified by Audit within ten days as the 

same had been fmalised by the comptent authority. .. 
Subjectto verification by Audit, the para was settled. 

14-9-91 • 
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3-2-1990. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

This relates to loss of Rs.1,35,711/- due to 'theftof material. The amount of para was 
reduced to Rs. 30.680/:, as was verified by Audit. on account of the inclusion of the cost of 
transformer in the origional para which was not responsibility of'\he Department. . 

. The details of ~sciplin~ action tak~n ~ay. be provided !o the Audit. The cases should 
also be taken up With the poli~ as per directives o_f the public Accounts Committee. 

The para was kept pending 

1.Mr.· F~hat Aziz Mazari MPA Convenor 
2.Sh. Anwar-ul-Haq Piracha, MPA Member 
3.Haji Muhammad Afzal Chan, MPA Member. 
The para was kept pending. 

1+9-91. 

. This para had been referred to the Sub Committee comprising Mr. Farhat Aziz.Mazari, 
Sh, Ariwa~'.'."Y:1:-Haq ~c~.-~nd :tiaji Muhammad Afzal Chan, MPAs, On4-7-91, for detailed 
examination. The Sub-Cominitte.e liaif~ot yet submitted its report. . 

The para was kept pending. 

74. Para II ( 4) page zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA350 of Audit Report for the year 1~ Theft of Store .Rs.1,35,711/-. 

The Finance Department and the Audit Department would also. participate as and wh~n a 
meeting of the· above saidSub-Committee would be held. 

The para was kept pending. 

4-7-91. 

TheCommittee directed that the Sub-Committee, already constituted, comprising of the 
following Members should visit the site alongwith a representative. each of the Audit and 
Finance Depatment.- · · . · . ·  

Convenor 
Member 

Member 
Me.tnber ·· 

I.Malik Shah Muhammad Mohsin, MPA 
2..Begum Shahida Farooq Malik, MPA 
3.Miss Afifa Fazal Mahmood, MPA 
4.Mr. Shabbir Ahmad Khan, MPA 

The Committee directed to constitute a Sub-Committee subject to the approval of 
Mr.Speaker under Rule 125(3) of the· Rules of Proceedure consisting of the following 
Members.- 

73: Para II (2) page 364 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-L<m due to Defective Excution 
of works Rs.7~63.150/-. 

14-9-89. 

321 

.. 



- I 

I 

e 

" . zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
'16. Para 1 (ii) 6 page 350 of Audit Report for the year t~Theft of Stores Rs.39,000/-. 

4-2-90 •. 

· It was-stated that Rs.1,000/- had been recovered, Rs.12,000/.: was against a Sub-Engineer 
who had died-so also . . . . 

r::.:-Rs.3,000/- against the .one who was dismissed. Rs.24~ooo;.:. had to be got recovered from the 
·. · defaulting Sub-Engineer. The committee was surprised that statement of allegation and charge 

· sheet reported to b.3:ve been issued on 12-ll -1987 for taking further n~ry action against a 
defaulting Sub-Engineer has .not shown any progress. There is also no disposal of the amount 
shown as non-recoverable. · · - 

The para was kept pending. 

14-9-89'. 

Explanation of the depatment was accepted and the para was settled. 

. " 

14-9-1991. 

The para was kept pending. 

After Audit verification the amount of the para had been reduced to Rs. 30,680/- .The 
departmnet explained that despite then best efforts they had not succeeded in getting FIRs 
registered with the police in respect of the theft cases. The committee stressed the need· of 
lodging FIR in. theft cases with the police on the complaints of the Department. On request of 
the department, it was decided that the home Secretary will be written on behalf of the Public · 
Accounts Committee to issue necessary instructions to all S~P. andS.H.O's in the province, to 
invatjabte register FIRs in cases of thefts repo~ to them by th departmental officers. The 
Public . .... . Accounts Comnuttee . . . directed · the 
departmnent to keep tJ:teA~di; informed ~f the latest developm.ent regarding r~very of ~e 
balace amount regarding disciplinary action against the officials and regarding the police. 
investigation into the cases, · . · ·  ~ · 

The para was kept ·pending. 

75. Para Il (S)·page 350 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Theft of Store Rs:.7Z6S2/· • 

. ~2-90. 

. It relates to the theft of the circuit breakers. Rs.20,000/· being cost of transformers which 
· belonged to W APDA \Vas deducted out of the involved amount, and the para was reduced to 

_Rs.52,652/-. The Committee directed that the case should be pursued vigorously with the 
police. · · . · · · ·  ·  · .·  ·  ·  

the para was kept pending. 

14-9-91. 

. . · After Audit verification the amount of the para had been reduced to Rs.52,652/-. It was 
decided that Public Accounts Committee directives given in proceeding para I (ii) 4 would also 
genrally apply to this para. The. administrative Secretary was advised to personally contact 
Inspector·General to resolve the problem of registering the FIRs with the police on the 
complaints of the department . 
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Rs. 412/- . 
This amount had been recovered from the defaulting Sub Engineer Muhammad Yousaf. · 

· The Committee zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAdirected that all the relevant record should be produced to Audit for 
verification. 

The para was kept pending. 

Rs.417/- 

The ~um had been recovered and verified by Audit. 

Rs.37~336/:- 

.This amount was recoverable from Mr. Mushtaq Ahmed Farooqi, retired S.D.0. It 
was explained that according to a_ court decree the correct amount of recovery came to Rs. 
16,527 zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAl- whereaas the inquiry officer had calculated the recoverable amount to the tune of 
Rs. 21,7,48/0 Accordingly, as per court decree, the amount of Rs. 16,527/- would be 
recovered from the· pension of the retired S.D.O. who was· held responsible for the · 
irregular payment by the inquiry officer. 

This sum pertained to the transfer entry orders for plrtDg of trucks and the department 
promised to produce the relevant record to Audit for verification within ten days. 

4-7-91. 

Tlie department explained that originally the para amounted to Rs.2,11,945/" but after the 
recovery of~e sum pertaining to rent portion the balance came to Rs.1,56,000/-. The details 
regarding various dues, the department explained as unden- 

Rs.37,603/- 

This amount was paid by Mr. Muhammad Saeed, S.D.O., against the codal rules 1981- 
82.The amount was put.in the Miscellaneous Advances and was recoverable from the said 
S.D.O. The officer retired from service in 1984 and later ondied in 1987. The deceased had 

· given and undertaking that some part of his emoluments might be withheld by the department 
pending decision of ~e. inquiry and t~e rem. ai!1ing s111!1e be paid to him. The d~ent 
produced the undertaking to the Committee but 1t transprred that the department had failed to 
\ieduct the amount as per surety of the retiring officer. The Public Accounts Committee was 
'1nfoimed that.the Administrative Secretary had decided to recover.the loss from the heirs of, 
1lte deceased.Silj.O. as arrea of land revenue. · 

lls.16,187/- 

The shortage of material worth. Rs. I 6, 187 /- stood against different officers zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA1 officials in 
1962 and most of them had either expired or retired. Therefore. case of write off was under way . 

. Rs.60,007 /.- .. 

. . The Committee did not feel staisfied with the explanation furnished in the working paper 
by th~. department an<;t directed that a fre~h working paper illucidatio. n each item should be 
submitted to the Public Accounts Committee. , . ,, 

77. Para ID (I) page364 of Audit Repqrtfor the year 1984-85-Non-Recovery of Government 
Dues Rs.2,11,106/-. . · ··  

14-9-89. 
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• ·. A zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA90 . :·.>_:. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAi,rl".' ... 

It relates. to non .. accountal of stores worth Rs.I ~06,550/-. The department stated that 
.. aecountal of articles costing Rs. 7.2,6.90/-·~ad been verified by Audit;_and for the balance 

·amom;1t ofRs.33,860/-unservicable articles had been accounted for which survey report had 
been sanctioned for its write off. · - ·  ·  

-n.,, ....,,.~ w!'lc; settled subieet to verification within one month. 

. - . . .. . 
. ·para (iii) · page -351 of Audit report for the year 1984-85-Non-Accountal of Stores 

·  ~l,06,550/-. 
79. 

12~9-91. 

According to the draft parathe initial installatio~ of certain tubewells was defective and 
· they were got re-bored at a cost of Rs. 10, 78,000/-. The department explained thatactually 

the choir-rope filters had outlived their utility as their normal life was 5 to 7 years. therefore, 
the tubewells had to be re-bored. . the previous Public Accounts Committee had directed the 

. department on 4-2-1990, to provide all the relevant record, including the date of original 
installation and re-boring of each tube-well estimated cost and actual expenditure, etc, Audit 
pointed out that the said record had been supplied to them on 7-9-1991 and was yet to be 
checked by them, 

The Committee advised to Audit to check the record within a day or two . and the 
·. consideration of the para deferred to -15-9-1991. The para could not be considered on 15-9- 

1991 as the Bahawalpur Irrigation Region to which the para related was not present. The 
para was again consid~ on .16.-9-1991. The Audit reported that ~e department had n~t 
produced the dates of installation of the tubewells. It was further pointed outby the Audit 
that the tubewells were installed in 1966-67 but were not activated for 4 years as W APDA did . 
not energise them; · The non-activation for such. a long period might be one of the cause of 
earlier failures. of the tubewells and their re-boring. 

The committee was not satisfied with the explantion of department that the record was 
not availble on the request of the Additional Secretary (Irrigation) the committee allowed one 

,, months time from I &-9-1991 to the department to trace out the recoded and explain the 
position. . 

The para was kept pending. 

. ,,. 

4-2-90. 

The department pleaded that re-boring had been required under directives of the . 
Government for sponsoring Grow More Food Scheme, but the Committee was not satisfied 
with·this explanation and directed the department to provide to Audit, the date of original 
installation of the Tubewells the date of re-boring, estimated cost and actual expenditure, 
justification in each case along with the percentage failure of Tube-Wells. The Governments 
directive and all other related record may be provided within three months. 

· The para was kept pending. 

IRRIGATION & POWER DEPARTMENT· 

IRRIGATION BAHAWALPUR ZONE · 
DRAFf PARAS FOR 1'11£ YEAR 1984-85 

DRAFT PARAS FOR THE YEAR 1984-SS(WORKS SIDE) 
. IRRIGATION & POWER DEPARTMENT 

IRRIGATION BAHAWAl,PUR ZONE 

7& Para (ll) 1 Page 363 of ·Audit Report for the year 1984-85-L~ Due to ·Defective 
Execution of work Rs. 10,78;000/-. 
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The dertartment stated that the entire amount of Rs. ,30,100/- had been recovered. The 
para was settled subject to its verification within one month. · 

12-9-91 , \· ~ . .. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
<, 

. \. 
The record ha+ins~n verified by Audit, the para was settled. 

. ' . .·. '·< ,, . . . . 
84. Para m ©. -~age_ ~ !f __ Audit Report for the _year l~on-recove~ 

Gove~ent·dues Rs. 2,U,1g(,J .. ; ·· ··  ·  ·  

,., ... __ .::.~. 

83.". · Para (Iii} 35~ ~f Audit Report for the year 1984-SS-Non-Accountal of stores Rs. 30, 700/-. 

~2-90.- 

The para relates to non-accouneal of stores worth Rs. 42,500/-. Recovery/ Accountal 
having been made -and verifed. the para was settled. · ·  · 

~2-90. 

-·  The para related to non-credit of dismentled bricks worth Rs. 1,22,600/- in the PC-i 
prof orma for relining of the whole reach_. The department explained that an amount of 
Rs.25,527 /-had been recovered and the para had been reduced to Rs.97,073/-. The department 
stated that. the matter had since been regularised through a revised PC-1 The committee 
directed that the original estimates. revised estimates,.PC-1 etc.be got checked by the Audit. ·· 

The para was kept pending. 

82 para ill (4) page 352 of Audit Report for the year l~Non·Accountal of stores 
Rs.42,500/- 

.:2-90. 

IRRIGATION MULTAN ZONE 

The para related to non-accountal of stores worth Rs.13,627/-. In the previous Public 
Accounts Committee meeting on 4-2-1990 the department was advised to get the accountal - 
and consumption of the material verified by Audit. The Audit had since verified the record. 

The para was settled. · · ·  

81. Para (iii) (3) page 352 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Non-Accountal of stores 
1,22,600/-. 

12-9·91. 

The department explained that the entire material could not be saved. Howeeer its credit 
was taken care of and the amount of Rs.25,527 zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAl: had beeri recovered and verified. The 
explanation of the department · was accepted and the para regarding the balance amont was 
settled subject to its verification by Audit within one month. _ ·  
. . 

- 80 para iii (92) Page 351 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Non-:accountal of stores 
Rs.13,627/- - 

-12-9":"91. - 
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--·--------- 

I . 

. - . 

The para relates to non-recovery of rent of Rs. 92,600/- from this unauthorised occupants 
of advanced-houses of the Canal Colony .. It was stated that Rs. 22,800/-had been recovered 
and verified. · the recovery of the balance amount of Rs. 69,800/- had been stayed by the High 
Court, The Committee directed that'l]epartmental Inquiry against the defaulting officials 
who were. responsible and a part to f.fiis irregularity may be conducted which should be 
completed within three months.· · 

The para was kept pending; 

~- 

Para m (I.II)· 9 Page 3'7 of Audit · report for the year 1984-85-Non-Recovery of ., 
Government Dues Rs. ~2, 600/-. _ · zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAr: 

88. 

After Audit verification the amount of the para had been reduced to Rs. 6,158/23. The 
department produced the cheque amounting to Rs. 3;38~/:· given by the D.E.~O. Qanjji D~ 
Forest and an undertaking by the Chairman, Municipal Committee, Sahiwal,.to deposit the 
amount 'of Rs. 2, 774/23 within two months due from the said M~cipal Ccmmittee.: _.-- 

. Subject to verification by Audit, the _para was settled. ' · · ·  ·  ·  ·  ·. 

., 

Tlii(para was. kept pending. 
~ •. :·, .. t;_ • • . •. ··-~; -~.; • : . . • .. . . . 

l!~·.m. ffl}c:~ of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Noo-recOTety · of Government 
·  dues ii~.l6.~I-, , __ ::.. - ·, , 
\ . ';··: 

87. 

~--t-~, . :·r. ,~:""'-- 

. The para had been reduced to Rs.41,328/26 after Audit verification: . The department 
stated !hat ~e. fi~~r~q. uired recon~ation. . The department was dir~~ to get the ~tier 
reconciled wt~tidtt. · In case the difference m rates was in accordance with the established 
practice then '~foe weight should be given to it by the Audit. · 

. -. ;· .. 

R~~~ having ~y~ri~~ by Audit, the para was· dropped. . 
• ·.. . 1. .• ·' v . . . I 

,..-86. . · ·  ,f~ ID (7) Page 366 of~udlt Report for the Year 1984-85-Non-reco.very.of Govemment 
:i .dues Rs. 1,27,000/-. · · ·  ·  

- - .::--=..: ... ·: . - . . 

~ :U~9-89 . <::~ ·  

85. ' . Para m (2) Pag~JM of ~oidt Report for the year 1984-85-No•recovery of Go,ernment 
· :: - -~Rs.10.,200/".'.! . ·  .. · 

14-9-89- 

~ . . 

Afte.r Audit verificationJhe amount of the para had been reduced to Rs. 15,62,64/~~· · In.'. 
the working paper the,l;lepartment gave the break-up of the amount and the latest position of 
the necessary actiontin each ~· · The department was advised to expedite acifori) 

The para was kept pending. ; '. 
. ' . 

14-9-91 
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.... The department explained thatadjustment of Rs. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA5 JL!lfibad been made. :[~J,alance 
amount would zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAbe met through additionalfunds from Finance Department which was being 
sought. The parakept pending. 

3-2-90 

Recovery having been verified by Audit, the para was dropped. 

. . J .. ~ -:'--'- . 

Para m (Ill) 13 Page 368 of Audit report for the ~:ear _11984-85-Non~ r;~very of 
·  Governntent dues Rs.·  48J33Jl30f-. · · 

91. 

14-9-89 

.. The department stated that the amount of the para Rs. 6,300/-: was recoverable from Rana 
Muhammad Hanif, Ex-Minister on account of trunk callcharges. The committeeobserved 
that the Ministers were entitled to free telephone facility even at .the Rest House. · 

The para was settled. 

90. Para m (12) Page 368 of Audif Report for the year 1984-85-Non-: recovery of 
Government' dues h2't~3W-L ·- - · 

This para is against Rana Muhammad Hanif, Ex-Finance Minister for his trunk call 
charges which was being pursued through the District Administration for effecting recovery as 

·  arrears of land revenue. · ·  · 
The para was· kept pending. ." 

12-9-91 

· As per mt. inures of the previous Public Accounts Committee meeting held on 4-2-90 the 
recovery of Rs. 22,800/-had· been verified by Audit, leaving a balance of Rs. 69,800/-. The 
department stated that this amount was recoverable from 19 unauthorised occupants who had 
obtained a stay order from the High Court and the matter was· still sub-judice. 

The previous Public Accounts Committee had also directed the department to take action 
against the officials who were party to this irregularity. The department explained that the 

. concerned Sub-Engineer was proceeded against and penalty of stoppage of one increment had 
since been imposed. · ·  ·  · 

the Committee, directed that the court case should be pursued vigorously, para was kept 
. pending. . .· f . 

89. . Para. m (III) 10 Pa_ge '367 of Audit Report for the ·year 1~5-Non~ \u:overy of 
Governnient cfues · ·Jh. 6,300/-. · · -~ 

'· ' 
<, •.. 

~2-90-' 

. 12-9-91 
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I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

'I 

·  After Audit verification the amount of the para was reduced to Rs. 8,26,507 /29. The 
audit reported that a further recovery of Rs. 70,677 /53 made by the department from the 
Railway Authority is under verification. The departmentstated that the balance recovery 
was expected to be effected within one month. · 

94. Para ID-1(1) Page 356 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-excess payment due to 
Incorrect/Higher Rates (Rs.78,100/-). · 

14-9-91 

Para 111(18l_ Page 369-70 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Non.:.recovery of 
Governmentru~ 1(RS. ~6,37,799/-). . . . -- .. 

·"931. 
t- 

The para related to recovery oflease money of Rs. 4,04,952/-fromthe leases of pond area 
of Head Works. The department stated that Rs. 61,038/- had been recovered .leaving a 
balance of Rs. 3,43,914/-. The department had lost its case in the Civil Court aS::~effin the 
District Court & and now its appeal was pending in the High Court, who had granted stay 
order in favour of the Ieasee. · 

The Committee directed that whole record of the litigation including the copies of the suit, 
judgements of the Lower Courts, stay order of the High Court, etc. should be supplied to Audit 
to see whether the department and the District Attomy, had properly pleaded pursued that 
case. The matter would be considered in the next meeting and if by that time the Public 
Accounts Committee had taken up the Audit Report for the subsequent Year, this para would 
carried over to that year. · · 

. . 

The department explained that the case was still with the High Court and is sub-judice. 
The para was kept pending.' · 

12~9-91 

The committee was not satisfied with . the Departmental explanation and directed the 
Chief Engineer to make an inquiry specially in respect of the following queries- · 

1. How did the leasee occupy the land when it was not authenticated by the Department. 
2. When the period for bids had been closed how did a new party entered into the bargin. 
3. Has the action been taken against the officials with whose connicance this irregularity 

has continued to take place resulting in continuing.loss to Government; 

4-2-90 

92. Para (III) 15 _ Page 369 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Noo-recovery of 
Government due_s lRs.4.04,952/-). · 

. After Audit verification theamount of'para had been reduced to Rs. 43,15,226/65. This 
amount related . to mt.er-de1?3!1?1ental adjustment between two Divisions · of the · 
department, The operation Divisions from when recovery was due had moved the Finance 
Department ~n 9-9-1991. for additional allocation of funds. . ·  · 

·  The Public Accounts Committee directed that the Secretary Irrigation should personally 
take up the matter with the Finance Secretary. 

The para was kept pending. 

14-9-91 
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The department admitted that the excess payment allowed to the contractor was an 
irregular payment made by the then XEN. The department .felts that' the recovery should be 
made from the zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAXEN. They have initiated case with the District Collector, Sialk.ot for 
recovery as arrears of land revenue. 

This relates to the excess payment allowed for carriage to far flong areas as that this · 
amount allowed was in excess of C.S.R. approved rates. . The committee directed that they 
should justify their action or recovery be made from the officials at fault. · 

The para was kept pending. 

14-9-91 

~2-90 

The recovery of Rs.5.100/- having been made and verified by Audit, the para was settled. 

98. Para _ID-I (8) Page 358 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Excess payment due to 
Incorrect/Higher Rates Rs. 59,176/-. 

3-2-90 

Full recovery having been made and the para was settled. 

97. Para 111(1) 7 Page 358 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Excess payment (foe to 
Incorrect/Higher Rates Rs. 5,100/-. · · . 

3-2-90 

96. Para ill(I) 6 .Page 357 of Audi' report for the year 1984--85-Excess pa)ment due to · 
Incorrect/Higher Rates Rs. 77 ,690/-. . . . 

The department stated that the inquiry report had been sent to the Chief Secretary as 
competent authority in this case. whose decision was awaited. · ·  

The para was kept pending. . ,. 

14-4-91 

95. · Para ID-I (3) Page 356 of Audit report for the year 1984-85-Excess payment ~ue to 
Incorrect/Higher Rates Rs. 11,600/-. · ·  

. . 
LAHORE IRRIGATION ZONE 

. 1984-85 

The para was kept pending. · zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA
I. 

·  The department explained that actually the payment was made according to linear rates 
· instead of cubic feet rates and resultantly less amount was paid: th~- matter had been referred 
to the Standintg Rates Committee whose meeting was awaited. The Committee directed that 
the Finance Department should convene a meeting of the Standing Rates Committee at. an: 
earlier date to take decision in the matter. 

4-7-91 

329 



'. 

The Department stated that this is hardly a case ofcomposite schedule of rates as laid 
down in C.S.R. because heavy carriage was involved for transportation of pipe to far flong 
areas. Thus it becomes a non-schedule item for which off course, prior .approval of S.E. was 
required. As such it is a case of procedural lapse. The Committee was not satisfied with this 
explanation and was of the view that it does not justify deviation from normal rules. The 
department should come up with sat~sf~ctory explantion at fault. · · 

The para was kept pending .. 

3-2-90 

102. para I (12) .page 359 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Excess payment due to 
Incorrect/Higher Rates Rs. 36,163/- . 

The recovery having been made and verified by Audit, the para was settled. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

/ 

3-2-90 

. The _par,i-was settled subject to verification by Audit. 

101. Para Ill-I (ii) Page 359 of Audit Report for. the year 19~85-Excess payment due to 
Incorrect/Higher Rates Rs. 18,875/-. · ·  

3-2-90 

The department stated that the para relates to the higher rates allowed of seamless pipes. 
As this was an imported item and_no seamless pipes are manufactured in Pakistan this would 

become a non· scheduled item. The Committee directed that the department should give a 
certificate to this effect that seamless pipes are not manufactured locally and that it is an 
imported item. · 

The para was settled subject to provision of this certificate. 

100. Para ID-I (10) Page 359 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Excess payment due to 
Incorrect/Higher Rates Rs. 14,980/-. 

3-2-90 

The para was kept pending. 

99. . Para ffi-1(9) Page 358 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Excess payment due to 
Incorrect/Higher Rates Rs. 17,196/-. ·. · 
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The Committee directed that the amounts already recovered may be got verified by 
Audit and the recovery of the balance amount zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAmay be got effected as arrear of land revenue 
expeditiously. It was further desired that the direction with regards to the departmental action 
against the officers must be taken in letter and spirit. - 

The para was kept pending. · 

2-7-91. 

105. Para Ill-I (17) page 361 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Excess payment due to 
. Incorrectflilgher Rates Rs. 11,751./- 

0 

... ,· . 

In zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAthis case non-schedule items had been allowed without sanction of the competent 
authority. The de-partrnent contended that item of work had rightly been paid. However, the 
Audit insisted that the ·~ork should have been undertaken with prior approval of the 
Superintending Engineer. 

The para was settled subject -to the observation that comments of the Audit should be 
kept in view in future. · ·  ·  

15-9-91 

The Committee directed that the Secretariat should address a letter to the Additional 
Director, Anti-Corruption to depute the concerned Deputy Director to attend the next 
meeting of the public Accounts Committee alongwith the original record with relating to this 
para. 

The para was kept pending. 

104. Para ID-I (15) page 360 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Extess payment etc, due to 
Incorrect/Higher Rates Rs. 10A94/- 

. 15-9-91 

·  The department stated that as a result of inquiry four officials including XEN SDO and 
Divisional Accountant were held responsible for this overpayment. All of them had. since 

· · retired. The requisite recovery would be made as arrears of Jarid reverue from them after 
observing codal formalities. The department assured that they will pursue the case vigorously. 

Th·e para was kept pending. 

103. Para III-I page 360 of Audit Report for year 1984-85 Excess payment etc to Contractor 
doe to Incorrect/Higher Rates Rs. ·19,523/- · 

'14-9-91 
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TI:t~ Entire amount having been recovered. the para was settled subject to its verification 
by Audit. 

4-2-90 

1_10. · Para ID (Vi 3 page 372 of Audit Report for the year 19'4-BS-Irregular Expenditure of 
Rs.45,819/- 

The para relates to development Zone as-such it is deleted from here and will be dealt with 
in Development Zone working papers. · · · ·  ·  ·  

3-2-90 

. ·, 

I 09. Para m (ii) 11 · page 367 of AUdit Report for the ·year 1984-85-Loss due to Defective 
Execution of work Rs. 1,42,349/-. ·  · . · 

The para pertaing to Rs:26,090/- as recoverable. out of this a sum of Rs._ 18,392, 70/-was 
. recoverable from shop sites in respect of year Rs. 4970-71~76,77 which was taken up alongwith 

.others in Advance Para 12 of 76-77 and this recovery was dropped vide minutes of the 
Departmental Accounts Committee from 3-8-1985 to 6-8-1985. This amount is reduced from 
the para. Another amount of Rs: 4.923/- was due from Divisional Forest Officer, Chichawatni · 
and Rs. 2, 774.23. were recoverable from Municipal Committee, Sahiwal. The Committee 
directed that these recoveries may be prusued vigorously. 

The para was kept pending. 

4-2-90 

. . 
108. Para ID (ii) 8 page 366 of Audit Report for the .year 19~5-Loss due to_· Defective 

Execution of work Rs. 26,090/- · · · 

. The department stated that there was a disperity in the Department's figures with that of 
Audit to the tune of Rs. 41,360/-. The Committee desired that it should be reconciled. The 
amount of Rs.83,600/- had been recovered and verified. the para was settled subject to its 
verification by Audit with in one month. . 

4-2-90 

Verification of the recovery having been confirmed by Audit, the para was settled 

-107. Para m (ii) page 366 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 Loss· due to Qefective 
Execution · 
of work Rs. 1,27,200/- 

3-7-91 

Para III-I (20) page 362 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Excess payment due to 
Incorrect/Higher rates Rs. 7,950/- 

106. 
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. The write off of the amount regarding Electric Generator and padestal fan bad to he 
verified by Audit. The item was dropped subject to Verification- by Audit. · · 

The amunt of Rs. 9,000/- having been r~uced to Rs. 3,300/~ according to the formula of 
the Agriculture Department. having been verified zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAby. Audit. the para was dropped. 

The Comittee was informed by the Audit that the item pertaining to the numbering of 
trees had been raised by them erroneously. this portionof the objection was therefore deleted . 

. As regards item 2, it was explained b¥ the J?epartment that it was a case of duplication and 
as such it had been got verified by Audit. This item too was dropped. 

' . 

-· .= 

113. Para IV (6) page 37, of Audit Report for the year l~Loss to Government Rs. 
89.,950/- . 

14-9-89 . 

·  According to this para the use of B.G. Railway track measuring 57,659/- Ft land about 40 
years ago during construction of a Barrage has since been abandened but the material of the 
track and the land· beneath it had not been disposed of this blocking capital worth Rs. 
57,65,900/-. The department stated that the delay in the disposal of the said material was a 
blessing in disguise because its value had now calculated to Rs. 1.25 crore. The department 

-: further disclosed that lists of all such properties, both moveable and immoveable, belonging to 
the department whose use had since been abondened,: have been prepared, and submitted to 
Government for a policy decision regrading their disposal. The estimated value of .such 
properties come to· Rs. 150,00, - crores. ·. 

. The Committee di~ not agi:eeto thedeparment's contention that wi~ the delay in disposal 
the-value 'of the material had increased. The Comnuttee expressed theirapprehension that 
with the passege of time, the material was likely to be pilfered and the land likely to go into 
unauthorised occupation.The Committee directed that the material contained disposal in this 
draft para should be disposed of within three months. 

The para was kept pending. -- -::- 

The Department stated that effective steps for the disposal of unserviceable store are in 
process. 

The para was kept pending. · 

12-9-91. 

.4-2-90 

para was settled. 

112. Para .1 (iv) 5 page 354 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Loss due to Un-serviceable 
Store Rs. S?,65,900/- 

• 14-9-89 

Para. IV (4) page 354 of Audit Report for the year 1984--85-'Loss due to Unservleeahle 
Stores Rs. 22,897/- · · 

m, 
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The department stated that the inquirey had been conducted which revealed that the work 
had been-executed phyaically. The Committee directed that another inquiry at a higher level by 
Superintending Engineer be conducted. · 

3-2-90 

- 116. Para VII (3) page,375 of Audit· Report for the year 1984-85-Fraudulent payment 
Rs73,000/·  · - - 

The Committee. directed that the Secretariat should address a letter to. the Additional 
Director, Anti-Corruption to depute the concerned Deputy Director to attend the next 
meeting of the Public Accounts Committee alongwith the original record with relating to this 
para. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

Thepara was kept pending. 

15-9-91" 

The department stated that this case also related to the Anti-Corruption Department who 
had lost the M.Bsd as stated in the earlier draft para l ( J 4) year 1984-85. The DeputyDirector, 
Anti-corruption would be summoned regarding this para also. - · 

The para was kept pending. - 

2-7-91 

· Explanation of the Department was accepted and the para was settled, 

US. Para vil (i) page 374 of AUdit Report for the year l~Fictltious payment Rs;· 
1,039682/- - - - 

14-9-89 

. Necessary action having been completed by the department, the para was settled, subject 
to verification by Audit. 

114. Para IV page-374 of AUdit-Report for the year 1984-SS Fraudulent payment of Rs. 
24,545/- · 

The Committee was informed that the number of trees had erroneously been calculated to 
'be 138 whereas actually it was only 4. Items 2 and 3 of working paper had been settled and 
verified by Audit. - 

The Committee directed that verification for the reduction of amount' from Rs. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA9,000i- to 
Rs. 3;300/- should be obtained from Audit as also the reduction in the number of trees. 

Subject to the above verification by Audit. the para was settled . 

4-7-91 
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After Audit verification the amount ofthe para had been reduced to Rs. 7,683/20. The 
department explained that the Sub-Engineer responsible for the shortage is absconding and the 
case for zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBArecovery· of the amount as arrears of land revenue, had been ref erred to Deputy 
Commissioner, Lahore. The department was advised to pursue the case at personal level. 

The para was kept pending. 

The Committee directed that recovery of the balance amount may be effected through 
arrears of land revenue. The para was kept pending. . . 

14-9-91 

1981-82 · 

3-2=-.90 

1981-82 

DRAFF PARAS FOR 1981-82 

118. P.ara 50 (3) page 447 read with S. No 13 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Shortage 
of Stores Rs. 90,623/- · 

The Committee took up consideration of the performance Audit Report on Khokhar Zer 
Dam Chakwal for the year 1984-85. The report dipicted a gleomy picture of the affairs of the 
project. The original P.C.I of the project was prepared and approved for Rs. I .37 million in 
1973 with completion period of 24 months. It was revised six times and finally approved by 
ECNEC in 1977 for Rs. 19.64 million. But the project was actually completed in 1979 at a total 
cost ofRs.22.83 million, although.anumber of items included in the estimates had not been 
executed. 

Moreover, the actual achievements of project in terms ofincrease in crop intensity, increase in 
farm production, water supply to the town and income from fishing had not reached the 
required targets. According to the Audit Report the performance of the project depicted many 
weak areas of planning, estimation, technical designing, poor monitoring of projects and lack 
of coordination. among ):he concerned Dedpartments · Agneneies. · 

The Committee decided that before further consid ra non of the matter, comments may be 
· obtained from all the Departments/ Agencies which had been concerned with its planning, 
approval, funding· and execution as well as those concerned with the utilisation of various 
facilities provided by the . Dam, including Irrigation & Power Department, Agriculture 
Department. Public Health .Engineering Department, Fisheries ·Department, Planning & 
Development Department, Finance Department. Municipal CommitteejChakwal, ABAD/ 
Small Dams organisation, etc. by providing copies of the performance Audit Report to them. 

The department stated that as directed by public Accounts Committee on 3-2-1990 the 
inquiry in the matter was through a Superintending Engineer. conducted which revealed that 
the work was actually executed. The department was directed to provide a copy of the Inquiry 
Report to Audit. · · 

117. PERFORMANCE AUDIT REPORT ON KHOKHAR ZER DAM. CHAKWAL 

4-2-90 

The para was kept pending. 

14-9-91 
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·· ·--------J 

The Administrative Department explained to the Committee that· two' persons were 
involved hi this para pertaining to shortage of articles, namely, Ch. Nazir Ahmed and Faiz-ur 
Rehman, Sub-Eagineer. Ch. Nazir had since retired from service and also expired but the 
DAO, Mianwali had. been asked to deduct the amount of defalaction from the pension/ 
gratuity of the defaulting St!b*Engineer. The 'department had also mentioned i!1 the pension 
papers of the deceased official but the amount had not been deducted by the said DAO. The 
Committee directed that the Accountant-General should be approached to get the recoverable 
amount deducted as per insturctions of the department. · . ·  ·  · 

. Regarding the second defaulter, Faiz-ur-Rehman, Itwas pointed out to the committee 
· that the Sub-Engineer was suspended but· immediately thereafter he was· reported to have 
absconded. The departmentbas been able to trace out the.present whereabouts of the defaulter 
as he was stated to be in Lahore and efforts were being made to getthe loss recovered from him 
'as arrears ofland revenue. The Committee directed that the Deputy Commissioner, Lahore 
may be approached in person to recover· the amount as arrears of land revenue from the 
defaulting Sub-Engineer. · · 

The para was kept pending. 

. ·  . This Fara relates to the shortage of articles worth Rs. 37,999/- out of this amount and 
· amount o Rs. 1,436/- and Rs. 836/- have been recovered and got verified. The amount of 
Rs. 4837/-recoverable from Ch. Nazir Ahmad, Sub-Engineer has been reduced to Rs. 1,562/~ 

. accountal of which has to be reconciled with Audit. Mr. Faiz-ur-Rehman Faizi has retired 
, from service ~d bis wbereabou~ are !lot traceable w~~ is reported to have gone abroad. · 

The Public Accounts Committee directed the Administrative Department to produce full 
record relating to the recovery on the accountal. The para was kept pending with the direction 

- that the Administrative Department should pursue the recovery cases at personal level. 

2-7-91 

1981-82. 

. . The· department stated that Ch. Nazir Ahmad has since retired but the amount of Rs. 
1.,562/-due from him have been ensured to be recovered as it has been mentioned in his pension. 

papers· for the balance amount of Rs. 24,395/04 due from Mr. Faiz-ur-Reim:'.ian· Faizi who. had 
absconded and dismissed as a departmental action but he is reported to have been traced and as 
such efforts all? under way to recover the same as. arrear of land revenue. 

The para was kept pending. 

3-7-91 

1981-82 

. 13-M9 

1981-82 

'3-2-90 

1981-& 

· . As per directives· of the Public Accounts Committee the disciplinary action'. has been 
completed. . · · · ·. · 

The para was settled. · 

· t20. Para 50 (II) read with S. No. 11 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Shortage of Stores 
WO~ Rs. 37,'NJ/· . . 

119. Para 50 (5) page 447 read ·with S. No. 17 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85. Shortage 
of Stores.Rs. 82,777/".' · · · 
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1981-82 

. The department stated that pension case zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAof the concerned official had zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAbeen held up and 
the recoverable amount would be deducted therefrom ... 

The para was kept pending. 

"· 

. -~ 

3-2-90 

1981 . ..sl 

The Department stated that an amount of Rs. 5,400/:- the cost of material had been . 
verified. Action against the recovery of the balance amount was underway. The Committee 
directed that the action should be completed within three months, the para was kept pending. 

14-9-91 

1981-82 

After audit verification the amount of the para had been reduced to Rs. 25,000/-. The 
· · dep~tment stated ~t inquiry for this r~aining sh~rtage was held against the co!lcerned S~b 

Engmeer. The Inquiry Officer had held him responsible for Rs. 9,000/- only but didnet spetjfy .. 
responsibility for the balance amount of Rs. 16,000/ -, The department was advised to get the 
figures reconciled with the Audit. · ·  · 

The department gave a firm commitment that they will get the amount recovered from the 
Sub-Engineer in lump sum or at rate of the one third of the pay. .. 

The para was setteld subject to verification by Audit. 

f 122. Para_ 50 (14) P8J!_~J read with S. No. 11 of Audit Report for the year \984,,85-Shortage 
of Stores (Rs.~/-) 

3-2-90 

-121. Para 50 (13) page 446 read with S. No. 5 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Shortage 
of T & P Articles (Rs. 30,400/-) · 

The department stated in case of Ch. Nazir Ahmed, DAO, Mianwali, had been asked to 
deduct this amount from his pension dues. 

. In case of Faiz-ur-Rehman, Sub-Engineer, since dismissed from service, the. Deputy 
Commissio1:1er, ~ore, had been requested t_ o recover the amount as arrears of land revenue. . 
The Committee directed that they should not depend on mere correspondence but. some of 
their senior efficers should contact the Accountant-General, District Accounts Officer and the 
Deputy Commissioner personally for an early recovery. 

The para was kept pending. 

Total: Rs. 25,970/- 

. After Audit verification the amount of the para had been reduced to Rs. 25,970/04. The 
department explained that this amount was recoverable as under:- · · · 

L Ch. Nazir Ahmad - Rs. 1,575/- . 
2. Mr. Faiz-ur-Rehman Faizi Rs .. 24,395/- 

,._ 

lS..9-91 

1981-82 
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- The Committee was assured that the write off had been sanctioned zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAby the competent 
authority and would be got verified by Audit. · - · · ·  · ·  

Subject to the verification of write off by Audit, the para was settled. 

Two persons were involved in this shortage; one Mr. Nawaz Khan, Oilman and the 
second is Mr. Sadiq Hussain for the amount of Rs. 11,025/- and Rs. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA5,045/- respectively. Mr. 
Nawaz Khan was exonerated by the Court and as stated by the _~artment the recovery of the 
amount from him was not possible. The department is not ho~fut of the recovery in the :light 
of the judgement of the Court which has held that responsibility could not be fixed. The public 
Accounts Committee directed the department to proceed for sanction of write off and its 
verification by Audit. 

Subject to this observation the para was settled. 

lU-89 

1981-82 

Verification havingbeencarried out by Audit, the para was settled. 

124. Para 50 (27) read with S. No. 10 page 446 of Audit Report for the year 1984-SS-Loss of 
Stores worth Rs. 16,070/- : . 

3-7 .. 91 

1981-82 

Para relating to loss of Rs. 22,386/- was settled. Subject to sanction of write off and its 
verification by Audit. · 

3-2-90 

1981-82 

IRRIGATION - SARGODHA ZONE 

123. Para 50 (20) page 447 read _ w:fth S. No. 7 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Loss of 
Rs. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA22,386/- 

After Audit verification the amount of the para had been reduced to Rs. 17,382/85. The 
department stated that an amount of Rs. 8, 163/7 zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA5 was recoverable from the Sub-Engineer and 
the remaining amount deserved to be written off. · _ . 

· The department gave commitment that the amount of Rs. 8,163/75 will be deducted from 
.the pension/ gratuity of the'Sub-Engineer and for the rest of the amount they would niove for · 
write off. ·· ·  

·  The para was settled subject to verification of recovery I write off. 
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The Department stated that inquiry had been completed out of 3 7 theft cases 13 officials 
were absolved and 24 were held responsible. The Committee desired that in zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAan 'such cases of 
theft, misappropriation and defalcations etc. The department is bound to report to the Audit 
as well as to the police which was not being followed rigidly. They disciplinary. action against 
the officials at fault may be expedited. 

The para was kept pending. 

3-2-90 

1981..82 

The department explained that the unserviceable material, having book value of Rs. 
9,295f had since been auctioned for Rs. 6,048/-. 

The para was settled subject to verification by Audit. 

127. Para 51 (~_p~e446 read with S. No. 2 of Audit Report for the yearl984-85-Sh9rtage 
of~Stores Rs·- 78~35/- zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

~ i:-·,· . 

This . relates to the unserviceable material which . was being auctioned through 
D:fu~rtmental procedure. The amount of bid money through auction had been verified. 
B ce material would also be got auctioned and verified. 

The para was kept pending. 

14-9-91 

1981..82 

3-2-90 

1981..82 

After Audit verification.the amount of the para had been reduced to Rs. 9.400/25. The 
department stated thatDeputy Commissioner, Lahore had been moved to recoverthe amount 
froniMr. Muhammad AnwarAftab, Sub-Engineer, since removed from service, and the case 
was being properly pursued. · 

The para was kept pending. 

126. Para 50 (36) page 446 read with S. No. 3 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Shortage 
of Stores Rs. 9~95/- 

The Department stated that the concerned Sub-Engineer had been removed from service 
as a.disciplinary action .. The amount involved was being arranged to be recovered as arrears of 
land revenue~ · 

The para was kept pending. 

14-9-91 

1981-82 

3-2-90 

1981..82 

125. Para SO (32) page 446 read with S. No. 6 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Shortage 
of Stores Rs. 12,995/- · · 
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.. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA: ... 

. '. . ~ . ._-: . 

The para was kept pending. 

The Committee directed that material worth Rs. 38, 755/-involved in the theft cases may 

be recovered from the concerned officials without any loss of time. . ' 

3-2.:.90 

1981-82 

129. · Para Sl (10) Page 447 read with S~No. 15 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-Loss due 
to theft Rs. 38,755/- · · ·,, · - - ·  ·  . - 

'. - zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA.: - , The para was· k~pt pending., 

14-9--91. 

1981-82 

· . · _ . T~e· department stated that Rs. 2,280/"'. had been recovered and got verified. The ~se for 
·  the wnte off of'the remammg.amount of ·R1s. 37,888/- had been referred to the Finance 
Department. The Committee felt that probably the department was not properly pursuing the 
cases of write off with the Finance Department. The Committee fixed a period of two months 
for the Irrigation & Power Department to get the case decided by the Finance Department. In 
case the Finance Department did net agree to the write off; then the department should the 
promtly fix responsibility and effect the recovery. The Public Accounts Committee-decided 
that this directive shall apply to all the cases which have been moved for write off by the 
department to the Finance Department. 

The parawas kept pending.:' 

r ~ r» 

The department stated that ·Rs. 2,280/- had. been recovered and verified. In the 
Departmental Inquiry nobody had been held responsible. As such case the balance amount of 
Rs.3.1,888/-will have to be got written off. Survey reports' have been completed. for initiating 
write off cases. . . ' . ,- ~ 

'1981-82 - 

The para w.as settled subject to verification by A~dit o( recovery-write off sanction. 
. . . . 

128. Para 51 (9) page 446 read _with S. No. 8 of Audit Report for the year 1984-iS- Loss-due to 
theft Rs. 40,180/- - - _ 

3-2-90 

~ . , ... .is, - - .14-9-91 

1981-82 

The departm.e1;1t explained .that regarding recovery of Rs. 23,110/- for the thefts not 
_ reported to the police, the officials concerned were held responsible and an amount of Rs. 

_ 13,270/- had been recov~red and the_ balance of Rs: 9,840/- was being recovered from Mr. 
Ashfaq ~ed. Sub-Engme~. For the balance theft cases amounting to Rs. 55,425/- in which 
no official was held responsible, the Finance - Department had been moved to write off the 

- amount. 
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,, 

131. Para 51 (15) Page 447 read with S. No.16 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85-1.os.§ due 
to theft Rs. 18,390/-. 

· '= 

The department informed the Committee that the Inquiry Officer had exenerated the 
defaulting Official, Afzal Khan, Sub-Engineer, but the Chief Engineer as Authorised Officer 
did not agree with the decision of the Inquiry Officer-arid held Afzal Khan responsible for the 
loss.and submitted the case to the Administrative Secretary who, according to departmental 
procedure, after hearing the defaulting official, referred back the case to the Chief Engineer for 
re-consideration: . · . . ·  ·  

The Committee directed that the case should be finalised within three months: 

The para was kept pending. 

r The Administrative Department informed the Committee .that inquiry against · the 
defaulting official Afzal Khan, Sub-Engineer, had been finalised and report submitteed to the 
Administrative Secretary who was the competent authority in this case. The Sub-Engineer, as a 
result of the inquiry, had been held responsible for the loss of Ri. 32,000/- and recovery would 
be effected from him. · 

The Committee directed that report of the inquiry should be supplied to Audit and the 
recovery effected without further delay. · 

The para was kept pending. 

15:-9-91. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

t981-82 

3,.2,.90 

1981..Sl 

·  The department informed that the initiation of the Public Accounts Committee, the 
. officials at fault was being proceeded against departmentally. The Committee directed that this 
action may be completed within three months and reported in the revised working paper. 

3-7-91 

1981.-82 

~ The department explained that. part recovery of Rs. 9,692/- was imposed on the 
responsible officials, out of which Rs. 6,292/- had been recovered and the remaining Rs. 3,400/ 
were. being recovered from Muhammad Naseem Abrar.Bub-Engineer, 

For the balance amount of draft para no official was held responsible and two cases of 
write off amounting to Rs. 29,062/44 had been referred . to Fmance Department. The 
Committee decided that the direction given in the proceeding para No. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAS 1 (9) shall also apply to 
this para. 

130. Para Sl (11) Page 447 read with S.No. 19 of Audit Report for the year 1984-85 -Loss 
due to theft·Rs. 32,000/- · 

14-9-91 

1981.-82 
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...zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA...... .::, .. 

-- ----------- 
.. 

The para relates to the excess payment zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBAof Rs. 13Al 9:- made to the contractor. The Public 
Accounts Committee directed the Aministrative Department that the excess payment made to 
the contractor shall be recovered· back either from the contractor involved or the Executive 
Enginer Mr. Akbar Ansari. The Administrative Department assured that they are trying to get 
the amount recovered as arrears of land revenue through the collector. 

The para was kept pending. 

13-9-89 

·1981-82 

133-A · Para 52 (12)/81--82 Page ·· · ·- of Audit Report for the year 1981-82-Excess.payment to 
Contractor due to Incorrect/Higher Rates Rs. 13,419/· 

13-9-89 

-1981-82 
The para was settled. 

The para was settled. 

133. Para Sl (24) /81-82 Page 103 of Audit Report for the year 198l-82~Loss due to theft of 
Rs. 5,000/- ' . 

13-9-89 

1981-82 

14-9-91 

1981-82 

The department statedin the departmental inquiry heid into the theftcases involving an 
amount of Rs. 18,390/-, no official had been held responsible, and the case had been sent to 
Finance Department for write off, · 

The Committee decided that the direction given in para 51 (9) shall also apply to this para . 

. 132.. Para 51 (22) /81-82 Page 102 of Audit Report for the year 1981-82 Loss Due to .theft of 
Rs. 6,660/- · 

3-2-90 

1981-82 

The department stated that this amount could not possibily be recovered. as such survey 
report was being prepared for initiating the write off proceedings. . · 

The Audit objected to the action on the part of the Department on the plea that it does 
neither report its loss to the Audit nor the involved amount is placed in.the suspense account. 
The Committee. directed that this procedure should be followed in letter & spirit. 

The para was kept pending: 
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So far as Faiz-ur-Rehman was concerned, he was the sanie. Sub-Engineer who was ' 
involved in para 50 (11)/;l,~81~82, and .that Deputy Commissioner would be.approached for 
recovery of the consolidated loss a_s arrearsof land r~e1:1ue. 

The Committee directed that concrete efforts should be made for recovery of the - · 
amnount from the 'defaulter. : .. . . . . zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA.i-: 

. The para was kept pending. 
> • 

The department in(ch,ci~ th~ Comm.ittee that the amount pertaining to Muhammad Yar 
had been written off b~:-the competent authority and would be got verified b.y Audit. zyxwvutsrqponmlkjihgfedcbaZYXWVUTSRQPONMLKJIHGFEDCBA

. .:. . . .· . . ' . 

1981-82 

. _,,, .. ~ 

·  This para also relates to the mis-appropriation against two officials Mr -. Faiz-ur-Rehman . 
. Faizi involved for the mis-apprpriation of Rs. 22,882/- is absconding and his whereabouts are 
nottraceable as he is reported to have gone abroad. Mr. Muhammad Yar, Sub -Engineer 
involved for an amounrof Rs: 5.450/-. His case was with the Anti Corruption Department, but 
ii had been abated on account of his expiry. As there is no likelihood of recovery .case for 
sanction of write off may be got sanctioned. · · ·  

The Public Accounts Committee directed the Administrative Department to make efforts 
for locating the whereabouts of Mr. Faiz-ur-Rehman Faizi chances for recovery through the 
Embassy be availed of. · · 

The para.was.kept pending. 

3-7-91 

13-9-89 

: 1981-82 

· 135. Para 54 (4)/81-82 pagel19 of the Audit Report for the year 1981-82-Mis-appropriation . 
of Stores worth h 1.8,906./.; . · · . 

134. Para 52-(12) Page 447 read with S.No: 14 of Audit Report for the year 19M-85-Ex~ 
. payment to contractor due to incorrect/higher rates Rs.13,419/- · 
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2:.7.91 

1981-82 c. 

Tbe Committee stated that this officer had been exonerated in another case but he gave ail 
impression that this para was included in this case which ultimately proved to be incorrect. 
Recovery was, however, beingmade from the contractor. The officer has been. retired but his 
pension papers have not been issued and this deduction shall be recorded in his pension papers 
and the department would ensure that this recovery is effected. The Committee was satisfied 
with the action and directed that in future in-all such cases criminal cases should also be· 

.registered against the defaulting officers/officials to this observation the para was settled 
subject to verification by Audit. · ·  . . 

JS-9-9l' . 

ct 1981-82 

.. The department assured the Committee that pension papers of the defaulting officer had 
been with held and gave a firm commitment that the entire amount of Rs .. 13,419/~ would 

. definitely be recovered from ""his dues. . . 

The para was settled, subject to verification by Audit . 
. / . 
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·19~1-82. 
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137. 

· .. ' . ·:· ~ 

Para· SS (8) page 446 read with S. No. I of Audit Report·for the year -1984-85-Loss of ... 
·Government Rs. 32,542/· . . . . ·  · ·  · . 

. . . . . . - 
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. ·  . -;_-::; The para was settled. -~ - 

.. . 
.•:;., : 

,.; . 

"i "! 

~~~;;~~ ~ 

·--; 

· :>7-91 

1981-82 

. I . . Itwas bi~ug_ht to tiie'n<>ti~ of the Committee that writ~\,rr had been sanctioned by the 
competent authority and would be got. verified by Audit.: . · ·  . · · ·  ·  ·  , · 

': ~98i-82 · - · . ·  · · ·  , '{ 

... : .. · Th~ ~a ,w~ se~tled s~bject. ;o sanction of writ~ off and i~ vetjlication .by A_~~-: : -· . 
....... _ .. 

- 1~9-89. 

. ·  136· Para S4·(U)r~i·w1th S· No•'9 page 446 of Audit_R~.,.;rt for~ y~ar.·1984~Mls- 
. < approprlatjoo of Stores worth Rs· 9,685f-. · · ·  ·  . ·  · ·  ·  ·  ·  .:;_ 

. . . . . .. 

. : r: : The dep~tmerit w~:;~~irected to get the write ofr"verifi~ by Audit stat~ [o have-~il 
· .. ·  · sanctioned in case of the f ormer. In the case of F aiz-ur-Rehman, the department should depute 

. some senior· officer to contact the Deputy Commissioner. Lahore; personally for. early· 
recovery of the amount. · . · · ·  ·· ·  ·  · . · 

The ~ar;a was kept pending. , . , 
., 

.-.:=.,.. . r _- 

·  : -Rs. _5;)50/- · . , · ". . ; . . 
·· :·  1ls. 22,882/;. . .· ·  . _ ': 

. . : -, _·  ~~ .· ... 

· . : 0 . .- Tota]. Rs., 28,232/".'. . . 

. ~ ~ ; ... -... . 
_ .. " 

. . . ., ·. ~ 
. : -; --~· . 

~· -.t: 
15-9-91 

. '1981-& 

. ·  ..: ·  ' The department stat~ that amount .<?f the 'para had ~ r~i~ to Rs. 28,232/-. which 
- _ was recoverableas under:-. · ·  . '_ .. : . . ·  .. · ... ·  ·  ·  

., 

,- 
. ::Subjectfo vetific~tion of·-~rite off by Audit, _ the para was settled. 

·._.PENDING COMPLIANCE PARAS 
.. (IRRIGATION F AIS_ALA.)IAD.·ZONE) 

1981-82 . 
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