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PREFACE

Under the Constitution of the Islamic Republic of Pakistan, the disbursement from
the Provincial Consolidated Fund requires approval by the Provincial Assembly of the
Punjab. While authorizing huge sums of the tax-payers’ money, the Assembly has a right
to reassure itself that the moneys so granted were steered to the intended purpose and were
spent prudently and in accordance with the law and the rules. The Assembly oversees
expenditure through its Public Accounts Committees (PACs) on the basis of Appropriation
Accounts, Finance Accounts and Audit Reports prepared by the Auditor General. The said
reports are laid in the Assembly by orders of the Governor.

As a rule, no money can be spent on any service over and above the money granted
by the Assembly for the purpose. Excess expenditure, if any, is viewed seriously. PAC-I
examined, with reference to the facts of each case, the circumstances leading to any excess
expenditure, or immoderate savings and make appropriate recommendations.

The Appropriation Accounts, Finance Accounts and Audit Report of the Auditor-
General of Pakistan for the year 2000-01 were laid in the Provincial Assembly of the
Punjab during the previous tenure, i.e. on January 12, 2004. The Assembly had referred the
same to the then PAC-I for consideration.

The previous Public Accounts Committee-I had been constituted on August 6,
2003, comprising Mr Muhammad Azeem Ghumman, Chairman, Sardar Hasnain Bahadur
Dreshak, ex-officio Member, Pir Kashif Ali Chishti, Ch Faisal Farooq Cheema, Mian Atta
Muhammad Khan Maneka, Sardar Muhammad Yousaf Khan Leghari, Mrs Irshad Safdar,
Rai [jaz Ahmad, Ch Abdul Ghafoor Khan, Mrs Saba Sadiq, Mr Aftab Ahmad Khan, Mr
Ali Hassan Raza Qazi, Syed Nazim Hussain Shah and Ms Saghira Islam.

The above Committee considered the report in a series of meetings. On the expiry
of the initial period of one year for submission of report of PAC-I to the Assembly, the
period was extended from time to time finally up to November 24, 2007. During this
period, the Committee held 138 meetings. The Committee also appointed nine Sub-
Committees from time to time for detailed examination of certain paras of the Audit
Report. However, before, the PAC-I could finalize its deliberations, the Provincial
Assembly of the Punjab was dissolved on November 18, 2007.

The present Public Accounts Committee-I was constituted on February 25, 2009,
comprising Ch Zahir-ud-Din Khan, Chairman, Mr Tanvir Ashraf Kaira, ex-officio
Member, Mian Yawar Zaman, Mehr Ishtiaq Ahmad, Dr Malik Mukhtar Ahmed Bharath,
Ch Muhammad Arshad, Miss Zaib Jaffar, Rana Ejaz Ahmad Noon, Major (Retd) Abdul
Rehman Rana, Syed Nazim Hussain Shah, Syed Hassan Murtaza, Ch Muhammad Tariq
Gujjar, Mr Muhammad Mohsin Khan Leghari and Mian Shafi Muhammad. Rana Ejaz
Ahmad Noon, MPA (PP-204) resigned from the Committee on January 30, 2010 and was
replaced by Mr Ahmed Khan Baloch, MPA (PP-211).

Through a motion in the House, the unfinished work of the previous Public
Accounts Committee-I in respect of Audit Report 2000-01 was referred to the present
PAC-I on November 28, 2008. The Committee was granted extensions in time from time
to time for furnishing its report; finally up to November 27, 2012. During this period the



Committee held 10 meetings for examination of the Appropriation Accounts and Audit
Report pertaining to the year 2000-01. The Committee also appointed two Sub-
Committees, from time to time, for detailed examination of certain paras of the Audit
Report.

It is recommended that the Departments and Organizations concerned should take
note of the various directives and suggestions made in this Report. Appropriate action
should be initiated for the improvement of financial discipline and for the enforcement of
strict accountability. The monitoring wing of the Finance Department is expected to watch
and report on the compliance of the directives.

Utmost care has been taken to ensure that this publication is brought out without
any mistake. In spite of this, it is possible that some errors/omissions might have crept in.
Needless to say, we would welcome any suggestion for further improvement of this
treatise.

The drafting and preparation of this Report has been made possible due to the
concerted efforts of officers/staff of the Public Accounts Committee-I of the Provincial
Assembly Secretariat.

(MAQSOOD AHMAD MALIK)

Senior Secretary

Dated Lahore, the Provincial Assembly of the Punjab, Lahore
26" March 2012



INTRODUCTION

In a democratic state, legislatures embody the will of the people to be governed
under a democratic system. With the spread of democracy and the rise of multiparty
political systems, these bodies are playing larger roles in Government. Legislature’s
oversight of the executive is an accepted principle of democratic norms. The importance of
parliamentary oversight as a tool in monitoring the executive branch of Government is
increasingly becoming important for ensuring Government transparency and
accountability. Parliamentary oversight in a democratic set up is strengthened by the
philosophy of checks and balances through with the elected representatives can keep a
watch on what the Executive is doing.

The reports of Auditor General are laid before the Provincial Assembly and are
considered in the Public Accounts Committee of the Assembly.

A Public Accounts Committee—

(1) scrutinizes the Appropriation Accounts of the Provincial Government and
the Report of the Auditor-General thereon and such other matters as may be
referred to it;

(11) must satisfy itself that—

» the moneys shown in the accounts as having been disbursed were legally
available for, and applicable to, the services or purposes to which they have
been applied or charged;

» the expenditure conforms to the authority which governs it; and

» that every re-appropriation had been made in accordance with the existing
rules;

(iil)  examines the statements of accounts and the report of the Auditor-General
thereon in respect of various corporations, trading and manufacturing
schemes, concerns and projects, as well as autonomous and semi-
autonomous bodies; and

(iv)  examines the reasons for excess expenditure, if any, and makes suitable
recommendations.

Parliamentary control over public finance in Province is exercised in two stages;
the ‘proposals stage’ and the ‘results stage’. At the first stage, the Government comes forth
with a Budget proposal for the approval of the Provincial Assembly. The Government
must get the financial nod of the Public representatives to give effect to its policies and
programmes. This is the stage where the PAC comes into picture when it examines the
accounts of the Government compiled by the Auditor General. This process assigns
responsibility to the public representatives to keep a check on public expenditure. For a
detailed scrutiny, these reports are referred to the Public Accounts Committees.



The Rules of Procedure of Provincial Assembly of the Punjab 1997 provides for the
constitution and functions of two Public Accounts Committees, popularly known as PAC-I
and PAC-II. The report of the Public Accounts Committee-I on the Appropriation
Accounts, Finance Accounts and Audit Report for the year 2000-01 is in your hands. A
brief history of compilation of this report is given in the subsequent paragraphs.

Following the February 2008 general elections, the PAC-I was constituted by the
House on February 25, 2009, it met for the first time for the election of its Chairman on
October 21, 2009. The Committee was briefed by the Provincial Assembly Secretariat and
the Audit Department about its functions. The PAC-I thereafter, took up the unfinished
task of the previous PAC-I for examining of the Audit Report for the year 2000-01 w.e.f.
November 12, 2009.

In order to create a productive atmosphere and for effective working, the PAC-I has
institutionalized the following guiding principles:-

» The Principal Accounting Officers/Secretaries of the Departments attending the
PAC meetings, are expected to be fair. They must not press on concealment of
the irregularities.

» It is a joint responsibility of the elected public representatives and the
Government functionaries to protect the national interest.

» The Principal Accounting officers must ensure their personal attendance in
meetings of the Committee and PAC related communication must be given top
priority.

» All functionaries of Ministries/Divisions appearing before PAC must come
fully prepared in order to promptly respond to the queries of the Committees.

Many significant issues surfaced during the Committee deliberations on the Report.
A brief and to the point replies by the Principal Accounts Officers and the directives issued
by the PAC as a result of discussion on each audit para were issued for necessary action by
the Principal Accounting Officers.

It was regularly observed that the response to the Ministries and Departments to the
audit observations was not satisfactory. Even the routine matters which could easily have
been sorted out between the audit and Departments concerned did not receive timely
attention. The Committee did receive the required response from the Departments after the
formal notices for its meetings were issued, however, it does not mean that all cases
reported in Audit Reports are kept pending till the review by the PAC.

It was held at priority to ensure transparency while probing into the financial affairs
of the Government and semi-Government departments and organisations, detecting
unauthorised use of public money, misuse of official position, pin pointing the culprits and
recommending penal action against them.

During its many sittings, the PAC-I minutely scrutinised the report of the Auditor
General of Pakistan and probed itself into the accounts of various departments, detected
frauds and many cases of unauthorised use of public funds holding senior officers
responsible for it.



It was generally observed that some of the Principal Accounting Officers
(PAOs)/Head of Departments/Autonomous Bodies either hesitated to appear before the
PAC-I personally or when attended the meetings, they were found not fully prepared.
During the meetings, they were often obliged to seek the assistance of their subordinates,
sometimes at a very low level. This practice was always discouraged by the PAC-L.

The PAC-I time and again observed the reluctance of the Departments to produce
the required record to the Audit, resulting unnecessary audit objections, which also
consumed valuable time of the PAC-I. The Committee directed that the proper record be
maintained and produced before the Audit as and when demanded.

The PAC-I also observed that the Financial Rules were not observed by the
Officers/Officials of some Departments while spending public funds placed at their
disposal. Every official or institution must abide by the Financial Rules while spending
funds placed at their disposal. Every public servant should exercise the same vigilance in
respect of expenditure incurred form public money, as a person of ordinary prudence
would exercise in respect of expenditure of his own money.

This report of the Public Accounts Committee-I on the Appropriation Accounts and
Audit Report for the year 2000-01 comprises the deliberations and recommendations
recorded in the minutes of the meetings of the Committee, and is presented to the
Provincial Assembly of Punjab in terms of rule 178 read with rule 166(2)(C) of the Rules
of Procedure of the Provincial Assembly of the Punjab 1997.

The Committee would like to express its sincere gratitude to the officers/officials of
PAC-I and Punjab Assembly Secretariat for the assistance extended by them to the Public
Accounts Committee-1 in completing the examination of Audit Report for the year 2000-
01 and for preparation of this report.

(CH ZAHIR-UD-DIN KHAN)

Chairman

Dated Lahore, the Public Accounts Committee-I
02 April 2012 Provincial Assembly of the Punjab
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GRANTS FINALLY SETTLED

Grant No. & | Final Grant Actual Excess/Saving Remarks
Title Expenditure
(Rs) (Rs) (Rs)
01-Opium 887,000 838,883 (-)48,117 Minutes dated 13.07.2005
(-5.42%) Issued vide No.
PAP/PAC-11/2000-01/
06/1115 dated 1.09.2005
02-Land 531,721,000 492,584,463 (-)39,136,537 Minutes dated 4.2.2006
Revenue (-7.36%) & 12.5.2005
Issued vide No.
PAP/PAC-1/2000-01/
06/6333 dated 5.04.2006
03-Provincial 89,746,000 77,786,627 (-)11,959,373 Minutes dated 13.7.2005
Excise (13.33%) Issued vide No.
PAP/PAC-1/2000-01/
06/1115 dated 1.09.2005
04-Stamp 43,412,000 47,855,413 (+)4443413 Minutes dated 12.5.2005
(10.24%) Issued vide No.
PAP/PAC-1/2000-01/
06/230 dated 9.07.2005
05-Forests 485,239,000 10,104,239 66,766 Minutes dated 2.08.2005
(0.66%) Issued vide No.
PAP/PAC-1/2000-01/
06/1649 dated 23.09.2005
06-Registration | 10,991,000 10,715,298 -275,702 Minutes dated 12.5.2005
(2.51%) Issued vide No.
PAP/PAC-1/2000-01/
06/230 dated 9.07.2005
07-Charges on | 23,916,000 Excise 18,948,871 4,967,129 Minutes dated 13.7.2005
Account of (-20.77%) Issued vide No.
Motor Vehicles | 35,504,000 Taxation | 31,761,174 PAP/PAC-1/2000-01/
Acts -3,742,826 06/1115 dated 1.09.2005
(10.54%) Minutes dated 4.4.2006
Issued vide letter dated
6.6.2005
08-Other Taxes | 121,920,000 120,172,414 (-) 1,747,586 Minutes dated 13.9.2007
and Duties (1.43%) Issued vide No.
PAP/PAC-1/2000-01/
06/Vol-11/2487 dated
27.10.2007
09-Irrigation 693,559,000 643,282,308 50,276,692 Minutes dated 3.5.2006
and Land (-7.24%) Issued vide No.
Reclamation PAP/PAC-1/2000-01/
06/Vol-11/9088 dated
8.6.2006
Finance 15,759,919,000 15,665,920,648 -93,998,352 Minutes dated 1.8.2005
Department Vide letter dated 7.9.2005
NIL
14-Museums 9,363,000 9,398,331 +35331 Minutes dated 3.11.2006
(0.38%) Vide letter No.PAP/PAC-

1/2000-01/06/3755 dated
8.12.2006




16-Health 7,589,915,000 6,603,518,121 887,206,879 Minutes dated 1.12.2005
Services (-11.69%) Vide letter No.PAP/PAC-
1/2000-01/06/4285  dated
13.1.2005
18-Agriculture | 2,596,380,000 1,273,663,274 2,950,572 Minutes dated 2.5.2005
(-0.11%) And 1.6.2007 vide letter
No.PAP/PAC-1/2000-
01/06/167 dated 8.7.2005
and 9619 dated 28.6.2007
19-Fisheries 113,491,000 104,512,678 2,389,322 Minutes dated 2.8.2005
(-2.10%) Vide letter No.PAP/PAC-
1/2000-01/06/1649  dated
23.9.2005
20-Veterinary 852,112,000 798,100,104 50,331,896 Minutes dated 3.1.2006
(-5.90%) Vide letter No.PAP/PAC-
1/2000-01/06/5175  dated
21.2.2006
21-Co- 3,394,000 3,240,130 -153,870 Minutes dated 4.7.2005
operation (4.53%) Vide letter No.PAP/PAC-
182,929,000 175,465,759 -7463,241 1/2000-01/06/1114  dated
(4.08%) 1.9.2005
22-Industries 1,077,211,000 906,340,086 -169,350,914 Minutes dated 15.2.2006
Surrendered (-15.72%) Vide letter No.PAP/PAC-
Rs.1,521,000 1/2000-01/06/6334  dated
1,075,691,000 5.4.2006
24-Civil Works | 1,013,765,000 983,343,480 30,422,520 Minutes dated 1.6.2005
(-3.0%) Vide letter No.PAP/PAC-
8,043,000 7,735,815 307,185 1/200-01/06/243 dated
(3.82%) 11.7.2005
25- 1,977,011,000 1,825,402,362 151,609,638 Minutes dated 13.2.2006
Communica- (-7.66%) Vide letter No.PAP/PAC-
tion 1/2000-01/06/2238  dated
15.10.2003
26-Housing & 122,124,000 120,712,113 6,472,887 Minutes dated 13.2.2006
Physical (-5.30%) Vide letter No.PAP/PAC-
Planning 1/2000-01/06/5991  dated
22.3.2006
27-Relief 164,233,000 163,142,959 -1,090,041 Minutes dated 12.5.2005
(0.66%) Vide letter No.PAP/PAC-

1/2000-01/06/230  dated
9.7.2005

28-Pensions

7,899,621,000

8,479,441,471

579,820,471
(7.34%)

Minutes dated 1.8.2005
Vide letter No.PAP/PAC-
1/2000-01/06/1215  dated
7.9.2005

29-Stationary
& Printing

71,723,000

58,027,776

-13,695,224
(19.09%)

Minutes dated 15.2.2006
And 12.5.2005 vide letter
No.PAP/PAC-1/2000-
01/06/6334 dated
5.4.2006

30-Subsidies

4,000,000,000

4,000,000,000

NIL

Minutes dated 12.9.2005
vide letter No.PAP/PAC-
1/2000-01/06/2513  dated
26.10.2005




32-Civil 37,337,000 36,728,853 608,147 Minutes dated 7.11.2005
Defence (-1.62%) vide letter No.PAP/PAC-
1/2000-01/06/3814  dated
17.12.2005
33-State 28,697,660,000 24,779,202,216 4,958,797,784 Minutes dated 12.9.2005
Trading in (20.11%) vide letter No.PAP/PAC-
Food Grains 1,219,610,000 942,137,920 277,472,080 1/2000-01/06/2513  dated
and Sugar (-22.75%) 26.10.2005
34-State 510,553,000 511,438,635 1,400,635 Minutes dated 1.12.2005
Trading in (+0.27) Vide letter No.PAP/PAC-
Medical Stores 1/2000-01/06/4285  dated
& Coal 13.1.2006
35-Loans to 100,000,000 96,886,812 3,113,188 Minutes dated 1.8.2005
Government (3.11%) vide letter No.PAP/PAC-
Servants 1/2000-01/06/1215  dated
7.9.2005
37-Irrigation 983,253,563 1,057,985,317 81,602,754+ Minutes dated 3.5.2005
Works (+8.29%) and 12.4.2007
vide letter No.PAP/PAC-
1/2000-01/06/9088  and
7176 dated 8.6.2006 &
30.5.2007
38-Agriculture | 526,369,000 16,083,970 510,286,030 Minutes dated 1.6.2007
Improvement (-96.94) vide letter No.PAP/PAC-
& Research 1/2000-01/06/4919  dated
28.6.2006
40-Town 90,100,000 23,670,639 11,135,361 Minutes dated 1.11.2006
Development (-47.4%) vide letter No.PAP/PAC-
S-55294000 1/2000-01/06/3755  dated
8.12.2006
41-Roads and 2,643,894,000 2,005,286,826 638,607,174 Minutes dated 1.6.2005
Bridges vide letter No.PAP/PAC-
(-14.96%) 1/2000-01/06/243  dated
11.7.2005
42-Goverment | 2,897,267,000 1,195,014,723 170,368,044 Minutes dated 1.6.2005,
Buildings (-14.26%) 3.2.06, 14.11.07

vide letter No.PAP/PAC-
1/2000-01/06/243, 6333,
2992 dated 11.7.05, 5.4.06
and 18.11.2007




GRANTS CONDITIONALLY SETTLED

Grant No. & | Final Grant | Actual Excess/Saving Remarks
Title Expenditure
(Rs) (Rs) (Rs)
31-Miscellan- 10,861,988,000 | 7,484,000 BOR (S) | -7,234,466 Minutes dated 12.5.2005,
eous (14.42%) 13.9.2006 2.2.2006 and
540,000 Home 11,133,000 13.4.2006 vide letter
(+20.62%) Nos.PAP/PAC-1/2000-
21,070,672 Zakat (S) | 710,328 01/06/2688 dated

20.10.2006.




GRANTS PARTLY SETTLED/PENDING

Grant No. & | Final Grant Actual Excess/Saving Remarks
Title Expenditure
(Rs) (Rs) (Rs)

10-General 3,934,671,000 1,382,980,857 (+)3,122,869,752 Minutes dated 2.5.2005

Administration (79.36%) Issued vide No.
PAP/PAC-1/2000-01/
06/Vol-11/167 dated
8.7.2005

Minutes dated 12.5.2005,
4.4.2006 & 15.4.2007

Issued vide No.
PAP/PAC-1/2000-01/
06/Vol-11/230 dated
9.2.2005 and 6333 dated
5.4.2006

Minutes dated 4.7.2005
Issued vide No.

PAP/PAC-1/2000-01/
06/Vol-11/1114 dated
1.9.2005

Minutes dated 12.1.2007

& 1.6.2005

Issued vide No.
PAP/PAC-1/2000-01/
06/Vol-11/243 dated
11.7.2005

Minutes dated 4.7.2005
Issued vide No.

PAP/PAC-1/2000-01/
06/Vol-11/1114 dated
1.9.2005

Minutes dated 13.7.2005
& 14.7.2005

Issued vide No.
PAP/PAC-1/2000-01/
06/Vol-II/1115 dated

1.9.2005
Minutes dated 12.9.2005
Issued vide No.

PAP/PAC-1/2000-01/
06/Vol-11/2513 dated
26.11.2005

Minutes dated 1.8.2005
and 13.11.2006

Issued vide No.
PAP/PAC-1/2000-01/
06/Vol-11/1215 dated
7.9.2005 and No.3762
dated 9.12.2006

Minutes dated 1.12.2005
Issued vide No.




PAP/PAC-1/2000-01/
06/Vol-11/4285 dated
13.1.2006

Minutes dated 7.11.2005
and 14.5.2007

Issued vide No.
PAP/PAC-1/2000-01/
06/Vol-11/3814 and 7566
dated 21.06.2007

Minutes dated 1.11.2006
Issued vide No.
PAP/PAC-1/2000-01/
06/Vol-11/3755 dated

8.1.2006
Minutes dated 15.2.2006
Issued vide No.

PAP/PAC-1/2000-01/
06/Vol-11/6334 dated

25.4.2006
Minutes dated 3.5.2006
Issued vide No.

PAP/PAC-1/2000-01/
06/Vol-11/9088 dated

8.6.2006
Minutes dated 15.4.2006
Issued vide No.

PAP/PAC-1/2000-01/
06/Vol-11/9037 dated

6.6.2005
Minutes dated 4.12.2005
Issued vide No.

PAP/PAC-1/2000-01/
06/Vol-11/5116 dated
18.2.2006

Minutes dated 2.8.2005
and 3.1.2006

Issued vide No.
PAP/PAC-1/2000-01/
06/Vol-11/1649 dated
23.9.2005 and No.5175
dated 21.2.2006

Minutes dated 13.4.2006
Issued vide No.
PAP/PAC-1/2000-01/
06/Vol-11/9037 dated

6.6.2005
Minutes dated 4.7.2005
Issued vide No.

PAP/PAC-1/2000-01/
06/Vol-1I/1114 dated

1.9.2005
Minutes dated 2.2.2006
Issued vide No.

PAP/PAC-1/2000-01/
06/Vol-11/5914 dated




18.3.2006

Minutes dated 14.12.2005
& 12.12.2005

Issued vide No.
PAP/PAC-1/2000-01/
06/Vol-11/5116 dated
18.2.2006 and No.5116
dated 18.2.2006

Minutes dated 13.4.2006
Issued vide No.
PAP/PAC-1/2000-01/
06/Vol-11/9037 dated

6.6.2006
Minutes dated 2.2.2006
Issued vide No.

PAP/PAC-1/2000-01/
06/Vol-11/5914 dated

18.3.2006
Minutes dated 4.7.2005
Issued vide No.

PAP/PAC-1/2000-01/
06/Vol-1I/1114 dated
1.09.2005

11-Administra- | 628,307,000 Pended
tion of Justice
222,260,000

12-Jails and 734,718,000 709,347,469 -19,878,537 Minutes dated 7.11.2005

Convict (2.80%) Vide letter No.PAP/PAC-

Settlements -0.59% 1/2000-01/06/3814  dated

17.12.2005

13- Police 8,343,029,000 8,248,754,470 94,274,530 Minutes dated 7.11.2005

(1.13%) and 14.5.2007  vide

No.PAP/PAC-1/200-
01/06/3814 and 7566
dated 17.12.2005 and
21.6.2007

15-Education

30,100,210,000

24,358,353,721

5,741,857,279

Minutes dated 4.7.2005

(-19.8%) vide letter No.PAP/PAC-
1/2000-01/1114 dated
1.9.2005 Minutes dated
13.2.2007 vide
No.PAP/PAC-1/2000-
01/6248 dated 7.4.2007
17-Public 524,055,000 360,148,683 6,732,317 Minutes dated 13.2.2006
Health (-1.28%) Vide letter No.PAP/PAC-
1/2000-01/06/5991 and
1764 dated 23.2.2006 and
6.3.2010
23- 393,056,000 117,317,271 10,645,690 Minutes dated 13.11.2006
Miscellaneous (Labour) (2.70%) Vide letter No.PAP/PAC-
Departments 7,927,839 1/2000-01/06/3762 and
87,170,159 (-2.8%) 1449 dated 9.12.2006 and
(Forestry) 23.9.2005
36- 11,886,736,000 6,803,964,502 618,278,355 Minutes dated 2.5.2005




Development

-8.62%

vide letter No.PAP/PAC-
1/2000-01/06/167  dated
8.7.2005

Minutes dated 12.5.2005
vide letter No.PAP/PAC-
1/2000-01/06/230  dated
9.7.2005

Minutes dated 5.7.2005
vide letter No.PAP/PAC-
1/2000-01/06/2838 dated
13.11.2005

Minutes dated 1.12.2005
vide letter No.PAP/PAC-
1/2000-01/06/4285 dated
13.1.2006

Minutes dated 13.2.2006
& 14.1.2010

vide letter No.PAP/PAC-
1/2000-01/06/5951 &
Minutes dated 2.5.2006
vide letter No.PAP/PAC-
1/2000-01/06/9088 dated
8.6.2006

Minutes dated 3.1.2006
vide letter No.PAP/PAC-
1/2000-01/06/5175 dated
21.2.2006

Minutes dated 13.4.2006
vide letter No.PAP/PAC-
1/2000-01/06/9037  dated
6.6.2005

Minutes dated 2.2.2006
vide letter No.PAP/PAC-
1/2000-01/06/5914  dated
18.3.2006

Minutes dated 4.12.2005
vide letter No.PAP/PAC-
1/2000-01/06/5116 dated
18.2.2006

Minutes dated 3.1.2006 &
2.8.2007

vide letter No.PAP/PAC-
1/2000-01/06/1649 and
2026 dated 23.9.2005 &
3.10.2007

43-Loans to
Municipalities/
Autonomous
Bodies

1,655,124,000

1,270,504,000

406,235,000
(-31.97%)

Minutes dated 13.2.2006,
14.11.07

vide letter No.PAP/PAC-
1/2000-01/06/5591 &
2992 dated 22.3.2006 &
18.11.2007




AGRICULTURE

The Committee examined the Accounts of the Agriculture Department in its
meetings held on 2.5.2005, 3.5.2005, 4.5.2005, 13.5.2005, 1.6.2006, 2.6.2006, 1.6.2007,
2.6.2007,4.7.2007 and 14.11.2009 and made the following recommendations:-

Audit Paras (Civil) for the year 2000-01

1. Para No.1.1 Pages 9 & 10 of Audit Report for the Year 2000-01;
Misappropriation of Watercourse Material Amounting to
Rs.1,205,283/-.

W.M.C. B/Pur - Rs.106,986/-

3.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that the construction material was issued in excess of
the actual requirements to various Watercourses and the surplus material was not received
back and the same was misappropriated.

The Department explained that the material valuing Rs.48,431/- had been
received back and accounted for in main store book and further consumed on watercourses.
Efforts were being made to effect the balance recovery.

The Department was directed to expedite the balance recovery and para was
kept pending.

2.6.2006 The Department explained that an amount of Rs.30,690/- had been
recovered and deposited into Government Treasury.

The Department was directed to get the facts and figures verified by
Audit and para was kept pending.

1.6.2007 The Department explained that out of balance recovery of Rs.58,555/- a

sum of Rs.30,690/- had been recovered and deposited into Government Treasury which
had been verified by Audit.

The Department was directed to effect the balance recovery at the earliest
and para was kept pending.

2. Para No.1.2
W.M.C. M/Garh - Rs.260,780/-



3.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that the construction material was issued in excess of
the actual requirements to various watercourses. After completion of work, the surplus
material was not received back and the same was misappropriated.

The Department explained that all the completion reports of water courses
duly checked/ verified by the consultants were available and same were produced to Audit
during verification on 23-4-2005.

The Department was directed to produce the requisite completion reports to
Audit for verification and para was conditionally settled subject to verification of relevant
record.

2.6.2006 The Department explained that the construction material issued on
water courses had either been utilized or received back in main stock register which
had been verified by Audit. Moreover, the para was settled by Special Departmental
Accounts Committee in its meetings held on 23-06-2001 and 20-09-2002.

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

3. Para No.1.3
W.M.C S/Pura - Rs.95,985/-

3.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that the construction material was issued in excess of
the actual requirements to various Water Courses and the surplus material was not received
back and the same was misappropriated.

The Department explained that all material had been accounted for in the
relevant registers during the years 1999-2000 and consumed on watercourses.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

4. Para No.1.4
W.M.C M/Garh - Rs.105,306/-.

3.5.2005 Audit had observed that the construction material was issued in excess of
the actual requirements to various watercourses. After completion of the work, the surplus
material was not received back and the same was misappropriated.

The Department explained that recovery of Rs.73,656/- had been effected
and verified by Audit.

The Department was directed to effect balance recovery of Rs.41,871/- and
para was conditionally settled subject to verification of balance recovery.



2.6.2006 The Department explained that balance recovery had been effected
and verified by Audit.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

5. Para No.1.5
W.M.C. S/Pura (OECF) - Rs.60,000/-

3.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that the construction material was issued in excess of
the actual requirements to various Water Courses and the surplus material was not received
back and the same was misappropriated.

The Department explained that the completion report of the watercourse had
been verified by the consultant.

The para was conditionally settled subject to verification of completion
certificate/report by Audit.

2.6.2006 The Department explained that actually consumption of material was
proved from the evidence that completion report of the watercourse was verified by
the consultants and Audit.

Audit observed that the entry of bricks was made at the time of
payment instead of at the time of actually receipt of material.

The Department was directed to fix the responsibility and para was
kept pending.

1.6.2007 The Department explained that this para had already been settled by Special
DAC in its meeting held on 28-03-2002. Since the Government had sustained no loss, it
was requested that the para may kindly be settled.

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

6. Para No.1.6
W.M.C. B/Pur - Rs.25,777/-.

3.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that the construction material was issued in excess of
the actual requirements to various Watercourses and the surplus material was not received
back and the same was misappropriated.

The Department explained that consultants had deducted consumption of
the cement form actual claim on nine watercourses on account of poor plaster and
deterioration. Efforts were being made to effect the recovery.



The Department was directed to expedite the recovery and para was settled
subject to verification of relevant record.

2.6.2006 The Department explained that recovery of Rs.25,777/- had been
effected and verified by Audit.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

7. Para No.l1.7
W.M.C.B/Pur - Rs.150,928/-.

3.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that the construction material was issued in excess of
the actual requirements to various Watercourses and the surplus material was not received
back and the same was misappropriated.

The Department explained that recovery of Rs.150,928/- on sixteen
watercourses due to reduction of volume of works by the consultants. Out of this, an
amount of Rs.102,293/- had been pointed out against Mr. Fazal Din Fazli Ex-Water
Management Specialist and Mr. Shahid Mehmood, Ex-Supervisor, Kahirpur Tamewali on
equal basis. Both employees had been proceeded under E & D Rules, by the Administrative
Department and their services had been terminated by the Government apart from affecting
recovery to the tune of Rs.41,18,987/96 including Rs.102,293/-and a case with the police
had been registered and recovery was being pursued as arrears of land revenue.

The Department was directed to expedite the recovery and para was kept
pending.

2.6.2006 The Department explained that recovery of Rs.51,149/- had been
effected and deposited into Government Treasury.

The Department was directed to effect the balance recovery at the
earliest and para was kept pending.

1.6.2007 The Department explained that out of balance amount of Rs.102,293/-; a
sum of Rs.51,149/- had been recovered and deposited into Agricultural Receipt head which
had been verified by Audit.

The Department was directed to effect the balance recovery and para was

kept pending.

8. Para No.1.8
W.M.C. R/Pindi - Rs.128,834/-



3.5.2005 The Audit had pointed out that construction material was issued in excess of
the actual requirements to various watercourses. After completion of the work, the surplus
material was not received back and the same was misappropriated.

The Department explained that the departmental inquiry had been entrusted
to Mr Akhtar Ali, DO(OFWM) to fix the responsibility.

The Department was directed to complete the inquiry at the earliest and take
appropriate action in the matter and para was kept pending.

2.6.2006 The Department explained that the consultant had verified the
completion reports. Moreover, the part A, B&C of this para had already been settled
by the SDAC in its meeting held on 28-3-2002. The case regarding part D of this
para was, under investigation with the police authorities.

The explanation of the Department was accepted and para was

settled.
9. Para No.1.9
W.M.C. Chakwal (FTC) - Rs.36,197/-
3.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that the construction material was issued in excess of

the actual requirements to various Watercourses and the surplus material was not received
back and the same was misappropriated.

The Department explained that out of Rs.36,197/-, watercourse material
valuing Rs.10,024/90 had been received back and accounted for in main store book and
further consumed on watercourses. The cost of martial valuing 10,430/- had been
recovered and deposited into Government treasury. Out of balance recovery of Rs.15,752/-
, a sum of Rs.14,000/- had also been recovered while an amount of Rs.1,752/- was not
recoverable.

The Department was directed to produce the relevant record to Audit for
verification and para was settled subject to verification.

2.6.2006 The Department explained that balance recovery of Rs.14,000/- had
been effected and verified by Audit. Whereas, an amount of Rs.1,752/- was not due.

On the statement of Director General Agriculture (Water
Management) that there was no misappropriation, the para was settled.

10. Para No.1.10
W.M.C. Bahawalpur - Rs.196,806/-.



3.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that the construction material was issued in excess of
the actual requirements to various Watercourses and the surplus material was not received
back and the same was misappropriated.

The Department explained that the matter was inquired into by a committee,
and inquiry report had not so far been approved by the competent authority.

The Department was directed to finalize the necessary action within 30 days
and para was kept pending.

2.6.2006 The Department explained that the watercourse No.6-TL of Chak
No.185-M and No0.91950/R of Chak 16-FW had been constructed excess than 30%
of the total length of the watercourse. The case for proceeding against responsibles
under the PRFS (Special Powers) (Amendment) Act, 2003 had been submitted to
Government.

The Department was directed to move a case to competent Authority
for the approval of 100% lining of the water courses and subject to that
condition/action the para was settled.

11. Para No.1.11
W.M.C.Bahawal Nagar - Rs.16,591/-

12. Para No.1.12
W.M.C. Bahawal Nagar - Rs.17,438/-

3.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that the construction material was issued in excess of
the actual requirements to various Watercourses and the surplus material was not received
back and the same was misappropriated.

The Department explained that the complete recovery had been effected and
verified by Audit.

On the recommendation of Audit, the paras were settled.

13. Para No.1.13
W.M.C .D.G.Khan .-Rs.2,483/-.

3.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that the construction material was issued in excess of
the work and the surplus material was not received back and the same was
misappropriated.

The Department explained that out of recovery of Rs.34,196/-,construction
material valuing Rs.31,713/- was received back and verified by Audit. Moreover, balance
recovery of Rs.2,483/- had also been effected and verified by audit.



On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

14. Para No.1.14
W.M.C Sargodha (P.P.S.G.D.P) - Rs.1,172/-.

3.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that the construction material was issued in excess of
the actual requirements to various Watercourses and the surplus material was not received
back and the same was misappropriated.

The Department explained that the material valuing Rs.16,103/- had been
received back and accounted for and recovery of Rs.1,172/- had also been effected and

deposited into Government Treasury.

The Department was directed to produce the relevant record to Audit for
verification and para was settled subject to verification of relevant record.

2.6.2006 The Department explained that Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

15. Para No.2 Page 11 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Misappropriation of Wheat, Bhosa etc. Valuing Rs. 89,689/-.

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that sale proceeds of the auctioned items had been

misappropriated.

The Department explained that complete recovery had been effected and
deposited into Government Treasury and recovery of Rs.56,433/- had already been verified
by Audit.

The Department was directed to produce TC/CV in support of balance
recovery and para was settled subject to verification of relevant record by audit.

2.6.2007 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.
16. Para No.3.1 Pages 11 & 12 of Audit Report for the Year 2000-01;

Misappropriation of Rental Charges of Tractors Agricultural
Machinery/ Amounting to Rs.4,226,847/-

W.M.C. (FTC) Chakwal - Rs.36,100/-



3.5.2005 Audit had observed that Agricultural Machinery/Tractors were rented out
by the field supervisors to farmers, but rental charges were not recovered.

The Department explained that actual recovery came to Rs.19,780/-, instead
of Rs.36,100/-.Recovery of Rs.19780/- had been effected and deposited into Government
Treasury.

Audit observed that department did not produce the authority in support of
Rate of Rs.120/- per hour instead of Rs.150/- per hour.

The Department was directed to produce the requisite record to Audit for
verification and para was settled subject to verification of relevant record.

2.6.2006 The Department explained that the para was settled by the SDAC in its
meeting held on 28-3-2002 on the ground that rates of hiring of Tractors with laser and
without laser were different and the Tractor was issued without laser.

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

17. Para No.3.2
W.M.C Gujrat. - Rs.3,495,543/-

18. Para No.3.3
W.M.C. PPSGD Project Sargodha - Rs.35,775/-

19. Para No.3.4
W.M.C. D.G. Khan - Rs.127,200/-

20. Para No.3.5
W.M.C. Jhang (PP.SGDP). Rs.87,200/-

21. Para No.3.7
W.M.C F/Abad — Rs.51,400/-

22. Para No.3.9
W.M.C. Lahore - Rs.283,589/-

3.5.2005 Audit had observed that Agricultural Machinery/Tractors were rented out
by the field supervisors to farmers but rental charges were not recovered.

The Department explained that complete recovery had been effected and
verified by Audit.

On the recommendation of Audit, the paras were settled.



23. Para No.3.6
W.M.C. B/Pure - Rs.28,200/-.

3.5.2005 Audit had observed that Agricultural Machinery/Tractors were rented out
by the field supervisors to farmers, but rental charges were not recovered.

The Department explained that amount was not recoverable as tractor was
rented out for ploughing purpose @ Rs.75/- per hour without laser equipment.
Accordingly, the actual rental charges were collected from the farmers and deposited into
Government Treasury and matter was inquired into by a committee, who concluded that
balance amount of Rs.28,200/- was not recoverable.

On the statement of the Director General Agriculture (Water Management)
that no irregularity was involved, the para was settled.

24. Para No.3.8
W.M.C. Sahiwal - Rs.81,840/-

3.5.2005 Audit had observed that Agricultural Machinery/Tractors were rented out
by the field supervisors to farmers, but rental charges were not recovered.

The Department explained that recovery of Rs.493,125/- inclusive of
Rs.81,840/- had been effected and deposited into Government Treasury.

The Department was directed to get the requisite record verified by Audit
and para was settled subject to verification of relevant record.

2.6.2006 The Department explained that Departmental contention had been verified
by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

25. Para No.4 Pages 12 & 13 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Fraudulent Drawal of Rs.94,211/- on Account of Pay and Allowances
on Bogus Transfer/Appointment Orders.

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that amount had been drawn fraudulently on account
of pay and allowances.

The Department explained that the case was registered with police station
Mianwali for effecting recovery from culprits who fraudulently received payment as salary
and the case was under trial in the court of senior civil judge Mianwali.

The Department was directed to pursue the case vigorously for early decision and

para was kept pending.



2.6.2007 The Department explained that the case was being pursued vigorously in the
court of law.

The para was kept pending being subjudice.

26. Para No.5 Page 13 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Theft of
Tractor No. FDP 4916 With Cultivator Costing Rs.170,000/-
(Approximately)

2.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that Tractor No. FDP 4916 with cultivator was stolen
from the garage of vegetable farm.

The Department explained that Tractor No FDP. 4916 along with cultivator
had been recovered by the police and it was taken in possession on 08-02-2001 on
supurdari.

The Department was directed to pursue the case vigorously and para was
kept pending.

1.6.2006 The Department explained that the Government Tractor alongwith
cultivator had been received by the Department and the case had been sent to the record
room after completion as per decision of the authority.

The Department was directed to take necessary action against the
responsible within 30 days and para was kept pending.

1.6.2007 The Department explained that the court exhausted all legal means before
sending the case of the record room and to declare the accused absconder. As far as action
by the Department against the person responsible was concerned, the competent authority
constituted three members Inquiry Committee. The committee submitted its report on
03.07.2000 with the following finding that the Government Tractor was stolen by the
Dacoits by assaulting the Chowkidars on gun Point, which got released by the help of the
Mobile Police Force from the room/building where they were tied by the Dacoits. The
arrest of the dacoits and recovery of the Tractor also proved that there was no fault of any
person in the Department because it was an armed assault. Hence no action was required
by the Department.

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

27. Para No.6 Page 14 of Audit Report for the Year 2000-01;
Misappropriation of Machinery Items Valuing Rs.7,186,540/-(Approx).




3.5.2005 Audit pointed out that some machinery articles amounting to Rs.7,186,540/-
issued from Water Management Coordinator, Gujranwala were not accounted for and
entered in the stock registers of the respective field teams.

The Department explained that entries had been checked and there was
nothing short.

The Department was directed to produce the relevant stock registers to
Audit for verification and para was conditionally settled subject to verification of relevant
record.

2.6.2006 The Department explained that stock entries had been cross examined and
verified by Audit.

Audit observed that Department did not get the write off sanction of stolen
type writer of Rs.15,000/-.

The Department was directed to pursue the write off case for early
finalization and para was settled subject to verification of write off sanction.

1.6.2007 The Department explained that the competent authority had accorded write
off sanction under clause 17 (ii) of the Punjab Delegation of Financial Powers Rules.

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

28. Para No.7 Pages 14 & 15 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Misappropriation of Groundnut Diggers Valuing Rs. 88,000/-

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that eleven ground Nut diggers had been found short
during the course of physical verification of stores.

The Department explained that since the eleven ground Nut diggers had
been disposed off and a sum of Rs.41,055/- deposited into Government Treasury.

The explanation of the Department was accepted and para was settled
subject to verification of relevant record.

2.6.2007 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

29. Para No.8 Page 15 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Misappropriation of Seeds and Pesticides Amounting to Rs. 67,170/-




4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that acknowledgements of seeds and pesticides were
neither shown nor found available in record and the same had been mis appropriated.

The Department explained that the requisite record had been verified by

Audit.
On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.
30. Para No.9 Page 16 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Misappropriation of Tenant Welfare Fund to the Tune of Rs.322,714/-
4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that fertilizer had been purchased out of tenants

welfare fund account.

The Department explained that recovery of embezzled amount had already
been recovered and relevant record available for verification by Audit. Since the amount of
TWF was the money of pattadars and amount utilized belong to them. Moreover, no
financial loss was sustained by the Government.

The para was conditionally settled subject to verification of relevant record
and tenant welfare fund rules by Audit.

2.6.2007 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

31. Para No.10 Pages 16 & 17 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Likely
Misappropriation of Crops Valuing Rs.242,078/-

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that the scrutiny of crop register of EADA(Ext)
Mianwali revealed that yields per acre of crop had been shown very low as compared with
the surrounding areas and the quantities of the crop had been misappropriated.

The Department explained that the departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from the supporting record.

The para was settled.

32. Para No.11.1 Page 18 of Audit Report for the Year 2000-01; Non
Accountal of Stock Articles Valuing Rs. 72,012/-

AD (PP) Bhawal Nagar -Rs.39,758/-

33. Para No.11.2
AD (PP) Rawalpindi - Rs.32,254/-.



3.5.2005 Audit had observed that articles were neither taken into stock nor
consumption thereof shown any where.

The Department explained that relevant stock registers and consumption
account had been verified by Audit.

On the recommendation of Audit, the paras were settled.

34. Para No.12 Pages 18 & 19 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Doubtful Loss of Mong Crop Valuing Rs.191,354/-

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that a scrutiny of crop of EADA (Ext) Mianwali
showed a loss of 90% crop of mong due to heavy rain and hailstorm but there was no loss
of crop due to rain and hailstorm and 9112 Kg of mong valuing Rs.191,354/- had been
misappropriated.

The Department explained that the fact for the occurrence of hail storm had
not been concealed any where. Moreover, average yield was 1.43 Maund per acre against
0.66 maund reported by the audit and the data regarding occurrence of calamity was
available in record.

The explanation of the Department was accepted and Para was settled
subject to production of evidence of hailstorm and its verification by Audit.

2.6.2007 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

3s. Para No. 13 Page 19 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Doubtful
Payment of Rs. 2,165,330/- to Daily Paid Labour.

2.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that payments were made to the daily paid labour
without preparation of Muster Rolls and Goshwaras of daily work done.

The Department explained that Muster Rolls and Goshwarars were
available. Audit observed that Muster Rolls and Goshwaras were not maintained properly.

The Department was directed to hold an inquiry within 30 days and take
appropriate action in the matter at the earliest. The para was kept pending.

2.6.2007 The Department explained that in the light of PAC-directions, the Secretary
Agriculture constituted an Enquiry Committee. The Committee had concluded that the
strength engaged on daily paid basis, at Bagh-e-Jinnah was highly justified and
accordingly the payment to the same was based on actual requirement for maintenance of
the garden.



The Committee observed that the inquiry conducted by the Department was
not satisfactory and created further doubts and the Department was directed to recruit the
employees on contract basis or regular basis instead of engaging laborer on daily wages
and get the facts verified by the Audit within 60 days and para was settled subject to
verification of relevant record.

36. Para No.14.1 Page 20 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Irregular
Payment of Advance Increments Amounting to Rs.85,289/-

EADA (Ext.) R.Y. Khan — Rs:59,737/-

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that advance increments had been granted to Field
Assistants on the basis of acquiring higher academic qualification which were not
admissible to them.

The Department explained that the case was sub-judice in the Supreme
Court of Pakistan.

The Department was directed to pursue the case in the Court of Law and
para was kept pending.

2.6.2007 The Department explained that the case was still under process with the
court of law.

The Department was directed to pursue the case with the court of law and
para was kept pending.

37. Para No.14.2
EADA (Ext.) Jauharabad — Rs25,552/-

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that advance increments had been granted to Field
Assistants on the basis of acquiring higher academic qualification which were not
admissible to them.

The Department explained that departmental contention had been verified
by audit from the supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.
38. Para No.15.1 Page 21 of Audit Report for the Year 2000-01; Full

Payment of Salary Despite Leave on half Pay-Overpayment of
Rs.122,398/-




Director Agri. (E&M) Punjab Lahore - Rs.49,544/-.

3.5.2005 Audit had observed that Mr. Munir Ahmed Agricultural Officer was granted
leave for 400 days on half pay but he drew full pay while he was not entitled to draw the
same.

The Department explained that complete recovery had been effected and
verified by Audit.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

39. Para No.15.2
Director Agri. (E&M) Punjab Lahore - Rs.72,854/-.

3.5.2005 Audit had observed that Mr. Muhammad Idrees Agricultural Officer was
granted leave for 610 days on half average pay but he drew full pay while he was not
entitled to draw the same.

The Department explained that the concerned officer had been absent from
duty since 4-12-2001 and he had been dismissed form service.

The Department was directed to effect the recovery as arrears of land
revenue and para was kept pending.

2.6.2007 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.
40. Para No.16.1 Pages 22 & 23 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;

Overpayment of Touring and Visit Allowance to the Field Assistants to
the Tune of Rs.253,260/-.

EAD (Exten) P.D Khan — Rs.84,000/-

41. Para No.16.2
Deputy Director Agri (Exten), Jhelum — Rs.15,050~-

42. Para No.16.3
E.A.D.A (Exten) Chakwal — Rs.154,210/-

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that field assistants were paid touring and visit
allowance @ Rs.70/- P.M. despite project had been closed and those officials were also
allowed fixed T.A. @ Rs.100/- P.M.



The Department explained that touring and visit allowance and fixed TA
had been sanctioned by the Finance Department under different schemes and paid out of
allocated budget.

The Department was directed to get it clarified from Finance Department
and paras were kept pending.

2.6.2007 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the paras were settled.
43. Para No.17.1 Pages 23 & 24 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;

Recovery of Outstanding Amounts Against Various Formations and
Tenants Amounting to Rs.373,394/-.

E.A.D.A 108-P Farms Rahim yar Khan — Rs.150,358/-

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that amounts were outstanding on account of
Agriculture implements, rent of land and advances. No concrete steps had been taken to
recover the said amount.

The Department explained that recovery of Rs.50,427/- had been effected
and deposited into Government Treasury. Efforts were being made to recover balance
amount from the defaulters.

The Department was directed to effect balance recovery and verification of
relevant record of recovery already made and para was kept pending.

2.6.2007 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

44. Para No.17.2
E.A.D.A 108-P Farms Rahim yar Khan — Rs.38,278/-

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that amounts were outstanding on account of
Agriculture implements, rent of land and advances. No concrete steps had been taken to
recover the said amount.

The Department explained that the departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from the supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.



45. Para No.17.3
P.D Kaz Bahawalpur — Rs.135,170/-

2.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that amounts were outstanding on account of
Agriculture implements (seeds, pesticides and fertilizers etc.) and rent of land and
advances.

The Department explained that complete recovery had been effected and
deposited into Government Treasury.

The para was settled subject to verification of relevant record by Audit.

1.6.2006 The Department explained that recovery of Rs.135,170/- had been effected
and verified by Audit except two original challans of Rs.5,970/- each.

The Department was directed to get the requisite record verified by Audit
and para was settled subject to verification of relevant record.

1.6.2007 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

46. Para No.17.4
Govt. Agriculture Seed Farm 101-P Rahim Yar Khan — Rs.49,588/-

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that amounts were outstanding on account of
Agriculture implements, rent of land and advances. No concrete steps had been taken to

recover the said amount.

The Department explained that the complete recovery had been effected and
recovery of Rs.42,175/-had already been verified by Audit.

The para was settled subject to verification of balance recovery of Rs.7413/-

2.6.2007 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

47. Para No.18 Page 24 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Mis-Use of
Government Vehicles Recovery of Rs.59,382/-




2.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that vehicles were mis-used as neither the purposes of
journeys were marked against the performed journeys, nor the entries were signed by the
using officers.

The Department explained that the requisite logbooks showing the purpose
of journey, signature of users and monthly Goshwara had been seen and verified by Audit.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.
48. Para No.19.1 Pages 25 & 26 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Non-

Deduction/Non-Deposit of Income Tax and Sales Tax Amounting_to
Rs.569,904/-.

E.A.D.A Rakh Rajar Khushab — Rs.70,693/-

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that Income tax on supplies/auctions had not been
deducted.

The Department explained that the inquiry officer concluded in his report
that the income tax had not been paid by the successful bidders as per terms and conditions
of auction and negligence was on the part of some, the then officers/ officials.

The Department was directed to effect the recovery and appropriate action
be taken against the responsible and para was kept pending.

2.6.2007 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

49. Para No.19.2
Govt. Agriculture Seed Farm 101-P Rahim Yar Khan —Rs.52,290/-

50. Para No.19.3
Govt. Agriculture Seed Farm 101- P Rahim Yar Khan —Rs.30,525/-

51. Para No.19.6
E.A.D.A (Farms) 108-P R.Y Khan —Rs.86,829/-

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that Income tax had not been deducted.

The Department explained that the inquiry officer concluded that
government could not compete in the open market for sale of agriculture produce of
Government Farm and the same commodities of the farmers were available to the broker
without payment of income tax etc. The Central Board of Revenue had also omitted



Section 50(7A) of income Tax Ordinance 2001 and no collection of income tax had been
required.

Audit observed that the contention of the Department was not tenable as the
same was withdrawn w.e.f. 7/2001 and not from retrospectively, while these paras related
to the prior to 7/2001.

The Department was directed to effect the recovery and appropriate action
be taken against the responsible and paras were kept pending.

2.6.2007 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the paras were settled.

52. Para No.19.4
P.D OFWM Drainage Project Dera Ghazi Khan - Rs.10,404/-.

3.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that income tax/sales tax was not deposited into
Government Treasury.

The Department explained that according to notification of Income Tax
Department vide section 50(4), the income tax at sources was to be deducted on supply of
goods up to Rs. 25,000/- in a year. Income tax was not recoverable as the amount of each
transaction was within the exempted limit.

Audit observed that department could not justify non-deduction of sales tax
with facts and figures.

The Department was directed to produce the relevant record to Audit for
verification and para was settled subject to verification of relevant record.

2.6.2006 The Department explained that the para was settled by the SDAC in its
meeting held on 20-9-2002 on the ground that income tax was not recoverable as the
amount of each transaction was within the exempted limit.

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

53. Para No.19.5
WMC.Jhang (PPSGDP) - Rs.59,736/-.

3.5.2005 Audit had observed that sales tax had not been deducted.

The Department explained that the complete recovery had been effected and
deposited into Government Treasury.



The Department was directed to produce sale tax invoices of the
firms/suppliers to Audit for verification and para was conditionally settled subject to
verification of relevant record by Audit.

2.6.2006 The Department explained that Departmental contention had been verified
by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

54. Para No.19.7
Director (F) National Drainage Project.-Rs.96,377/-

55. Para No.19.10
W.M.C Gujrat (PPSGDP) - Rs.29,635/-

3.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that sales tax/income tax was not deposited into
Government Treasury.

The Department explained that complete recovery had been effected and
verified by Audit.

On the recommendation of Audit, the paras were settled.

56. Para No.19.8

Director Agriculture Information Punjab, Lahore — Rs.18,840/-
2.5.2005 The Audit had pointed out that sales tax as per Government instructions was
not deducted.

The Department explained that sales tax amounting to Rs.18,840/- had been
deposited by the supplier.

The Department was directed to intimate the particulars of the supplier to
sales tax Department and the para was conditionally settled subject to verification of
relevant record by Audit.

2.6.2007 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

57. Para No.19.9
Director Pest Warning and Quality Control Multan - Rs.27,876/-.

3.5.2005 Audit had observed that sale tax was paid to the suppliers without obtaining
sale tax invoices from them.



The Department explained that sale tax had been deposited by the firms in
monthly sales tax return and the same had also been verified by Audit.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

58. Para No.19.11
Dy Director Agri (Ext) Rajan Pur — Rs.7468/-

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that sales tax either not deducted and if deducted was
paid to suppliers instead of depositing into Government Treasury.

The Department explained that balance recovery of Rs.7468.95 had been
effected and deposited into Government Treasury.

Audit observed that recovery of Rs.1,469/- had been deposited in the receipt
head of the department instead of sales tax head.

The Department was directed to deposit the balance amount of Rs.1,469/- in
the relevant head of account of sales tax and para was kept pending.

2.6.2007 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

59. Para No.19.12
Dy. Director Agri. (Ext.) Bhakkar — Rs.37,006/-

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that sales tax either not deducted and if deducted was
paid to suppliers instead of depositing into Government Treasury.

The Department explained that on the levy of sales tax during the year,
1997-98 these instructions had not been known to every one, therefore, the sales tax was
not charged by the supplying firm while submission of the invoice for payment and neither
Department claimed the same from public exchequer and no loss was sustained by the
Government and the instructions of the sales tax were being complied with in letter and
spirit when these came into the notice of the DDO concerned.

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

60. Para No.19.13
Director (I.A.T.I) R.Y. Khan — Rs.12,995/-

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that Income tax had not been deducted.



The Department explained that complete recovery had been effected and
verified by Audit.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

61. Para No.19.14
Director Agri. (E&M) Punjab, Lahore - Rs.29,230/-

3.5.2005 Audit had observed that sales tax had not been deducted.

The Department explained that the complete recovery had been effected and
deposited into Government Treasury.

The Department was directed to produce sale tax invoices of the
firms/suppliers to Audit for verification and para was conditionally settled subject to
verification of relevant record by Audit.

2.6.2007 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.
62. Para No.20.1 Pages 26, 27 & 28 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;

Loss of Rs.1,378,939/- Due to Non Occupation or, Unauthorised
Occupation Of Designated Residences.

EADA (Ext.) Jauharabad — Rs.76,629/-

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that designated residences were built but were not
occupied by the concerned persons since long causing loss of rent to the government.

The Department explained that the residence became surplus was utilized
for office store of DOA (Ext) Khushab.

The Department was directed to obtain Ex-post facto sanction from
competent authority and para was kept pending.

2.6.2007 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

63. Para No.20.2
EADA (Ext.) P.D. Khan — Rs.660,125/-



4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that designated residences were built but were not
occupied by the concerned persons since long causing loss of rent to the government.

The Department explained that as per new policy all residences under
District Government had now been placed under pool and at present there was no
designated residence in the District except for DCO, DPO, and Additional Session Judge.

The Department was directed to take up the case with 1.G. Police for
recovery of penal rent from the illegal occupants and get the residences vacated at the
earliest and para was kept pending.

2.6.2007 The Department explained that the matter was taken up with Police
Authorities. The AIG (F) had responded the issue stating that the residences were still
incomplete and the same had not so far been handed over to Agriculture Department.

The consideration on the para was deferred till 2-7-2007.

4.7.2007 The Department explained that the Police Department was approached for
recovery of penal rent and vacation of designated residence. The AIG in his letter No.9807
- A-III, dated 26.11.2005 had intimated that DSPs mentioned in memo by Agriculture
Department from Sr.No.1 to 5 and Sr. No.24 did not reside in this residence. However, Mr.
Tufail Hussain DSP first started residing in this house and thereafter upto Mr. Raja Amjad
Mehmood DSP mentioned at Sr. No.23 resided in this house. He further informed that
initially when that said house was occupied by the Police officer, it was incomplete and the
contractor ran way. Thereafter, Police Officer had made it resideable. In the record of
Building Department, it was still incomplete and never handed over to the Agriculture
Department. The Police had admitted the fact that DSPs form Sr. No.6 to 23 as per list
attached continued to reside there. Therefore, Police Department had again been requested
for the recovery of House Rent from the Officers concerned and the case was under
process.

The Police Department was directed to proceed under rules against the
responsibles who illegally occupied designated residences and get the case registered
against them as well as effecting recovery within 15 days i.e. 20-7-2007 under intimation
to the PAC Secretariat otherwise matter will be referred to the house of the Assembly and
para was kept pending.

64. Para No.20.3
AD (PP) B/Pur - Rs.76,423/-

3.5.2005 Audit had observed that officers/officials had been occupied the residence
situated in the office premises and were not entitled to conveyance allowance.

The Department explained that residential buildings were not situated
within the boundary wall of the office and officer/officials were entitled to draw
conveyance allowance. Moreover, the wife of Mr. Mr Muhammad Anwar Javaid
Agricultural officer was not permanently living with him in Government residence,



because she was also Government employee and working at Yazman which was 40 KM
away form Bahawalpur. Thus recovery of house rent form her salary did not arise.

The Department was directed to produce the supporting record to Audit for
verification and para was conditionally settled subject to verification of relevant record.

1.6.2007 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

65. Para No.20.4
AD (PP) B/Pur.-Rs.45,633/-

3.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that house rent deduction had not been made.

The Department explained that recovery of Rs.21,858/-had been effected
from the official Mr Muhammad Tariq Supervisor and the official had been terminated
form service and balance recovery was under way as arrears of land revenue.

The Department was directed to pursue the case vigorously and para was
kept pending.

1.6.2007 The Department explained that the official concerned had been terminated
from service therefore, balance recovery of Rs.23,775/- could not effected and case of
recovery under Land Revenue Act, was under way.

The Department was directed to effect the balance recovery at the earliest
and para was kept pending.

66. Para No.20.5
Dy. Dir. Agri (Ext) Rajanpur — Rs.17,569/-

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that designated residences were built but were not
occupied by the concerned persons since long causing loss of rent to the government.

The Department explained that recovery of Rs.5,092/- had been effected
and deposited into Government Treasury. Efforts were being made to effect balance
recovery.

The Department was directed to take up the case with 1.G. Police for
recovery of penal rent from the illegal occupants and get the residences vacated at the
earliest and para was kept pending.

2.6.2007 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.



On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

67. Para No.20.6
EADA, Bhalwal — Rs.121,720/-

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that designated residences were built but were not
occupied by the concerned persons since long causing loss of rent to the government.

The Department explained that office cum residence buildings were
incomplete and not fit for residence as declared by the building Department and being sub-
standard for the residence of Agricultural officer.

The Department was directed to produce the relevant record to Audit for
verification and para was settled subject to verification of record.

2.6.2007 The Department explained that the inquiry officer had concluded that the
building had not so far been handed over to the Agriculture Department and also
incomplete.

The para was transferred to C&W Department and para was kept pending.

68. Para No.20.7
Dir. Agri (Ext.) Rawalpinidi — Rs264.480/-

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that designated residences were built but were not
occupied by the concerned persons since long causing loss of rent to the government.

The Department explained that recovery of Rs.28,467/- had been effected
and verified by Audit and balance recovery of house rent would be made from the officer
concerned as soon as his leave case for the period 11.8.97 to 31.12.98 was decided by the
competent authority.

The Department was directed to take appropriate action at the earliest and
para was kept pending.

2.6.2007 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

69. Para No.20.8
Dir. Agri (Ext.) Rawalpindi — Rs9,960/-

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that designated residences were built but were not
occupied by the concerned persons since long causing loss of rent to the government.



The Department explained that residence remained under possession of
Mian Abid Ali, Magistrate from 1.1.91 to onward and he did not claim house rent
allowance and 5% deduction on account of house rent was being deducted from his salary.

The Department was directed to approach the Chief Secretary Punjab for
vacation of designated residence from Mian Abid Ali, Magistrate and para was kept
pending.

2.6.2007 The Department explained that the Chief Secretary advised the DCO
Rawalpindi for vacation of said residence. The officer was also approached for vacation of
the said residence. Mr Muhammad Abid Mian in reply produced a copy of Chief Minster’s
directive issued vide No.PS/PSCM/CMS/06/0T-46, dated, 15.3.2006, wherein the CM had
desired that he may be allowed to retain the existing house till such time an alternate
accommodation was not provided to him.

The para was kept pending.

70. Para No.20.9
Dir. Agri (Ext.) Rawalpindi — Rs.62,192/-

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that designated residences were built but were not
occupied by the concerned persons since long causing loss of rent to the government.

The Department explained that penal rent of Rs.198,110/- for the period
from 23.05.2000 to 24.05.2004. was recoverable from Raja Lal Hussain, Admin officer

(retired) and penal rent was being recovered from the pension of the retired officer.

The para was settled subject to verification of recovery of Rs.198,110/- by
Audit.

2.6.2007 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

71. Para No.20.10
Dir. Agri (Ext.) Rawalpinidi — Rs.44,208/-

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that designated residences were built but were not
occupied by the concerned persons since long causing loss of rent to the government.

The Department explained that as per record 5% house rent was being
deducted from Mr. Masood Ahmad Driver and no house rent allowance was being paid to

him.

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



72. Para No.21 Pages 28 & 29 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Recovery of Installment of Combine Harvester NH-8 Rs. 661,200/-

2.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that amounts were outstanding on account of
Agriculture implements (seeds, pesticides and fertilizers etc.) and rent of land and
advances.

The Department explained that complete recovery had been effected and
deposited into Government Treasury.

The para was settled subject to verification of relevant record by Audit.

1.6.2006 The Department explained that complete recovery had been effected and
verified by Audit.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

73. Para No.22 Pages 29 & 30 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Less
Deposit of Installment on Account of Cost of Harvester Amounting to
Rs.151,200/

2.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that an amount of Rs.151,200/- was less deposited.

The Department explained that the case was subjudice in the court of law
and the same had not yet been decided.

The Department was directed to pursue the case with the court of law and
para was kept pending.

1.6.2006 The Department explained that recovery of Rs.91,000/- had been effected
and verified by Audit. Moreover, the case for recovery of Rs.60,000/- under arrears of land
revenue act had been sent to the EDO(Revenue) Sheikhupura.

The Department was directed to pursue the case vigorously and para was
kept pending.

1.6.2007 The Department explained that the case was still subjudice.
The para was kept pending being subjudice.

14.11.2009  The Department explained that the case filed by Mr Qurban Ali had been
disposed off by the court due to non-pursuance by the plaintiff. Notices for effecting
balance recovery of Rs.60,000/- were issued but the farmer did not deposited the amount.
Later on the case was moved to District Revenue authorities Sheikhupura to affect
recovery under Land Revenue Act. After that the Government declared Nankana Sahib as
“District”. Accordingly the case was referred to EDO (Rev) Nankana Sahib vide No.16033



dated 29.10.2009. The DCO Nankana Sahib vide No.16060 dated 30.10.2009 had also
been requested to recover the amount.

The Committee directed the Department to expedite the recovery. The para
was Kept pending upto next meeting.

74. Para No.23 Page 30 of Audit Report for the Year 2000-01; Recovery on
Account of Cost of Motor Cycle Amounting to Rs.258,428/-.

A.D (P.P) Bahawalpur — Rs.32,913/-

3.5.2005 Audit had observed that Mr Khalid Mehmood pest surveyor was absent
from duty leaving a balance of Motor Cycle advance amounting to Rs.32,913/-.

The Department explained that the complete recovery had been effected and
verified by Audit.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.
75. Para No.24 Pages 30 & 31 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Less

Realization Of Electricity Charges From the Colony Residents
Amounting to Rs. 1,092,000/-

2.5.2005 Audit had observed that less electricity rate had been charged from the
residents.

The Department explained that sub meters at each residence had been
installed. The account of each consumer on the basis of consumption was being maintained
and bills were being paid. The actual recovery had been effected from the residents at the
rate of domestic rates.

The explanation of the Department was accepted and para was settled.
76. Para No.25 Pages 31 & 32 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Non-

Recovery of Utility Charges And Rent of Building From the National
Bank of Pakistan Amounting To Rs. 90,000/-

2.5.2005 Audit had observed that a National Bank of Pakistan Branch was
functioning in the premises of the AARI, Faisalabad and neither the utility charges were
being realized from the Bank nor any rent of building was being recovered.

The Department explained that the building occupied by the National Bank
had been got re-assessed from the Building Department @ Rs.1422/- P.M. instead of
Rs.450/- P.M. which was being paid regularly by the Bank w.e.f. 8/2003 and the Bank was
paying electricity charges as per meter reading regularly. No sui gas and water connection
was provided at the Bank premises.



The Department was directed to hold an inquiry and take appropriate action
in the matter, at the earliest. The para was kept pending.

1.6.2006 The Department explained that the matter had been inquired into under the
Chairmanship of Deputy Director (A&B) PARB Lahore who concluded that AARI
administration should recover the electricity charges for the period from January, 2002 to
July, 2003 amounting to Rs.10,337/- from the bank immediately.

On the statement of Secretary Agriculture that recoverable amount would be
effected and para was settled subject to verification of balance recovery.

1.6.2007 The Department explained that outstanding dues amounting to Rs.10,337/-
had been recovered from the Nation Bank of Pakistan, AARI Branch, Faisalabad on
account of Electricity Charges for the period from January 2002 to July 2003 and
deposited in the Electricity Recovery Account No.103-2 maintained in National Bank of
Pakistan.

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

77. Para No.26 Page 32 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Non-Return
of the Official Motorcycles Valuing Rs.160,000/-

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that no petrol was claimed and no log book was
maintained as both the motorcycles were purely in private use of officers concerned.

The Department explained that due to lack of budget regarding repair &
POL, these Motorcycles were not used for Government duty and remained un-utilized with
the officers.

On the statement of the Director Crop Reporting that both motorcycles were
not used privately, the para was settled.

78. Para No.27 Pages 32 & 33 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Recovery of Overpayment Amounting to Rs.96,040/-

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that the field Assistants of Pakistan Central Cotton
Committee, were terminated on account of abolition of P.C.C.C. scheme and they were
appointed a fresh in Crop Reporting Service of Agriculture Department and regarding
protection of pay, L.P.C/relevant record was not produced to audit in the absence of which
the pay allowed to them at the stage they were drawing on 31.12.1975. in P.C.C.C. could
not be admitted.



The Department explained that departmental contention had been verified
by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.
79. Para No.28 Pages 33 & 34 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;

Unjustified Expenditure on Account of Sui Gas Charges Amounting to
Rs.2,291,473/-

2.5.2005 Audit had observed that less sui gas rate had been charged from the
residents.

The Department explained that a separate Bulk Meter was installed for 325
residences at the Residence Colony of AARI, Faisalabad and the sui gas charges were
recovered on the basis of individual sub meters installed at the each residence.

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

80. Para No.29 Page 34 of Audit Report for the Year 2000-01; Refund of
Rs.69,463/- Lying In the Cash Book Due to Winding Up of the Project

3.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that unspent balance of Rs.69,463/- was still lying in
cash book despite of project had been winded up.

The Department explained that recovery of unspent balance amounting to
Rs.69,463/- had been effected and verified by Audit.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

81. Para No.30 Page 35 of Audit Report for the Year 2000-01;
Reimbursement of Rs.108,846,360/- Wrongly Charged to the Punjab
Government.

3.5.2005 The Audit had pointed out that the whole expenditure was charged to the

Government of the Punjab in contravention of the terms and conditions of the Loan
Agreement whereby only 16% share was to be charged to the Government of the Punjab
and the other 84% share of the expenditure valuing Rs.108,846,360/- was required to be
reimbursed from the Donor Agency, which was not done.

The Department explained that an amount of Rs.291.300 million, including
Rs.129.579 million was reimbursable from IDA. The reimbursement from the donor could
not be made during first four years of the project due to non-initiation of institutional
reforms under PIDA, which were beyond the domain of Agriculture department. The



World bank had reimbursed all the amounts in the current account of DGA(WM), Punjab
on 21-04-2005. The same would be reimbursed to Government of the Punjab in due course
of time.

The Department was directed to produce the relevant record to Audit for
verification and para was conditionally settled subject to verification of relevant record.

2.6.2006 The Department explained that reimbursement of Rs.291,734,630/- had
been received and deposited in the Punjab Government account.

The Department was directed to get the facts and figures verified by Audit
and para was settled subject to verification of relevant record.

1.6.2007 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

82. Para No.31 Page 36 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Loss of
Rs.98,000/- Due to Wastage of 10000 Kilograms of Wheat Seed.

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that 10,000/- kilograms of wheat seed had been
wasted due to rain humidity and the same could not be used for sowing purposes.

The Department explained that the issue was got investigated through Ch.
Tajmal Hussain Chatta DOA (Ext) Sargodha and the enquiry officer concluded that 15,000
Kg wheat seed was lying in stores of the farm and 13000 Kg seed was distributed among
the tenants and further remaining quantity of seed was auctioned on market rate. Wheat
seed had not been found wasted.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

83. Para No.32 Page 37 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Irregular
Late Auction of Berseam Fodder, Likely Misappropriation Valuing
Rs.662,890/-.

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that fodder had been auctioned very late and one or

two expected cuttings were made locally and the berseem fodder valuing Rs.66,890/-had
been likely misappropriated.

The Department explained that the inquiry officer concluded that the
auction of Berseem Fodder had been conducted correctly and the auction was delayed on
account of completing the codal formalities and berseem crop was auctioned from Rs.870/-
per kanal to Rs.1,305/- per kanal which were higher than the previous rates, and no loss
sustained to the Government.

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



84. Para No 33 Pages 37 & 38 of Audit Report for the Year 2000-01; Loss
to Government Amounting to Rs.57,276/- Due to Improper Survey,
Recovery thereof.

3.5.2005 Audit had observed that an amount had been expended on account of
demolition of drain structure.

The Department explained that the farmers of Mouzas Bakht Jamal and
Wadhra applied for construction of On Farm Drainage Scheme. The area was surveyed,
scheme was proposed, consultant‘s approval was obtained and work was commissioned
after observing the requisite formalities. Widening of the ongoing scheme and some
alterations of existing structure were charged much less as compared to the cost of
construction of two separate schemes.

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

85. Para No.34 Pages 38 & 39 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Irregular Appointment of Crop Reporter.

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that neither adhoc appointment was extended nor his
services were terminated and was treated as regular employee according to entries made in
service book.

The Department explained that Mr. Furrakh-uz-Zaman was appointed as
Crop Reporter on adhoc basis. On the recommendation of Departmental Selection/
Promotion Committee he had been allowed to continue as Crop Reporter and adhoc period
had also been extended till further order and he was confirmed by the authority as Crop
Reporter.

The para was settled with the direction to the Department to take action
against the responsible officer who made illegal order.

1.6.2006 The para was discussed by the PAC in its meeting held on 02,03,& 04
May,2005 and the Department was directed to put forward the record and intimate the
name of the concerned officer who made irregular appointment of Mr. Farrukh Zaman,
Crop Reporter, he may be proceeded against the relevant E&D Rules and para was settled.

The Department explained that the enquiry proceeding were under way and
final action would be taken against the defaulter in the light of findings of the enquiry.

The Department was directed to finalize the inquiry within 30 days and para
was kept pending.

1.6.2007 The Department explained that the irregular appointment had been
regularized by the Chief Minister which had been seen by the Audit.



On the recommendations of the Audit, the para was settled.

86. Para No.35 Page 39 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Irregular
Expenditure on Account of Telephone Charges Rs. 438,558/-

2.5.2005 Audit had observed that telephone calls registers were not maintained to
ascertain trunk calls.

The Department explained that private calls charges had been recovered and
verified by the Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

87. Para No.36 Page 40 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Infructuous/Wasteful Expenditure on Account of Salaries of Idle Staff
Rs.353,074/-.

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that neither any vehicle was available at the strength

nor budget to meet the expenditure of P.O.L etc. was as ever provided to the said office.

The Department explained that as per report of fact finding inquiry, no
irregularity was proved as the post of EADA (Trg.) alongwith staff had been abolished as a
result of devolution plan and the staff became surplus was adjusted against vacant posts in
Extension Wing in the office of EDOA, DOA & DDOA (Ext.) sanctioned under District
Government and services of employees were being utilized properly in Agriculture
(Extension Wing).

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

88. Para No.37 Pages 40 & 41 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Irregular and Doubtful Payment of Rent Amounting to Rs.270,000/-.

4.5.2005 Audit had observed that rent @ Rs.7500/- per month for the year, 1997-
2000 had been paid to Mrs. Zakia Zaman owner of property No.69-A/IB, whereas
assessment certificate of property No.92-A-I/RH was kept on record.

The Department explained that departmental contention had been verified
by Audit from the supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.
89. Para No.38 Pages 41 & 42 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;

Unjustified and Wasteful Expenditure on Payment of Salary to the
Staff of the Closed Schemes Amounting to Rs.287,095/-.




4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that neither the Dairy Farm nor Poultry Farms were
working at the (IATI), R.Y. Khan and the continuance of the services of stock Assistant &
Butter man in said sections was un-justified and undue burden on Government exchequer.

The Department explained that-the project was winded up by the
Agriculture Department but the employees working on regular basis could not be removed,
and these posts were being abolished on retirement of the officials and the draft para of
similarly nature had been dropped by the PAC in its meeting held on 21.5.2002.

The para was settled subject to verification of relevant record by Audit.

2.6.2007 The Department explained that the relevant record such as SNE, sanction of
Finance Department for conversion of scheme to non-development side and provision of
Budget regular under Grant No. 18-Agriculture had shown to Audit. Moreover, 57
vacancies on the retirement of incumbents under the scheme had been abolished uptill now
and remaining would be abolished soon after the retirement of incumbents.

The Department was directed to get the requisite record verified by the
Audit and para was settled subject to verification of relevant record.

90. Para No.39 Pages 42 & 43 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Irregular Charge of the Post of Cinema Van Operator Through
Adjustment With a Jeep Driver — Regularization of Pay & Allowances
Amounting to Rs.58,685/-.

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that neither cinema van was available with the office
nor cinema van operator was there but the post of cinema van operator was being charged
regularly.

The Department explained that two different posts namely Cinema van
operator and video operator were sanctioned under PEAD Project Phase-1 as per job
description, video operator was responsible to play the video Camera to disseminate
production technology at the door step of farmers.

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

91. Para No.40 Page 43 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Irregular
Retention of Crop Reporter into Government Service — Recovery of
Rs.205,438/-

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that Mr. Muhammad Fiaz was appointed as Crop
Reporter against the leave vacancy of Mr. Muhammad Asif Rahi, on his return from leave,
no action was taken by the Department to issue orders regarding termination of the Service
of the official.



The Department explained that the services of Mr. Muhammad Fayyaz,
Crop Reporter had been terminated.

The Department was directed to take appropriate action against the
responsible and para was kept pending.

1.6.2006 The para was discussed by the PAC in its meeting held on 02, 03 & 04 May
2005 and the Department was directed to re-calculate the entire amount, fix responsibility
against responsible officer and para was settled.

The Department explained that the enquiry proceeding were under way and
final action would be taken against the defaulter in the light of findings of the enquiry.

The Department was directed to finalize the inquiry within 30 days and para
was kept pending.

1.6.2007 The Department explained that the irregular appointment had been
regularized by the Chief Minister which had been seen by the Audit.

On the recommendations of the Audit, the para was settled.
92. Para No.41 Pages 43 & 44 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;

Wastage of Millions of Rupees Due to Un-Necessary Purchase of
Bulldozer and its Accessories — Loss of Rs.1,009,800/-.

2.6.2006 Audit had pointed out that a bulldozer was used free of cost for 1550 hours.

The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

93. Para No.42.1 Page 45 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Irregular
Savings/Non Surrender of Amount Rs.1,215,647/-

A.D Agri (PP) Bhakkar - Rs.500,242/-

3.5.2005 Audit had observed that savings were not surrendered on due dates and left
unspent.

The Department explained that a case for regularization had been sent to the
competent authority.

The Department was directed to take action against the responsible/DDO
and para was kept pending.



1.6.2007 The Department explained that appropriation accounts for the year of Audit
para had already been settled by the PAC upto year 2001-2002. Moreover, DDO had been
warned to remain careful in future.

The Department was directed to be careful in future and para was settled.

94. Para No.42.2
Deputy Director Agri. Bhakkar — Rs.715,405/-

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that saving had not been surrendered timely. The
Department explained that the saving under each head of account was within the
permissible limit.

The para was settled subject to verification of relevant record by Audit.

2.6.2007 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

9s. Para No.43 Pages 45 & 46 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Wasteful Expenditure on Operational Cost of Plant protection Staff in
Extension Side in Presence of Independent Organization Amounting_to
Rs.8,056,245/-

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that expenditure had been incurred on account of
salaries and other contingent, which was wasteful and undue burden on Government
exchequer.

The Department explained that departmental contention had been verified
by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.
96. Para No.44.1 Pages 46 & 47 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;

Irregular Expenditure on Different Items of Stationery Stores,
Construction Materials and Machineries Amounting to Rs.831,543/-.

Dir. C.R.S. Punjab Lahore — Rs.317,028/-

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that purchase orders were split up avoiding necessity
for obtaining the sanctions of higher authority.

The Department explained that the purchase had been made in most
economical manner after completing all formalities required under the rules and the said
expenditure incurred during three years and the relevant record had been verified by Audit.



The para was settled with the direction to inform the name of suppliers to
the sales tax Department.

1.6.2006 The Department explained that the list of the concerned suppliers along
with the amount of GST recoverable from each was intimated to the GST authorities for
the collection of Government revenue.

The Department was directed to pursue the recovery process and para was
settled subject to verification of compliance of recovery.

1.6.2007 The Department explained that in pursuance of PAC direction, the Sale
Collector was informed about the amount outstanding on account of GST Rs.44,555/-
recoverable from the concerned suppliers.

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

97. Para No.44.2
M.D. Kaz. Bahawalpur — Rs.150,790/-

2.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that different items of store, stationery and
Machinery were procured without fulfilling the codal formalities.

The Department explained that expenditure of Rs.62,790/- and Rs.195,000/-
had been regularized by the competent authority and same had also been verified by the
Audit. However, a case for regularization of Rs.88,000/- was under process with the
Finance Department.

The Committee discussed the para. After discussion, parts of para duly
recommended by Audit for settlement were settled by the Committee

One portion of first part in which regularization from Finance Department
was recommended by Audit was conditionally settled subject to regularization by Finance

Department and verification by Audit.

1.6.2006 The Department explained that the case was under process as per advice of
the Finance Department.

The Department was directed to pursue the case vigorously and para was
kept pending.

1.6.2007 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.



98. Para No.44.3
(M.D. Kaz Bahwalpur — Rs.195,000/-)

2.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that different items of store, stationery and
Machinery were procured without fulfilling the codal formalities.

The Department explained that expenditure of Rs.62,790/- and Rs.195,000/-
had been regularized by the competent authority and same had also been verified by the
Audit. However, a case for regularization of Rs.88,000/- was under process with the
Finance Department.

The Committee discussed the para. After discussion, parts of para duly
recommended by Audit for settlement were settled by the Committee

One portion of first part in which regularization from Finance Department
was recommended by Audit was conditionally settled subject to regularization by
Finance Department and verification by Audit.

99, Para No.44.4
Dy. Dir. (TRG)D.G. Khan — Rs.114,400/-

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that amount had been expended on purchase of
different items by the various Drawing and Disbursing Officers without fulfilling the codal
formalities.

The Department explained that expenditure of Rs.114,400/- had been
included the entire expenditure of last 7-years and sanctions had been accorded within the
competency of the DDO under delegation of Financial Powers Rules 1990.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.
100. Para No.44.5 Pages 46 & 47 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;

Irregular Expenditure on Different Items of Stationery Stores,
Construction Materials and Machineries Amounting to Rs.831,543/-

A.D.Agri. P.P Multan. -Rs.18,923/-

101. Para No.45.1 Pages 47 & 48 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Irregular/Doubtful Expenditure on Repair of Vehicle ETC Rs.280,996/-

Dy. Dir.Agri. P.P Multan.- Rs.36,345/-

102. Para No.49.2 Pages 51 & 52 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Illegal and Irregular Appointments Amounting to Rs.1,451,189/-.

Dy. Director Agriculture Plant Protection Multan.-Rs.214,476/-



103.

104.

3.5.2005
formalities.

Para No.50.2 Pages 52, 53 & 54 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Incurrence of Expenditure in Violation of Rules/Regulations
Amounting to Rs. 11,395,327/-

Asstt. Dir. Agri. (Plant Protection) Jhang - Rs.393,220/-

Para No.57 Pages 58 & 59 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Irregular Expenditure to the Tune of Rs.180,000/- on Account of Office
Rent.

Audit had observed that amount was expended without fulfilling the codal

The Department explained that departmental contention had been verified

by Audit from supporting record.

105.

4.5.2005

On the recommendation of Audit, the paras were settled.

Para No.44.6 Pages 46 & 47 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Irregular Expenditure on Different Items of Stationery Stores,
Construction Materials and Machineries Amounting to Rs.831,543/-

A.D.(C.R.S) Sialkot — Rs.35402/-

Audit had pointed out that purchase orders were split up avoiding the

necessity for obtaining the sanctions of higher authority.

The Department explained that departmental contention had been verified

by Audit from the supporting record.

106.

4.5.2005

The para was settled.

Para No.45.2 Pages 47 & 48 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Irregular /Doubtful Expenditure on Repair of Vehicle etc. Rs.280,996/-

A.D.C.R.S, Sialkot-Rs.52,328/-

Audit had pointed out that the repair and replacement of parts had been

found irregular because inspection certificate from Government workshop was not found

available.

The Department explained that departmental contention had been verified

by Audit from the supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.



107. Para No.45.3
(Director Information Punjab, Lahore — Rs.57,323/-)

2.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that estimates for repair/replacement of parts of
Government vehicles were not vetted by the Government workshop.

The Department explained that this para actually belonged to the office of
the Director Agriculture (Adaptive Research), Punjab Lahore.

The Department was directed to submit working paper by the concerned
formation and para was kept pending.

2.6.2007 The Department explained that the matter was got investigated by the DGA
(Ext.). According to his finding, no charge as mentioned in the Audit para was proved.

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

108. Para No.45.4
Superintendent Bagh-e-Jinnah, Lahore - Rs.135,000/-

2.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that an expenditure was incurred on repair of vehicles
without fulfilling the codal formalities.

The Department explained that repair work was done after obtaining
quotations, NOC and completing all codal formalities.

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

109. Para No.46.1 Pages 48 & 49 Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Irregular Payments Amounting To Rs.1,195,824/- On Account Of Pay
& Allowances To The Officials Due To Unauthorized Shifting
Headquarter

Director Agriculture (A.R) Punjab, Lahore — Rs.113,805/-

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that in case, the services of a Government servant
were required at a station other than his own beyond three months, the departmental
authorities were required to approach the Finance Department with complete justification
for creation of the post at the required station and its abolition from his original office.

The Department explained that no headquarters was shifted at all and the
official was deputed temporarily for some time to work in Agriculture Secretariat. The
relevant record of acquaintance roll, service book and attendance register had been verified
by the Audit.



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

110. Para No.46.2
Deputy Director Agriculture (Green Belt Seed Farm), Lahore -
Rs.174,000/-

2.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that the services of some officials of Agriculture

Department were shifted beyond three months from their headquarters.

The Department explained that Mr. Muhammad Nawaz, Naib Qasid was on
the Pay roll of Deputy Director of Agriculture, Seed Farm Green Belt Project, Lahore.

Audit observed that the contention of the Department was not tenable.

The Department was directed to get the irregular expenditure regularized
from the competent authority and para was kept pending.

2.6.2007 The Department explained “that the Director Floriculture held an enquiry in
this respect and got findings of the enquiry officer that the head quarter of Mr. M. Nawaz
was not shifted. Only office was shifted and that was no irregularity.

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

111. Para No.46.3
Deputy Director Agriculture Mainwali —Rs.231,998/-

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that in case, the services of a Government servant
were required at a station other than his own beyond three months, the departmental
authorities were required to approach the Finance Department with complete justification
for creation of the post at the required station and its abolition from his original office.

The Department explained that Mr. Muhammad Saeed Junior Clerk was
deputed temporarily to work in the office of District Officer Agriculture (Extension)
Mianwali to clear pending work and order of temporary duty issued by DDA (Ext.) was
withdrawn and the official continued to work at his original place of posting.

The Department was directed to get the expenditure regularized by the
competent authority and para was kept pending.

2.6.2007 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

112. Para No.46.4



Director Agriculture Crop Reporting Services Punjab, Lahore -
Rs.154,039/-

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that in case, the services of a Government servant
were required at a station other than his own beyond three months, the departmental
authorities were required to approach the Finance Department with complete justification
for creation of the post at the required station and its abolition from his original office.

The Department explained that the officials performed their duty in the
directorate and facts can be verified from the attendance register.

On the statement of Director Crop Reporting that services of the officials
were utilized in the directorate, the para was settled.

113. Para No.46.5
E.A.D.A. (Ext.) Mainwali — Rs.521,982/-

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that in case, the services of a Government servant
were required at a station other than his own beyond three months, the departmental
authorities were required to approach the Finance Department with complete justification
for creation of the post at the required station and its abolition from his original office.

The Department explained that both officials had been retransferred to there
original place of posting.

The Department was directed to get the expenditure regularized by the
competent authority and para was kept pending.

2.6.2007 The Department explained that the case of regularization was under process
with Finance Department.

The Department was directed to pursue the case and para was kept

pending.

114. Para No.47.1 Pages 49 & 50 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Irregular Expenditure of Rs.484,346/-on Account of
Repair/Construction Works
(Agriculture Chemist Soils AARI, Faisalabad — Rs.57,417/-)

2.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that neither repair/construction work was done by

building Department nor NOC was obtained.

The Department explained that departmental contention had been verified
by the Audit from technical sanctions, rough cost estimate from building department.



On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

115. Para No.47.2
Asstt. Director Floriculture, Murree - Rs.149,930/-

2.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that neither the work was done by Building
Department nor N.O.C. was obtained.

The Department explained that the erection of compound did not involve
any kind of construction, all items like iron pipe & GI wire netting were articles of other
store items and Director Floriculture was competent to accord the sanction for the said

purpose.

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

116. Para No.47.3
Asst. Dir. Floriculture, Murree - Rs.128,607/-

2.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that neither the work was done by Building
Department nor N.O.C. was obtained.

The Department explained that the erection of compound did not involve
any kind of construction, all items like iron pipe & GI wire netting were articles of other
store items and Director Floriculture was competent to accord the sanction for the said

purpose.

The Audit observed that Department had obtained rates of premium over
and above the CSR- 1998 for providing and fixing of weaving G.I wire netting with Frame
which clearly indicated that it was a constructional work, which was done without
estimates.

The Department was directed to hold an inquiry and take appropriate action
in the matter at the earliest. The para was kept pending.

2.6.2007 The Department explained that in the light of PAC direction, the Secretary
Agriculture held an inquiry. The inquiry Committee had concluded that the store items
were purchased as per requirement and in accordance with the specifications at prevailing
market rates and expenditure was debited to head 34900-K.Works. Hence no irregularity
was committed by any officer.

The Department was directed to be careful in future and para was settled.

117. Para No.47.4
Supdt.Bagh-e-Jinnah, Lahore - Rs.148,392/-

2.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that neither the work was done by Building
Department nor N.O.C. was obtained.



The Department explained that a case of regularization had been sent to the
competent authority and the same was under process.

The Department was directed to hold an inquiry and take appropriate action
in the matter at the earliest. The para was kept pending.

2.6.2007 The Department explained that in the light PAC directions, the Secretary
Agriculture constituted an Enquiry Committee. The Committee had concluded that rough
cost estimate for construction of water fall at children Park Bagh-e-Jinnah, all other codal
formalities and prevalent procedures for approving placing contract and executing work
were fully observed. No room was found un-attended except technical sanction of
Rs.148,392/- accorded by the Director Floriculture under serial 6 of the Special Powers to
Agriculture Department. The Director Floriculture, who otherwise was category 1 officer,
erroneously exercised the special power of the Director General Agriculture (the category
1 officer) in the instant case without any malafide intention. The construction work was
carried out in the best interest of Government work and no other procedural lapse of
ambiguity in the matter was observed.

The explanation of the Department was accepted and para was settled.
118. Para No.48.1 Pages 50 & 51 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;

Expenditure Over and Above the Budget Allocation Amounting to
Rs.1,645,711/-.

E.A.D.A (Ext.) Ferozewala — Rs.707,299/-

119. Para No.48.4
E.A.D.A (Ext.) Kamalia/T.T. Singh — Rs48196/-

120. Para No.48.5
Dy Dir Agri (Ext.) Bhakkar — Rs.101,589/-

121. Para No.50.3 Pages 52, 53 & 54 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Incurrence of Expenditure in Violation of Rules/Regulations
Amounting to Rs.11,395,327/-.

E.A.D.A (Ext.) Jhang — Rs466,057/-

122. Para No.50.13
E.A.D.A Agri.(Ext.) Shorkot Jhang - Rs.515,536/-

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that DDO had incurred expenditure over and above
the budget allocation in violation of rules 2.10 and 17.15 of PFR Vol-I.



The Department explained that over all expenditure in each function
remained within allocation and there was some saving. The appropriation accounts for the
year, 1999-2000 under Grant No.18-Agriculture were settled by the PAC in its meeting
held on 8.9.2003.

The paras were settled subject to verification of relevant record by Audit.

2.6.2007 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the paras were settled.
123. Para No.48.2 Pages 50 & 51 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;

Expenditure Over and Above the Budget Allocation Amounting to
Rs.1,645,711/-.

W.M.C.Lahore - Rs.666,232/-

3.5.2005 The Audit had pointed out that the Drawing and Disbursing Offers of
Agriculture Department incurred expenditure over and above the budget allocation in
violation of rules.

The Department explained that the expenditure incurred by sub-officers was
complied at Directorate General Agriculture (WM), Punjab level which was
Rs.28,775,520/- and the same was further reconciled with the government and overall
expenditure under Pay and Allowances was only excess of Rs.25,520/- i.e. 0.08%-which
was negligible.

The explanation of the department was accepted and para was settled.
124. Para No.48.3 Pages 50 & 51 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;

Expenditure Over and Above the Budget Allocation Amounting to
Rs.1,645,711/-

Asstt. Director Agriculture Plant Protection Bhakkar - Rs.122,395/-

125. Para No.50.1 Pages 52, 53 & 54 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Incurrence of Expenditure in Violation of Rules/Regulations
Amounting to Rs. 11,395,327/-

Asstt. Dir. Agri.(Plant Protection) Jhang - Rs.672,427/-

126. Para No.50.16
A.D (PP) F/Abad - Rs.998,711/-




3.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that amount was expended in excess of sanctioned
grant/appropriation.

The Department explained that the excess expenditure was under pay an
allowance and the excess expenditure had been adjusted at Directorate level as there was
no excess. Moreover, a case for regularization of expenditure had been sent to the
competent authority.

The Department was directed to pursue the cases of regularization and paras
were conditionally settled subject to verification of relevant record by Audit.

1.6.2007 The Department explained that appropriation accounts for the year of Audit
para had already been settled by the PAC upto year 2001-2002. Moreover, DDO had been

warned to remain careful in future.

The Department was directed to be careful in future and paras were

settled.

127. Para No.49.1 Pages 51 & 52 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Illegal and Irregular Appointments Amounting to Rs.1,451,189/-
E.A.D.A Khanpur — Rs.1,010,715/-

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that a large number of appointments were made in

various formations without fulfilling the codal formalities.

The Department explained that Mr. Ahmad Bux S/O Wahid Bux beldar was
appointed for a period of three months and the said beldar was instructed to continue his

service on temporary/ acting charge basis till further orders. The said beldar was
regularized by the EADA Khanpur.

The Department was directed to get the clarification from S&GAD at the
earliest and para was kept pending.

2.6.2007 The Department explained that the S&GAD Department was approached
for clarification regarding validity of the notification No.SOR-III-2-54/87 dated, 7.10.87.
The SO (R-I) Regularization wing of S&GAD vide No. SOR-III (S&GAD) 2-53/2002,
dated 2.1.2006 had clarified that regularization of the adhoc employees, made under said
notification of this wing was valid.

The Department was directed to get the facts verified by the Audit and para
was settled subject to verification of relevant record.

128. Para No.49.3
Dy. Director Agriculture Ext. D.G Khan — Rs.109,880/-



4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that a large number of appointments were made in
various formations without fulfilling the codal formalities.

The Department explained that Mr. Muhammad Ishaq was appointed as
Junior Clerk on adhoc basic and his services were regularized by the D.P.C of the
respective office after observing codal formalities.

The para was settled subject to verification of relevant record by Audit.

2.6.2007 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

129. Para No.49.4
M.D Karkhana Allat-e-Zari Bahawapur — Rs.37,998/-

2.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that the appointments were made during ban without
advertising the posts in the national press.

The Department explained that the incumbents were appointed on adhoc
basis and a case was under process for seeking clarification of S&GAD regarding legality
of regularization of their services.

The Department was directed to get it regularized from the competent
authority and para was kept pending.

1.6.2006 The Department explained that the final decision from regulation wing of
S&GAD Department was still awaited.

The Department was directed to hold an inquiry and para was kept pending.

1.6.2007 The Department explained that the enquiry committee had recommended to
warn the persons responsible for appointment and regularize the services of the
incumbents.

The Department was directed to pursue the case and para was kept pending.

14.11.2009  The Department explained that in the light of directions of the PAC in its
meeting held on 1 & 2 June 2006, the matter was got probed through a Committee
comprising of EDO (Agri) Lahore and Agriculture Chemist (SF) Lahore. The Inquiry
Committee pointed out 11 more employees were appointed on the same pattern. And the
Committee recommended that all the personnel involved in this negligence should be
warned to be careful in future.



In view of findings of Inquiry Report, Mr Abdul Majeed the then Project
officer KAZ Bahawalpur one of the members of DPC had been warned to be careful and
avoid recurrence of such situation in future whereas some officers had already been retired.

The Committee directed that the disciplinary action against the concerned
appointing authority be taken under PEEDA Act and submit its report to PAC-I within 90
days.

The para was kept pending.

130. Para No.49.5
E.A.D.A (Ext.) Sheikhupura — Rs.78,320/-

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that a large number of appointments were made in
various formations without fulfilling the codal formalities.

The Department explained that departmental contention had been verified
by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

131. Para No.50.4 Pages 52, 53 & 54 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Incurrence of Expenditure in Violation of Rules/Regulations
Amounting to Rs.11,395,327/-

Dir. Agri. (Ext.), Multan - Rs411,727/-

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that the expenditure incurred was not in accordance
with the Delegation of Powers Financial & Purchase Rules and cannons of Financial
propriety.

The Department explained that the regional Directorate of Agriculture
(Ext.) Multan had been abolished under devolution plan and the services of these
incumbents were placed with the District Government for further utilization.

The para was settled subject to verification of relevant record by Audit.

2.6.2007 The Department explained that the internal Audit report and other allied
record regarding working of Senior / Junior Auditor may be verified.

The Department was directed to get the requisite record verified by Audit
and para was settled subject to verification of relevant record.

132. Para No.50.5
Dir. Agri. (Ext.), Multan - Rs252,000-



4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that the expenditure incurred was not in accordance
with the Delegation of Powers Financial & Purchase Rules and cannons of Financial
Propriety.

The Department explained that the purchase of lures was effected on the
rates already decided by the Purchase Cell, Agriculture Department, in another case,
during the month of May of the same year and the Director of Agriculture (Ext.) being
category-I officer was fully competent to accord sanction under Serial No.3 (a) Financial
Powers Rules,1990.

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

133. Para No.50.6
Dir. Agriculture (Ext.), Multan — Rs.19,639/-

2.6.2007 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

134. Para No.50.7
Dir. Agri. (Ext.), Multan — Rs.93,213/-

1.6.2007 The Department explained that appropriation accounts for the year of Audit
para had already been settled by the PAC upto year 2001-2002. Moreover, DDO had been

warned to remain careful in future.

The Department was directed to be careful in future and paras were

settled.
135. Para No.50.8
Dy. Dir. Agri. (Ext.) Multan -Rs.55,825/-
4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that the expenditure incurred was not in accordance

with the Delegation of Powers Financial & Purchase Rules and cannons of Financial
propriety.

The Department explained that expenditure was charged under relevant
code/head where budget was made available after completion of codal formalities and no
mis-classification of expenditure was done.

Audit observed that departmental contention was not tenable.
The Department was directed to get the expenditure regularized from the

competent authority and to take appropriate action against the DDO concerned and para
was kept pending.



2.6.2007 The Department explained that in the light of inquiry report, case for
regularization of Rs.13270/- was sent to Finance Department along with record and
findings of inquiry officer. The Finance Department agreeing with the recommendation of
inquiry officer and Administrative Department regularized the misclassified expenditure of
Rs.13,270/- vide order No. SO(B&A) 5-8/2006, dated 4.7.2006. The concerned DDO had
been warned to remain careful in future.

The Department was directed to get the facts verified by the Audit and para
was kept pending.

136. Para No.50.9
Agri. Chemist (Soil and Water Testing Lab) Multan - Rs.54,635/-

2.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that the expenditure incurred was not in accordance
with Delegation of Financial Powers & Purchase Rules and Cannons of Financial
Propriety.

The Department explained that the expenditure of Rs.54,635/- had been
regularized by the competent authority and the same had also been verified by Audit.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled

137. Para No.50.10
Director Agri. Engg. Faisalabad — Rs.3,721,564/-

2.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that the expenditure incurred was not in accordance
with Delegation of Financial Powers & Purchase Rules and Cannons of Financial Propriety

The Department explained that the savings were less than permissible 5%
limit in all the years except for the year 1994-95 and a case for regularization of
Rs.542,031/- for year 1994-95 was under process.

The Department was directed to produce the relevant record to Audit for
verification and para was conditionally settled subject to verification of the requisite record
by Audit.

1.6.2006 The Department explained that Finance Department had regularized the
saving of funds.

On the statement of Director General Agriculture (Field) that matter had
already been regularized by the Finance Department, the para was settled.



138. Para No.50.11
E.A.D.A of Agri. (Ext.) R. Y. Khan - Rs355,334/-

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that the expenditure incurred was not in accordance
with the Delegation of Powers Financial & Purchase Rules and cannons of Financial
propriety.

The Department explained that Ex-post facto sanction accorded by the
Chief Minister Punjab had been seen and verified by Audit.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

139. Para No.50.12
Director Agri. (Information) Punjab, Lahore — Rs.125,600/-

2.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that purchase of printing paper was charged under
head “550-Printing”.

The Department explained that Additional Accountant General Punjab had
admitted the point that the purchase of printing paper was an integral part of printing and
publication process. Therefore the expenditure on the purchase of printing paper would be
chargeable against the object “550-Printing & Publications”.

The Department was directed to hold an inquiry within 30 days and take
appropriate action in the matter, at the earliest. The para was kept pending.

2.6.2007 The Department explained that Finance Department had issued ex-post
facto sanction amounting to Rs.1,25,600/-.

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

140. Para No.50.14
EADA (Ext) Summandri Faisalabad — Rs.966,517/-

2.6.2007 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

141. Para No.50.15
Dy. Dir. Agri. (Ext.), Sargodha - Rs.219,850/-

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that the expenditure incurred was not in accordance
with the Delegation of Powers Financial & Purchase Rules and cannons of Financial
propriety.



The Department explained that according to the delegation Financial
Powers Rules 1990, the DOA(Ext.) Sargodha being category-IV Officer was competent to
incur expenditure under Serial No.3 (a) and 3(b) being specifically shown in the budget
provided under development scheme.

Audit observed that the Department did not obtain NOC from the
Government Printing Press, before undertaking the work as was required under Rules.

The Department was directed to get the irregularity condoned with the
sanction of competent authority and para was kept pending.

2.6.2007 The Department explained that the matter had been regularized with the
approval of Finance Department.

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

142. Para No.50.17
Director Agri. (Information) Punjab, Lahore — Rs.1,664.466/-

2.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that purchase of printing paper was charged under
head “550-Printing”.

The Department explained that departmental contention had been verified
by Audit from the supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

143. Para No.50.18
Director Agri. (Information) Punjab, Lahore — Rs.120,000/-

2.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that 750 banners were prepared and there was no
indication of points in the record where banners were fixed.

The Department explained that 750 banners were displaced at the focal
points and acknowledgement of 750 banners by D.G.A. (Ext) had been verified by the
Audit.

Audit observed that distribution of banners were not produced for
verification of accountal use.

The para was conditionally settled subject to verification of record by
Audit.

2.6.2007 The Department explained that the distribution of 750 banners and the cross
entry had been obtained from Director General Agriculture (Extension).



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

144. Para No.50.19
Supdt.Bagh-e-Jinnah, Lahore - Rs.289,006/-

2.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that an expenditure incurred was not in accordance
with the Delegation of Financial Powers & Purchase Rules and Cannons of Financial
Propriety.

The Department explained that the expenditure was sanctioned under rules
3(a) Part-1 Powers Common to all Departments, Delegation of Financial Powers 1990.

The Audit observed that the departmental contention was not tenable as the
expenditure was required to be sanctioned vide Sr. No 7-B the DDO had exceeded his
financial powers.

The Department was directed to get it regularized by the Finance
Department and para was kept pending.

2.6.2007 The Department explained that the inquiry officer in its findings concluded
that all the purchases / repair were made according to the official need and requirements &
no embezzlement / loss sustained to public exchequer, so much so the DDOs, had since
been retired from Government Service, however, directions had already been issued to all
the DDOs, to ensure the financial discipline in future.

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

145. Para No.51 Page 54 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Irregular
Utilization of Government Receipts to the Tune of Rs.94,917/-.

4.5.2005 Audit had observed that the scrutiny of account of EADA Farms 108/P
Rahim Yar Khan indicated that Government receipts instead of remitting to Government
treasury were utilized by the said office to meet the various office expenditure without
quoting any authority.

The Department explained that amounts out of Government receipt were
utilized by the then Extra Assistant Director of Agriculture (Farm), 108/P to meet the
emergent requirement of Agriculture Farm for the purchase of pesticides to spray on
standing crop for protection from pest diseases and repair of Government vehicle and the
amount utilized from receipt side had been credited into receipt head after drawl of
payment from Government Treasury.

The Department was directed to get it readjusted properly besides action to
be taken against the responsible and para was kept pending.



2.6.2007 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.
146. Para No.52 Page 55 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Unjustified

Retention in Government Service Due to Default of Court Case by
Department — Loss of Rs.104,538/-.

4.5.2005 Audit had observed that Scrutiny of accounts of DDOA (Ext.) Kabirwala
revealed that a Beldar was appointed during course of ban on appointment and later on his
services were denotified but since then he as being paid salary regularly.

The Department explained that since the matter had been decided by the
Supreme Court of Pakistan and the payment made to the official stood legal and in order.

The Department was directed to investigate the lapses on the part of the
concerned officers in this case and para was kept pending.

2.6.2007 The Department explained that the DOA, (Extension) Khanewal was
deputed to investigate the lapse on the part of the concerned officers. He accordingly
investigated the matter and concluded that since the officers responsible for this negligence
had since been died therefore, no further action can be taken at this stage.

The explanation of the Department was accepted and para was settled.
147. Para No.53 Pages 55 & 56 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;

Misclassified, Irregular and Doubtful Expenditure on Repairs of
Government Vehicles Amounting to Rs.206,163/-

2.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that the repairs were made out of the two heads of
accounts viz 598-Spare Parts and 410-Reparis of transports, hence misclassified.

The Department explained that departmental contention had been verified
by the Audit from the supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

148. Para No.54 Pages 56 & 57 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Un-
Necessary Printing of “Zarat Nama” Without Any Requirement Loss
to Government Rs.90,114/-

2.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that the monthly Ziraat Nama was got printed in
excess of the actual requirement.



The Department explained that departmental contention had been verified
by Audit from the supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

149. Para No.55 Page 57 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Irregular Re-
Appropriation of Rs.310,000/-

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that the re-appropriations were quite against the
austerity/economy measures circulated by the Finance Department, Government of the
Punjab during 1998-99 and 1999-2000.

The Department explained that no austerity measures were imposed on
development schemes and funds were re-appropriated properly to implement the project
effectively in the best interest of public sector.

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

150. Para No.56 Page 58 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Irregular
Shifting of Headquarter of the Staff and Drawal of Salary to the Tune
of Rs.1,403,046/-

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that some staff members belonging the Director of
Agriculture (Ext.) Punjab, Lahore were attached to the office of Secretary Agriculture
Government of the Punjab Lahore and remained posted there for a considerable period and
the posting at the office of Secretary Agriculture without prior approval of Finance
Department was irregular.

The Department explained that some staff was deputed purely on temporary
basis to work in the Agriculture Department, in addition to their own duties, keeping in

view the emergent requirement.

The Department was directed to get the irregularity condoned from the
Finance Department and para was kept pending.

2.6.2007 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

151. Para No.58 Pages 59 & 60 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Irregular Expenditure on Purchase of Irrelevant Pesticides to the Tune
of Rs.62,894/-

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that irregular and wasteful had been incurred just to

utilize the budgetary grant only.



The Department explained that according to the findings of the Inquiry
Officer, the then EADA (Ext.) was over all in charge of both Farms and was also holding
the charge of Farm and he was competent to effect purchases and transfer of pesticides
from one Farm to another Farm according to actual requirement.

On the recommendation of the Audit, the para was settled.

152. Para No.59 Page 60 of Audit Report for the Year 2000-01; Unnecessary
Drawal of Government Money Rs.10,669,750/-

3.5.2005 The Audit had pointed out that the drawl of money without any immediate
requirement was against the provisions of Rules.

The Department explained that 16% provincial share was demanded out of
ADP as per phasing of PC-1 and remained unspent because of non-initiation civil works.
The main reason in this regard was delay in finalization of by-laws for formation of
distributary level Farmer’s Organization and their registration under PIDA Act,1997,
which was mandatory to undertake civil works.

The explanation of the department was accepted and para was conditionally
settled subject to verification of relevant record by Audit

2.6.2006 The Department explained that the amount under observation was counter-
part funds contributed by the Punjab Government as 16 percent provincial share for civil
works. These funds were demanded out of ADP as per phasing of PC-I and remained
unspent because of non-initiation of civil works. The main reason in this regard was delay
in finalization of by-laws for formation of distributary level Farmer’s Organization and
their registration under PIDA Act, 1997, which was mandatory to undertake civil works.
There was no fault on the part of the Agriculture Department (Water Management)

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

153. Para No.60 Page 61 of Audit Report for the Year 2000-01; Irregular
Drawal and Expenditure of Rs.80,537/-

3.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that unspent balance of Rs.69,463/- was not deposited
into Government Treasury despite of the project had been winded up.

The Department explained that the expenditure of Rs.80,537/-was incurred
with active involvement of members of farmers organization. Each and every voucher was
signed by them and recovery of unspent balance amounting to Rs.69,463/- had been
effected and verified by Audit.

The Department was directed to produce the relevant record to Audit for
verification and para was settled subject to verification of relevant record.



2.6.2006 The Department explained that Departmental contention had been verified
by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

154. Para No.61 Page 62 of Audit Report for the Year 2000-01; Irregular
Drawal and Expenditure of Rs.55,000/- Charged to the Project

3.5.2005 The Audit had pointed out that the charging of expenditure of one project to
another was irregular.

The Department explained that offices of the Water Management
Coordinator, Lahore and Water Management Specialist, Field Team, Lahore were housed
in the same building by sharing the portions. The Water Management Coordinator, Lahore
who was supervising the activities of National Drainage Program, being stationed in the
same building paid rent from the budget of National Drainage Program. No irregularity
was committed in this regard as the building was retained by the department for the assets
of the ceased office.

The Department was directed to produce the relevant record to Audit and
para was conditionally settled subject to verification of relevant record.

2.6.2006 The Department explained that the rent was paid due to the fact that the
equipment etc was lying in the office. Moreover, no irregularity was, committed in this
regard as the building was retained by the Department for the assets of the defunct office.

The explanation of the Department was accepted and para was settled.
155. Para No.62 Pages 62 & 63 of Audit Report for the Year 2000-01;

Irregular Expenditure on Construction of Office/Farmers Training
Centre at Rawalpindi Rs.5,105,000/-.

3.5.2005 The Audit had pointed out that an expenditure was incurred for the
construction of office /Farmers Training Centre at Rawalpindi, whereas according to the
revised PC-1, the same was to be constructed at Chakwal.

The Department explained that the FTC was proposed to be established at
Chakwal but its construction could not be started in first five years of the project because
off non-availability of Government land at Chakwal. The place/venue of FTC center was
accordingly, changed from Chakwal to Rawalpindi with the approval of the Government
and consent of the donor.

The Department was directed to produce revised PC-1 to Audit for
verification and para was settled subject to verification.



2.6.2006 The Department explained that the FTC was proposed to be established at
Chakwal but its construction could not be started in first five years of the project because
of non-availability of Government land at Chakwal. The place /venue of FTC center was,
accordingly, changed from Chakwal to Rawalpindi with the approval of Government and
consent of donor.

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

156. Para No.63 Page 63 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Irregular
Payment of TA/DA Amounting to Rs.175,876/-.

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that an amount had been paid to the officers/officials
on account of TA/DA from Development Grant 36-instead of grant 18 where from they
were drawing their pay and allowances.

The Department explained that departmental contention had been verified
by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

157. Para No.64 Pages 63 & 64 of Audit Report for the Year 2000-01;
Irregular Expenditure on Printing Amounting to Rs.434,699/-

3.5.2005 The Audit had pointed out that the expenditure was held irregular due to
avoidance of printing form Government Press.

The Department explained that departmental contention had been verified
by Audit from the supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.
158. Para No.65.1 Pages 64 & 65 of Audit Report for the Year 2000-01;

Irregular Engagement of Contingent Paid Staff: Regularization of
Rs.499,485/-.

Assistant Director (Agri) P.P. Multan - Rs.25,200/-

159. Para No.65.2
Dir. P.W.& QC Pesticides Multan -Rs.20,760/-



3.5.2005 Audit had observed that an expenditure was incurred in respect of
contingent paid staff in contravention of the austerity measures announced by the
Government.

The Department explained that no post of sweeper was provided by the
Government and sweeper was engaged as part time basis at the rate prescribed by the then
commissioner Multan. Moreover, a case for regularization of expenditure had been sent to
the competent authority.

On the statement of concerned officer that services of sweeper were
required essentially to clean the office building, the paras were settled.

160. Para No.65.3
Assistant Dir. CRS M/Garh - Rs.34,750/-

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that payment of contingent paid staff was made
without the prior approval of Finance Department.

The Department explained that the amount paid to the contingent staff as
part time sweeper during two financial years 1992-1993 and 1993-1994 for three offices on
very nominal/economical rates as compared with the market.

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

161. Para No.65.4
(Dy. Dir. Agri Training R.Y. Khan — Rs.10,500/-)

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that an expenditure was incurred in respect of
contingent paid staff and the said engagement was in contravention of the austerity
measures announced by the Finance Department.

The Department explained that no post of sweeper was provided by the
Government in the sanctioned strength and a part time sweeper was engaged for
cleanliness of offices of DDA (Trg.) and EADA (T) R.Y.Khan as there was no alternative
arrangements in this regard. The nominal service charges were paid to the part-time
sweeper and the matter was of essential nature. Hiring the services of part-time sweeper
was un-avoidable and no contingent staff was appointed except to borrow the services of
part time sweeper.

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

162. Para No.65.5
Asst. Dir. Floriculture, Murree - Rs.408,275/-



2.5.2005 The Audit had pointed out that an expenditure was incurred in respect of
contingent paid staff and the said engagement was in contravention of the austerity
measures announced by the Government.

The Department explained that an allocation of Rs5.00 lac was sanctioned
for the daily paid labour. Moreover, an additional funds were also sanctioned by the
government for the scheme “Beautification plan Murree” to clear pending liabilities of the
scheme for the year 1997-98 and development projects were exempted to follow austerity
measures .

The Department was directed to produce the relevant record to Audit for
verification and para was conditionally settled subject to verification of record by
Audit.

163. Para No.66 Pages 65 & 66 of Audit Report for the Year 2000-01;
Irregular Expenditure on Account of Advertisement Rs.64,800/-

3.5.2005 The Audit had pointed out that advertisements were made in disregard of
the Government instructions.

The Department explained that the expenditure was incurred in the public
interest and to timely meet the objectives of the project.

On the statement of the Director General (OFWM) that amount was
incurred on the publications after obtaining NOC from Government Printing Press, the
para was settled.

164. Para No.67.1 Pages 66 & 67 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Payment of Rs. 6,855,893/- Through Cash Instead Of Cheques

Supdt.Bagh-e-Jinnah, Lahore - Rs.4,549,050/-

165. Para No.67.2
Dir. Floriculture, Punjab, Lahore - Rs.1,136,990/-

166. Para No.67.3
Assistant Dir. Floriculture, Murree - Rs.1,169,853/-

2.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that amounts were paid in cash instead of cheques in
contravention of rule 4.49 of S.T.R. Punjab.

The Department explained that A.G. Punjab was not ready to issue cheques
in favour of the firms due to some computerization technicalities.

The Department was directed to hold an inquiry and take appropriate action
in the matter, at the earliest. The paras were kept pending.



2.6.2007 The Department explained that on the direction of the PAC the AD got
investigated the matter through a Committee. The Committee was of the view that this
element involved a great risk on the part of DDO and his authorized agent, which might
cause huge loss to the public exchequer as well as human lives. It would, therefore, be
more feasible if the SBP be approached at higher level to issue pay orders and open at least
4 to 5 counters for the purpose of NBP nearest to encash the cheques and prepare pay
order, bank draft for safe / secure transitions and to avoid any monetary and human loss.

The Department was directed to be careful in future and paras were

settled.

167. Para No.68.1 Pages 68 & 69 of Audit Report for the Year 2000-01;
Wasteful Expenditure of Rs.1,454,976/- on Account of Pay &
Allowances to Drivers Without Performing Duty.
Assistant Director (Agri) P.P Bhakkar .-Rs.246,271/-

168. Para No.68.5

Assistant Director Agriculture (PP) Mianwali - Rs.189,134/-

3.5.2005 Audit had observed that pay of driver was drawn and paid without
performing any duty.

The Department explained that officials were permanent Government
employees and their pay could not be with held. However, they had been transferred and
posted under another officer. Moreover, a case for regularization of expenditure had been
sent to the competent authority which was still under process.

The explanation of the department was accepted and paras were settled.

169. Para No.68.4
Water Management Coordinator Gujrat - Rs.70,226/-

3.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that the pay of the officials was being drawn without
their performing of duties.

The Department explained that complete recovery had been effected.
The para was settled subject to verification of relevant record by Audit.
2.6.2006 The Department explained that recovery of Rs.70,226/- had been effected.

The Department was directed to get the recovery verified by Audit and para
was settled subject to verification of relevant record.



1.6.2007 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

170. Para No.68.6
EADA. Murree-RS.216,000-

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that the pay of the driver was being drawn without
performing any duty as either there was no official vehicle under their use or the vehicle
remained unused for a long period.

The Department explained that as per findings of inquiry officer, two posts
of drivers were sanctioned in the office of EADA(Ext.) Murree. M/s. Karim Dad and
Magsood Ahmad were appointed as Driver on regular basis and both incumbents were
performing their duty accordingly. The vehicle No. RIE-6920 was auctioned and no
vehicle was provided under replacement or by transfer and the services of the both drivers
were utilized on existing vehicle of the office of EADA,(Ext.) Murree. Moreover, the
services of the drivers cannot be dispensed with or shifted elsewhere being regular
employees of the office of EADA,(Ext.) Mr. Karim Dad Driver had now been retired from
Government Service and the services of both drivers were utilized properly and salary was
paid out of authorized budget allocation for the post, provided by the Finance Department
during each year.

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

171. Para No.69.1 Page 70 of Audit Report for the Year 2000-01; Non-
Production of Completion Reports of Water Courses Alongwith
Consumption Record of Water Course Construction Material
Rs.7,929,153/-

W.M.C (PPSGDP) Gujrat - Rs.1,873,715/-

172. Para No.69.2
W.M.C. Sheikhupura - Rs.3,082,098/-

173. Para No.69.5
W.M.C. Jhang (PPSGDP).-Rs.1,273,157/-.

174. Para No.69.6
W.M.C. T.T.Singh.(WMS Kamalia) - Rs.305,931/-.



175. Para No.69.7
W.M.C. Bahawalpur - Rs.1,129,540/-

3.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that the completion reports duly verified by the
NESPAK were not produced to Audit.

The Department explained that the requisite completion reports duly
verified by the consultants had been seen by Audit.

On the recommendation of Audit, the paras were settled.

176. Para No.69.3
W.M.C.T.T.Singh - Rs.131,787/-

3.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that completion reports duly verified by the NESPAK
were not produce to Audit.

The Department explained that the completion report of said watercourse
had also been verified by the Assistant Director (Technical of Directorate General
Agricultural (WM) Punjab, Lahore as well as consultants.

The Department was directed to produce the requisite completion reports to
Audit for verification and para was settled subject to verification of relevant record.

2.6.2006 The Department explained that Departmental contention had been verified
by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

177. Para No.69.4
W.M.C D.G. Khan .Rs.132,925/-.

3.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that the completion reports duly verified by the
NESPAK were not produced to Audit.

The Department explained that actual amount was Rs.101,125/-instead of
Rs.132,925/-,out of which the material valuing Rs.40,945/- had been consumed on
watercourse. The completion reports duly verified by the consultant were available and an
amount of Rs.11,500/- had been recovered and deposited into Government Treasury.
Moreover, as per inquiry report, balance recovery was due from M/S Munir Ahmed Khan
and Mujahid Hussin Shah amounting to Rs.23,850/- and Rs.24,830/- respectively and E&D
proceedings were also under way.

The Department was directed to effect balance recovery and para was
conditionally settled subject to verification of relevant record by Audit.



2.6.2006 The Department explained that recovery of Rs.60,180/- and completion
reports worth Rs.40,945/- had been verified by Audit.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

178. Para No.70.1 Page 71 of Audit Report for the Year 2000-01; Non-
Production of Vouched Account of Rs.2,004,291/

A.D (Agri.) PP Rawalpindi.- Rs.63,418/-

3.5.2005 Audit had observed that relevant record had not been produced to Audit and
in the absence of the requisite record, expenditure could not be admitted as genuine.

The Department explained that the requisite record had been verified by
Audit and no irregularity had been found.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled

179. Para No.70.2
EADA (Exten.) Sheikhupura - Rs.154,989/-

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that expenditure had been incurred by the formations
but the vouched account thereof had not been produced for audit scrutiny.

The Department explained that the requisite vouched account worth
Rs.154,989/- had been verified by Audit.

On the recommendation of audit, the para was settled.

180. Para No.70.3

W.M.C. Sahiwal - Rs.115,159/-.
3.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that the vouched account was not produced for audit
scrutiny.

The Department explained that vouched account of Rs.115,159/- had been
verified by Audit.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

181. Para No.70.4
A.D. (Agri) PP Rawalpindi.- Rs.1,670,725/-

3.5.2005 Audit had observed that relevant record had not been produced to Audit and
in the absence of the requisite record, expenditure could not be admitted as genuine.



The Department explained that as per inquiry report, the relevant record had
not been destroyed.

The Department was directed to produce the relevant record to Audit for
verification and para was conditionally settled subject to verification of relevant record by
Audit within 30 days.

1.6.2007 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

University of Arid Agriculture, Rawalpindi

182. Para No.1 Page 31 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Costly
Equipment/Machinery Neither Issued Nor Existed in Store as Per
Stock Register Likely Misappropriation of Rs.456,105/-.

2.6.2006 Audit had pointed out that equipment were found neither issue nor record
was produced to Audit in support of the items, which where shown as issued.

The Department explained that a committee was constituted by the
competent authority to investigate the subject matter and intimate the inventory position.
Accordingly the Committee confirmed the receipt of store items amounting to
Rs.406,221/-. The remaining/ missing items were under process of inventory
reconciliation.

On the statement of Vice Chancellor that there was no misappropriation, the
para was settled.

183. Para No.2 Pages 31 & 32 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Permanent Items Shown Transferred to Women College, Murree Road
Without any Authority and Non-Accountal Thereof Rs.348,976/-

2.6.2006 Audit had pointed out that items had been issued / transferred to Women
College without approval of the competent authority.

The Department explained that the committee was constituted by the
competent authority to investigate the subject matter and intimate the inventory position.
Accordingly the committee submitted its findings and the same was intimated to Audit by
the then Treasurer.

On the statement of Vice Chancellor that there was no misappropriation, the
para was settled.



184. Para No.3 Page 33 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Penalty of
Rs.782,862/- Due to Non-Completion of Staff Colony for BPS-1 to BPS-
10 Vice Chancellor Residences Within the Residences Within the Due
Time Limit.

2.6.2006 Audit had pointed out that works were not completed within the stipulated
time as per approved tender / agreement.

The Department explained that the contractor had filed a writ petition in
Lahore High Court against UAAR.

The Department was directed to pursue the case and para was kept pending
being subjudice.

2.6.2007 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

185. Para No.4 Page 34 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Irregular
Payment of Orderly Allowances to BS-20 and Above Amounting to
Rs.324,000/-.

2.6.2006 Audit had pointed out that the university employees in BS-20 and above
were drawing orderly allowance, which was not admissible under Government of “the
Punjab letter No.F.D.P.C-2-5-5/78, dated 2.5.86 read with letter No. SO(AB-I) 3.9/89
dated 5.4.1989.

The Department explained that the matter was under consideration of the
honorable Governor/ Chancellor and the decision was still awaited.

The Department was directed to pursue the case and para was kept pending.

2.6.2007 The Department explained that as the matter was under consideration of
honourable Governor/ Chancellor and the decision was still awaited. The UAAR had been
maintained the status—quo and the orders of the Governor/ Chancellor would be
implemented accordingly.

The Department was directed to get the matter resolved at the earliest and
para was kept pending.

186. Para No.5 Pages 34 & 35 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Recovery of Rs.104,259/- on Account of Canteen and Conveyance
Allowance.




2.6.2006 Audit had pointed out that rent of canteen and photo state shop was being
received at the rate of Rs.2500/- and Rs.1000/- per month, respectively, which was quite
low.

The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

187. Para No.6 Page 35 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Recoverable
Amount of Rs.139,144/- on Account of Non-Deduction of House Rent.

2.6.2006 Audit had pointed out that Dr Safdar Ali Anwar proceeded on Ex-Pakistan
leave w.e.f. 18-11-1996 to 19-12-1999. He was required to pay normal house rent
deduction @ 5% of his pay plus 45% house rent of BS-19.

The Department explained that complete recovery had been effected.

The Department was directed to get the recovery verified by Audit and para
was settled subject to verification of relevant record.

2.6.2007 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

188. Para No.7 Pages 35 & 36 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Non-
Recovery of Water Charges from Employees Residing in University
Residences Amounting to Rs.124,791/-.

2.6.2006 Audit had pointed out that water charges were not recovered from the
occupants.

The Department explained that complete recovery had been effected and
verified by Audit.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

189. Para No.9 Pages 36 & 37 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Non
Recovery of Cost of Library Books Not Returned Amounting to
Rs.41,290/-




2.6.2006 Audit had pointed out that some books were found short during physical
verification.

The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

190. Para No.10 Page 38 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Irregular
Payment of Honoraria Amounting to Rs.121,500/-.

2.6.2006 Audit had pointed out that no expenditure could be incurred on the grant of
Honoraria without prior approval of the Chief Minister.

The Department explained that the payment was sanctioned by the
competent authority and released in public interest.

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

University of Agriculture, Faisalabad

191. Para No.1 Page 8 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Non-Recovery
of Rs.412,211/- on Account of Electricity Charges from Shops Keepers.

13.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that electricity bills were issued to the shops canteen
but no payment was made by the concerned shopkeepers so far.

The Department explained that complete recovery had been effected.

Audit observed that recovery of Rs.158,197/- had been verified but
Department could not verify the balance recovery of Rs.254,014/-.

The Department was directed to hold an inquiry and to take appropriate
action for non verification of balance recovery and para was kept pending.

2.6.2006 The Department explained that complete recovery had been effected and
verified by Audit.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.
192. Para No.2 Pages 8 & 9 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Non-

Recovery of Rs.330,000/- (Approximately) on Account of Auction
Money of Nurseries Plant in the Residential Area.




13.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that the extra land with residences was leased out by
the residents to the private nursery growers. The extra land was the property of the
University but income thereof was received by the occupants of residences.

The Department explained that an identical para no.10 of Audit report for
the year 1998-99, was settled by the PAC-I in its meeting held on 3-9-2003.Rana Aftab
Ahmad Khan, MPA stated that according to his personal information and personal visit to
the area he had found that extra land with residences was leased out by the residents to the
private nursery growers and the extra land was the property of the University but the
income was not deposited into the university account. After detailed discussion, the Vice
Chancellor of the University admitted the fact.

The Committee directed to hold an inquiry why this amount had not been
deposited into the University Account and to take action against the persons who had not
deposited this amount into the University account. The Committee further directed that
recovery should be made within 90 days and para was kept pending.

2.6.2006 The Department explained that the inquiry committee had recommended
recoveries. The same would be affected after finalization of the matter.

The Department was directed to expedite the matter and para was settled
subject to verification of inquiry report and recovery.

1.6.2007 The Department explained that as per inquiry report the amount of recovery
came to Rs.112,392/- instead of Rs.330,000/-. Out of recovery of Rs.112,392/-, recovery of
Rs.22,406/- had been effected and verified by Audit. However, the balance amount was
being recovered in installments from the concerned employees as decided by the Vice
Chancellor.

The Department was directed to effect the balance recovery at the earliest
and para was settled subject to verification of balance recovery.

193. Para No.3 Page 9 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Non-Deduction
of Sales Tax Rs.209,733/- Payment Made Without Tax Invoices.

13.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that the sales tax could not be deducted from the bills
of the concerned firms from whom the purchases had been made.

The Department explained that the addresses of the firms alongwith amount
of sales tax had been informed to the Assistant Collectors (Sales Tax) Lahore, Faisalabad ,
D.G. Khan and Multan for the collection of sales tax from these firms.

The Department was directed to pursue the cases for effecting recovery of
sales tax and para was kept pending.



2.6.2006 The Department explained that recovery of Rs.148,252/- had been effected
and verified by Audit.

The Department was directed to effect balance recovery within 90 days and
para was settled subject to verification of balance recovery.

1.6.2007 The Department explained that out of balance of Rs.39,243/-, receipt of
Rs.39,039/- vide cheque No0.853236 dated 04-08-2006 by the Collectorate of Sales Tax
Multan had been verified by Audit.

The explanation of the Department was accepted and para was settled.
194. Para No.4 Pages 9 & 10 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Irregular

Payment of Rs.306,433/- on Account of Honorarium out of Development
Fund.

13.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that an amount of Rs.306,433/-was paid to the
officers of the University administration on account of honorarium which was termed as
project allowance and the payment was made out of development fund whereas the
recipients were drawing pay from non-development budget.

The Department explained that payments were made on account of project
allowance rather than honorarium, to the University staff who had worked directly or
indirectly for the Project and had assisted the Planning & Development Section at the
implementation stage of the Development Project. During discussion, Additional
Secretary, Agriculture Department admitted that in PC-I there was no provision for
payment of honorarium and the act of paying honorarium by the University was violation
of the financial rules.

The Committee kept the para pending with the direction to the Department
to hold an inquiry and fix the responsibility. The Committee also directed that in the
meantime the Department should send the case to Chancellor for regularization.

2.6.2006 The Department explained that since funds were provided to the University
by the Higher Education Commission, Government of Pakistan, the regularization from the
Chancellor was not necessary in this case, as the competent authority of the Federal
Government i.e. CDWP had already accorded ex-post-facto approval for the payment of
Project Allowance to the University employees.

The explanation of the Department was accepted and para was settled.
195. Para No.5 Pages 10 & 11 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;

Irregular Payment of Rs.169,241/- on Account of Advance Increments
to Adhoc Employees.




13.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that advance increments on acquiring higher
educational qualification cannot be granted to adhoc employees but lecturers were
appointed at Agriculture College D.G. Khan on adhoc basis and advance increments were
granted to them which resulted irregular payment.

The Department explained that as per decision of the Syndicate, advance
increments were allowed to the professional categories of the University employees
working on adhoc / temporary basis.

The Department was directed to show authority of Syndicate to Audit for
verification and issue would be examined by a committee comprising members of the
Agriculture Department, University of Agriculture Faisalabad and Finance Department
under intimation to the Chairman PAC within 60 days and para was kept pending.

2.6.2006 The Department explained that advance increments were allowed to the
professional categories of the University employees working on adhoc/ temporary basis as
per direction of syndicate. Moreover, necessary record for the assistance of inquiry
Committee was sent to the Section Officer (Audit), Government of the Punjab, Agriculture
Department, Lahore. This fact was also evident from this office letter No.Tt/A.O (C)/DP-
5/AP-5555/1999-2000/1916 dated 2-12-2005.

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

196. Para No.6 Page 11 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Less Recovery
of Rs.146,500/- on Account of Auction Money of Fruit Garden.

13.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that out of the 293,000/- an amount of Rs.146,500/-
was realized and balance amount was not recovered from the contractor so far which
resulted in loss to the University.

The Department explained that the contractor refused to pay the 2™
installment of Rs.1,46,500/- and a FIR was lodged against him. The remaining fruits were
auctioned for Rs.44,000/- and deposit of Rs.44,000/- had been verified by Audit.

The Department was directed to pursue the FIR for effecting balance
recovery and para was kept pending.

2.6.2006 The Department explained that no recovery had so far been made.

The Department was directed to move a case of writing off to the syndicate
and para was kept pending.

1.6.2007 The Department explained that the Syndicate on the directive of the Public
Accounts Committee given in its meeting held on 02-06-2006, considered the subject draft
para and in exercise of the powers vested in him under section 25(2) (b) of the University
of Agriculture, Faisalabad Act, 1973 wrote off the loss of Rs.103,000/- regarding less



recovery of the auction money of Fruit Garden, Institute of Horticultural Sciences. The
Syndicate noted that an F.I.LR. had been lodged in addition to filing a case in the Court of
Law against the defaulter.

The explanation of the Department was accepted and para was settled.
197. Para No.7 Pages 11 & 12 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Non-

Recovery of Rs.640,793/- on Account of Penal Rent from the
Unauthorized Occupants of Residences.

13.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that University residences were retained un-
authorizedly beyond prescribed period and the penal rent @60%of the pay was not
recovered from such persons.

The Department explained that according to the directive of the PAC, the
case was submitted to the Syndicate for its consideration. The Syndicate decided that due
to the University’s own financial constraints in the years of the last decade retiring
employees residing on the campus had not been paid their pensionary dues in time and
recovery from their meager pensions would be an additional financial burden on the retired
personnel. The Syndicate, being a competent authority, decided to review its earlier
decision taken at its meeting held on 6-1-2001 and regularized their overstay beyond the
prescribed limit of six months of the employees indicated in DP.No.3 for the year 1999-
2000. The Syndicate further decided to restore the 1/3™ pension of the employees withheld
as penal rent recovery and reimbursed the recovery already made by the University.

Audit observed that departmental contention was not tenable.

The Department was directed to recover the penal rent and para was kept
pending.

2.6.2006 The Department explained that recovery of Rs.114,075/- had been effected.

The Department was directed to effect the balance recovery at the earliest
and para was settled subject to verification of recovery.

1.6.2007 The Department explained that out of balance recovery of Rs.526,718/-,
recovery of Rs.1,35,688/- had been effected.

The Department was directed to effect the balance recovery at the earliest
and para was settled subject to verification of balance recovery.

198. Para No.8 Pages 12 & 13 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Non-
Recovery of Rs.801,960/- on Account of Departmental Charges out of
Funds of Research Schemes.




13.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that research works on different subjects in
Agriculture Section/ Projects Sections were financed by the outside agencies. The research
work on these schemes was carried out by engaging University Staff, Laboratory,
equipment and using utility services and in lieu of services provided by the University, the
departmental charges estimated @ Rs.20% of expenditure incurred during 1999-2000
worked out to Rs.801,960/- which was not recovered out of funds of the schemes.

The Department explained that according to the decision of the Syndicate,
the Vice Chancellor was empowered to exempt the payment of indirect Cost @10% by the
University.

Audit observed that departmental contention was not tenable as no rule in
support of this view was provided during verification.

The Department was directed to get it regularized from the competent
authority and para was kept pending.

2.6.2006 The Department explained that the Vice Chancellor had accorded the ex-

post-facto approval for exemption of the indirect charge vide Notification No.Acs/5096-9
dated 20-12-2003.

Audit observed that the contention of the Department was not tenable.

The Department was directed to move a case to the syndicate for decision
and para was settled subject to regularization by the competent forum.

1.6.2007 The Department explained that under the University of Agriculture,
Faisalabad Act, 1973 the Syndicte being competent authority was fully empowered to
hold control and administer the property and fund of the university. In accordance with the
decision of the Syndicate , the Vice Chancellor had been made empowered to accord his
decision on case to case basis in respect of payment of indirect cost @ 10%. In pursuance
of the provisions, the worthy Vice Chancellor had accorded the ex-postfacto approval for
exemption of the indirect charges.

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

199. Para No.9 Page 13 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Loss of
Rs.290,574/- Due to Unnecessary Overdraft.

13.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that University authorities had taken overdraft from
National Bank of Pakistan, University Branch, and paid interest of Rs.290,574/- up to
31.12.99. The approval of the Syndicate was obtained in meeting held on 12.9.98 showing
financial constraint but there were no financial constraints as sufficient amounts were lying
in different bank accounts of the University.



The Department explained that all temporary loans were adjusted on receipt
of grant from the Government expect two cases as the University was continuously
pressing the Government to arrange release of grant timely enabling the University to
make payment of salary to the staff in time and to avoid interest to Banks but grant was not
received in time and the University had to make alternative arrangements for the payments
of salary to the staff.

The Department was directed to hold an inquiry and fix responsibility
within two month and para was kept pending.

2.6.2006 The Department explained that according to the findings of the inquiry
committee no one was responsible for this action, as the over drawl was done after
obtaining approval from the necessary Statutory Bodies of the university in the light of the
then grave financial constraints faced by the University.

The Department was directed to be careful in future and para was settled.
200. Para No.10 Pages 14 & 15 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Less

Recovery of Rs.2,043,862/- on Account of Electricity Charges from the
Residents.

13.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that electricity was supplied to the residents in the
University from main meters. The rate per unit paid to WAPDA was about Rs.6/- per unit
whereas recovery was made @ Rs .3/- per unit and the electricity was being supplied at
very low rate than the rate of purchase which resulted into loss of Rs.2,043,862/-.

The Department explained that an identical para no.5.2 of the Audit Report
for 1996-97 was settled by the ad hoc PAC in its meeting held on 19-20 February 2002.

The Department was directed to take appropriate action for the installation
of separate meters for each residence and para was kept pending.

2.6.2006 The Department explained that necessary separate meters were being
installed for each residences. The installation of these meters would be started in phases
due to heavy financial impact of the work.

The Department was directed to take appropriate action for the installation
of separate meters for each residence within 30 days and Para was kept pending.

1.6.2007 The Department explained that in newly constructed Colony Rajawala
separate meters for each residence had been installed, the Account Nos. of the meters
installed were appended for necessary verification. As regards the rest of the colonies in
the campus, University authorities were pressing hard to M/S FESCO (WAPDA) to install
separate meters for which amount of demand notices of each colony would be paid, but
WAPDA was reluctant to install separate meters where they had already provided the
Electricity on bulk supply basis.



The Department was directed to hold a meeting with a Finance Department
for resolving the issue within 30 days and para was kept pending.

201. Para No.11 Page 16 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Irregular/Uneconomical Expenditure of Rs.2,099,350/- on Account of
Purchase of Computers.

13.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that heavy expenditure of Rs.2,099,350/- was made
on account of purchase of computers and photocopier. The funds were provided by the
Japan Government but computers and photocopiers, fax machines were purchased for
general administration section, contrary to the provisions of PC-I.

The Department explained that a sum of Rs.172.68 lacs had been provided
for office equipment and instruments etc under Japanese Grant-in-Aid Programme and the
purchase of Computers, Photocopiers, Fax Machines costing Rs.2,099,350/- out of saving
of JICA Project was in order and there was no financial irregularity.

The explanation of the Department was accepted and para was settled.
202. Para No.12 Pages 16 & 17 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;

Irregular/Uneconomical Expenditure of Rs.1,928,277/- on Account of
Purchase of Medicines.

13.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that medicines for Rs.1,928,277/- were purchased by
the Senior Medical Officer without open competition, from the firms of his own choice.

The Department explained that all medicines were purchased direct from
the manufacturers of the medicines, being their proprietary items.

The Department was directed to produce the relevant record to Audit for
verification and para was settled conditionally subject to verification of relevant record.

2.6.2006 The Department explained that all medicines were purchased direct from
the manufacturers of the medicines, being their propriety items.

On the statement of treasurer that medicines were purchased from
manufacturers at hospital rates and there was no misappropriation, the para was settled.

203. Para No.13 Page 17 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Irregular
Issue of Medicines for Rs.315,940/- to Non-Gazetted Employees.

13.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that besides medical allowance and indoor medical
facilities, medicines for Rs.315,940/- were also provided from out door of University
dispensary which was irregular.



The Department explained that the medicines to retired non gazetted
employees of the University were issued through an executive order of the Vice Chancellor
who was competent for all such affairs of the employees in BS-I to BS-15 and retired
employees were not paid any medical allowance and medicines were not issued to in-
service employees.

Audit observed that an executive order of the Vice Chancellor was subject
to approval by the chancellor.

The Department was directed to get it regularized by the competent
authority and para was conditionally settled subject to verification of relevant record by
Audit.

2.6.2006 The Department explained that the case for regularization had been referred
to Administrative Secretary for approval by the worthy Chancellor.

On the statement of Registrar that medicines were provided as first-aid
treatment, the para was settled.

204. Para No.14 Pages 18 & 19 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Loss of
Rs.964,000/- Due to Lease of Cafeteria at Lower Rate.

13.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that the open auction of Cafeteria was never made
and leased out every year to Mr. Zulifgar Ali at very low rate of Rs.3,000/- per month.

The Department explained that an identical para No.14 for the year 1998-99
was settled by the PAC in its meeting held on 3-9-2003, as the canteens/cafeteria in the
University Campus were not meant for general public but were meant for the students only
and were being run under the supervision of a Committee, headed by the Director Students
Affairs. The said Committee after exhaustive scrutiny had approved the grant of contract to
suitable contractor and fixed reasonable rates.

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

205. Para No.15 Page 19 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Loss of
Rs.357,918/- on Account of Purchase on Exorbitant Rates — Recovery
Thereof.

13.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that the purchases were made on exorbitant rates as

compared with the rates of College of Veterinary Sciences Lahore where same articles
were purchased at comparatively low rate.

The Department explained that chokes and bulbs used in the university were
of Philips brand of Holland and Belgium respectively and all the purchases had been made
after following the prescribed procedures either inviting quotations through advertisement



in the National Press in case the purchases were beyond Rs.1.00 lac but in case of purchase
was below the above amount then publicity was made through Campus News.

The Department was directed to produce the relevant record to Audit for
verification and para was conditionally settled subject to verification of relevant record.

2.6.2006 The Department explained that necessary record had been kept ready for
verification by the Audit.

Audit observed that the requisite record was not produced on the date of
verification.

The Department was directed to hold an inquiry and fix responsibility and
para was kept pending.

1.6.2007 The Department explained that Inquiry Committee was of the view that the
Purchases at University of Agriculture, Faislabad had been made in line with the
University purchase Rules. Moreover all purchases were made as per price list published
by the M/S Philips Company.

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

Audit Paras (Commercial) for the year 2000-01

206. Para No.1 Page 11 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Non-
Compilation of Accounts

207. Para No.3 Page 13 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Non-
Compilation of Accounts

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that the accounts for 2000-01 were due on February
15, but were not provided up to target date.

The Department explained that the proforma Account for the year 2000-01
had been compiled and got certified by the Audit.

The Department was directed to ensure timely submission of accounts in
future and paras were settled as recommended by Audit.

208. Para No.2 Page 12 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Non Recovery
Of Rs.1.133 Million on Account of Time Lost Due to Non Providing of
After Sale Service -.

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that the machine remained non operative for 6224
hours resulting in a loss of Rs.1.133 million to the Government. Audit in its final



comments recommended the para for settlement as this para was got printed due to some
misunderstanding.

The para was settled as recommended by Audit.

209. Para No.4 Pages 14 & 15 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Working Results.
4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that the working results of Agricultural Engineer

D.G. Khan had been decreased during 1998-99 and 1999-2000.

The Department explained that Division had further improved its working
results with better management and after making concrete efforts to put the machinery in
operation and resultantly the progress of the Division increased considerably.

The Committee settled the para with the direction that working result
may be improved.

210. Para No.5 Pages 15 & 16 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Working Results

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that a sum of Rs.48,174/- was recoverable from
Government Department and Rs.525,078/- was recoverable from M/S Ghulam Rasool and
Ghulam Rabbani on account of mis-appropriation/shortage prior to year, 1986-87, but the
same could not be recovered till date.

The Department explained that withdrawl/remittances had been reconciled
with the concerned Districts Accounts Officers/Treasury Officers and verified by Audit.
Moreover, Rs.37,645/- and Rs.10,308/- had been written off by the competent authority
and balance recovery of Rs.220.75 had been recovered and verified by Audit. M/S Ghulam
Rasool store Munshi and Ghulam Rabbani, Foreman were charged sheeted for the shortage
of POL/Spare parts and proceeded under E & D Rules.

The stores of Rs.1.037 million and Rs.1.273 million received from other
divisions during 1998-99 and 1999-2000 had properly been accounted for in the
ledger/registers and these transactions had been reconciled with the offices from whom
these were received.

The Department was directed to finalize the necessary action regarding
E&D proceedings and item (ii) was kept pending and items (i) and (iii) were settled as

recommended by Audit.

1.6.2006 The Department explained that case regarding recovery of Rs.525078/- was
pending in the High Court and date of hearing was awaited.

The Department was directed to pursue the case and item was kept pending.



1.6.2007 The Department explained that the case was decided by the special Judge,
Anti Corruption D.G. Khan on 11.3.2000. Whereby Mr. Ghulam Rabbani, Ex-Foreman
was acquitted and Mr. Gulam Rasool Virk Munshi was held responsible. An appeal against
the order of special Judge, Anti-Corruption had been field by the Department in the
Honourable High Court vide appeal No.245/2000.

The Department was directed to pursue the court case vigorously and para
was kept pending.

211. Para No.6 Pages 17 & 18 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Working Results.
4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that working results of Agricultural Engineer,

Faisalabad Division Faisalabad had been decreased during the year 2000-01.
The Department explained that performance efficiency had been achieved
through better management and economical use of available resources and efforts were

being made to make idle bulldozers functional through ADP funding.

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

212. Para No.7 Page 18 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Working
Results.
4.5.2005 Audit had observed that harvesters were transferred to other Divisions in

1999-2000 but neither any income was shown to be earned by the Department during five
years nor acknowledgments from the recipient divisions were obtained.

The Department explained that harvesters were kept in operation, income
was earned and deposited into Government Treasury. However, two combine harvester
were put to open sale/auction through National Press by Provincial Disposal Committee at
least 04 times but non of these could be sold due to low bids or non-receipt of bids.

The Department was directed to make these harvesters operational or be
auctioned at the earliest and para was kept pending.

1.6.2006 The Department explained that the meeting of Provincial Disposal
Committee was held on 01.10.2005 but the final approval of the decision by Chief Minister
was still awaited. Further action would be taken in the light of approval by the Chief
Minster.

The Department was directed to finalize the case and para was kept
pending.



1.6.2007 The Department explained that the meeting of Provincial Disposal
Committee was held on 01.10.2005, but the final approval of the decision by the
Competent Authority was still awaited.

The Department was directed to finalize the case at the earliest and para
was kept pending.

213. Para No.8 Page 18 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Working
Results.
4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that no concrete efforts had been made to recover the

long outstanding dues from debtors.

The Department explained that withdrawal of Rs.23.436 million had been
reconciled with the concerned Districts Accounts Officers/Treasury Officers and verified
by Audit. An amount of Rs.182,358/- recoverable from Zamindars on account of tractor
higher charges in flood affected areas had been written off by the competent authority and
verified by Audit. Moreover, efforts were being made to recover outstanding bulldozer
higher charges from District Council Jhang.

The Department was directed to effect the recovery at the earliest and para
was kept pending.

1.6.2006 The Department explained that efforts were being made to effect long
outstanding dues from district council Jhang.

The Department was directed to get the amount deducted at source by the
Finance Department or to get it write off by the competent authority and para was kept
pending.

1.6.2007 The Department explained that out of total recoverable amount of
Rs.209,147/- a sum of Rs.182,355.80 had been written off by the competent Authority. A
sum of Rs.115.20 was deposited by the Zamindar concerned and for remaining recoverable
amount of Rs.26,676/- pertaining to District Council Jhang. A case for deducting the same
amount at source was under process.

The Department was directed to finalize the case at the earliest and para
was kept pending.

214. Para No.9 Page 19 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Non
Compilation of Accounts.

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that the accounts for the year 2000-01 were due on 15
February 2002 but were not provided up to target date.



The Department explained that the Accounts upto the year 2002-2003 had
been compiled and got certified by the Audit.

The Department was directed to ensure timely submission of accounts in
future and para was settled.

215. Para No.10 Pages 20 & 21 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Working Results.
4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that Agricultural Engineering Gujranwala Division

sustained losses during 1995-96 to 1996-97.

The Department explained that the bulldozers were very old and as a result
of fitting of spare parts, the progress had been increased and there was no loss to the
Government during the year, 1998-99 as these machines were rented out on lease and
earned Rs.5.827 million. The provincial Disposal Committee made all out efforts to sell
these machines but could not succeed as the offered prices were either too low or no offer
was received even after advertising the sale tenders for 4 times.

On the statement of the Director General Agriculture (field) that a new
project was approved by the competent authority for the procurement of bulldozers, para
was settled.

216. Para No.11 Page 21 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Working
Results.
4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that four combine harvesters had been transferred to

other offices/divisions but its acknowledgments from the respective offices/divisions had
not been shown to Audit.

The Department explained that complete reconciliation of remittance into
Government treasury had been provided and verified by Audit. Moreover,
acknowledgments in respect of combine harvesters were also provided and verified by
Audit.

The explanation of the Department was accepted and para was settled.
217. Para No.12 Page 22 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Loss of

Rs.107,553/- Due to Non Recovery of Government Dues, POL and
Spare Parts Items Misappropriated By the Ex-Employees.




4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that POL and spare parts had been mis-appropriated
by the ex-employees of the workshop.

The Department explained that recovery of Rs.3050/- had been effected and
verified by Audit. Moreover, M/S Muhammad Aslam and Allah Dad Operators retired
from Government service and recovery under pension rules had been initiated. Mr.
Muhammad Afzal was removed from service and efforts were being made to effect the
recovery as arrears of Land Revenue.

The Department was directed to pursue the cases vigorously and para was
kept pending.

1.6.2006 The Department explained that two employees had retired from service and
District Accounts Officer Gujrat was requested to effect the recovery from their pension.
Whereas, Mr. Muhammad Afzal was removed from service on 27.10.1999. The recovery
case had already been referred to the EDO(Revenue) Gujranwala for effecting the recovery
of Rs.41,970/- from the defaulter.

The Department was directed to effect the recovery at the earliest and para
was kept pending.

1.6.2007 The Department explained that respective District Accounts Officers had
been requested for recovery from the pension of the ex-employees.

The Department was directed to effect the recovery at the earliest and para
was kept pending.

218. Para No.13 Page 23 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Working
Results.
4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that Division sustained losses during the years 1994-

2001 except a nominal profit of Rs.1.250 Million in 1999-2000.

The Department explained that existing fleet of bulldozers was very old
Moreover, machines had completed their economical useful life and even after completion
of their normal economical life, the machines were being kept for rehabilitation and
reconditioning, through ADP funding for meeting the demand of farming community.

The explanation of the Department was accepted and para was settled

219. Para No.14 Page 24 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Working
Results.

4.5.2005 Audit had observed that less cash income had been deposited into treasury.



The Department explained that the income deposited into Government
treasury was Rs.8.573 million and the same had been verified by concerned District
Accounts officer.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

220. Para No.15 Page 24 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Working
Results.
4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that no efforts had been made to recover the

outstanding amounts.

The Department explained that out of total advance of Rs.543,718/- from
Zamindars, work had been executed for Rs.424,762/- and Rs.50,596/- had been refunded to
the Zamindars concerned.

Audit observed that the Department was required to explain the reasons for
delay in execution of work and refund of advance and outstanding recovery against the
District Administration Okara.

The Department was directed to take necessary action against the
responsible for delay in execution of work and to effect balance recovery as arrears of land
revenue and para was kept pending.

1.6.2006 The Department explained that the late execution of work was done as per
desire of the farmers. Moreover, regarding recovery from D.C.O. Okara amounting to
Rs.1,21,807/- D.C.O. Lahore amounting to Rs.59,594/- and D.C.O. Sheikhupura
amounting to Rs.2,17,849/-, several requests were made but no amount could be recovered.

The Department was directed to get the amount deducted at source by the
Finance Department and para was kept pending.

1.6.2007 The Department explained that case in respect of recovery from the D.C.O,
Okara Rs.121,807/-, D.C.O, Lahore Rs.59,594/- and D.C.O Sheikhupura Rs.217,849/- had

been sent to the Finance Department for deduction at source.

The Department was directed to pursue the case and para was kept

pending.

221. Para No.16 Pages 25 & 26 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Working Results.

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that remittance into Government Treasury amounting

to Rs.23.037 million remained unconfirmed because no consolidated statement was
provided to Audit.



The Department explained that the income earned Rs.23.037 million had
been got verified from District Accounts Officers/Treasury Officers. Efforts were being
made to effect balance recovery from Government Departments.

The Department was directed to effect balance recovery at the earliest and
para was kept pending.

1.6.2006 The Department explained that recovery of Rs.136,982/- had been effected
and Rs.22,953/- had been written off and the same were verified by Audit. Moreover, the
bills amounting to Rs.936,478/- were sent to Irrigation Department on account of work
done by bulldozers during flood emergency/ desilting campaign but amount was still
recoverable. Moreover, the Departmental contention regarding item No.(iv,v, vii,viii) had
been verified by Audit from supporting record.

The Department was directed to effect the balance recovery/adjustment and
items No.1,i1,1i1,vi, were kept pending and items No.(iv,v, vii,viil) were settled.

1.6.2007 The Department explained that out of total recoverable amount of
Rs.1,820/-million, a sum of Rs.136,982/- had been recovered and Rs.22,953/- had been
written off. Efforts were being made to recover the outstanding balance.

The Department was directed to effect the balance recovery at the earliest
and para was kept pending.

222. Para No.17 Page 26 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Working
Results.

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that stores, workshop material and POL had been
transferred to other Divisions but acknowledgments from the respective Division had not
been shown to Audit.

The Department explained that confirmation / acknowledgments on account
of stores, workshop material and POL were provided and verified. by Audit.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.
223. Para No.18 Page 27 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Mis-

Appropriation Of Spare Parts Worth Rs.221,132/- by an Ex-Unit
Supervisor At Khanewal

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that amount was expended on the replacement of
spare parts and most of its expensive parts were missing.

The Department explained that the machine No. NKD-37 was repaired in
the field by Workshop Machanic of Multan, Mr. Muhammad Ashraf Khan the then
Agriculture Engineer, Bahwalpur was deputed as inquiry officer to probe the matter, who



concluded that recovery of spare parts and disciplinary actions be taken against Mr.
Mazhar Hussain and loss of Rs.109,908/- had been recovered and verified by Audit. The
said official was awarded punishment of reduction of pay by two stages in the scale.

Audit observed that recovery of Government loss had been recovered and
responsible official had also been penalized.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

224, Para No.19 Pages 27 & 28 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Non
Recovery of Commuted Value of Pension Rs.161,382/- on Re-
Instatement After Compulsory Retirement

4.5.2005 Audit had observed that Mr Ahmad Hassan electrician had compulsory
retired for acts of misconduct and received benefits of retirement. Letter on, the official
had reinstated and amount had not been recovered so far.

The Department explained that Mr Ahmad Hassan Ghazi electrician was
reinstated and recovery of gratuity already paid to the official was being effected at the rate
of 1/3 of his pay.

The Department was directed to take appropriate action for effecting
recovery and para was kept pending.

1.6.2006 The Department explained that a sum of Rs.16,980/- had been recovered up
to 12/2005.The concerned Electrician had filed a case in the Court and the Court had
issued stay order dated 17-01-2006, The next date of hearing was fixed for 14-06-2006.

The para was kept pending being subjudice.

1.6.2007 The Department explained that the Electrician had filed a case in the court

of authority under the payment of wages act, Multan and the said Court had issued stay
order dated 17-01-2006.

The Department was directed to pursue the case and para was kept
pending.

225. Para No.20 Pages 28 & 29 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Non-
Recovery of Rs. 102,688/- on Account of Cost of Mis-Appropriated
POL.




4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that an amount of Rs.102,688/- was recoverable on
account of POL shortage against the workshop employees, who had retired from
Government Service during the period 1990-95/-.

The Department vide letter No.7761/14-340/2000-2001/Audit DGA (Field)
Dated 17/5/2005 explained that the complete recovery had been effected and verified by
Audit vide Director General Commercial Audit & Evaluation letter No.7005/PAC-
Agriculture/2000-01 dated 14-05-2005.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

226. Para No.21 Page 30 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Non-
Compilation of Accounts.

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that the accounts for 2000-2001 were due on
February 15, but were not provided up to target date.

The Department explained that the Accounts upto the year 2003-2004 had
been certified by the Audit.

The Department was directed to ensure timely submission of accounts in
future and para was settled.

227. Para No.22 Pages 31 & 32 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Working Results.
4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that spare parts and workshop material consumed on

the repair of bulldozers amounting to Rs.8.546 million in 1998-99 and Rs.9.423 million in
1999-2000 which was more than the total income of Rs.7.127 million in 1998-99 and
Rs.9.396 million in 1999 to 2000 from these bulldozers.

The Department explained that cash income and subsidy income came to
Rs.42.395 million during 1998-99 and Rs.51.368 million during 1999-2000 against the
total expenditure of Rs.36.751 million & Rs.40.893 million respectively and Agricultural
Engineering Workshop, Rawalpindi was in profit for Rs.5.635 million and Rs.10.533
million.

The Department was directed to produce the relevant record to Audit for
verification and para was settled subject to verification of relevant record.

1.6.2006 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

228. Para No.23 Page 32 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Working
Results.



4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that a complete reconciliation of all the inter
departmental receipts and transfers had not been provided.

The Department explained that complete reconciliation of all the inter
departmental receipt and transfers had been provided and verified by Audit.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

229. Para No.24 Page 32 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Working
Results.
4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that reconciliation statement of Attock and Jhelum

were not provided and the assets register of bulldozers and tractors was incomplete.

The Department explained that the reconciliation regarding withdrawl of
Rs.31.512 million and Rs.31.528 million with the concerned District Accounts Officers
and assets register had been verified by Audit.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

230. Para No.25 Page 33 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Non-
recovery of Rs.118,275/- from a Lessee of Combine Harvester.

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that hiring charges of 42 hours was recoverable from

the lessee.

The Department explained that combine harvester was leased out to Mr.
Muhammad Nawaz Zamindar. Efforts were being made to recover loss as arrears of land
revenue but the zamindar had filed a civil suit against the Department in the court of civil
judge Chakwal.

The Department was directed to pursue the case and para was kept pending.

1.6.2006 The Department explained that the EDO(Revenue), Chakwal had been
requested to effect recovery but no progress had so far been shown.

The Department was directed to effect the recovery within 30 days under
intimation to PAC and para was kept pending.

1.6.2007 The Department explained that the Zamindar had filed a fresh civil suit in
the court of Civil Judge, Chakwal. The next date of hearing was 11.06.2007.

The Department was directed to pursue the case and para was kept
pending.



231. Para No.26 Page 34 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Working
Results.

4.5.2005 Audit had observed that machines should be repaired at the earliest so that
working of division could be improved.

The Department explained that efforts were being made to renovate the
bulldozers through ADP funding and out of seven machines under repair, two machines
had been repaired and put in operation.

The Department was directed to take appropriate action in the matter and
para was kept pending.

1.6.2006 The Department explained that Federal Government as well as Punjab
Government was in process of procuring new bulldozers. Hence on receipt of new fleet of
bulldozers, the old bulldozers which had covered their economic lives would be disposed
off.

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

232. Para No.27 Page 35 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Working
Results.
4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that no acknowledgments had been obtained from the

recipient Divisions.

The Department explained that air cleaner oil consumption was being
charged properly according to yardstick fixed by the authorized representative of the
manufacturer and acknowledgement of 5210 liters of diesel oil, from respective office had
been verified by the Audit.

The Department was directed to effect necessary rectification in accounts
and para was settled subject to verification of relevant record by Audit.

1.6.2006 The Department explained that rectification of 5210 liters Diesel Oil would
be done in the proforma accounts for the year, 2005-06.

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



233. Para No.28 Page 36 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Non-
recovery of Rs.602,000/- from Various Lessees on Account of Combine
Hiring Charges.

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that out of five combine harvesters only two had been
recovered, while the remaining three were still in the possession of leasees. No efforts were
made by the management to recover the Government machinery.

The Department explained that the remaining three harvesters had been sold
to farmers as per Government Policy.

On the recommendation of the Audit, the para was settled.

234. Para No.29 Pages 36 & 37 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Wasteful Expenditure of Rs.251,950/- Incurred on Major Overhauling
Machine.

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that after repair the machine was put into operation in

May, 2000 but the same was parked permanently after running 132 hours only in four
months due to its unsatisfactory performance and the expenditure of Rs.143,817 incurred
on its overhauling was wasted.

The Department explained that as per findings of the enquiry, actually the
store valuing Rs.143,427/- was consumed for repair of clutch of machine No.C-426. After
operation of 132 hours, the machine C-426 developed another defect and the machine was
parked.

The clutch system so repaired was removed from the machine and fitted to
machine No.C-424 of Mianwali unit which was standing idle for defective clutch. The
income of Rs.11,63,200/- had been fetched to the Government against an expenditure of
Rs.143,817/-

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.
235. Para No.30 Pages 37 & 38 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;

Irregular Purchase of Spare Parts Valuing Rs.169,466/- Without
Budgetary Provision.

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that a sum of Rs.169,466/- had been over spent on
account of spare parts during the year 1998-99.

The Department explained that matter was got investigated by deputing
Assistant Agricultural Engineer, (W.D), Sargodha. According to findings of the enquiry
officer, parts were purchased during the financial year, 1998-99 properly under the
allocated budget and the same had been verified by the Audit.



On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

236. Para No.31 Page 38 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Loss of
Rs.135,072/- Due to Premature Failure of machines.

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that machines did not complete their prescribed life
of 11000 hours each and failed prematurely.

The Department explained that as per enquiry report heavy repair was
involved, genuine parts / funds were also not available with the Department due to which
reasons and technical faults these machines could not be succeeded to achieve their
prescribed lives. Efforts were also being made with full zeal and enthusiasm to repair the
remaining machine.

On the statement of the Director General Agriculture (field) that a new
project for the procurement of bulldozers was approved by the competent authority, para
was settled.

237. Para No.32 Pages 39 & 40 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Working Results.
4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that abnormal increase of consumption of spare and

workshop material had not been justified.

The Department explained that there was a decrease of 55217 liters in
consumption of HSD. The increase in value was only due to escalation of prices of HSD
during the year and was fully justified. Moreover, increase in the consumption of spare
parts were caused due to replacement of major components.

The Department was directed to explain reduction in the number of
bulldozers despite repair and para was kept pending.

1.6.2006 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

238. Para No.33 Page 40 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Working
Results.
4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that the reconciliation statement duly verified by the

treasury officer was not provided and stores were transferred to other divisions but
acknowledgements from the respective divisions were not shown.



The Department explained that reconciliation duly verified by the treasury
officers concerned and the requisite acknowledgements of stores had been verified by
Audit.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

239. Para No.34 Page 41 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Loss of
Rs.743,473/- Due to Non Recovery of Loader Hire Charges.

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that loader charges from the farmers/ beneficiaries
had not been recovered.

The Department explained that higher charges had been effected except
balance recovery of Rs.14,326/- and efforts were being made to effect balance recovery.

The Department was directed to effect the balance recovery and para was
settled subject to verification of relevant record by Audit.

1.6.2006 The Department explained that after refusal of Agriculture Department to
waive off the rental charges, the DCO had again been requested to arrange payment of
outstanding dues.

The Department was directed to effect the recovery at the earliest and para
was kept pending.

1.6.2007 The Department explained that Rs.14,326/- recoverable from PAF had been
written off. The write off sanction had been verified by Audit.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

240. Para No.35 Pages 41 & 42 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Loss of
Rs.2.104 Million on Account of Purchase of Substandard Lubricants.

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that neither the management had lodged claim for
Rs.2.104 million with the parties for the replacement of substandard oil nor 20% Rs.75,325
penalty of consumed oil was recovered.

The Department explained that during utilization of these oil, it was
observed that the lubricants were of substandard nature and the matter was reported to
Director (Supplies) Karachi, who deputed his representative for joint inspection of these



lubricants. Two representatives of Director General Agriculture (Field), Punjab Lahore and
one of Directorate of Supplies, Karachi inspected all lubricants throughout the Province
and it was established that both the firms had supplied substandard oils. Both the firms
M/S Haleem Sons Oils (Pvt.) Limited, Karachi and S.N.T.A. were black listed and both
firms were directed to replace the balance quantity with the consignee and 20% penalty
was imposed on the lubricants used by the consignee. The oils were utilized in the best
public interest to save the Department from further financial loss and all oils stood utilized.

The Department was directed to take appropriate action against officers
/officials who inspected the lubricant before accepting the delivery and para was settled
subject to verification of record by Audit.

1.6.2006 The Department explained that no officer/ official of field wing was
responsible for not carrying out inspection before delivery.

The Department was directed to hold an inquiry against responsible and fix
responsibility and para was kept pending.

1.6.2007 The Department explained that an inquiry committee had been constituted
vide letter dated 23.01.2007 for enquiry regarding purchase of Sub-Standard lubricants.
The enquiry had not yet been finalized.

The Department was directed to finalize the inquiry and para was kept

pending.

241. Para No.36 Page 43 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Working
Results.

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that losses had been increased.

The Department explained that PAD & SC (Defunct) had been wounded on
11.4.1998. Skelton staff was retained to dispose off remaining unsold stock and pursue the
court cases, audit observation and other legal matters. Moreover, all the saleable stocks of
fertilizer had been sold out except fake stock which was laying as case-property due to
court cases and sale of expired pesticides had been disallowed by the Government. These
left over expired pesticides were not destroyed through incineration due to environmental
hazards and a case had been taken up with Government for its destruction / write off.

The Department was directed to take effective steps for early destruction of
expired pesticides and all the trading loss be got written off from Finance Department and
para was settled subject to verification of relevant record by Audit.

1.6.2006 The Department explained that the Chief Minster Punjab had very kindly
accorded approval to regularize the loss and destruction of the expired pesticides. The
same had been verified by Audit.



The Department was directed to be careful in future at preliminary stage and
on the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

242, Para No.37 Pages 43 & 44 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Working Results.
4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that recovery of outstanding amount had been

stressed upon the management.

The Department explained that recovery from M/s. Cytozyme (Pak)
Limited was held up due to legal case in Lahore High Court, Lahore. Moreover, no
recovery from M/s. NLS had been effected so far.

The Department was directed to pursue the cases for early finalization and
para was kept pending.

1.6.2006 The Department explained that files of the all defaulter loanees had been
transferred to respective EDO(Revenue) for effecting recovery as arrears of land revenue.
The cases regarding item No.(ii) M/S Cytozyme (Pak) Limited Amounting to Rs.1.059
Million and item No.(iv) Government Treasury Amounting to Rs.1.552 Million were under
trial in the courts. Moreover, the Departmental contention regarding item No.(iii) National
Logistic Cell amounting to Rs.1.123 Million and item No.(v) Imprest account amounting
to Rs.682/- had been verified by Audit from supporting record.

The Department was directed to effect the recovery regarding item No.(i)
and purse the court cases pertaining to items No.(i1) and (iv) and items (i), (ii) and (iv)
were kept pending. On the recommendation of Audit, items No.(iii) and (v) were settled.

1.6.2007 The Department explained that the files of all defaulter loanees had been
transferred to respective executive officers (Revenue) to recover the amount as arrears of
land revenue. The recovery position had not been informed by the concerned E.O. (R) so
far despite repeated requests. The matter was in Lahore High Court Lahore and date of
hearing was yet to be fixed.

The para was kept pending being subjudice.

243. Para No.38 Page 44 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Working
Results.

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that fertilizer valuing Rs.362,752/- had been mis-
appropriated.

The Department explained that a criminal case had been registered against
Mr. Sultan Mehmood ex-supervisor. PAD &SC had also filed recovery suits against the
ex-official in civil court.



The Department was directed to pursue the case for early decision and para
was kept pending being sub-judice.

1.6.2006 The Department explained that both the civil and criminal cases were being
pursued vigorously. Next date of hearing of Criminal case at Alipur was fixed for
24.7.2006, whereas next date of recovery suit against the ex-official at Lahore was fixed
for 12.7.2006.

The Department was directed to pursue the cases and para was kept

pending.
1.6.2007 The Department explained that the cases were still in courts.
The Department was directed to pursue the cases and para was kept
pending.
244. Para No.39 Page 45 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Working
Results.
4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that retention of an additional Government vehicle

was not regular.

The Department explained that a car Nissan Sunny was taken over by
Assistant Commissioner (Traffic) Lahore for official duty and said car was handed over to
special judge Anti-Terrorists Court Lahore for official use. Efforts were being made to
arrange immediate return of the vehicle.

The Department was directed to take appropriate action for the early return
of the vehicle and para was kept pending.

1.6.2006 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

245. Para No.40 Page 46 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Working
Results.

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that there was a continuous decrease in the profit of

organization.

The Department explained that in fact, it was the highest operating profit
earned during the year 2000-2001 by the cooperation, ever since, its setup.

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



246. Para No.41 Pages 46 & 47 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Working Results.

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that the corporation had sustained processing losses
during the process of seeds by these processing losses were not valued and depicted in the
accounts.

The Department explained that accounts and other relevant record were
maintained as laid down in section-20 of the PSC Act and as per International Accounting
Standards, Commercial Cost Accounting procedure was being done crop wise, center wise
& process wise.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

247. Para No.42 Page 48 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Irregular
Purchase of Toyota Car Valuing Rs.649,000/-

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that 1200 CC car had been purchased in violation of
Federal Government’s ban on purchase of vehicles.

The Department explained that car was purchased in Dec-98 for a new
Project approved by the PAC Board of Directors for installation and establishment of new
Seed Processing Plant at Piplan from its own resources. No any instructions of Cabinet
Division dated 01-06-1998 had been received from Federal Government or through
Government of the Punjab indicating imposition of ban on purchase of new vehicles. The
said vehicle was purchased under the impression that there was no embargo on purchases
of new vehicle for new Project approved by a competent body represented by the Secretary
Finance etc. Government of the Punjab.

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

248. Para No.43 Pages 48 & 49 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Loss of
Rs.146,858/- Due to Wrong Supply of Treated Cotton Seed to a
Company.

4.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that loss had occurred due to non supply of agreed
quality and quantity of seed.

The Department explained that an agreement was made with M/s Agrevo
Pak Limited for the sale of treated cotton seed of different varieties including variety CIM-
443 on advance booking basis and advance booking was made by PSC with M/s agrevo
Pak Limited and an amount of Rs.27.66 million was received as advance. M/s Agrevo Pak
limited submitted the claim and requested for the refund of amount of difference of the
quantity booked and quantity actually supplied and an amount of Rs.146,858/- of the
quantity less supplied was refunded to the party with the approval of the competent



authority. No loss was caused to PSC as the amount refunded had already been received in
advance at the time of advance booking of CIM-443.

On the statement of Managing Director that no loss was caused to
Government, the para was settled.

SPECIAL DIRECTION

2.6.2006 The Public Accounts Committee —I has decided to make the following
directions/ recommendations to be communicated to all administrative Departments for
compliance:

(1) All the Departments should take prompt & effective measures for recovery of
the public money/Government dues. The Department should hold an impartial
and transparent inquiry into the causes of non-recovery/delay and to fix
responsibility for the same before referring the case to the Revenue authorities
for raising a claim of recovery as arrears of land revenue.

(i)  The primary responsibility of recovery of Government dues vest with the
Department concerned even after referring the case to the Revenue authority.
Therefore, they should continue to follow up the case with the Revenue
authorities. Declaring it as an arrear under the Land Revenue Act by the
revenue authorities cannot absolve the Department concerned from its
responsibility.



BOARD OF REVENUE

The Committee examined the Accounts of the Board of Revenue, Punjab in
its meetings held on 14.5.2005, 4.2.2006, 14.2.2006, 15.4.2006, 2.5.2006, 13.5.2006,
13.12.2006, 14.12.2006, 15.12.2006, 4.01.2007, 15.01.2007, 14.9.2007, 15.9.2007 &
14.11.2009 and made the following recommendations:-

AUDIT PARAS (CIVIL) FOR THE YEAR 2000-01

1. Para No.1.1 Page 8 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Recovery of
Rs.443,599/- on Account of Non-Deposit of Fine.

Deputy Commissioner, Rawalpindi — Rs.253,999/-.

2. Para No.1.3
Deputy Commissioner, Kasur — Rs.118,200/-.

3. Para No.5.8 Pages 11 & 12 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Misappropriation of Rs.2,434,726/- on Account of P.O.L.

Deputy Commissioner, Hafizabad — Rs.98,150/-.

4. Para No.6.1 Pages 12 & 13 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Misappropriation of Rs.3,210,086/- on Account of Hiring Charges of
Vehicles Engaged During Housing & Population Census/Muharram
Due to Non-Submitting Proper Account.

Deputy Commissioner, T.T. Singh — Rs.3,090,086/-.

5. Para No.6.2
Deputy Commissioner, Pakpattan — Rs.120,000/-.

6. Para No.7.4 Pages 13 & 14 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Misappropriation of Rs.33,916,822/- Due to Non-Production of
Relevant Record with Consumption Account.

Deputy Commissioner, Lahore — Rs.252,003/-.

7. Para No.10 Page 16 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Misappropriation of Rs.212,171/- on Account of Purchases of
Consumable Stores & Repair of Typewriters.



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

Para No.11.3 Pages 17 & 18 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Recovery of Rs.130,224/- due to Overpayment of Pay & Allowances.

Deputy Commissioner, Muzaffargarh — Rs.25,340/-.

Para No.11.5
Deputy Commissioner, Attock — Rs.18,900/-.

Para No.16.5 Pages 21, 22 & 23 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Recovery of Rs.2,298,782/- on Account of Excess Calls on Residential
Telephones.

Deputy Commissioner, Okara — Rs.109,599/-.

Para No.17.10 Pages 23 & 24 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Non-Recovery of Rs.11,336,056/- on Account of Lease Money of
Katchery Compound.

Deputy Commissioner, Sargodha — Rs.45,000/-.

Para No.22.4 Pages 27, 28 & 29 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Recovery of Rs.483,815/- Due to Non-Deduction of Income Tax.

Deputy Commissioner, Gujrat — Rs.49,124/-.

Para No.22.5
Deputy Commissioner, Layyah — Rs.46,031/-.

Para No.22.10
Deputy Commissioner, Dera Ghazi Khan — Rs.12,305/-.

Para No.23.2 Pages 29 & 30 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Non-
Refund of Application Fee Amounting to Rs.2,298,000/- to the
Applicants of Tractor Subsidy Scheme 1999-2000.

Deputy Commissioner, Okara — Rs.622,500/-.

Para No.23.4
Assistant Commissioner, Mankera — Rs.158,000/-.



17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

Para No.24.5 Pages 30 & 31 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Non/Less Recovery of Rs.2,016,993/- on Account of Contract Money of
Katchery Compound.

Deputy Commissioner, Layyah — Rs.72,100/-.

Para No.24.9
Deputy Commissioner, Bahawalnagar — Rs.14,700/-.

Para No.24.10
Deputy Commissioner, Rahim Yar Khan — Rs.52,750/-.

Para No.25.2 Pages 31 & 32 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Recovery of Rs.749,262/- on Account of Sales Tax Not Deposited.

Commissioner, Bahawalpur — Rs.49,156/-.

Para No.25.3
Commissioner, Dera Ghazi Khan — Rs.30,295/-.

Para No.254
Deputy Commissioner, Toba Tek Singh — Rs.163,615/-.

Para No.25.9
Commissioner, Vehari — Rs.19,043/-.

Para No.28.1 Page 35 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Non-
Verification of Deposits of Rs.2,354,439/- by the District Accounts
Office.

Deputy Commissioner, Gujranwala — Rs.876,922/-.

Para No.29 Page 36 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Likely
Embezzlement of Rs.13,728,618/- Due to Non-Reconciliation of Balance
of PLA Between D.A.O & Cash Book.

Para No.30.1 Pages 36 & 37 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Irregular  Expenditure of Rs.8,971,154/- on  Account of
Telephone/Electricity Charges.

Deputy Commissioner, Vehari — Rs.1,483,049/-.

Para No.30.4
Deputy Commissioner, Hafizabad — Rs.1,656,080/-.



28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

Para No.30.6
Deputy Commissioner, Layyah — Rs.561,719/-.

Para No.32.2 Pages 39 & 40 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Irregular Expenditure on Repair of Government Vehicles Amounting
to Rs.1,051,746/-

Deputy Commissioner, Sialkot — Rs.65,520/-.

Para No.32.3
Deputy Commissioner, Hafizabad — Rs.84,400/-.

Para No.32.7
Deputy Commissioner, Pakpattan — Rs.87,832/-.

Para No.32.8
Deputy Commissioner, Sahiwal — Rs.73,015/-.

Para No.32.9
Deputy Commissioner, Lahore — Rs.253,391/-.

Para No.33 Pages 40 & 41 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Irregular Expenditure of Rs.78,204/- Beyond Competency.

Para No.34.2 Page 41 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Expenditure Incurred Beyond Competency Worth Rs.2,453,876/-.

Deputy Commissioner, Hafizabad — Rs.999,584/-.

Para No.34.3
Deputy Commissioner, Muzaffargarh — Rs.123,961/-.

Para No.35.2 Page 42 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Irregular
Expenditure on Repair of Machinery & Equipment Amounting to
Rs.126,958/-.

Commissioner, Lahore Division, Lahore — Rs.74,994/-.

Para No.38.3 Pages 44 & 45 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Irregular & Unjustified Appointments of Patwaries/Other Officials
Irregular Expenditure of Rs.6,368,005/-.



39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

45.

46.

47.

Deputy Commissioner, Hafizabad — Rs.90,000/-.

Para No.42.2 Page 48 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Expenditure Incurred Worth Rs.1,391,060/- In excess of Budget
Provisions.

Deputy Commissioner, Dera Ghazi Khan — Rs.466,841/-.

Para No.43 Pages 48 & 49 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Irregular Re-Appropriation of Funds Amounting to Rs.725,300/-.

Para No.44.4 Pages 49, 50 & 51 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Irregular Expenditure of Rs.2,122,822/- on Account of Purchase of
Stationery.

Deputy Commissioner, Lahore — Rs.208,848/-.

Para No.46 Pages 51 & 52 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Irregular Expenditure of Rs.192,900/- on Account of Purchases & Up-
Gradation of Computer and Non-Recovery of Income Tax Rs.7,036/-.

Para No.47.1 Page 53 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Loss of
Rs.523,525/- Due to Non-Auction of Canteen/Shops of Printed Forms of
Katchery Compound.

Deputy Commissioner, Sheikhupura — Rs.135,000/-.

Para No.47.3
Deputy Commissioner, Sahiwal — Rs.85,525/-.

Para No.47.4
Deputy Commissioner, Okara — Rs.187,000/-.

Para No.48.1 Page 54 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Loss to
Government Rs.3,247,998/- Due to Non-Accountal of Balance in the
Cash Books.

Commissioner, Bahawalpur — Rs.1,321,146/-.

Para No.48.2
Commissioner, Bahawalpur — Rs.1,926,852/-.



48. Para No.49 Page 55 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Expenditure
Incurred on Hiring of Transport and P.O.L Amounting__to
Rs.4,040,720/-

4.2.2006 The Department explained that Departmental contention had been verified
by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the paras were settled.

49. Para No.1.2 Page 8 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Recovery of
Rs.443,599/- on Account of Non-Deposit of Fine.

Deputy Commissioner, Faisalabad — Rs.71,400/-.

4.2.2006 Audit had pointed out that fine received from accused persons had not been
deposited into Government Treasury.

The Department explained that recovery was imposed upon two officials.
One official had deposited the amount of Rs.12,000/- while the 2" had been exonerated by
the authority on appeal.

The Department was directed to get the facts verified by Audit at the
earliest and para was kept pending.

15.4.2006 Audit had pointed out that fine received from accused persons had not been
deposited into Government Treasury.

The Department explained that a Departmental enquiry was conducted
against Mr. [jaz Ahmad, Junior Clerk and Mr. Muhammad Ashraf, Naib Qasid, resulting in
imposing a penalty of deposit of 1/3™ of the lost amount on both the accused officials.
Mr.ljaz Ahmad, Junior Clerk deposited an amount of Rs.12,000/- as his share in the
Government Treasury but Mr.Muhammad Ashraf filed an appeal against this order. He
was exonerated by the appellate authority.

The Department was directed to get the facts verified by Audit and para was
settled subject to verification of relevant record.

13.12.2006  The Department explained that as a result of Departmental enquiry Mr. Ijaz
Ahmad, Junior Clerk and Mr Muhammad Ashraf, Naib Qasid , was imposed penalty to
deposit 1/3™ of the lost amount. Mr. Ijaz Ahmad, Junior Clerk deposited an amount of
Rs.11,900/- as his share but Mr. Muhammad Ashraf filed an appeal before the Executive
District Officer (Revenue) against this order and he was exonerated.

The Department was directed to effect the recovery and disciplinary action
should be taken against the responsible and para was kept pending.



15.9.2007 The Department explained that as a result of Departmental enquiry Mr. Ijaz
Ahmad, Junior Clerk and Mr. Muhammad Ashraf, Naib Qasid, was imposed penalty to
deposit 1/3™ of the lost amount. Mr. Ijaz Ahmad, Junior Clerk deposited an amount of
Rs.11,900/- as his share but Mr. Muhammad Ashraf filed an appeal before the Executive
District Officer (Revenue) against this order. He was exonerated which could be verified.
Under these circumstances, no amount was pending for recovery.

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

50. Para No.2 Page 9 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Misappropriation of Rs.135,082/- on Accounts of Pay & Funds.

4.2.2006 Audit had pointed out that Union Fund was reported as stolen. Neither any
Departmental inquiry was conducted in this regard nor was any F.I.LR lodged with Police
Authorities.

The Department explained that as reported by the Enquiry Officer that the
salaries had been stolen due to the negligence of Mr. Muhmmad Zaman Office Kanungo.
He had recommended major penalty to him. The enquiry was pending with the Authority
for final decision.

The Department was directed to take appropriate action under rules and
para was kept pending.

15.4.2006 Audit had pointed out that neither any Departmental inquiry was conducted
in this regard nor any F.I.LR. was lodged with Police Authorities.

The Department explained that as reported by the enquiry officer that the
salaries money had been stolen due to the negligence of Mr. Muhammad Zaman Thesile
Office Kanungo.

The Department was directed to hold an inquiry and para was kept pending.

13.12.2006  The Department explained that as reported by the Enquiry Officer that the
salaries had been stolen due to the negligence of Mr. Muhmmad Zaman Office Kanungo.
He had recommended major penalty to him. In the light of that inquiry competent authority
DO(R), Khushab on 7.1.2002 awarded major penalty of compulsory retirement to the
accused Mr. Muhammad Zaman Kanungo who was responsible / custodian for the said
salary and also ordered for the recovery of the said amount. The accused Kanungo
appealed against the said order. The appeal was accepted by the EDO (R), Khushab vide
order dated 30.11.2005. Allegation of embezzlement /misappropriation was not proved.

The Department was directed to hold denovo inquiry and effect the
recovery and para was kept pending.



15.9.2007 The Department explained that in the light of inquiry, Competent Authority
DO(R), Khushab on 7.1.2002 awarded major penalty of compulsory retirement to the
accused Mr. Muhammad Zaman Kanungo who was responsible/ custodian for the said
salary and also ordered for the recovery of the said amount. The accused Kanungo
appealed against the said order. The appeal was accepted by the EDO (R), Khushab vide
order dated 30-11-2005. Allegation of embezzlement/ misappropriation was not proved.
Against these facts, which were matter of record, it was un-justifiably mentioned in the
said para that no FIR was lodged and no Departmental enquiry held.

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

51. Para No.3.1 Pages 9 & 10 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Misappropriation of Rs.850,000/- on Account of Moharram Grant.

Deputy Commissioner, Bhakkar — Rs.400,000/-.
4.2.2006 Audit had pointed out that the vouched account was not shown to Audit.

The Department explained that the efforts were being made to trace out the
vouched account from the defunct offices.

The Department was directed to trace out the vouched account at the earliest
and para was kept pending.

15.4.2006 The Department explained that Departmental contention had been verified
by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

52. Para No.3.2
Deputy Commissioner, Muzaffargarh — Rs.325,000/-.

4.2.2006 Audit had pointed out that the vouched account was not shown to Audit.

The Department explained that vouched accounts of all the Tehsils had been
received from the concerned A.Cs/ DDOs (R).

The Department was directed to produce the record to Audit for verification
and para was kept pending.

15.4.2006 Audit had pointed out that the vouched account was not shown to Audit.

The Department explained that the requisite record was available for
verification.



The Department was directed to get the requisite record verified by Audit
within 30 days and para was kept pending.

13.12.2006 The Department explained that all relevant record/ Log Books were
available for verification by Audit.

The Department was direct to produce the requisite logbooks / record to
Audit for verification and para was settled subject to verification of relevant record.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that all the relevant vouched accounts / record
was available for verification by Audit.

The Department was directed to get the requisite record verified by the
Audit on 20-22 September, 2007 and para was settled subject to verification of relevant
record.

53. Para No.3.3
Deputy Commissioner, Rajanpur — Rs.125,000/-.

4.2.2006 Audit had pointed out that the vouched account was not shown to Audit.

The Department explained that the DO (R ) Rajanpur had reported that
vouched account of the amount of Rs.94,365/- utilized on account of Moharram expenses
during 1999-2000. As for the balance amount, the same was available in the Ex-Deputy
Commissioner Rajanpur.

The Department was directed to produce the record to Audit for verification
and to refund the balance amount to Government Treasury within 30 days the para was
kept pending.

15.4.2006 Audit had pointed out that the vouched account was not shown to Audit.

The Department explained that vouched account of the amount of
Rs.94,365/- utilized on account of Moharram expenses during 1999-2000 was available for
verifications. As for the balance amount, the same was available in the Ex-Deputy
Commissioner, Rajanpur account.

The Department was directed to get the requisite record verified by Audit
and refund the balance amount into Government treasury and para was kept pending.

13.12.2006 The Department explained that the departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.



14.9.2007 The Department explained that vouched account of Rs.94,365/- utilized on
account of Muharram expense during 1999-2000, out of which total allocation of
Rs.125,000/- was available. The balance amount of Rs.39,635/- was refunded to the Home
Secretary, Government of the Punjab, Home Department, Lahore by the DCO, Rajanpur
through cross cheques No.175332 dated 3.3.2006.

The explanation of the Department was accepted and para was settled.
54. Para No.4 Page 10 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;

Misappropriation of Rs.4,067,293/- on Account of Medicines Due to
Non-Production of Utilizations Record.

14.2.2006 Audit had pointed out that in the absence of consumption account, the
expenditure seemed to be misappropriated.

The Department explained that the accounts of Sugar Cess had since been
transferred to the Executive District Officer (Works) and the record was under the control
District Officer (F&P) Gujranwala.

The Secretary Food briefed that the factual position would be intimated in
due course of time after consulting Sugar Cess Commissioner.

The para was kept pending.
15.4.2006 Audit had pointed out that no vouched account was shown to Audit.

The Department explained that the accounts of Sugar Cess had since been
transferred to the Executive District Officer (Works) and the record was under the control

of District Officer (F&P), Gujranwala.

On the request of Department, the para was transferred to Executive
District Officer Works and Services, Gujranwala.

5S. Para No.5.1 Pages 11 & 12 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Misappropriation of Rs.2,434,726/- on Account of P.O.L.

Commissioner, Gujranwala — Rs.130,703/-.

4.2.2006 Audit had pointed out that neither the log books of the vehicles nor the
consumption account of POL was maintained & shown to Audit.

The Department explained that logbooks of the vehicles numbers GA-7572
and GAF-40 were available for verification by Audit.



The Department was direct to produce the requisite logbooks to Audit for
verification and para was settled subject to verification of relevant record.

15.4.2006 Audit had pointed out that neither the log books of the vehicles nor
the consumption account of POL was maintained.

The Department explained that Log Books of vehicles No.GA7572 and
GAF-40 were available for verification by Audit.

The Department was directed to get the requisite log books verified by
Audit and para was kept pending.

13.12.2006 The Department explained that all relevant record/ Log Books were
available for verification by Audit.

The Department was direct to produce the requisite logbooks / record to
Audit for verification and para was settled subject to verification of relevant record.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that the requisite record was available for
verification by Audit.

The Department was directed to get the requisite record verified by the
Audit and para was settled subject to verification of relevant record.

56. Para No.5.2
Commissioner, Lahore Division, Lahore — Rs.55,639/-.

4.2.2006 Audit had pointed out that neither the log books of the vehicles nor the
consumption account of POL was maintained & shown to Audit.

The Department explained that logbooks of the vehicles numbers GA-7572
and GAF-40 were available for verification by Audit.

The Department was direct to produce the requisite logbooks to Audit for
verification and para was settled subject to verification of relevant record.

15.4.2006 Audit had pointed out that neither the log books of the vehicles nor the
consumption account of POL was maintained.

The Department explained that Departmental contention had been verified
by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

57. Para No.5.3
Deputy Commissioner, Gujranwala — Rs.118,265/-.



4.2.2006 Audit had pointed out that neither the log books of the vehicles nor the
consumption account of POL was maintained & shown to Audit.

The Department explained that the District Officer (Revenue) concerned
had been directed to initiate inquiry into the loss of Log books and fix responsibility
thereof and also directed that Log Books should be made available for Audit verification.

The Department was directed to expedite the inquiry and para was kept
pending.

15.4.2006 Audit had pointed out that neither the log books of the vehicles nor the
consumption account of POL was maintained.

The Department explained that the District Officer (Revenue), Gujranwala
had been directed to initiate inquiry into the loss of Log Books and fix responsibility
thereof.

The Department was directed to produce the requisite log books to Audit
for verification and para was kept pending.

13.12.2006  The Department explained that the District Officer (Revenue), Gujranwala
had been directed to initiate inquiry into the loss of Log books and fix responsibility
thereof and also directed that log books should be made available for Audit verification.

The Department was directed to expedite the matter and para was kept
pending.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that the District Officer (Revenue), Gujranwala
had been directed to initiate inquiry into the loss of Log Books and fix responsibility
thereof and also directed that Log Books should be made available for Audit verification.

The para was kept pending.

58. Para No.5.4
Deputy Commissioner, Sheikhupura — Rs.572,334/-.

4.2.2006 Audit had pointed out that neither the log books of the vehicles nor the
consumption account of POL was maintained & shown to Audit.

The Department explained that the District Officer (Revenue) concerned
had been directed to initiate inquiry into the loss of Log books and fix responsibility
thereof and also directed that Log Books should be made available for Audit verification.

The Department was directed to expedite the inquiry and para was kept
pending.



15.4.2006 Audit had pointed out that neither the log books of the vehicles nor the
consumption account of POL was maintained.

The Department explained that DO(R) Sheikhupura had been directed to
initiate an enquiry and fix responsibility for not producing the Log Book to Audit for
verification.

The Department was directed to finalize the inquiry and para was kept
pending.

13.12.2006 The Department explained that an enquiry was being conducted by the
Deputy District Officer (Revenue) Sheikhupura for fixing the responsibility for non-
production of log books.

The Department was directed to take action against the inquiry officer for
not completing inquiry and para was kept pending.

14.9.2007 The Department explained that the District Officer (Revenue), Sheikhupura
was entrusted enquiry to fix responsibility for not producing the log books to Audit for
verification.

The para was kept pending.

59. Para No.5.5
Deputy Commissioner, Kasur — Rs.194,024/-.

4.2.2006 Audit had pointed out that neither the log books of the vehicles nor the
consumption account of POL was maintained & shown to Audit.

The Department explained that logbooks were available for verification by
Audit.

The Department was directed to produce the requisite logbooks to Audit for
verification and para was kept pending.

15.4.2006 The Department explained that Departmental contention had been verified
by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

60. Para No.5.6
Deputy Commissioner, Bahawalpur — Rs.281,600/-.

4.2.2006 Audit had pointed out that neither the log books of the vehicles nor the
consumption account of POL was maintained & shown to Audit.



The Department explained that the District Officer (Revenue) concerned
had been directed to initiate inquiry into the loss of Log books and fix responsibility
thereof and also directed that Log Books should be made available for Audit verification.

The Department was directed to expedite the inquiry and para was kept
pending.

15.4.2006 Audit had pointed out that neither the log books of the vehicles nor the
consumption account of POL was maintained.

The Department explained that DO(R), Bahawalpur had been directed to
initiate an enquiry and fix responsibility for not producing the Log Book to Audit for
verification. Moreover, log books were produced to Audit for verification.

Audit observed that log books were not prepared in accordance with Serial
No.49, appendix 14 of PFR Vol.Il.

The Department was directed to get the requisite record verified by Audit
and para was settled subject to verification of relevant record.

13.12.2006 The Department explained that the log books had been prepared in
accordance with Serial No0.49. Appendix 14 of PFR Vol-II, as directed by Audit for
verification.

The Department was direct to produce the requisite logbooks to Audit for
verification and para was settled subject to verification of relevant record.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that the requisite record was available for
verification by Audit.

The Department was directed to get the requisite record verified by the
Audit and para was settled subject to verification of relevant record.

61. Para No.5.7
Deputy Commissioner, Narowal — Rs.231,700/-.

4.2.2006 Audit had pointed out that neither the log books of the vehicles nor the
consumption account of POL was maintained & shown to Audit.

The Department explained that the District Officer (Revenue) concerned
had been directed to initiate inquiry into the loss of Log books and fix responsibility
thereof and also directed that Log Books should be made available for Audit verification.

The Department was directed to expedite the inquiry and para was kept
pending.



15.4.2006 Audit had pointed out that neither the log books of the vehicles nor the
consumption account of POL was maintained.

The Department explained that the concerned officers had been approached
through Services and General Administration Department Lahore for production of Log
Books.

The Department was directed to produce the requisite log books to Audit
for verification and para was kept pending.

13.12.2006  The Department explained that the District Officer (Revenue), Narowal had
justified the maintenance of Log Books of Vehicles Nos. NL-100, LOG-678. For
remaining Log Books, the concerned officers had been approached through S&GAD. On
Receipt of the same, Log Books would be produced to Audit for verification.

The Department was directed to expedite the matter and para was kept
pending.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that the requisite record was available for
verification by Audit.

The Department was directed to get the requisite record verified by the
Audit and para was settled subject to verification of relevant record.

62. Para No.5.9
Deputy Commissioner, Muzaffargarh — Rs.89,159/-.

4.2.2006 Audit had pointed out that neither the log books of the vehicles nor the
consumption account of POL was maintained & shown to Audit.

The Department explained that logbooks were available for verification by
Audit.

The Department was directed to produce the requisite logbooks to Audit for
verification and para was kept pending.

15.4.2006 Audit had pointed out that neither the log books of the vehicles nor the
consumption account of POL was maintained.

The Department explained that efforts were being made for collection of
rest of log books from the concerned drivers/ dealing officials.



The Department was directed to get the requisite log books verified by
Audit and para was kept pending.

13.12.2006 The Department explained that all relevant record/ Log Books were
available for verification by Audit.

The Department was direct to produce the requisite logbooks / record to
Audit for verification and para was settled subject to verification of relevant record.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that the requisite record was available for
verification by Audit.

The Department was directed to get the requisite record verified by the
Audit and para was settled subject to verification of relevant record.

63. Para No.5.10
Deputy Commissioner, Multan — Rs.430,912/-.

4.2.2006 Audit had pointed out that neither the log books of the vehicles nor the
consumption account of POL was maintained & shown to Audit.

The Department explained that log books were available for verification by
Audit.

The Department was directed to produce the requisite log books to Audit
for verification and para was kept pending.

15.4.2006 The Department explained that Departmental contention had been verified
by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

64. Para No.S.11
Deputy Commissioner, Rawalpindi — Rs.52,794/-.

4.2.2006 Audit had pointed out that neither the log books of the vehicles nor the
consumption account of POL was maintained & shown to Audit.

The Department explained that log books were available for verification by
Audit.

The Department was directed to produce the requisite log books to Audit
for verification and para was kept pending.

15.4.2006 Audit had pointed out that neither the log books of the vehicles nor the
consumption account of POL was maintained.



The Department explained that log books were verified by Audit.

Audit observed that log books were not maintained in accordance with the
instructions contained in Appendix 14 of PFR Vol.IL

The Department was directed to get the matter regularized with sanction of
the competent authority and para was settled subject to verification of relevant record.

13.12.2006 The Department explained that all relevant record/ Log Books were
available for verification by Audit.

The Department was direct to produce the requisite logbooks / record to
Audit for verification and para was settled subject to verification of relevant record.

14.9.2007 The Department explained that a case had been moved for regularization on
25.06.2007.

The Department was directed to get the matter regularized by the Finance
Department and para was settled subject to regularization.

65. Para No.5.12
Assistant Commissioner, Mianwali — Rs.179,446/-.

4.2.2006 Audit had pointed out that neither the log books of the vehicles nor the
consumption account of POL was maintained & shown to Audit.

The Department explained that the District Officer (Revenue) concerned
had been directed to initiate inquiry into the loss of Log books and fix responsibility
thereof and also directed that Log Books should be made available for Audit verification.

The Department was directed to expedite the inquiry and para was kept
pending.

15.4.2006 Audit had pointed out that neither the log books of the vehicles nor the
consumption account of POL was maintained.

The Department explained that the amount of Rs.41,132/- was not drawn
from treasury. Log books for the balance amount had been verified by Audit.

The Department was directed to produce a certificate for non drawal of
amount from Government treasury and para was settled subject to verification of relevant
record.



13.12.2006 The Department explained that the requisite record had already been
verified by Audit. Moreover, an amount of Rs.41,132/- was not drawn from the Treasury
Officer, Mianwali. The matter was referred to the District Accounts Officer Mianwali,
after checking Contingent Register / Broad Sheet, issued a certificate for non drawal of
amount of Rs.41,132/-.

On the statement of the Senior Member Board of Revenue that no amount
was drawn from the treasury office Mianwali, the para was settled.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that the District Accounts Officer, Mianawali,
after checking Contingent Register/ Broad Sheet issued a certificate for non drawal of
amount of Rs.41,132/-. However, record was again available for Audit verification.

The Department was directed to get the facts verified by the Audit and para
was settled subject to verification of relevant record.

66. Para No.7.1 Pages 13 & 14 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Misappropriation of Rs.33,916,822/- Due to Non-Production of
Relevant Record with Consumption Account.

Deputy Commissioner, Jhang — Rs.17,418,234/-.

4.2.2006 Audit had pointed out that no expense accounts were shown/ produced to
Audit.

The Department explained that Mr Muhammad Safdar Igbal remained
posted as District Nazir in the office of DC Jhang for the period from 1993 to 2001. After
his transfer from the post of District Nazir, he did not hand over the record to his
successor. Departmental action as well as criminal cases had been got registered against
him for the recovery of official record and the Government money in the Anti-Corruption
Establishment as well as with the local police. The said Mr. Muhammad Safdar Igbal had
been dismissed form service. He was absconder and the police failed to arrest him and
recover the official record as well as Government money.

The Department was directed to pursue the case vigorously and para was
kept pending.

15.4.2006 Audit had pointed out that no relevant record had been produced to Audit
for verification.

The Department explained that Mr. Muhammad Safdar Igbal, remained
posted as District Nazir Office of the DC, Jhang for the period 1993 to 2001. After his
transfer from the post of District Nazir, he did not hand over the record to his successor.
Departmental action as well as criminal cases had been registered against him for the
recovery of official record and the Government money in the Anti-Corruption



Establishment as well as with the local police. He was absconder and the police was still
failed to arrest him.

The Department was directed to advise the DPO concerned and SP
Investigation concerned to attend the meeting of PAC-I to be held on 2™ may 2006 and
para was kept pending.

2.5.2006 Audit had pointed out that no relevant record had been produced to Audit
for verification.

The Department explained that Mr. Muhammad Safdar Igbal, remained
posted as District Nazir Office of the DC, Jhang for the period 1993 to 2001. After his
transfer from the post of District Nazir, he did not hand over the record to his successor.
Departmental action as well as criminal cases had been registered against him for the
recovery of official record and the Government money in the Anti-Corruption
Establishment as well as with the local police. Mr. Muhammad Safdar Igbal had been
dismissed from service. He was absconder and the police had failed to arrest him and
recover the official record as well as Government money.

The DPO Jhang and SP Investigation Jhang reported that the accused was
untraceable.

The Committee again directed that the accused Mr. Safdar Igbal Nazir, may
be arrested and official record and embezzled money, may be recovered from him, and
progress may also be reported to the Committee in its next meeting by the said DPO and
SP( Investigation) on 13.05.2006 and para was kept pending.

13.5.2006 Audit had pointed out that no relevant record had been produced to Audit for
verification.

The Department explained that Mr. Muhammad Safdar Igbal, remained posted as
District Nazir Office of the DC, Jhang for the period 1993 to 2001. After his transfer from the post of
District Nazir, he did not hand over the record to his successor. Departmental action as well as criminal
cases had been registered against him for the recovery of official record and the Government money in the
Anti-Corruption Establishment as well as with the local police. Mr. Muhammad Safdar Igbal had been
dismissed from service. He was absconder and the police had failed to arrest him and recover the official
record as well as Government money.

The SP Investigation Jhang reported that the accused was arrested by Anticorruptin
Establishment.

The Department was directed to recover official record and embezzled money from Mr.
Safdar Igbal Nazir and para was kept pending.

14.12.2006 The Department explained that Mr Muhammad Safdar Igbal remained
posted as District Nazir in the office of DC Jhang for the period from 1993 to 2001. After



his transfer from the post of District Nazir, he did not hand over the record to his
successor. Departmental action as well as criminal cases had been got registered against
him for the recovery of official record and the Government money in the Anti-Corruption
Establishment as well as with the local police. The said Mr. Muhammad Safdar Igbal had
been dismissed form service. Muhammad Safdar Igbal had been arrested. The accused
Safdar Igbal remained on physical remand with the Circle Officer Jhang for about fourteen
days but the Investigation Officer (Circle Officer, ACE Jhang) did not recover any official
record or Government money from the accused. The accused Safdar Igbal was now in the
Judicial Lock up.

The Committee observed that the presence of the Regional Police Officer,
DPO and SP Investigation concerned was necessary for further process. The Inspector
General of Police Punjab Lahore was advised to ensure the presence of the said officers in
the PAC meeting to be held on 4-1-2007 and para was kept pending.

4.1.2007 The discussion on the above noted paras were deferred till 13.1.2007 as
Regional Police Officer, DPO concerned and SP (Investigation) did not attend the meeting.
The Committee expressed its displeasure over non-appearance of Police Officers
concerned and directed that all the concerned should be present in the PAC meeting on
13.1.2007 with the latest position.

15.1.2007 The Department explained that the record was in the custody of Mr.
Muhammad Safdar Igbal, the then District Nazir, who did not hand over the same to his
successor on his transfer. Cases had been registered against him for the recovery for
Government money as well as official record. Moreover, the amounts were related to the
contingencies as well as pay and allowances of the officials, therefore, the whole amount
cannot be termed as misappropriation.

The Committee constituted the following Sub-Committee to determine
actual amount of misappropriation within 30 days and para was kept pending.

1. Mr. Fagire Muhammad Javeed Secretary BOR Convener
Additional Director, Anti-Corruption, Member
Faisalabad Division and Investigation officer
Anti-Corruption, Jhang.

3. A representative from Audit Department Member

14.9.2007 The Department explained that in compliance with direction of PAC-I
meeting held on 15.01.2007, a meeting under the Chairmanship of the Secretary (Sett
&Cons) Board of Revenue, Punjab Lahore was held to find out the exact embezzled
amount as well salary. After conducting another meetings, the latest position would be
brought to the notice of the PAC-I.

The para was kept pending.

67. Para No.7.2



Deputy Commissioner, Layyah — Rs.781,250/-.
4.2.2006 Audit had pointed out that no expense accounts were shown to Audit.

The Department explained that vouched accounts amounting to Rs.2,52,750/- in
respect of Tractor Subsidy Schemes were available for the verification.

The Department was directed to get the vouched account verified by Audit
and para was kept pending.

15.4.2006 The Department explained that Departmental contention had been verified
by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

68. Para No.7.3

Deputy Commissioner, Jhang — Rs.14,350,514/-.
4.2.2006 Audit had pointed out that no expense accounts were shown/ produced to
Audit.

The Department explained that Mr Muhammad Safdar Igbal remained
posted as District Nazir in the office of DC Jhang for the period from 1993 to 2001. After
his transfer from the post of District Nazir, he did not hand over the record to his
successor. Departmental action as well as criminal cases had been got registered against
him for the recovery of official record and the Government money in the Anti-Corruption
Establishment as well as with the local police. The said Mr. Muhammad Safdar Igbal had
been dismissed form service. He was absconder and the police failed to arrest him and
recover the official record as well as Government money.

The Department was directed to pursue the case vigorously and para was
kept pending.

14.12.2006 The Department explained that Mr Muhammad Safdar Igbal remained
posted as District Nazir in the office of DC Jhang for the period from 1993 to 2001. After
his transfer from the post of District Nazir, he did not hand over the record to his
successor. Departmental action as well as criminal cases had been got registered against
him for the recovery of official record and the Government money in the Anti-Corruption
Establishment as well as with the local police. The said Mr. Muhammad Safdar Igbal had
been dismissed form service. Muhammad Safdar Igbal had been arrested. The accused
Safdar Igbal remained on physical remand with the Circle Officer Jhang for about fourteen
days but the Investigation Officer (Circle Officer, ACE Jhang) did not recover any official
record or Government money from the accused. The accused Safdar Igbal was now in the
Judicial Lock up.

The Committee observed that the presence of the Regional Police Officer,
DPO and SP Investigation concerned was necessary for further process. The Inspector



General of Police Punjab Lahore was advised to ensure the presence of the said officers in
the PAC meeting to be held on 4-1-2007 and para was kept pending.

4.1.2007 The discussion on the above noted paras were deferred till 13.1.2007 as
Regional Police Officer, DPO concerned and SP (Investigation) did not attend the meeting.
The Committee expressed its displeasure over non-appearance of Police Officers
concerned and directed that all the concerned should be present in the PAC meeting on
13.1.2007 with the latest position.

15.1.2007 The Department explained that the record was in the custody of Mr.
Muhammad Safdar Igbal, the then District Nazir, who did not hand over the same to his
successor on his transfer. Cases had been registered against him for the recovery for
Government money as well as official record. Moreover, the amounts were related to the
contingencies as well as pay and allowances of the officials, therefore, the whole amount
cannot be termed as misappropriation.

The Committee constituted the following Sub-Committee to determine
actual amount of misappropriation within 30 days and para was kept pending.

I. Mr. Faqire Muhammad Javeed Secretary BOR Convener
Additional Director, Anti-Corruption, Member
Faisalabad Division and Investigation officer
Anti-Corruption, Jhang.

3. A representative from Audit Department Member

14.9.2007 The Department explained that in compliance with direction of PAC-I
meeting held on 15.01.2007, a meeting under the Chairmanship of the Secretary (Sett
&Cons) Board of Revenue, Punjab Lahore was held to find out the exact embezzled
amount as well salary. After conducting another meetings, the latest position would be
brought to the notice of the PAC-IL.

The para was kept pending.

69. Para No.7.5
Deputy Commissioner, Rajanpur — Rs.1,114,821/-.

4.2.2006 Audit had pointed out that the vouched account was not shown to Audit.

The Department explained that all the relevant vouched accounts were
available for verification.

The Department was directed to produce the record to Audit for verification
and para was kept pending.

14.12.2006  The Department explained that all the relevant record / vouched accounts
were available for verification.



The Department was directed to produce the requisite record to Audit for
verification and para was settled subject to verification of relevant record.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that all the relevant record/ vouched account was
available, which could be verified.

The Department was directed to get the facts verified by the Audit and para
was settled subject to verification of relevant record.

70. Para No.8 Pages 14 & 15 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Misappropriation of Rs.463,801/- Due to Non-Payment/Not Obtaining
Acknowledgement.

71. Para No.9.1 Pages 15 & 16 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;

Misappropriation of Rs.1,422,939/- on Account of Non-Production of
Vouched Account.

Assistant Commissioner, Gojra — Rs.206,753/-.

72. Para No.9.2
Deputy Commissioner, Mianwali — Rs.55,046/-.

4.2.2006 Audit had pointed out that the vouched account was not shown to Audit.

The Department explained that all the relevant vouched accounts were
available for verification.

The Department was directed to produce the record to Audit for verification
and paras were kept pending.

15.4.2006 The Department explained that Departmental contention had been verified
by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the paras were settled.

73. Para No.9.3
Deputy Commissioner, Rajanpur — Rs.1,161,140/-.

14.12.2006  The Department explained that all the relevant record / vouched accounts
were available for verification.

The Department was directed to produce the requisite record to Audit for
verification and para was settled subject to verification of relevant record.



14.9.2007 The Department explained that all the relevant vouched account was
available.

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

74. Para No.11.1 Pages 17 & 18 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Recovery of Rs.130,224/- Due to Overpayment of Pay & Allowances.

Commissioner, Lahore Division, Lahore — Rs.39,984/-.

14.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that the above stated amount was over paid to
officers/ officials on account of pay and allowances.

The Department explained that recovery in respect of Mr. Muhammad
Younas Butt, J.C had been effected in monthly installments @ Rs.300/- per month.

The Department was directed to effect the recovery and para was kept
pending.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that recovery in respect of Mr. Muhammad
Younas Butt J.C. had been affected in monthly installments @ Rs.300/- per month.

The Department was directed to get the facts verified by the Audit and para
was settled subject to verification of balance recovery.

75. Para No.11.2
Commissioner, Gujranwala — Rs.24,800/-.

14.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that the above stated amount was over paid to
officers/ officials on account of pay and allowances.

The Department explained that recovery of Rs.10,000/- had been effected.

The Department was directed to effect the balance recovery and para was
settled subject to verification of balance recovery.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that efforts were being made to recover the
remaining amount.

The Department was directed to effect the balance recovery and para was
settled subject to verification of balance recovery.



76. Para No.114
Deputy Commissioner, Multan — Rs.21,200/-.

14.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that the above stated amount was over paid to
officers/ officials on account of pay and allowances.

The Department explained that complete recovery had been effected and
verified by Audit.

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

77. Para No.12 Page 19 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Un-
Authorized Occupation of Government Accommodation Loss to
Government Rs.415,056/-

14.12.2006 Audit had pointed out that Government accommodations were un-
authorized occupied by the private / retired persons since long.

The Department explained that recovery of Rs.93,636/- had been effected
and verified by Audit.

The Department was directed to effect the balance recovery within six
months and para was settled subject to verification of balance recovery.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that recovery of Rs.80,640/- out of Rs.83,160/-
had been effected. The court cases for Rs.238,260/- were still under process.

The Department was directed to effect the balance recovery and para was
kept pending.

78. Para No.13.1 Pages 19 & 20 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Non-
Recovery of Outstanding Dues from Agriculture Land Owner
Rs.697,690/-.

Assistant Commissioner, Isakhel — Rs.489,741/-.

14.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that Taqqavi Loans, water charges and Agriculture
Income Tax were recoverable from cultivators.

The Department explained that complete recovery had been effected.

The Department was directed to get the facts verified by Audit and para was
settled subject to verification of recovery.



15.9.2007 The Department explained that the outstanding amount of Rs.489,741/- on
account of Taccavi Loans, water charges and Agricultural Income Tax had been recovered
from the defaulters which may be verified.

The Department was directed to get the facts verified by the Audit and para
was settled subject to verification of relevant record.

79. Para No.13.2
Deputy Commissioner, R.Y Khan — Rs.207,949/-.

14.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that Taqqavi Loans, water charges and Agriculture
Income Tax were recoverable from cultivators.

The Department explained that recovery of Rs.47,571/- had been effected
and verified by Audit.

The Department was directed to effect the balance recovery within six
months and para was settled subject to verification of balance recovery.

14.9.2007 The Department explained that efforts were being made to recover the
remaining amount of Rs.111,256/- of Taccavi loan by the Tehsildar. Warrants of arrest
against the defaulters had been issued.

The Department was directed to expedite the balance recovery and para
was kept pending.

80. Para No.14 Page 20 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Recovery of
Rs.240,000/- on Account of Rent of Land Used by Urban Transport.

14.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that the land of Quarter No. C-I & C-II were being
used by the Urban Transport for Wagon Stand and Petrol Pump. All the income was being
deposited into Welfare Fund of Commissioner Office irregularly instead of Government
treasury.

The Department explained that the record of Rs.910,000/- and Rs.8,12,500/-
recovered @ Rs.250/- P.M. per marla from 1.3.1994 to 31.12.2002. had been verified by
Audit.

Audit observed that the Department instead of recovery of rent @ Rs.600/-
PM per marla as assessed by the Rent Assessment Committee made recovery @ Rs.250/-
P.M. per marla.

On the statement of Senior Member Board of Revenue that rent was
assessed by the competent authority according to rules and regulations, the para was
settled.



81. Para No.15 Page 21 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Outstanding
Dues on Account of Electricity Charges Rs.1,973,989/-.

14.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that amounts to the stated extent were recoverable.

The Department explained that the departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

82. Para No.16.1 Pages 21, 22 & 23 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Recovery of Rs.2,298,782/- on Account of Excess Calls on Residential
Telephones.

Deputy Commissioner, Rajanpur — Rs.892,541/-.

14.12.2006 The Department explained that Ex-Deputy Commissioner’s being the
administrative officer had to be in touch with Government at all level concerning law &
order situation during Muharram, Flood, Election, around the clock. Amounts of all the
calls being officially were paid.

The Department was directed to get the matter regularized from the Finance
Department and para was settled subject to regularization.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that the field formation had been requested to
submit a case for regularization of expenditure as per Finance Department’s circular.

The Department was directed to get the matter regularized from the Finance
Department and para was kept pending.

83. Para No.16.2
Deputy Commissioner, Bhakkar — Rs.129,408/-.

14.12.2006 The Department explained that Ex-Deputy Commissioner’s being the
administrative officer had to be in touch with Government at all level concerning law &
order situation during Muharram, Flood, Election, around the clock. Amounts of all the
calls being officially were paid.

The Department was directed to get the matter regularized from the Finance
Department and para was settled subject to regularization.

14.9.2007 The Department explained that during floods, Muharram-ul-Harram,
Elections and other law and order assignments, residential telephone was invariably used

to promptly discharge the duties in public interest.

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



84. Para No.16.3
Deputy Commissioner, DG Khan — Rs.120,745/-.

14.12.2006 The Department explained that Ex-Deputy Commissioner’s being the
administrative officer had to be in touch with Government at all level concerning law &
order situation during Muharram, Flood, Election, around the clock. Amounts of all the
calls being officially were paid.

The Department was directed to get the matter regularized from the Finance
Department and para was settled subject to regularization.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that in the cases of Deputy Commissioner/
Additional Deputy Commissioner (General) Dera Ghazi Khan matter was referred to
Finance Department. In the cases of Extra Assistant Commissioners, the District Officer
(Revenue), Dera Ghazi Khan had already been requested to recover the outstanding
amount on account of excess calls on residential telephone.

The Department was directed to expedite the regularization case/ balance
recovery and para was settled subject to verification of balance recovery/ regularization.

8S. Para No.16.4
Deputy Commissioner, Gujranwala — Rs.116,397/-.

14.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that amount was out of Government fund on account
of calls charged in excess of the prescribed limits which resulted loss to Government.

The Department explained that the case of regularization was still under
process.

The Department was directed to pursue the case and para was kept pending.

14.9.2007 The Department explained that case had been referred to the Finance
Department for regularization expenditure of Rs.131,836/-

The Department was directed to get matter regularized by the Finance Department
and para was settled subject to regularization.

86. Para No.16.6 Pages 21, 22 & 23 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Recovery of Rs.2,298,782/- on Account of Excess Calls on Residential
Telephones.

Deputy Commissioner, Jhang — Rs.78,461/-



87. Para No.25.1 Pages 31 & 32 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Recovery of Rs.749,262/- on Account of Sales Tax not Deposited.

Commissioner, Jhang — Rs.120,566/-.

88. Para No.25.5
Deputy Commissioner, Jhang — Rs.54,198/-.

14.12.2006 The Department explained that Mr Muhammad Safdar Igbal remained
posted as District Nazir in the office of DC Jhang for the period from 1993 to 2001. After
his transfer from the post of District Nazir, he did not hand over the record to his
successor. Departmental action as well as criminal cases had been got registered against
him for the recovery of official record and the Government money in the Anti-Corruption
Establishment as well as with the local police. The said Mr. Muhammad Safdar Igbal had
been dismissed form service. Muhammad Safdar Igbal had been arrested. The accused
Safdar Igbal remained on physical remand with the Circle Officer Jhang for about fourteen
days but the Investigation Officer (Circle Officer, ACE Jhang) did not recover any official
record or Government money from the accused. The accused Safdar Igbal was now in the
Judicial Lock up.

The Committee observed that the presence of the Regional Police Officer,
DPO and SP Investigation concerned was necessary for further process. The Inspector
General of Police Punjab Lahore was advised to ensure the presence of the said officers in
the PAC meeting to be held on 4-1-2007 and paras were kept pending.

4.1.2007 The discussion on the above noted paras were deferred till 13.1.2007 as
Regional Police Officer, DPO concerned and SP (Investigation) did not attend the meeting.
The Committee expressed its displeasure over non-appearance of Police Officers
concerned and directed that all the concerned should be present in the PAC meeting on
13.1.2007 with the latest position.

15.1.2007 The Department explained that the record was in the custody of Mr.
Muhammad Safdar Igbal, the then District Nazir, who did not hand over the same to his
successor on his transfer. Cases had been registered against him for the recovery for
Government money as well as official record. Moreover, the amounts were related to the
contingencies as well as pay and allowances of the officials, therefore, the whole amount
cannot be termed as misappropriation.

The Committee constituted the following Sub-Committee to determine
actual amount of misappropriation within 30 days and paras were kept pending.

I. Mr. Faqire Muhammad Javeed Secretary BOR Convener
Additional Director, Anti-Corruption, Member
Faisalabad Division and Investigation officer
Anti-Corruption, Jhang.

3. A representative from Audit Department Member



14.9.2007 The Department explained that in compliance with direction of PAC-I
meeting held on 15.01.2007, a meeting under the Chairmanship of the Secretary (Sett
&Cons) Board of Revenue, Punjab Lahore was held to find out the exact embezzled
amount as well salary. After conducting another meetings, the latest position would be
brought to the notice of the PAC-I.

The paras were kept pending.

89. Para No.16.7 Pages 21, 22 & 23 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Recovery of Rs.2,298,782/- on Account of Excess Calls on Residential
Telephones.

Deputy Commissioner, M/Garh — Rs.52,276/-.

14.12.2006 The Department explained that Ex-Deputy Commissioner’s being the
administrative officer had to be in touch with Government at all level concerning law &
order situation during Muharram, Flood, Election, around the clock. Amounts of all the
calls being officially were paid.

The Department was directed to get the matter regularized from the Finance
Department and para was settled subject to regularization.

14.9.2007 The Department explained that matter was referred to the Finance
Department for regularization of the expenditure involved already incurred on residential
telephone.

The Department was directed to get matter regularized by the Finance
Department and para was settled subject to regularization.

90. Para No.16.8
Deputy Commissioner, Sheikhupura — Rs.61,095/-.

14.12.2006  The Department explained that Ex-Deputy Commissioner’s being the
administrative officer had to be in touch with Government at all level concerning law &
order situation during Muharram, Flood, Election, around the clock. Amounts of all the
calls being officially were paid.

The Department was directed to get the matter regularized from the Finance
Department and para was settled subject to regularization.

14.9.2007 The Department explained that as a matter of policy, the case for
regularization of excess expenditure on residential telephones of Deputy commissioner/
ADC(G) only were forwarded to Finance Department. All other officers in this case were
required to deposit the excess amount incurred by them. Field formation had been advised
accordingly to recover the amount.



The Department was directed to effect the balance recovery and para was
settled subject to verification of balance recovery.

91. Para No.16.9
Deputy Commissioner, Layyah — Rs.55,037/-.

14.12.2006  The Department explained that Ex-Deputy Commissioner’s being the
administrative officer had to be in touch with Government at all level concerning law &
order situation during Muharram, Flood, Election, around the clock. Amounts of all the
calls being officially were paid.

The Department was directed to get the matter regularized from the Finance
Department and para was settled subject to regularization.

14.9.2007 The Department explained that matter had already been referred to Finance
Department for regularization of excess calls on Residential Telephone. Advice was
awaited.

The Department was directed to get matter regularized by the Finance
Department and para was settled subject to regularization.

92. Para No.16.10
Deputy Commissioner, Gujrat — Rs.44,832/-.

14.12.2006 The Department explained that Ex-Deputy Commissioner’s being the
administrative officer had to be in touch with Government at all level concerning law &
order situation during Muharram, Flood, Election, around the clock. Amounts of all the
calls being officially were paid.

The Department was directed to get the matter regularized from the Finance
Department and para was settled subject to regularization.

14.9.2007 The Department explained that matter had already been referred to the
Finance Department for regularization of expenditure of Rs.44,832/-.

The Department was directed to get matter regularized by the Finance
Department and para was settled subject to regularization.

93. Para No.16.11
Assistant Commissioner, Mianwali — Rs.92,073/-.

14.12.2006 The Department explained that Ex-Deputy Commissioner’s being the
administrative officer had to be in touch with Government at all level concerning law &
order situation during Muharram, Flood, Election, around the clock. Amounts of all the
calls being officially were paid.



The Department was directed to get the matter regularized from the Finance
Department and para was settled subject to regularization.

14.9.2007 The Department explained that the Department had taken up the matter with
the officers and the S&GAD for recovery on account of excess calls on residential
telephones from the concerned officers.

The Department was directed to effect the balance recovery and para was
settled subject to verification of balance recovery.

94, Para No.16.12
Assistant Commissioner, Summandri Faisalabad — Rs.64,655/-.

14.12.2006 The Department explained that Ex-Deputy Commissioner’s being the
administrative officer had to be in touch with Government at all level concerning law &
order situation during Muharram, Flood, Election, around the clock. Amounts of all the
calls being officially were paid.

The Department was directed to get the matter regularized from the Finance
Department and para was settled subject to regularization.

14.9.2007 The Department explained that the officer had been advised to recover the
amount involved from the concerned officers.

The Department was directed to effect the balance recovery and para was
settled subject to verification of balance recovery.

95. Para No.16.13
Commissioner, Gujranwala — Rs.98,665/-.

14.12.2006 The Department explained that Ex-Deputy Commissioner’s being the
administrative officer had to be in touch with Government at all level concerning law &
order situation during Muharram, Flood, Election, around the clock. Amounts of all the
calls being officially were paid.

The Department was directed to get the matter regularized from the Finance
Department and para was settled subject to regularization.

14.9.2007 The Department explained that all the concerned officers relating to this
para had been requested to deposit the amount into Government Treasury immediately on
account of excess use of telephone beyond the prescribed limit.

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

96. Para No.16.14




Assistant Commissioner (House Deputy Commissioner), Multan —
Rs.151,816/-.

14.12.2006 The Department explained that Ex-Deputy Commissioner’s being the
administrative officer had to be in touch with Government at all level concerning law &
order situation during Muharram, Flood, Election, around the clock. Amounts of all the
calls being officially were paid.

The Department was directed to get the matter regularized from the Finance
Department and para was settled subject to regularization.

14.9.2007 The Department explained that telephone No.542580 was the office
telephone of ADC (G), Multan. There was no upper ceiling for an office telephone.

The Department was directed to get matter regularized by the Finance
Department and para was settled subject to regularization.

97. Para No.16.15
Deputy Commissioner, Sahiwal — Rs.231,182/-.

14.12.2006 The Department explained that Ex-Deputy Commissioner’s being the
administrative officer had to be in touch with Government at all level concerning law &
order situation during Muharram, Flood, Election, around the clock. Amounts of all the
calls being officially were paid.

The Department was directed to get the matter regularized from the Finance
Department and para was settled subject to regularization.

14.9.2007 The Department explained that amount due against Colony Assistant,
Sahiwal, the District Officer (revenue) had been requested to recover the amount of
Rs.161,024/- on account of excess calls on residential telephone from the Officer
concerned.

The Department was directed to effect the balance recovery and para was
settled subject to verification of balance recovery.

98. Para No.17.1 Pages 23 & 24 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Non-
Recovery of Rs.11,336,056/- on Account of Lease Money of Katchery
Compound.

Deputy Commissioner, Muzaffargarh — Rs.1,223,877/-.

99. Para No.17.3
Deputy Commissioner, Rawalpindi — Rs.6,870,000/-.

100. Para No.17.4



Deputy Commissioner, Rajanpur — Rs.379,395/-.

101. Para No.17.5
Deputy Commissioner, Mianwali — Rs.614,000/-.

102. Para No.17.6
Deputy Commissioner, Gujrat — Rs.312,000/-.

103. Para No.17.7
Deputy Commissioner, Sheikhupura — Rs.312,000/-.

104. Para No.17.8
Deputy Commissioner, Lahore — Rs.180,000/-.

105. Para No.17.9
Assistant Commissioner, Isa Khel — Rs.127,400/-.

106. Para No.17.11
Deputy Commissioner, Multan — Rs.38,280/-.

107. Para No.17.12
Deputy Commissioner, Jhelum — Rs.36,000/-.

108. Para No.17.13
Deputy Commissioner, Bahawalpur — Rs.27,264/-.

109. Para No.17.14
Deputy Commissioner, Rahim Yar Khan — Rs.26,280/-.

110. Para No.17.15
Deputy Commissioner, Lodhran — Rs.19,776/-.

14.12.2006 The Department explained that efforts were being made to recover
outstanding dues on account of Katchery Compound from the defaulting advocates/
Lawyers.

The Department was directed to move a summary to the CM for writing off
the outstanding dues and paras were kept pending.

14.9.2007 The Department explained that DO (R) had submitted that total amount of
lease money of Katchery Compound Rs.1,287,325/- upto the year 1999-2000. Out of this
amount Rs.345,100/- was recovered during the year 1999-2000. The balance amount left at
the time of Audit was Rs.942,225/- as outstanding dues on account of Katchery
Compound. From this outstanding amount, Rs.464,750/- had been recovered uptill now
from the contractors and deposited into the Government Treasury, and the balance left
Rs.477,475/- which could be verified. Moreover, advocates were reluctant to pay the rent



of their Chambers located in Katchery Compound on the plea that they were assisting the
Court; they should be provided free accommodation. Matter was also discussed in the
PAC-I &Il meeting and it was decided that similar nature of paras may be kept pending till
appropriate decision was taken at Punjab level.

The paras were kept pending.
111. Para No.17.2 Pages 23 & 24 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Non-

Recovery of Rs.11,336,056/- on Account of Lease Money of Katchery
Compound.

Deputy Commissioner, Gujranwala — Rs.1,124,784/-.
14.12.2006 The Department explained that efforts were being made to recover
outstanding dues on account of Katchery Compound from the defaulting advocates/

Lawyers.

The Department was directed to move a summary to the CM for writing off
the outstanding dues and para was kept pending.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that a summary to the Chief Minister for writing
off the outstanding dues had been moved.

The para was kept pending.

112. Para No.18 Page 25 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Non-
Recovery of Room Rent from Pak Army Rs.495,500/-.

14.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that no recovery on account of rent of rooms was
made from Pak Army since the date of occupation.

The Department explained that matter was referred to the Finance
Department for regularization of expenditure already incurred on utilities bills by the Army
Monitoring Team during their stay in Circuit House Gujranwala.

The Finance Department stated that expenditures were incurred in public
interest. The para was settled.

113. Para No.19.1 Pages 25 & 26 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Non-
Recovery/Deposit of Remaining Installments Rs.3,090,000/-.

Deputy Commissioner, Bhakkar — Rs.2,380,000/-.

14.12.2006  The Department explained that recovery of Rs.800,600/- and 129,000/-had
been effected.



The Department was directed to effect balance recovery and para was
settled subject to verification of balance recovery.

14.9.2007 The Department explained that the DO(R), Bhakkar had reported that
position of quarter constructed under Special Development Programme Scheme for shelter
less was that recovery of Rs.1,410,600/- out of Rs.1,639,400/- had been effected.

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

114. Para No.19.2
Deputy Commissioner, Rajanpur — Rs.710,000/-.

14.12.2006  The Department explained that recovery of Rs.800,600/- and 129,000/-had
been effected.

The Department was directed to effect balance recovery and para was
settled subject to verification of balance recovery.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that the DO(R), Rajanpur had reported that out
of Rs.600,000/-, Rs.129,000/-had been recovered and deposited into relevant account
which may be verified. The concerned allottees had been issued several notices but it had
been pleaded that their financial position was very poor and were not in position to pay
outstanding dues. They had also taken plea that the houses were delivered to them free of
cost on the direction contained in Prime Minister Junego’s Housing Programme for the
shelter-less, Guidelines and procedures for Mustahgeen through Zakat Funds 1987-88
issued by National Housing Authority, Islamabad. They had also contended that they being
Mustahgeen Zakat be exempted.

The Department was directed to get the amount waived off by the
competent authority and para was kept pending.

115. Para No.20 Pages 26 & 27 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Un-
Justified Payment of Contractor Recovery of Rs.140,000/-.

14.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that neither any F.I.R. was lodged with police nor any
effective steps were taken to recover the loss.

The Department explained that the DO(R), Bhakkar had reported that
DDO(R), Mankera had been directed to recover Rs.140,000/- from Mr. Mushtaq Ahmad
contractor as arrears of land revenue.

The Department was directed to effect the recovery and to take action
against the official who had issued a bogus certificate regarding completion of construction
and para was kept pending.



14.9.2007 The Department explained that DDO (R), Mankera had reported that
defaulting contractor Mr. Mushtaq Ahmad had died.

The Department was directed to get the amount written off by the
Competent Authority and para was settled.

116. Para No.21 Page 27 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Excess
Drawal of POL Beyond Prescribed Limits Recovery of Rs.121,971/-.

14.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that the P.O.L. to the stated extent was drawn beyond
prescribed limit fixed by the Government.

The Department explained that there was no excess of POL in view of
Government instructions contained in letter No. MTO (S&GAD) DN(G) 1-57/90-
S&GAD, dated 03-07-1991 as the entitlement was 350 liters per month.

The Department was directed to get the facts verified by Audit and para was
kept pending.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from the supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

117. Para No.22.1 Pages 27, 28 & 29 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Recovery of Rs.483,815/- Due to Non-Deduction of Income Tax.

Deputy Commissioner, Gujranwala — Rs.50,132/-.

14.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that Income Tax was not deducted to the above extent
while making payments to the firms/ suppliers.

The Department explained that complete recovery had been effected.

The Department was directed to get the facts verified by Audit and para was
settled subject to verification of relevant record.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that out of Rs.50,132/- a sum of Rs.11,930/- had
been deposited with income Tax Department which may be verified.

The Department was directed to pursue the case for effecting balance
recovery and para was Kept pending.

118. Para No.22.2
Deputy Commissioner, Faisalabad — Rs.71,050/-.



14.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that Income Tax was not deducted to the above extent
while making payments to the firms/ suppliers.

The Department explained that recovery of Rs.21,900/- had been effected
and verified by Audit.

The Department was directed to effect the balance recovery and para was
settled subject to verification of balance recovery.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that the total balance amount Rs.49,150/- was
being recovered as arrear of Land Revenue.

The Department was directed to effect the balance recovery and para was
settled subject to verification of balance recovery.

119. Para No.22.3
Deputy Commissioner, Rajanpur — Rs.58,492/-.

14.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that Income Tax was not deducted to the above extent
while making payments to the firms/ suppliers.

The Department explained that Rs.7,483/- out of Rs.58,492/- had been
recovered. Moreover, efforts were being made to effect the balance recovery.

The Department was directed to expedite the balance recovery and para was
kept pending.

14.9.2007 The Department explained that out of Rs.58,492/-, Rs.7,483/- had been
recovered. District Officer (Revenue) had been directed to effect recovery within 90 days.

The Department was directed to effect the recovery at the earliest and para
was kept pending.

120. Para No.22.6
Deputy Commissioner, Multan — Rs.30,532/-.

14.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that Income Tax was not deducted to the above extent
while making payments to the firms/ suppliers.

The Department explained that recovery of Rs.10,820/- had been effected
and verified by Audit.

The Department was directed to effect the balance recovery and para was
settled subject to verification of balance recovery.



14.9.2007 The Department explained that the concerned parties were contacted to
provide receipts of payment of Income Tax. Firms had given their invoices amounting to
Rs.13,498.02.

The Department was directed to effect the balance recovery and para was
settled subject to verification of balance recovery.

121. Para No.22.7
Deputy Commissioner, Sheikhupura — Rs.18,581/-.

14.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that Income Tax was not deducted to the above extent
while making payments to the firms/ suppliers.

The Department explained that District Officer (Revenue) Sheikhupura was
asked to recover the amount involved from the concerned within three months.

The Department was directed to expedite the recovery and para was kept
pending.

14.9.2007 The Department explained that District Officer (Revenue) Sheikhupura was
asked to recover the amount involved from the concerned within three months.

The Department was directed to effect the recovery at the earliest and para
was kept pending.

122. Para No.22.8
Deputy Commissioner, Pakpattan — Rs.15,253/-.

14.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that Income Tax was not deducted to the above extent
while making payments to the firms/ suppliers.

The Department explained that notices had been issued to the firms to
deposit the amount within 15 days.

The Department was directed to expedite the recovery and para was kept
pending.

14.9.2007 The Department explained that recovery of Rs.8703/- had been effected and
verified by Audit. The outstanding Income Tax would be recovered very soon.

The Department was directed to effect the balance recovery and para was
settled subject to verification of balance recovery.

123. Para No.22.9
Deputy Commissioner, Bahawalpur — Rs.13,523/-.



14.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that Income Tax was not deducted to the above extent
while making payments to the firms/ suppliers.

The Department explained that the relevant record was available for
verification by Audit.

The Department was directed to get the facts verified by Audit and para was
settled subject to verification of relevant record.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that the relevant record was available for
verification by Audit.

The Department was directed to get the requisite record verified by the
Audit and para was settled subject to verification of relevant record.

124. Para No.22.11 Pages 27, 28 & 29 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Recovery of Rs.483,815/- Due to Non-Deduction of Income Tax.

Assistant Commissioner (City), Faisalabad — Rs.15,687/-.

125. Para No.23.1 Pages 29 & 30 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Non-
Refund of Application Fee Amounting to Rs.2,298,000/- to the
Applicants of Tractor Subsidy Scheme 1999-2000.

Deputy Commissioner, R.Y. Khan — Rs.1,152,500/-.

126. Para No.24.12 Pages 30 & 31 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Non/Less Recovery of Rs.2,016,993/- on Account of Contract Money of
Katchery Compound.

Deputy Commissioner, Faisalabad — Rs.137,892/-.

127. Para No.30.2 Pages 36 & 37 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Irregular Expenditure of Rs.8,971,154/- on Account of_Telephone/
electricity Charges.

Deputy Commissioner, Narowal — Rs.1,516,971/-.

128. Para No.32.1 Pages 39 & 40 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Irregular Expenditure on Repair of Government Vehicles Amounting
to Rs.1,051,746/-.

Deputy Commissioner, Multan — Rs.270,433/-.



129. Para No.52 Page 58 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Irregular
Payment of Pay & Allowances Amounting to Rs.250,595/-

15.4.2006 The Department explained that Departmental contention had been verified
by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the paras were settled.

130. Para No.22.12 Pages 27, 28 & 29 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Recovery of Rs.483,815/- Due to Non-Deduction of Income Tax.

Assistant Commissioner, Shorkot Jhgn — Rs.44,168/-.

14.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that Income Tax was not deducted to the above extent
while making payments to the firms/ suppliers.

The Department explained that recovery of Rs.16,203/-had been effected
and verified by Audit.

The Department was directed to effect the balance recovery and para was
settled subject to verification of balance recovery.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that the Tehsildar, Shorkot had issued arrest
warrants of the defaulters for effecting remaining recovery of Rs.20,010/-.

The Department was directed to effect the balance recovery and para was
settled subject to verification of balance recovery.

131. Para No.22.13
Deputy Commissioner, Khanewal — Rs.13,920/-.

14.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that Income Tax was not deducted to the above extent
while making payments to the firms/ suppliers.

The Department explained that deposit of Rs.9,370/- had already been
verified by Audit. Moreover, Income Tax Rs.4,550/- was outstanding against Mr. Nazir
Ahmad who had died.

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

132. Para No.22.14
Commissioner, Multan — Rs.45,017/-.

14.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that Income Tax was not deducted to the above extent
while making payments to the firms/ suppliers.



The Department explained that recovery of Rs.17,530/- had been effected
and verified by Audit.

The Department was directed to effect the balance recovery and para was
settled subject to verification of balance recovery.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that the concerned parties had been served
notices to pay the outstanding amount of Income Tax.

The Department was directed to effect the balance recovery and para was
kept pending.

133. Para No.23.3 Pages 29 & 30 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Non-
Refund of Application Fee Amounting to Rs.2,298,000/- to the
Applicants of Tractor Subsidy Scheme 1999-2000.

Deputy Commissioner, Mianwali — Rs.365,000/-.

14.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that the tractor subsidy scheme 1999-2000 was not
implemented.

The Department explained that recovery of Rs.334,804/- had been effected
and verified by Audit.

The Department was directed to effect the balance recovery and para was
settled subject to verification of balance recovery.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that the Vouched Account of the remaining
amount had already been provided to the office of DG-Audit, Punjab.

The Department was directed to get the requisite record verified by the
Audit and para was settled subject to verification of relevant record.

134. Para No.24.1 Pages 30 & 31 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Non/Less Recovery of Rs.2,016,993/- on Account of Contract Money of
Katchery Compound.

Deputy Commissioner, Multan — Rs.780,350/-.

14.12.2006  The Department explained that notices had been issued to the defaulters for
early recovery. Moreover, all possible efforts were being made to recover the balance
amount from the defaulter.



The Department was directed to move a summary to the CM for writing off
the outstanding dues against defaulting advocates/ Lawyers and to effect recovery from the
defaulting contractors and para was kept pending.

14.9.2007 The Department explained that the concerned contractors had obtained stay
order from the Civil Court, Multan. The remaining amount would be recovered after the
stay was vacated.

The Department was directed to pursue the Court cases under intimation to
PAC-I Secretariat on 2-10-2007 and para was kept pending.

135. Para No.24.2
Deputy Commissioner, Shorkot Jhang — Rs.640,925/-.

14.12.2006  The Department explained that notices had been issued to the defaulters for
early recovery. Moreover, all possible efforts were being made to recover the balance
amount from the defaulter.

The Department was directed to move a summary to the CM for writing off
the outstanding dues against defaulting advocates/ Lawyers and to effect recovery from the
defaulting contractors and para was kept pending.

14.9.2007 The Department explained that for remaining recovery Tehsildar Shorkot
had issued arrest warrant of the defaulters. Efforts were being made to recover the balance
amount from the defaulters.

The Department was directed to effect the balance recovery and para was
settled subject to verification of balance recovery.

136. Para No.24.3
Deputy Commissioner, Jaranwala — Rs.87,400/-.

14.12.2006  The Department explained that notices had been issued to the defaulters for
early recovery. Moreover, all possible efforts were being made to recover the balance
amount from the defaulter.

The Department was directed to move a summary to the CM for writing off
the outstanding dues against defaulting advocates/ Lawyers and to effect recovery from the
defaulting contractors and para was kept pending.

14.9.2007 The Department explained that out of total recoverable amount of
Rs.87,400/- an amount of Rs.67,495/- had been effected. Efforts were being made to
recover the balance amount from the defaulters.



The Department was directed to effect the balance recovery and para was
settled subject to verification of balance recovery.

137. Para No.24.4
Assistant Commissioner, Samundari Faisalabad — Rs.72,115/-.

14.12.2006  The Department explained that notices had been issued to the defaulters for
early recovery. Moreover, all possible efforts were being made to recover the balance
amount from the defaulter.

The Department was directed to move a summary to the CM for writing off
the outstanding dues against defaulting advocates/ Lawyers and to effect recovery from the
defaulting contractors and para was kept pending.

14.9.2007 The Department explained that the DDO (C), Samundri had reported that
contractors had got a stay order from the Civil Court, while one of them, i.e. Mr. Shabbir,
Hussain shah was died. As the deceased had no legal heir, hence the amount against
deceased person could not be recovered.

The Department was directed to get the amount written off by the
Competent Authority and para was kept pending.

138. Para No.24.6
Deputy Commissioner, Sheikhupura — Rs.65,750/-.

14.12.2006  The Department explained that notices had been issued to the defaulters for
early recovery. Moreover, all possible efforts were being made to recover the balance
amount from the defaulter.

The Department was directed to move a summary to the CM for writing off
the outstanding dues against defaulting advocates/ Lawyers and to effect recovery from the
defaulting contractors and para was kept pending.

14.9.2007 The Department explained that remaining amount from Mr. Karamat Ali.
Rs.18,000/- had been recovered which could be verified.

The Department was directed to effect the balance recovery and para was
settled subject to verification of balance recovery.

139. Para No.24.7
Deputy Commissioner, Pakpattan — Rs.27,000/-.

14.12.2006  The Department explained that notices had been issued to the defaulters for
early recovery. Moreover, all possible efforts were being made to recover the balance
amount from the defaulter.



The Department was directed to move a summary to the CM for writing off
the outstanding dues against defaulting advocates/ Lawyers and to effect recovery from the
defaulting contractors and para was kept pending.

14.9.2007 The Department explained that the DO (R), Pakpattan Sharif had reported
that Tehsildar Pakpattan Sharif had been directed to recover the outstanding amount within
two months.

The para was kept pending.

140. Para No.24.8
Deputy Commissioner, Lodhran — Rs.16,000/-.

14.12.2006  The Department explained that notices had been issued to the defaulters for
early recovery. Moreover, all possible efforts were being made to recover the balance
amount from the defaulter.

The Department was directed to move a summary to the CM for writing off
the outstanding dues against defaulting advocates/ Lawyers and to effect recovery from the

defaulting contractors and para was kept pending.

14.9.2007 The Department explained that matter was sub-judice in the court of Senior
Civil Judge, Lodhran. Recovery would be effected after decision of the court.

The para was kept pending being subjudice.

141. Para No.24.11
Deputy Commissioner, Bahawalpur — Rs.50,011/-.

14.12.2006  The Department explained that notices had been issued to the defaulters for
early recovery. Moreover, all possible efforts were being made to recover the balance
amount from the defaulter.

The Department was directed to move a summary to the CM for writing off
the outstanding dues against defaulting advocates/ Lawyers and to effect recovery from the
defaulting contractors and para was kept pending.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that recovery of Rs.30,011/- had been made
from different contractors.

The para was kept pending for effecting balance recovery.

142. Para No.25.6 Pages 31 & 32 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Recovery of Rs.749,262/- on Account of Sales Tax not Deposited.

Deputy Commissioner, Bahawalpur — Rs.66,346/-.



14.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that neither the invoices of Sales Tax were found
recorded on the bills nor copies of invoices attached with the bills.

The Department explained that recovery of Rs.55,850/- had been effected.

The Department was directed to effect the balance recovery and para was
settled subject to verification of recovery.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from the supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

143. Para No.25.7
Deputy Commissioner, Dera Ghazi Khan — Rs.34,701/-.

14.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that neither the invoices of Sales Tax were found
recorded on the bills nor copies of invoices attached with the bills.

The Department explained that the para was discussed in the DAC meeting
dated 24.5.2004 and the committee directed to obtain necessary funds from the
Government for payment of Sales Tax.

The Department was directed to expedite the matter and para was kept
pending.

14.9.2007 The Department explained that the para was discussed in the DAC meeting
dated 24.5.2004. The Committee directed to obtain necessary funds from the Government
for payment of Sales Tax. Para was kept pending. Moreover, the field formation had
already been directed to submit a case for regularization.

The Department was directed to get the matter regularized by the Finance
Department and para was kept pending.

144. Para No.25.8
Deputy Commissioner, Multan — Rs.20,554/-.

14.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that neither the invoices of Sales Tax were found
recorded on the bills nor copies of invoices attached with the bills.

The Department explained that the DO (R) Multan had been directed to
effect recovery of G.S.T. within 60 days.

The Department was directed to expedite the matter and para was kept
pending.



14.9.2007 The Department explained that the DO (R), Multan had been directed to
effect recovery of G.S.T. Rs.20,554/- within 60 days.

The para was kept pending.

145. Para No.25.10
Commissioner, Multan — Rs.190,788/-.

14.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that neither the invoices of Sales Tax were found
recorded on the bills nor copies of invoices attached with the bills.

The Department explained that out of total of Rs.190,788/- of General Sales
Tax, invoices for Rs.27,861/- had been received.

The Department was directed to expedite the matter and para was kept
pending.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that concerned firms had been asked to provide
the sales tax invoices or to pay the sales Tax.

The Department was directed to get the facts verified by the Audit and para
was settled subject verification of relevant record.

146. Para No.26.1 Page 33 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Un-
Authorised Payment of Telephone & Electricity Charges for Camp
Offices Recovery of Rs.2,241,543/-.

Commissioner, Multan Division, Multan — Rs.1,115,219/-.

14.12.2006 The Department explained that Ex-Deputy Commissioner’s being the
administrative officer had to be in touch with Government at all level concerning law &
order situation during Muharram, Flood, Election, around the clock. Amounts of all the
calls being officially were paid.

The Department was directed to get the matter regularized from the Finance
Department and para was settled subject to regularization.

14.9.2007 The Department explained that the Camp Office was spread over 64 Kanals
of land with 3 Guard Rooms, PA Office, Room for telephone operator, besides the main
building. Also two tube-bells function alongwith other electrical installations etc. The
lightning arrangements alongwith AC was provided for Mosque in Camp Office premises
for the convenience of visitors in the Camp Office to Office prayers.

The Department was directed to get the matter regularized by the Finance
Department and para was kept pending.



147. Para No.26.2
Commissioner, Gujranwala Division, Gujranwala — Rs.236,867/-.

14.12.2006 The Department explained that Ex-Deputy Commissioner’s being the
administrative officer had to be in touch with Government at all level concerning law &
order situation during Muharram, Flood, Election, around the clock. Amounts of all the
calls being officially were paid.

The Department was directed to get the matter regularized from the Finance
Department and para was settled subject to regularization.

14.9.2007 The Department explained that no reference was made to Government on
this subject with the presumption that Commissioner was entitled to Camp Office at his
residence as per practice in the other Divisions of the Provinces.

The Department was directed to get the matter regularized by the Finance
Department and para was settled subject to regularization.

148. Para No.26.3
Deputy Commissioner, Chakwal — Rs.358,448/-.

14.12.2006 The Department explained that Ex-Deputy Commissioner’s being the
administrative officer had to be in touch with Government at all level concerning law &
order situation during Muharram, Flood, Election, around the clock. Amounts of all the
calls being officially were paid.

The Department was directed to get the matter regularized from the Finance
Department and para was settled subject to regularization.

14.9.2007 The Department explained that the Board of Revenue, Punjab had already
granted sanction for establishing the Camp Office to all Deputy Commissioners in the
Punjab vide No. 561/253-201/429/Dir:R&G, dated 24.3.2001. The effect of above circular
was not retrospective; hence the field formation had been advised to submit a case for
regularization of the expenditure with full justification.

The Department was directed to get the matter regularized by the Finance
Department and para was settled subject to regularization.

149. Para No.26.4
Deputy Commissioner, Sheikhupura — Rs.321,302/-.

150. Para No.26.5



Deputy Commissioner, Mianwali — Rs.209,707/-.

14.12.2006 The Department explained that Ex-Deputy Commissioner’s being the
administrative officer had to be in touch with Government at all level concerning law &
order situation during Muharram, Flood, Election, around the clock. Amounts of all the
calls being officially were paid.

The Department was directed to get the matter regularized from the Finance
Department and paras were settled subject to regularization.

14.9.2007 The Department explained that the DO (R), Sheikhupura had been directed
to bifurcate the amount of Camp Office meter (separately shown) which would be
submitted to the Finance Department for regularization. The amount relating to Residence
would however, be recovered from the officers.

The Department was directed to get the matter regularized by the Finance
Department and paras were kept pending.

151. Para No.27 Page 34 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Recovery of
Rs.1,336,034/- on Account of Agriculture Income Tax.

14.12.2006 Audit had pointed out that the agriculture Income Tax amounting to

Rs.1,336,034/- was recoverable from various Agriculture Land Owners/ Cultivated Areas.
The Department explained that an amount of Rs.1,230,840/- had been

recovered and Rs.151,194/- was under stay, issued by Lahore High Court, Lahore.

The para was kept pending being subjudice.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that the DDO(R), Mankera had reported that an
amount of Rs.1,230,840/- had been recovered which may be verified by Audit and
Rs.151,194/- was under stay, issued by Lahore High Court, Lahore. Efforts were being
made for vacation of the status quo and the remaining amount would be recovered, as soon
as the status quo would be vacated.

The Department was directed to get the matter referred to Revenue receipts
side para instead of Civil Audit and para was Kkept pending.

152. Para No.28.2 Page 35 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Non-
Verification of Deposits of Rs.2,354,439/- by the District Accounts
Office.




153.

154.

155.

156.

15.12.2006

Deputy Commissioner, Sheikhupura — Rs.1,377,862/-.

Para No.28.3
Commissioner, Gujranwala — Rs.99,655/-.

Para No.36.3 Pages 42 & 43 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Irregular Expenditure on Account of Printing Charges Amounting to
Rs.389,420/-.

Deputy Commissioner, Pakpattan — Rs.51,008/-.

Para No.42.4 Page 48 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Expenditure Incurred Worth Rs.1,391,060/- in Excess of Budget
Provisions.

Deputy Commissioner, Layyah — Rs.225,329/-.

Para No.45 Page 51 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Drawal of
Advance of Rs.120,000/- on Account of Electricity.

The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been

verified by Audit from supporting record.

157.

15.12.2006

On the recommendation of Audit, the paras were settled.

Para No.30.3 Pages 36 & 37 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Irregular Expenditure of Rs.8,971,154/- on Account of Telephone/
Electricity Charges.

Deputy Commissioner, Bhakkar — Rs.400,000/-.

Audit had pointed out that the record regarding payment of arrears of

telephone & electricity charges were not produced.

The Department explained that a copy of certificate about non payment of

the surcharge as well as double drawl, issued by the A.O.T.R, Bhakkar was available.

The Department was directed to get the facts verified by Audit and para was

settled subject to verification of relevant record.

15.9.2007

The Department explained that a copy of certificate about non payment of

the surcharge as well as double drawl issued by the A.O.T.R, Bhakkar was available.

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



158. Para No.30.5
Commissioner, Multan Division, Multan — Rs.2,446,481/-.

15.12.2006 Audit had pointed out that the record regarding payment of arrears of telephone
& electricity charges were not produced.

The Department explained that the payments/ entries in cash book tally with
the Telephone Bills issued by the T&T Department.

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

159. Para No.30.7
Deputy Commissioner, Gujranwala — Rs.541,480/-.

15.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that the record regarding payment of arrears of
telephone & electricity charges were not produced.

The Department explained that the case had been sent to the Board of
Revenue for obtaining regularization from Finance Department and the same was still
under process.

The Department was directed to expedite the matter and para was kept
pending.

14.9.2007 The Department explained that there was no upper ceiling for the use of
office telephones.

Audit observed that Departmental contention was not tenable.

The Department was directed to get the matter regularized by the Finance
Department and para was settled subject to regularization.

160. Para No.30.8
Deputy Commissioner, Bahawalpur — Rs.213,731/-.

15.12.2006 Audit had pointed out that the record regarding payment of arrears of telephone
& electricity charges were not produced.

The Department explained that the payment of telephone bills had not been
made by the office of the then D.C, Bahawalpur. The relevant record i.e. Contingent
Registers were available for verification by Audit.

The Department was directed to get the facts verified by Audit and para was
settled subject to verification of relevant record.



15.9.2007 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from the supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

161. Para No.30.9
Deputy Commissioner, Sargodha — Rs.151,643/-.

15.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that the record regarding payment of arrears of
telephone & electricity charges were not produced.

The Department explained that in Sub Division (Defunct A.C. Office),
Sahiwal only one Telephone was installed for the official use which was being used by the
then A.C. Sahiwal. Resident Magistrate, Sahiwal, Tehsildar, Naib Tehsildar etc. to perform
multifarious functions, official duties in the public interest which require immediate
attention during the day and night. He had to keep liaison which the field staff for the
maintenance of law and order, unforeseen events such as Earth Quakes, fire, flood,
Muharram, other calamities protocol and other officials matters. Moreover, the telephone
was purely used in Government and public interest.

The explanation of the Department was accepted and para was settled.
162. Para No.31.1 Page 38 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Recovery

of Rs.705,525/- on Account of Appointment Against Leave Vacancy and
Payment Made Without Regular Appointment Orders.

Deputy Commissioner, R.Y. Khan — Rs.345,525/-.

15.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that neither any extension was not granted nor they
were appointed on regular basis.

The Department explained that the entry in service book revealed that the
said Patwari was adjusted against regular post. Moreover, in the year, a register of “Patwari
Candidates” used to be maintained by the A.C. and senior Candidates appointed against the
vacant posts. In case of Ghulam Muhammad Patwari, the observation of Audit regarding
advertisement, merit list and selection through Recruitment Committee were un-justified.
The order of his adjustment by the Collector, prima facie were legal and need no
condonation of irregularity by the S&GAD.

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

163. Para No.31.2
Commissioner, Lahore Division, Lahore — Rs.360,000/-.

15.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that neither any extension was granted nor they were
appointed on regular basis.



The Department explained that Mr. Shah Hussain Naib Qasid was posted
against a leave vacancy. On the expiry of leave period he was appointed against a regular
vacancy.

The Department was directed to get the matter regularized with the sanction
of the competent authority and para was kept pending.

14.9.2007 The Department explained that Mr. Shah Hussain (Naib Qasid) was posted
against a leave vacancy. On the expiry of leave period, he was appointed against a regular
vacancy.

The explanation of the Department was accepted and para was settled.
164. Para No.32.4 Pages 39 & 40 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;

Irregular Expenditure on Repair of Government Vehicles Amounting
to Rs.1,051,746/-.

Deputy Commissioner, Narowal — Rs.54,615/-.

15.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that neither the N.O.C. nor fitness certificate of
Government Workshop was obtained.

The Department explained that the case of regularization was still under
process with the Finance Department.

The Department was directed to expedite the matter and para was kept
pending.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that matter was referred to the Finance
Department for regularization.

The Department was directed to pursue the case vigorously and para was
settled subject to regularization.

165. Para No.32.5
Deputy Commissioner, Gunjralwala — Rs.105,000/-.

15.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that neither the N.O.C. nor fitness certificate of
Government Workshop was obtained.

The Department explained that payments of bills had been made during the
year 1999-2000 by Deputy District Officer/ District Magistrate/ Authorized Officer after
scrutiny of the estimates.

The Department was directed to get the matter regularized with the sanction
of the competent authority and para was kept pending.



14.9.2007 The Department explained that the District Officer (Revenue), Gujranwala
had reported that his office wrote a letter for vetting of estimates of repair of vehicles to
Assistant Agriculture Engineer, Government Workshop, Gujranwala who had replied that
the payments of bills mentioned in the letter had been made during the year 1999-2000 by
Deputy District Officer / District Magistrate / Authorized Officer after scrutiny of the
estimates. Therefore, there was no need of vetting of estimates at this stage.

The Department was directed to get the matter regularized by the Finance
Department and para was settled subject to regularization.

166. Para No.32.6
Deputy Commissioner, Chakwal— Rs.57,540/-.

15.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that neither the N.O.C. nor fitness certificate of
Government Workshop was obtained.

The Department explained that the District Officer (Revenue), Chakwal had
reported that quotations were collected and lowest quotation was approved by the Deputy
District Officer. The vehicle was got repaired after completion of all codal formalities i.e.
N.O.C. obtained from the Assistant Agricultural Engineer. (F.O.) Chakwal.

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

167. Para No.34.1 Page 41 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Expenditure Incurred Beyond Competency Worth Rs.2,453,876/-.

Deputy Commissioner, Vehari — Rs.1,333,331/-.

15.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that record was not produced to Audit for
verification.

The Department explained that expenditure was made within competency of
the D.C. as per serial No. 3 (a) of the Delegation of Financial Powers rules, 1990 having
the powers Category-II officer can exercise the Powers upto Rs,150,000/- in each case on
dietary charges.

The Department was directed to get facts verified by the Audit and para was
kept pending.

14.9.2007 The Department explained that expenditure was made within competency of
the D.C as per serial No.3(a) of the Delegation of Financial Powers Rules, 1990 having the
powers of Category-II officer could exercise the Powers upto Rs.1,50,000/- in each case on
dietary charges.

Audit observed that the matter had not been got regularized so far.



The Department was directed to get the matter regularized by the Finance
Department and para was settled subject to regularization.

168. Para No.35.1 Page 42 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Irregular
Expenditure on Repair of Machinery & Equipment Amounting to
Rs.126,958/-

Deputy Commissioner, Multan — Rs.51,964/-.

15.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that no codal formalities were observed in violation
of rules 15.2 (¢) & (d) of PFR Vol-I.

The Department explained that the concerned Firms had been asked for
supply of their Income Tax return for said period.

The Department was directed to expedite the matter and para was kept
pending.

14.9.2007 The Department explained that the concerned firms had been asked for
supply of their Income Tax return for said period / year. As soon as the same was received,
it would be supplied to Audit for verification.

The Department was directed to submit a report to PAC-I Secretariat on 2-
10-2007 and para was kept pending.

169. Para No.36.1 Pages 42 & 43 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Irregular Expenditure on Account of Printing Charges Amounting to
Rs.389,420/-.

Deputy Commissioner, Sargodha — Rs.60,700/-.

15.12.2006 Audit had pointed out that codal formalities had not been observed.
Expenditure was incurred beyond competency in violation of Rules, at S.No. 3(b) (xiii) of
Delegation of Financial Powers Rules, 1990.

The Department explained that printing work was done on different dates
on emergent basis in the best interest of Government. However, it was pointed out that
indent of different articles were regularly sent to the Government Printing Press
Bahawalpur to avoid printing work from the private printing press but the indented articles
were not supplied promptly by the Government Press and they refused to issue NOC in this
regard.



The Department was directed to get the matter regularized with the sanction
of the competent authority and para was kept pending.

14.9.2007 The Department explained that expenditure of Rs.60,700/- had been
regularized by the Finance Department.

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

170. Para No.36.2
Deputy Commissioner, Multan — Rs.48,062/-.

15.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that codal formalities had not been found observed.
Expenditure was incurred beyond competency in violation of Rules, at S.No. 3(b) (xiii) of
Delegation of Financial Powers Rules, 1990.

The Department explained that all the articles got printed were below the
sanctioned power of Rs.1,000/- but the bills were presented in consolidated form.

The Department was directed to get the matter regularized with the sanction
of the competent authority and para was kept pending.

14.9.2007 The Department explained that all the articles got printed were below the
sanctioned power of Rs.1,000/- but the bills were presented in consolidated form. The
quotations were collected by hand because the printing work was below the sanction
prescribed limit of Rs.1,000/-

Audit observed that Department was required to expedite the regularization.

The Department was directed to get the matter regularized by the Finance
Department and para was settled subject to regularization.

171. Para No.36.4
Commissioner, Multan — Rs.229,650/-.

15.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that codal formalities had not been found observed.
Expenditure was incurred beyond competency in violation of Rules, at S.No. 3(b) (xiii) of

Delegation of Financial Powers Rules, 1990.

The Department explained that the concerned firms/ suppliers had been
directed to deposit the amount of Income Tax.

The Department was directed to expedite the matter and para was kept
pending.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that no GST was imposed on Printing Charges.



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

172. Para No.37 Pages 43 & 44 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Recovery of Rs.1,212,036/- Due to Improper Maintenance of Log Books
and Vehicles Misused.

15.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that vehicles had been misused.

The Department explained that Member Board of Revenue, was entitled to
350 liters of Petrol for station duty (local) inclusive of 150 liters petrol for private use.
Moreover, vehicles which were earmarked for general duties, had no limit of consumption
of fuel. Further, for fuel used by the officers/ officials, entries had duly been made in every
log Book and duly singed by the concerned officer/ officials.

The explanation of the Department was accepted and para was settled.
173. Para No.38.1 Pages 44 & 45 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;

Irregular & Unjustified Appointments of Patwaries/Other Officials
Irregular Expenditure of Rs.6,368,005/-.

Assistant Commissioner, Mankera — Rs.4,648,005/-.
15.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that the appointments were made against the
recruitment Policy of Punjab Government.

The Department explained that a case of regularization had been submitted
to the high ups which were still under process.

The Department was directed to expedite the matter and para was kept
pending.

14.9.2007 The Department explained that 19 Patwaris were recruited after proper
advertisement through Tehsildar Mankera & Project Manager, Mankera. One Ghulam
Muhammad S/O Allah Bakhsh also appeared before the selection Committee but later on
appointed on the direction of Minister for Revenue in relaxation of rules/ ban. The
remaining Patwaris were appointed after observing necessary formalities on the
recommendations of the Selection Committee/ Minister for Revenue/ concerned MNAs /
MPASs except advertisement through press.

The Department was directed to get the matter regularized by the Finance
Department and para was settled subject to regularization.

174. Para No.38.2
Assistant Deputy Commissioner (Cons), Mianwali — Rs.1,630,000/-.

15.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that the appointments were made against the
recruitment Policy of Punjab Government.



The Department explained that in response to Finance Department’s query,
the Deputy District Officer (Consolidation), Mianwali had been directed to fix
responsibility.

The Department was directed to expedite the matter and para was kept
pending.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that matter had already been referred to the
Finance Department for regularization.

The Department was directed to pursue the case vigorously and para was
settled subject to regularization by the Finance Department.

175. Para No.39 Pages 45 & 46 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Irregular Expenditure of Rs.480,000/- Payment of Rent to Un-
Authorised Firm.

15.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that sanctions were accorded by the Additional
Commissioner City beyond competency.

The Department explained that this para was already settled in the
Departmental Accounts Committee meeting dated 27/28.01.1999.

The Department was directed to get the facts verified by the Audit and para
was settled subject to verification of relevant record.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that the payment was made to Mr. Zain-ul-
Abideen who was the legal holder of Power of attorney from the owner of the property i.e.
Mst. Ferzana Habib which may be verified. Moreover, registered power of Attorney had
been verified by Audit.

The explanation of the Department was accepted and para was settled.
176. Para No.40 Page 46 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Irregular

Promotion of Naib Qasids as Drivers/Irregular Payment of Pay &
Allowances Amounting to Rs.321,934/-.

15.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that M./S Abdul Aziz & Muhammad Naib Qasids
were promoted as drivers irregularly and without obtaining the relaxation of rules of the
Competent Authority.

The Department explained that in response to Finance Department’s advice
the matter had been referred to the S&GAD for regularization of promotion as per
S&GAD‘s notification No. SOR-III-1-3/98, dated 02.03.2002.



The Department was directed to expedite the matter and para was kept
pending.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that matter had already been referred to the
Finance Department for regularization.

The Department was directed to pursue the case vigorously and para was
settled subject to regularization by the Finance Department.

177. Para No.41 Page 47 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Irregular
Advance Drawal of Rs.873,729/- Double Payment of Electricity
Charges for the Month of November & December 1998 Rs.67,037/-.

15.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that an amount to the extent was un-necessarily
drawn in advance for advance payment to WAPDA & PTCL to avoid the lapse of the
budgetary grant.

The Department explained that no double payment amounting to
Rs.167,863/- was made to the WAPDA and same had been verified by Audit. Moreover, a
sum of Rs.55,000/- was paid to Sui Gas Department on 29.6.1999 against outstanding bill
of Circuit House for 8/98 to 5/99. Similarly Rs.200,000/- was paid to Sui Gas Department
on 27.6.2000 against outstanding Sui Gas bills of commissioner’s office, Camp Office and
Circuit House for the months of 1/2000 to 4/2000.

Audit observed that Department did not produce original Electricity and Sui
Gas bills for verification.

The Department was directed to produce the requisite record to Audit for
verification and para was settled subject to verification of relevant record.

14.9.2007 The Department explained that Government allocated an amount of
Rs.500,000/- under sub head 533- Electricity charges through supplementary grant for the
year 1999-2000. Sum of Rs.50866/- was paid to WAPDA on 29-6-2000 against
outstanding electricity bills from March to May, 2000 in respect of Commissioner’s Camp
Office, Commissioner’s Office and Circuit House. However, the details of outstanding
bills had been obtained from WAPDA which may be seen. Similarly Rs.2,00,000/- was
paid to Sui Gas Department on 27.6.2000 and 29.6.2000 against outstanding Sui Gas Bills
of Commissioner’s Office, Camp Office and Circuit House for the months of 1/2000 to
4/2000. This office obtained the details of outstanding bills from Sui Gas Department
which may be seen.

The Department was directed to get the facts verified by the Audit and para
was kept pending.



178. Para No.42.1 Page 48 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Expenditure Incurred Worth Rs.1,391,060/- in Excess of Budget
Provisions.

Deputy Commissioner, Sargodha — Rs.664,743/-.

15.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that an amount to the sated extent had been incurred
in excess of budge allocation in violation of Rules.17.15 of PFR Vol-I.

The Department explained that the DO(R), Sargodha had reported that
expenditure was incurred due to the fact that Government sanctioned 25 % daily allowance
in code No0.2935 during 1999-2000. In addition to this, an allowance of Rs.100/- for each
Government servant was sanctioned w.e.f. 1.1.2000 since both the allowances were
sanctioned after submission of budget for 1999-2000, the demands of these allowances
were asked for in the 2™ statement of excesses & surrenders but allocation was not made to
the office of DC, Sargodha.

The Department was directed to get the facts verified by Audit and para was
settled subject to verification of relevant record.

14.9.2007 The Department explained that the DO(R), Sargodha had reported that
expenditure was incurred due to the fact that Government sanctioned 25% daily Allowance
in code No0.2935 during 1999-2000. In addition to this, an allowance of Rs.100/- for each
Government servant was sanctioned w.e.f. 1.1.2000 since both the allowances were
sanctioned after submission of budget for 1999-2000, the demands of these allowances
were asked for in the 2™ statement of excesses & surrenders but allocation was not made to
the office of DC, Sargodha since the Allowances were sanctioned by promulgating
Government Notification its payment was necessary.

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

179. Para No.42.3 Page 48 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Expenditure Incurred Worth Rs.1,391,060/- in Excess of Budget
Provisions.

Deputy Commissioner, Jhang — Rs.34,147/-.

180. Para No.44.3 Pages 49, 50 & 51 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Irregular Expenditure of Rs.2,122,822/- on Account of Purchase of
Stationery.

Deputy Commissioner, Jhang — Rs.301,100/-.

181. Para No.50.2 Pages 55 & 56 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Non-
Production of Record Which Consists of Serious Financial Irregularity.



Deputy Commissioner, Jhang — S No.1 to 10.

15.12.2006 The Department explained that Mr Muhammad Safdar Igbal remained
posted as District Nazir in the office of DC Jhang for the period from 1993 to 2001. After
his transfer from the post of District Nazir, he did not hand over the record to his
successor. Departmental action as well as criminal cases had been got registered against
him for the recovery of official record and the Government money in the Anti-Corruption
Establishment as well as with the local police. The said Mr. Muhammad Safdar Igbal had
been dismissed form service. Muhammad Safdar Igbal had been arrested. The accused
Safdar Igbal remained on physical remand with the Circle Officer Jhang for about fourteen
days but the Investigation Officer (Circle Officer, ACE Jhang) did not recover any official
record or Government money from the accused. The accused Safdar Igbal was now in the
Judicial Lock up.

The Committee observed that the presence of the Regional Police Officer,
DPO and SP Investigation concerned was necessary for further process. The Inspector
General of Police Punjab Lahore was advised to ensure the presence of the said officers in
the PAC meeting to be held on 4-1-2007 and paras were kept pending.

4.1.2007 The discussion on the above noted paras were deferred till 13.1.2007 as
Regional Police Officer, DPO concerned and SP (Investigation) did not attend the meeting.
The Committee expressed its displeasure over non-appearance of Police Officers
concerned and directed that all the concerned should be present in the PAC meeting on
13.1.2007 with the latest position.

15.1.2007 The Department explained that the record was in the custody of Mr.
Muhammad Safdar Igbal, the then District Nazir, who did not hand over the same to his
successor on his transfer. Cases had been registered against him for the recovery for
Government money as well as official record. Moreover, the amounts were related to the
contingencies as well as pay and allowances of the officials, therefore, the whole amount
cannot be termed as misappropriation.

The Committee constituted the following Sub-Committee to determine
actual amount of misappropriation within 30 days and paras were kept pending.

I. Mr. Faqire Muhammad Javeed Secretary BOR Convener
Additional Director, Anti-Corruption, Member
Faisalabad Division and Investigation officer
Anti-Corruption, Jhang.

3. A representative from Audit Department Member

14.9.2007 The Department explained that in compliance with direction of PAC-I
meeting held on 15.01.2007, a meeting under the Chairmanship of the Secretary (Sett
&Cons) Board of Revenue, Punjab Lahore was held to find out the exact embezzled



amount as well salary. After conducting another meetings, the latest position would be
brought to the notice of the PAC-I.

The paras were kept pending.
182. Para No.44.1 Pages 49, 50 & 51 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;

Irregular Expenditure of Rs.2,122,822/- on Account of Purchase of
Stationery.

Deputy Commissioner, Sargodha — Rs.501,522/-.

15.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that the purchase procedure was not observed in
violation of Rule 15.2 (¢) & (d) of PFR Vol-L

The Department explained that the DO(R) Sargodha had reported that
purchase of stationery was made on different dates within the limit. Moreover, similar
nature of para had already been settled by the special DAC meeting dated 25.11.2000.

The Department was directed to get the matter regularized with the sanction
of the competent authority and para was settled subject to regularization.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that the DO (R), Sargodha had reported that
purchase of stationery was made on different dates within the limit and comprises of 684
bills / vouchers and no one purchase exceeded from the local purchase limit. Moreover, no
purchase was made beyond Rs.150,000/- at one time and the same was purchased in
economical manner.

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

183. Para No.44.2
Deputy Commissioner, Bahawalpur — Rs.350,463/-.

15.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that the purchase procedure was not observed in
violation of rule 15.2 (¢) & (d) of PFR Vol-L

The Department explained that since the stationery was purchased on
different dates and occasions, the question of open tenders did not arise.

The Department was directed to get the matter regularized with the sanction
of the competent authority and para was kept pending.

14.9.2007 The Department explained that the stationery was purchased on different
dates and occasions; hence the question of splitting up did not arise.

The Department was directed to get the matter regularized by the Finance
Department and para was settled subject to regularization.



184. Para No.44.5
Deputy Commissioner, Multan — Rs.219,608/-.

15.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that the purchase procedure was not observed in
violation of Rule 15.2 (¢) & (d) of PFR Vol-I.

The Department explained that the stationery articles were purchased below
the prescribed limit of Rs.5,000/- on different occasions but amount were drawn from the
Treasury in consolidated form on 14.2.2000, 18.2.2000 and 22.11.1999 as such there was
no irregular local purchase of stationery.

The Department was directed to get the matter regularized with the sanction
of the competent authority and para was kept pending.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that matter had already been referred to the
Finance Department for regularization.

The Department was directed to pursue the case vigorously and para was
settled subject to regularization by the Finance Department.

185. Para No.44.6
Deputy Commissioner, Chakwal — Rs.182,498/-.

15.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that the purchase procedure was not observed in
violation of rule 15.2 (¢) & (d) of PFR Vol-I.

The Department explained that the District Officer (Revenue), Chakwal had
reported that stationery items were purchased within the competency of the Deputy
Commissioner on different dates.

The Department was directed to get the matter regularized with the sanction
of the competent authority and para was kept pending.

14.9.2007 The Department explained that the District Officer (Revenue), Chakwal had
reported that stationery items were purchased within the competency of the Deputy
Commissioner on different dates.

Audit observed that Department was required to expedite the regularization.

The Department was directed to get the matter regularized by the Finance
Department and para was settled subject to regularization.

186. Para No.44.7
Assistant Commissioner, Sahiwal — Rs.76,965/-.



15.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that the purchase procedure was not observed in
violation of Rule 15.2 (¢) & (d) of PFR Vol-I.

The Department explained that the matter had already been referred to the
Finance Department for regularization.

The Department was directed to expedite the matter and para was kept
pending.

14.9.2007 The Department explained that the matter had already been referred to the
Finance Department for regularization.

The Department was directed to get the matter regularized by the Finance
Department and para was settled subject to regularization.

187. Para No.44.8
Assistant Commissioner, Jhang — Rs.62,270/-.

15.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that the purchase procedure was not observed in
violation of Rule 15.2 (¢) & (d) of PFR Vol-I.

The Department explained that all the amounts drawn in this regard were
within competency. As the purchase of stationery items did not exceed Rs.5,000/-, it was
not necessary to float tender through press.

The Department was directed to get the matter regularized with the sanction
of the competent authority and para was kept pending.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that all the amounts drawn in this regard were
within competency. As the purchase of stationery items did not exceed Rs.5,000/- it was
not necessary to float tender through press.

The Department was directed to get the facts verified by the Audit and para
was settled subject to verification of relevant record.

188. Para No.44.9
Commissioner, Multan Division, Multan — Rs.219,548/-.

15.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that the purchase procedure was not observed in
violation of Rule 15.2 (¢) & (d) of PFR Vol-L

The Department explained that concerned firms/ suppliers had been directed
for the deposit of income Tax.

The Department was directed to expedite the matter and para was kept
pending.



15.9.2007 The Department explained that stationery items were purchased from non-
GST registered firms/ suppliers, therefore, GST was not charged. Concerned firms/
suppliers had been directed for the deposit of amount of Income Tax.

The Department was directed to get the facts verified by the Audit and para
was kept pending.

189. Para No.47.2 Page 53 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Loss of
Rs.523,525/- Due to Non-Auction of Canteen/Shops of Printed Forms of
Katchery Compound.

Assistant Commissioner, Summandri — Rs.116,000/-.

15.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that the Government sustained the loss to the stated
extent due to non-auction/ cancellation of auction/non-vacation & un-authorized
demolishing of canteen of Kutchery Compound

The Department explained that the DDO(R) Samundri had reported that
auction was made but the bid was not approved by the then Deputy Commissioner. After
wards, efforts were made time and again but no person participated. Therefore, canteen and
other contracts could not be auctioned.

The Department was directed to get the facts verified by Audit and para was
kept pending.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that the DDO (R), Samundri had reported that
auction was made but the bid was not approved the then Deputy Commissioner.
Afterwards, efforts were made time and again but no person participated. Therefore,
Canteen and other contracts could not be auctioned.

The Department was directed to get the facts verified by the Audit and para
was kept pending.

190. Para No.50.1 Pages 55 & 56 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Non-
Production of Record Which Consists of Serious Financial Irregularity.

Commissioner, Gujranwala — Record of remittance.
15.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that record had not been produced to Audit.

The Department explained that the District Accounts Officer, Gujranwala
vide this Edost. No. DAO/GRW/DA-II/HM/448, dated 07.03.2006 returned the original
letter with the verification that under head of account 521- Postage Rs.29,600/- had been
made by book transfer. Moreover, no expenditure was incurred under head of account 595-
F&E and 595-Publicity.



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

191. Para No.50.3
Deputy Commissioner, Sheikhupura — Receipts Record

15.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that relevant record had not been produced to Audit.

The Department explained that the then Summary Clerk Mr. Sultan Ahmad
Gujjar, Junior Clerk had been directed to produce the relevant record as and when required,
for verification by Audit.

The Department was directed to get facts verified by the Audit and para was
kept pending.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that the then Summary Clerk Mr. Sultan Ahmad
Gujjar, Junior Clerk had been directed to produce the relevant record as and when required,
for verification by audit.

The Department was directed to get the facts verified by the Audit and para
was settled subject to verification of relevant record.

192. Para No.51.1 Pages 56 & 57 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Non
Production of Record Amounting to Rs.171,487,843/- Pertaining_to
P.L.A.

XEN Highway Division, Pak Pattan — Rs.57,053,343/-.

193. Para No.51.2
XEN Highway Division, Vehari — Rs.25,376,000/-.

194. Para No.51.3
XEN Sahiwal — Rs.14,579,050/-.

195. Para No.51.4
XEN Highway Division District Khanewal — Rs.50,158,000/-.

196. Para No.51.5
Deputy Commissioner ADLG — Rs.24,321,450/-.

15.4.2006 The Department explained that the paras were actually related to Director
Development Multan and same had wrongly been included in the Audit report of BOR.

On the recommendation of Audit, the paras were transferred to Planning
and Development Department.



197. Para No.53 Pages 58 & 59 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Un-
Justified & Irregular Payment of Electricity Charges Rs.1,506,578/-.

15.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that neither the reasons nor the un-paid bills were
shown to Audit.

The Department explained that bills were paid on the receipt of funds.
Moreover, no double payment was involved.

The explanation of the Department was accepted and para was settled.
198. Para No.54 Page 59 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Loss to

Government Rs.156,832/- due to Non-Occupation of Government
Accommodation Since 1996.

15.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that class-IV Government accommodations under the
jurisdiction of A.C. Mankera, were lying vacant since 1996.

The Department explained that no Government accommodation was

allotted.
The explanation of the Department was accepted and para was settled.
Audit Paras (Revenue Receipts) for the year 2000-01
199. Para No.2.1 Pages 35 & 36 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;

Non/short-realization of stamp duty due to under-valuation
Rs.3,941,712/-.

14.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that the value of land was not calculated according to
valuation table notified by the District Collector in respect of the land situated in that area
or locality concerned and contrary to these provisions of law, the value of various
properties/ land for purpose of Stamp Duty was taken less than that notified by the District
Collector and this resulted in short realization of stamp duty.

The Department explained as under:-

(1) PDP Nos.6525 & 6526 Sub-Registrar, Sarai Alamgir-Rs.222,712/-.

14.5.2005 The Department explained that the recovery notices had been issued to the
parties for the recovery of deficient amounts.

The Department was directed to effect recovery at the earliest and the item
was kept pending.



13.12.2006  The Department explained that the recovery notices had been issued to the
parties for the recovery of deficient amounts.

The Department was directed to effect recovery at the earliest and the items were
settled subject to verification of relevant record.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that notices for the recovery of remaining
amount had been issued to the parties.

The Department was directed to effect balance recovery and items were
settled subject to verification of relevant record.

(2) PDP No.6684 Sub-Registrar, Hasilpur-Rs.179,058/-.

14.5.2005 The Department explained that all objections had been rebutted because
residential property was considered as commercial property and non rating area was
considered as rating area by the audit.

A Committee was formed consisting of the following with the instruction to
visit whether it was residential or commercial; and in case it was residential then the matter
would be settled otherwise the recovery should be effected within 90 days under report to
PAC-L

I. Mr Razzaq Ahmad , Audit Officer
2. Mirza Muhammad Yaqoob Baig, Chief Inspector of Stamp (BOR)
3. A representative from the Finance Department

The item was kept pending.

13.12.2006  The Department explained that committee constituted by PAC had visited
Hasilpur to reconcile the matter and found that an amount of Rs.70,285/- was not due.

The Department was directed to effect balance recovery at the earliest and
the item was settled subject to verification of relevant record.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that notices for the recovery of remaining
amount had been issued to the parties.

The Department was directed to effect balance recovery and item was settled
subject to verification of relevant record.

(3) PDP No.6687 Sub-Registrar, Fagirwali-Rs.99,005/-.




14.5.2005 The Department explained that notices had been issued to the parties for the
recovery of the deficient amount.

On the statement of Secretary BOR that the recovery would be effected
within 90 days, the item was conditionally settled subject to verification of recovery by
Audit.

13.12.2006 The Department explained that the departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the item was settled.

(4) PDP No.6685 Sub-Registrar, Hasilpur-Rs.59.,000/-.

14.5.2005 The Department explained that deficiency of Rs.59,000/- was pointed out
by the audit which was incorrect because documents had been properly stamped as per
Valuations Table.

The item was kept pending for reconciliation.

13.12.2006 The Department explained that efforts were being made to effect the
recovery in the light of the report of the inquiry committee.

The Department was directed to effect the recovery within 90 days and the
item was kept pending.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that recoverable amount had been effected and
verified by Audit.

On the recommendation of Audit, the item was settled.

(5) PDP Nos.6690 & 6691 Sub-Registrar, Haroonabad-Rs.120,755/-.

14.5.2005 The Department explained that out of Rs.80,609/-, Rs.12,000/- had been
recovered pertaining to D.P. No. 6690 and regarding D.P. No. 6691, out of Rs.40,146/-
,Rs.26,000/- had been recovered and deposited into Government Treasury.

The Committee directed the department to get verified the amount already
recovered by Audit and effect balance recovery within 90 days.

The items were kept pending.

13.12.2006  The Department explained that Departmental contention had been verified
by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the items were settled.



(6) PDP No.6688 Sub-Registrar, Fagirwali-Rs.35,250/-.

14.5.2005 The Department explained that notices had been issued to the parties for the
recovery of the deficient amount.

The Committee directed the department to get verified the amount already
recovered by Audit and effect balance recovery within 90 days.

The item was kept pending.

13.12.2006  The Department explained that Departmental contention had been verified
by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the item was settled.

(7) PDP Nos.6522 & 6523 Sub-Registrar, Pindi Gheb-Rs.102.,066/-.

14.5.2005 The Department explained that complete recovery had been effected.

The Department was directed to get the recovery verified by Audit and
items were settled subject to verification of relevant record.

13.12.2006  The Department explained that Departmental contention had been verified
by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the items were settled.

(8) PDP No.6447 Sub-Registrar, Chenabnagar-Rs.13,272/-.

14.5.2005 The Department explained that the valuation table issued by the District
Collector dated 6.11.1997 was received in the office of the Sub-Registrar on 13.11.1997
but document pointed out by the Audit related to the period up to 11.11.1997, Moreover,
notices had been issued to the parties for effecting recovery.

The Department was directed to effect balance recovery within 90 days and
item was kept pending.

13.12.2006  The Department explained that Departmental contention had been verified
by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the item was settled.

(9) PDP No. 6517 Sub-Registrar, Taxila-Rs.214,751/-

i) PDP No. 6515 Sub-Registrar, Taxila-Rs.71,300/-




14.5.2005 The Department explained that departmental contention had been verified
by Audit.

On the recommendation of Audit, the items were settled.

13.12.2006  The Department explained that Departmental contention had been verified
by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the items were settled.

ii) PDP No. 6530 Sub-Registrar, Taxila-Rs.77,500/-

14.5.2005 The Department explained that the required Stamp duty of Rs.46,500/- had
already been charged as the property in question was residential instead of commercial.

The explanation of the department was accepted and item was settled.

13.12.2006  The Department explained that Departmental contention had been verified
by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the item was settled.

(10) PDP No.6514 Sub-Registrar, Gujjar Khan-Rs.50.,400/-.

14.5.2005 The Department explained that the land was situated in Ward No.12 as
clearly mentioned in document and the document had been properly stamped whereas the
Audit Officer had considered the land in Ward No.14 wrongly.

The Department was directed to get it reconciled and item was kept
pending.

13.12.2006  The Department explained that Departmental contention had been verified
by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the item was settled.

(11) PDP Nos.6681 & 6682 Sub-Registrar, Khanpur-Rs.64.046/-.

]
14.5.2005 The Department explained that notices had been issued to the parties and

efforts were being made to effect the recovery regarding deficiencies.

The Department was directed to effect balance recovery within 90 days and
items were kept pending.



13.12.2006  The Department explained that Departmental contention had been verified
by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the items were settled.

(12) PDP No.6592 Sub-Registrar, Dunyapur-Rs.229,589/-.

14.5.2005 The Department explained that notices had been issued to the parties to
recover the deficiency of Rs.29,842/- but the deficiency pointed out against deeds
No.23,36 and 190 was incorrect due to the non rating area.

The Department was directed to effect balance recovery within 90 days and
item was kept pending.

13.12.2006  The Department explained that notices had been issued to the parties to the
extent of deeds No.15 124, 107, 117, 184, 42 and 198 to recover the deficiency of
Rs.29,842/-. However the deficiency pointed out against deeds No. 23, 36, and 190 was
incorrect. As all these documents related to the non rating area. In case of deed No. 13
dated 17.1.99 the property situated in duniapur Gharbi and not in Duniapur Sharqi as
wrongly observed by the Audit Officer. Para may kindly be dropped.

The Department was directed to effect balance recovery and item was
settled subject to verification of balance recovery.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that recoverable amount had been effected and
verified by Audit.

On the recommendation of Audit, the item was settled.

(13) PDP No.6596 Sub-Registrar, Shujabad-Rs.246,909/-.

14.5.2005 The Department explained that notices had been issued to the parties to
recover deficiency of Rs.122,059/- and the remaining deficiency was rebutted because
these had been properly stamped as per valuation table.

The Department was directed to get it verified by Audit and item was kept
pending.

13.12.2006  The Department explained that notices had been issued to the parties to the
extent of deficiency of Rs.122,059/- which related to the deeds No.554, 227, 228,910, and
701. The remaining deficiency was rebutted because these had been properly stamped as
per valuation table.

The Department was directed to effect the balance recovery within 90 days
and item was kept pending.



15.9.2007 The Department explained that notices for the recovery of remaining
amount had been issued to the parties.

The Department was directed to effect balance recovery and items were
settled subject to verification of relevant record.

(14) PDP No.6595 Sub-Registrar, Karoor Pacca-Rs.385,549/-.

14.5.2005 The Department explained that recovery of Rs.8595/- had been verified by
Audit and notices had been issued to the parties for effecting the remaining deficiency.

The Department was directed to effect balance recovery and item was kept
pending.

13.12.2006  The Department explained that recovery of Rs.8595/- had been verified by
Audit and notices had been issued to the parties for effecting the remaining deficiency.

The Department was directed to effect balance recovery within 90 days and
item was kept pending.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that notices for the recovery of remaining
amount had been issued to the parties.

The Department was directed to effect balance recovery and item was
settled subject to verification of relevant record.

(15) PDP No.6693 Sub-Registrar, Bahawalnagar -Rs.59,920/-.

14.5.2005 The Department explained that documents were properly stamped and no
deficiency was found.

The Department was directed to get it reconciled and item was kept
pending.

13.12.2006 The Department explained that documents regarding deed No0.893 was
properly stamped. Whereas, the documents pertaining deed No.777 and 778 were gift deed
in favour of other than legal heirs.

The Department was directed to get the facts verified by Audit and item was
kept pending.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that notices for the recovery of remaining
amount had been issued to the parties.

The Department was directed to effect balance recovery and item was
settled subject to verification of relevant record.



(16) PDP No.6794 Sub-Registrar, Sharaqgpur-Rs.86,465/-.

14.5.2005 The Department explained that the deficiency of Rs.86,465/- was rebutted
because valuation table was notified in the official Gazette on 22.7.1998 whereas, the
documents were executed and registered prior to the publication of the Valuation Table in
the official gazette.

Audit observed that the valuation table was issued on 25.3.1998, but the
department failed to apply the same.

The item was settled with the direction that in future the Gazette
Notification should be published well in time.

13.12.2006 The Department explained that the departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the item was settled.

(17) PDP No.6966 Sub-Registrar, Jauharabad-Rs.1,278,000/-.

14.5.2005 The Department explained that notice had been issued to the party for the
recovery of deficient amount against which a civil suit had been filed.

The Department was directed to pursue the case in the Court of Law and the
item was kept pending.

13.12.2006 The Department explained that notice for the recovery of the deficient
amount was issued to the party against which a civil suit had been filed and the next date
of hearing is 22-3-2007.

The Department was directed to pursue the case in the Court of Law and the
item was kept pending being subjudice.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that notices for the recovery of remaining
amount had been issued to the parties.

The Department was directed to effect balance recovery and item was
settled subject to verification of relevant record.

(18) PDP No.6921 Sub-Registrar, Jalalpur Pirwala-Rs.61,540/-.

14.5.2005 The Department explained that departmental contention regarding
document no.50 had been accepted by the Audit.



Audit observed that view of the department regarding deed no.558 was not
tenable.

The Department was directed to effect balance recovery and item was kept
pending.

13.12.2006 The Department explained that the departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the item was settled.

(19) PDP No.6917 Sub-Registrar, Khairpur, Tamewali-Rs.23,425/-.

14.5.2005 The Department explained that the documents executed during the month of
April, 1998 were subject to the old valuation table and proper stamp duty had been paid in
these cases and the deficiency of Rs.5000/- in respect of deed No.23 had been deposited
into the Government Treasury.

The Department was directed to get it reconciled and item was kept
pending.

13.12.2006 The Department explained that the departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the item was settled.

(20) PDP No.6914 Sub-Registrar, Uch Sharif-Rs.23,800/-.

14.5.2005 The Department explained that documents were properly stamped as the
properties were situated in non rating area and no valuation table was notified by the
Collector.

On the recommendation of Audit, the item was settled.

13.12.2006 The Department explained that the departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the item was settled.

(21) PDP No.6872 Sub-Registrar, Garh Maharaja-Rs.237,320/-.




14.5.2005 The Department explained that deficiency had been admitted and recovery
notices had also been issued.

The Department was directed to recover the amount of deficiency and item
was kept pending.

13.12.2006 The Department explained that the departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the item was settled.
200. Para No.2.2 Page 37 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Short-

realization of stamp duty and registration fee on account of premium
paid in advance-Rs.823,252/-.

14.5.2005 Audit had observed that the registration fee charged at lower rate than the
prescribed rate and this resulted in short-realization of stamp duty.

PDP No.7032 Sub-Registrar, Kharian-Rs.823,252/-.

14.5.2005 The Department explained that recovery of Rs.453,374/- had been effected
and verified by Audit and efforts were being made to recover the balance amount.

The Department was directed to effect balance recovery within 90 days and
para was kept pending.

13.12.2006  The Department explained that recovery of Rs.765,168/- had been effected
and verified by Audit and efforts were being made to recover the balance amount.

The Department was directed to effect balance recovery within 60 days and
para was kept pending.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that complete recovery had been effected and
verified by Audit.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.
201. Para No.2.3 Pages 37 & 38 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Short-

realization of registration fee due to application of incorrect rate-
Rs.524,793/-.

14.5.2005 The Audit had observed that registration fee on documents of lease of
immovable property was chargeable @5/8th of the value of stamps duty payable on the
lease. Contrary to this, the Sub-Registrar Kharian charged/ recovered registration fee @
1% of the amount of the premium paid and this caused short realization of Rs.524,793/-.



PDP No.7030 Sub-Registrar, Kharian-Rs.524,793/-.

14.5.2005 The Department explained that recovery of Rs.195,413/- had been effected
and verified by Audit and efforts were being made to recover the balance amount.

The Department was directed to effect balance recovery within 90 days and
para was kept pending.

13.12.2006  The Department explained that recovery of Rs.484,293/- had been effected
and verified by Audit and efforts were being made to recover the balance amount.

The Department was directed to effect balance recovery within 60 days and
para was kept pending.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that complete recovery had been effected and
verified by Audit.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

202. Para No.2.4 Page 38 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Non/Short-
realization of stamp duty and registration fee amounting to
Rs.425,597/-.

14.5.2005 The Audit had observed that certain Sub Registrars either did not recover
the Stamp duty and Registration Fee or recovered at lower rate than the applicable rate and
this caused short realization of Government revenue of Rs.425,597/-

(1) PDP No.7081 Sub-Registrar, Mailsi-Rs.407,862/-.

14.5.2005 The Department explained that gift deeds executed in favour of legal heirs
in rural areas were exempted from the payment of stamp duty as well as registration fee.

On the recommendation of Audit, the item was settled.

13.12.2006  The Department explained that the item had already been settled by the
PAC-I in its meeting held on 14-5-2005.

(2) PDP No.6444 Sub-Registrar, Chiniot-Rs.17,735/-.

14.5.2005 The Department explained that efforts were being made to recover deficient
amount as arrears of land revenue.

The Department was directed to effect the recovery at the earliest and item
was kept pending.



13.12.2006  The Department explained that recovery of Rs.5,000/- effected and verified
by Audit and efforts were being made to recover the balance amount.

The Department was directed to effect balance recovery within 30 days and
item was kept pending.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that complete recovery had been effected and
verified by Audit.

On the recommendation of Audit, the item was settled.

203. Para No.2.5 Pages 39 & 40 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Short-
realization of stamp duty due to application of incorrect rate-
Rs.419,707/-.

14.5.2005 Audit had observed that documents were registered by certain Sub-
Registrars by applying lower rates of stamps duty and the omission resulted in short
realization of stamp duty of Rs.419,707/-

(1) PDP No.6770 Sub-Registrar, Safdarabad-Rs.145,378/-.

14.5.2005 The Department explained that notices had been issued to the parties for the
recovery of the deficient amount.

The Department was directed to effect balance recovery within 90 days and
item was kept pending.

13.12.2006  The Department explained that recovery of Rs.1,400/- had been effected
and verified by Audit and efforts were being made to recover the balance amount.

The Department was directed to effect balance recovery within 90 days and
item was kept pending.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that notices for the recovery of remaining
amount had been issued to the parties.

The Department was directed to effect balance recovery and item was
settled subject to verification of relevant record.

(2) PDP No.6915 Sub-Registrar, Uch Sharif-Rs.21,040/-.

14.5.2005 The Department explained that Uch Sharif was non rating area and the
deeds were properly stamped.

Audit observed that departmental contention was not tenable.



The Department was directed to get it reconciled and item was kept
pending.

13.12.2006 The Department explained that the departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the item was settled.

(3) PDP No.6793 Sub-Registrar, Sharagpur-Rs.17,780/-.

14.5.2005 The Department explained that deficiency of Rs.17,780/- was rebutted
because all these documents related to rural area and the stamp duty @ 5% and registration
fee @ 1% was also charged correctly.

Audit observed that departmental contention was not tenable.

The Department was directed to get it reconciled and item was kept
pending.

13.12.2006 The Department explained that the departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the item was settled.

(4) PDP No.6882 Sub-Registrar, Garh Marahaja-Rs.26,943/-.

14.5.2005 The Department explained that deficiency of Rs.19,350/-out of Rs.26,943/-,
had been admitted for which notices for the recovery had been issued to the parties and
remaining deficiencies were rebutted as gift deeds were properly stamped.

The item was settled subject to verification of record by Audit.

13.12.2006  The Department explained that recovery of Rs.755/- had been effected and
verified by Audit and efforts were being made to recover the balance amount.

The Department was directed to effect balance recovery within 60 days and
item was kept pending.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that notices for the recovery of remaining
amount had been issued to the parties.

The Department was directed to effect balance recovery and item was
settled subject to verification of relevant record.

(5) PDP No.6965 Sub-Registrar, Layyah-Rs.13,604/-.




(6) PDP No.7015 Sub-Registrar, Jatoi-Rs.25,957/-.

(7) PDP No.7031 Sub-Registrar, Kharian-Rs.28,950/-.

14.5.2005 The Department explained that the complete recovery had already been
effected and deposited into Government Treasury.

The items were settled subject to verification of relevant record by Audit.

13.12.2006 The Department explained that the departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the items were settled.

(8) PDP No.6766 Sub-Registrar, Sangla Hill-Rs.64,305/-.

14.5.2005 The Department explained that notices had been issued to the parties for the
recovery of the deficient amount

The Department was directed to effect balance recovery within 90 days and
items were kept pending.

13.12.2006  The Department explained that recovery of Rs.42,275/- had been effected
and verified by Audit and efforts were being made to recover the balance amount.

The Department was directed to effect balance recovery within 60 days and
item was kept pending.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that notices for the recovery of remaining
amount had been issued to the parties.

The Department was directed to effect balance recovery and item was
settled subject to verification of relevant record.

9) PDP No.6594 Sub-Registrar, Shujaabad-Rs.75,750/-.

14.5.2005 The Department explained that notices had been issued to the parties for the
recovery of the deficient amount

The Department was directed to effect balance recovery within 90 days and
item was kept pending.

13.12.2006  The Department explained that notice had been issued to the party for the
recovery of the deficiency amount.



The Department was directed to effect balance recovery within 60 days and
item was kept pending.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that notices for the recovery of remaining
amount had been issued to the parties.

The Department was directed to effect balance recovery and item was
settled subject to verification of relevant record.

204. Para No.2.6 Page 40 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Short-
realization of registration fee-Rs.236,860/-.

14.5.2005 Audit had observed that certain Sub- Registrars charged the registration fee
at lower rate than the prescribed rate and this omission caused short-realization of
Government Dues.

The Department explained as under:-

(1) PDP No.6528 Sub-Registrar, Sarai Alamgir-Rs.36,710/-.

14.5.2005 The Department explained that notices had been issued to the parties for the
recovery of the deficient amount.

The Department was directed to effect balance recovery within 90 days and
item was kept pending.

13.12.2006 The Department explained that the departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the item was settled.

(2) PDP No.7014 Sub-Registrar, Jatoi-Rs.173,600/-.

14.5.2005 The Department explained that an amount of Rs.10,000/- had been
recovered from the defaulters and deposited into Government Treasury and regarding
remaining amount of Rs.1,63,600/-, a Civil Suit had been filed in the Court of the Senior
Civil Judge Muzaffargarh.

The Department was directed to pursue the case in the court of Law and
item was kept pending.

13.12.2006  The Department explained that recovery of Rs.10,000/- had been effected
and verified by Audit and efforts were being made to recover the balance amount.



The Department was directed to effect balance recovery within 90 days and
item was kept pending.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that Rs.15,957/- had been recovered. As far as
the remaining deficient amount a Civil Suit had been filed in the Court of the Senior Civil
Judge Muzaffargarh, and action would be taken in the matter in the light of the decision of
the court.

The Department was directed to get the facts verified by the Audit and item
was settled subject to verification of relevant record.

(3) PDP No.6772 Sub-Registrar, Safdarabad-Rs.26,550/-.

14.5.2005 The Department explained that as per advice of Law Department,
redemption deeds of mortgage were exempted from the payment of registration fee.

The Department was directed to produce the relevant record to Audit for
verification and item was kept pending.

13.12.2006 The Department explained that the departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the item was settled.
205. Para No.2.7 Page 41 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Short-

realization of stamp duty and registration fee due to misclassification of
the document — Rs.167,775/-

14.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that registration fee was charged at lower rate than
the applicable rate and this caused short realization of Government dues of Rs.167,775/-.

i) PDP No.7051, sub-Registrar Malikwal-Rs.167,775/-

14.5.2005 The Department explained that an amount of Rs.60,690/- had been
recovered from defaulters and notices had been issued to the parties for effecting
remaining deficiency.

The Department was directed to effect the balance recovery and para was
kept pending.

13.12.2006  The Department explained that Departmental contention had been verified
by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.



206. Para No.2.8 Pages 41 & 42 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Short-
realization of stamp duty in respect of mortgage deeds due to
application of incorrect rate — Rs. 128,750/-

14.5.2005 Audit had observed that the Sub Registrar Kot Momin charged stamp duty
@ 2% instead of @ 3% of amount of the deed and this resulted in short realization of
Government revenue amounting to Rs.128,750/-

i) D.P.No. 6894, Sub-Registrar Kot Momen-Rs.128,750/-

The Department explained that deficiency of Rs.10,500/- noticed on
documents at S.No. 39, 40, 41 and 42 related to the period prior to 1.7.1995 and the
deficiency on these document had been rebutted as the stamp duty on mortgage was
enhanced from 2% to 3% on 1.7.95 and regarding remaining amount of Rs.98,250/-,
notices had been issued to the parties.

The Department was directed to effect the recovery and para was kept
pending.

13.12.2006  The Department explained that Rs.30,500/- was not due and Audit had
already verified. For the remaining amount of Rs.98,250/-, notices had been issued to the
parties.

The Department was directed to effect balance recovery within 90 days and
para was kept pending.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that Rs.30,500/- was not due and Audit had
already verified. For the remaining amount of Rs.98,250/-, notices had been issued to the
parties.

The Department was directed to effect the balance recovery and para was
settled subject to verification of balance recovery.

207. Para No.2.9 Page 42 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Short-
realization of stamp duty due to application of incorrect rate —
Rs.85,455/-

14.5.2005 Audit had pointed out that certain Sub- Registrars recovered stamp duty on
various conveyance deed at lower than the rates actually applicable on the dates of their
execution and this caused short realization of stamp duty amounting to Rs.85,455/- in 21
cases during 1996-2000.

(1) PDP No.7096 Sub-Registrar, Khan Bela-Rs.13,000/-.

14.5.2005 The Department explained that as per record, three non-judicial stamps of
5000/- denomination’s valuing Rs.15,000/- and Rs.3000/- were properly affixed .



The explanation of the department was accepted and item was settled.

13.12.2006  The Department explained that Departmental contention had been verified
by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

(2) PDP No.7036 Sub-Registrar, Kharian-Rs.30,600/-.

14.5.2005 The Department explained that complete recovery had been effected and
verified by Audit.

On the recommendation of Audit, the item was settled.

13.12.2006  The Department explained that Departmental contention had been verified
by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

(3) PDP No.7028 Sub-Registrar, Kahuta-Rs.14,200/-.

14.5.2005 The Department explained that recovery of Rs.11,800/- had been effected
and verified by Audit and efforts were being made to recover balance amount of Rs.2,400/.

The Department was directed to effect balance recovery and its verification
by Audit and the item was kept pending.

13.12.2006  The Department explained that Departmental contention had been verified
by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

(4) PDP No.7049 Sub-Registrar, Malkwal-Rs.27,955/-.

14.5.2005 The Department explained that complete recovery had been effected.

The Department was directed to get the recovered amount verified from
Audit and item was settled.

13.12.2006  The Department explained that Departmental contention had been verified
by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.



208. Para No.2.10 Pages 43 & 44 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Non-
Recovery of Arrears of Water Charges (Abiana) Rs.126,351,187/-

15.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that abiana for supply of canal water was recoverable
from the defaulting persons as arrears of land revenue.

The Department explained as under:-

(1) PDP No.6437 Tehsildar, Chak Jhumra = Rs.799,427/-.

15.12.2006  The Department explained that the entire amount had been recovered.

The Department was directed to get the facts verified by Audit and item was
settled subject to verification of relevant record.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that the entire amount had been recovered and
verified by Audit.

On the recommendation of Audit, the item was settled.

(2) PDP No.6440 Tehsildar, Chiniot = Rs.27,127,343/-.

(3) PDP No.6448 Tehsildar, Kamalia = Rs.10,321,507/-.

(4) PDP No.6457 Tehsildar, Jhang = Rs.30,314,480/-.

15.12.2006 The Department explained that efforts were being made to recover the
remaining amount.

The Department was directed to effect the recovery within 90 days and
items were settled subject to verification of recovery.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that efforts were being made to recover the
remaining amount.

The Department was directed to effect the recovery within 90 days and
items were kept pending.

(5) PDP No.6460 Tehsildar, Shorkot = Rs.8,416,515/-.

15.12.2006 The Department explained that efforts were being made to recover the
remaining amount.

The Department was directed to effect the recovery and item was reduced
upto the extent of recovery verified by Audit and item was kept pending.



15.9.2007 The Department explained that efforts were being made to recover the
remaining amount.

The Department was directed to effect the recovery within 90 days and item
was kept pending.

(6) PDP No.6634 Tehsildar, Phalia = Rs.3,277,833/-.

(7) PDP No.6694 Tehsildar, Liagatpur = Rs.6,247,255/-.

(8) PDP No.6512 Tehsildar, Taxila = Rs.330,323/-.

(9) PDP No.6893 Tehsildar, Kallor Kot = Rs.4,916,591/-.

(10) PDP No.6922 Tehsildar, Kabirwala = Rs.5,133,933/-.

(11) PDP No.7017 Tehsildar, Jampur = Rs.854,666/-.

(12) PDP No.7023 Tehsildar, Jatoi = Rs.20,231,639/-.

(13) PDP No.7055 Tehsildar, Malkwal = Rs.1,890,842/-.

15.12.2006 The Department explained that efforts were being made to recover the
remaining amount.

The Department was directed to effect the recovery and items were reduced
upto the extent of recovery verified by Audit and items were kept pending.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that efforts were being made to recover the
remaining amount.

The Department was directed to effect the recovery upto 31-December 2007
otherwise action would be taken against the responsible who did not effect the recovery

and items were kept pending.

(14) PDP No.7038 Tehsildar, Kharian = Rs.102,816/-.

15.12.2006 The Department explained that efforts were being made to recover the
remaining amount.

The Department was directed to effect the recovery and items were reduced
upto the extent of recovery verified by Audit and item was kept pending.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that efforts were being made to recover the
remaining amount.



The Department was directed to effect the balance recovery and item was
settled subject verification of relevant record.

(15) PDP No.7072 Tehsildar, Chishtian = Rs.6,386,017/-.

15.12.2006 The Department explained that efforts were being made to recover the
remaining amount.

The Department was directed to effect the recovery and items were reduced
upto the extent of recovery verified by Audit and item was kept pending.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that complete recovery had been effected.
The explanation of the Department was accepted and item was settled.
Para No.2.10

14.11.2009 The Department explained item-wise position and added that delay in the
recovery of arrears of water charges was due to reason that some cases pertaining to water
charges were subjudice in the court. The PIDA and farmers organizations also created
hindrance in recovery of water charges. The department further contented that there were
procedural difficulties in the matter as were because the assessment of water charges was
made by the I&P Department and recovery was to be effected by the Board of Revenue.

The Committee directed the Department to expedite the process for balance
recovery as per rules and the para was kept pending.

209. Para No.2.11 Pages 44 & 45 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Non-
Realization of Abiana due to Omission in Carrying Forward of
Qutstanding Balances — Rs.25,961,144/-.

15.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that any amount outstanding at the end of a year was
brought forward to the subsequent year / crop demand register. Disregarding this certain
authorities under the Board of Revenue, failed to recover the demand of abiana in full in
400 cases and the outstanding amount was also not brought forwarded to the subsequent
year / crop demand register for effecting recovery alongwith the current crop demand.
Resultantly, an amount of Rs.25,961,144/- remained un-accounted for and un-recovered.

(1) PDP No.6701 Tehsildar, Hasilpur = Rs.1,334,194/-.

(2) PDP No.6923 Tehsildar, Kabirwala = Rs.3,854,262/-.

(3) PDP No.6927 Tehsildar, Khanpur = Rs.4,973,539/-.

(4) PDP No.6932 Tehsildar, Minchenabad = Rs.7,664,484/-.




(5) PDP No.6695 Tehsildar, Liagatpur = Rs.3,821,070/-.

(6) PDP No.6697 Tehsildar, Yazman = Rs.3,919,814/-.

(7) PDP No.7054 Tehsildar, Malikwal = Rs.298,676/-.

15.12.2006 The Department explained that efforts were being made to recover the
remaining amount.

The Department was directed to effect the balance recovery and paras were
kept pending.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that efforts were being made to recover the
remaining amount.

The Department was directed to effect the recovery upto 31-December 2007
otherwise action would be taken against the responsible who did not effect the recovery
and also take action against the responsible, if outstanding amounts at the end of year was
not brought forwarded to the subsequent years crops demand register and items were kept
pending.

(8) PDP No.6511 Tehsildar, Taxila = Rs.95,105/-

15.12.2006 The Department explained that efforts were being made to recover the
remaining amount.

The Department was directed to effect the balance recovery and para was
kept pending.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that revenue staff had reported that during these
years no water was supplied, hence these figures by Water Rate (Abiana) were without any
base and may be written off. The concerned authorities of Irrigation Department had been
moved for writing off these amounts.

The Department was directed to get the amount waived off by the
competent authority and item was kept pending.

210. Para No.2.12 Pages 45 & 46 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Non-
Realization of 10 Percent Surcharge for Late Payment of Abiana —
Rs.6,957,881/-.

15.12.2006  Audit had pointed out that certain Tehsildar under the Board of Revenue
failed to recover the 10 percent surcharge on delayed payment of Abiana.



(1) PDP No.6459 Tehsildar, Jhang = Rs.104,687/-.

(2) PDP No.6781 Tehsildar, Nowshera Virkan = Rs.82,672/-.
3)

15.12.2006

PDP No.6507 Tehsildar, Talagang = Rs.66,833/-.

The Department explained that entire amount had been recovered.

The Department was directed to get the recovery verified by Audit and
items were settled subject to verification of recovery.
15.9.2007 The Department explained that entire amount had been recovered.

The Department was directed to get the recovery verified by Audit and items were
settled subject to verification of recovery.

(4) PDP No.6439 Tehsildar, Chak Jhumra = Rs.123,802/-.
)

(6)

PDP No.6461 Tehsildar, Shorkot = Rs.198,386/-.

PDP No.6586 Tehsildar (Rural), Multan = Rs.190,338/-.

(7) PDP No.6591 Tehsildar,

Lodhran = Rs.243,236/-.

(8) PDP No.6600 Tehsildar,

Duniya Pur = Rs.102,236/-.

(9) PDP No.6635 Tehsildar,

Phalia = Rs.227,009/-.

(10) PDP No.6696 Tehsildar,

Liagatpur = Rs.422,561/-.

(11) PDP No.6699 Tehsildar,

Yazman = Rs.190,640/-.

(12) PDP No.6702 Tehsildar,

Hasilpur = Rs.200,204/-.

(13) PDP No.6774 Tehsildar,

Safdarabad = Rs.568,765/-.

(14) PDP No.6777 Tehsildar,

Nankana = Rs.168,410/-.

(15) PDP No.6791 Tehsildar,

Sheikhupura = Rs.445,942/-.

(16) PDP No.6802 Tehsildar,

Ferozewala = Rs.761,866/-.

(17) PDP No.6807 Tehsildar,

Lahore Cantt. = Rs.211,245/-.

(18) PDP No.6859 Tehsildar,

Kalorkot = Rs.359,197/-.




15.12.2006

(19) PDP No.6926 Tehsildar,

Kabirwala = Rs.198,085/-.

(20) PDP No.6930 Tehsildar,

Khairpur Tamawali = Rs.164,040/-.

(21) PDP No.6934 Tehsildar,

Minchanabad = Rs.126,492/-.

(22) PDP No.6706 Tehsildar,

Fort Abbas = Rs.46,044/-.

(23) PDP No.6763 Tehsildar,

Vehari = Rs.166,485/-.

(24) PDP No.6958 Tehsildar,

Esa Khel = Rs.64,019/-.

(25) PDP No.7076 Tehsildar,

Mailsi = Rs.122,600/-.

(26) PDP No.6442 Tehsildar,

Chiniot = Rs.21,797/-.

(27) PDP No.7022 Tehsildar,

Jatoi = Rs.191,062/-.

(28) PDP No.7074 Tehsildar,

Chishtian = Rs.763,022/-.

(29) PDP No.7098 Tehsildar,

Pasroor = Rs.116,480/-.

(30) PDP No.6580 Tehsildar,

Bahawalpur = Rs.165,515/-.

(31) PDP No.6585 Tehsildar,

Shuja Abad = Rs.93,288/-.

(32) PDP No.6587 Tehsildar,

Kehror Pacca = Rs.50,923/-.

The Department explained that efforts were being made to recover the

remaining amount.

The Department was directed to effect the balance recovery at the earliest
and items were kept pending.

15.9.2007 The Department explained that surcharge had been imposed without any
justification. However, efforts were being made to recover the said amount after correction
/ reconciliation.

The Department was directed to effect the recovery upto 31-December 2007
otherwise action would be taken against the responsible who did not effect the recovery
and items were kept pending.

211. Para No.5.1 Pages 55 & 77 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Delay

in Disposing of Inspection Reports.



14.11.2009  The Department explained that there were some MEFDAC paras pertaining
to BOR Punjab with regards to Audit and inspection reports. The reports of MEFDAC
paras had been forwarded to the concerned field formations. Some meetings of DAC had
already been conducted in which these MEFDAC paras were discussed and an Audit cell
had been created in the BOR, Punjab for early disposal of the paras and the matter was
being pursued vigorously with concerned Audit formations and progress in the matter
would be reported within next few months.

The Committee directed the Department to expedite the process and take
necessary action in the matter and thereafter submit report to the Public Accounts
Committee-I within 90 days. The para was kept pending.



COMMUNICATIONS
AND WORKS

The Committee examined the Accounts of the Communication & Works
Department in its meeting held on 3.2.2005, 1.6.2005, 2.6.2005, 3.6.2005, 1.9.2005,
2.9.2005, 3.9.2005, 3.2.2006, 12.1.2007, 13.1.2007, 15.1.2007, 3.5.2007, 4.5.2007,
5.5.2007, 11.8.2007, 13.8.2007, 15.8.2007 and 14.11.2009 and made the following
recommendations:-

Audit Paras (Works) for the year 2000-01

(Buildings)

1. Para No.1 Page 9 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Misappropriation of Government Grant of Rs.9.301 Million.

3.6.2005 Audit had pointed out that incurrence of expenditure in excess of deposits
had resulted in misappropriation of Rs.9.0301 Million.

The Department explained that as a result of verification of record, para had
been reduced to Rs.790,591/- by Audit.

The Department was directed to effect the reimbursement claim/recovery
from the donor agency and para was kept pending.

15.8.2007 The Department explained that the case had been referred to the Finance
Department, Government of the Punjab for the reimbursement of Rs.790,591/-.

The Department was directed to pursue the case vigorously and para was
kept pending.

2. Para No.2 Page 10 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Over Payment
of Rs.0.414 Million.
1.6.2005 Audit had pointed out that incorrect calculation / measurement had resulted

in an over payment of Rs.0.414 million to the contractor



The Department explained that the departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from the supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

3. Para No.3 Pages 10 & 11 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Over
payment of Rs.0.364 Million.

2.6.2005 Audit had pointed out that manipulation of rates had resulted in an
overpayment of Rs.0.364 Million to the contractor.

The Department explained that the contractor did not quote the rate of
individual non-schedule items but overall premium as per D.N..T was approved and
question did not arise of manipulation in the D.N.L.T by the contractor after tendering.

Audit observed that departmental contention was not tenable.

The Department was directed to hold an inquiry and also take action against
the responsible persons within 30 days and para was kept pending.

13.8.2007 The Department explained that the competent authority had ordered for
initiation of disciplinary proceedings against the accused officers under the Punjab
Employees Efficiency Discipline and Accountability Act 2006, and appointed the Chief
Engineer, Punjab District Supports and Monitoring Department, Lahore as Inquiry Officer.

The Department was directed to finalize the inquiry within 30 days and
para was kept pending.

4. Para No.4 Pages 11 & 12 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Overpayment of Rs.0.671 Million.

3.6.2005 Audit had pointed out that excessive measurements had resulted in an
overpayment of Rs.0.671 Million to the Contractor.

The Department explained that the non-schedule rates had been approved
by the competent authority and running payment had also been made to the contractor.

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

5. Para No.5 Page 12 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Irregular
Award of Contract of Rs.0.426 Million.




3.6.2005 Audit had pointed that manipulation in quoted rates had resulted in irregular
award of contract of Rs.0.426 Million.

The Department explained that as per directions of the DAC meeting held
in October 2001, Secretary C&W had appointed SE Provincial Highways Circle,
Faisalabad as Inquiry Officer but the findings of the Inquiry Officer were awaited.

The Department was directed to finalize the necessary action at the earliest
and para was kept pending.

15.8.2007 The Department explained that the Secretary C&W Department Mr. Ahmad
Yar Khan competent authority was of the opinion that the charges of misconduct and
corruption did not stand proved against Mr. Muhammad Saleem Akhtar, E.D.O (W&S)
Gujrat and hereby exonerate him of the charges leveled against him.

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

6. Para No.6 Page 13 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Doubtful
Payment of Rs.0.401 Million.

7. Para No.42 Page 37 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Overpayment of Rs. 0.150 Million.

8. Para No.44 Pages 38 & 39 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Overpayment of Rs. 0.072 Million.

0. Para No.61 Page 50 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Overpayment of Rs.0.144 Million.

10. Para No.63 Pages 51 & 52 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Overpayment of Rs. 0.068 Million.

11. Para No.88 Page 69 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Irregular
Expenditure of Rs.1.384 Million.

12. Para No.96 Page 74 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Less
Deduction of Security Deposits of Rs.0.255 Million.

3.6.2005 The Finance Department observed that Audit comments were not depicted
in the working papers as per standing instructions of the PAC.

The Committee was not satisfied with the presentation of incomplete
working papers and consideration of above noted paras was deferred.



The Department was directed to submit complete working papers with the
comments of the Audit during next meeting of the Department and paras were kept
pending.

12.1.2007 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the paras were settled.

13. Para No.7 Pages 13 & 14 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Overpayment of Rs.0.450 Million.

3.6.2005 Audit had pointed out that excessive measurement had resulted in an
overpayment of Rs.0.450 Million to the contractor.

The Department explained that the variations in item No. 1 & 3, which had
been executed beyond the provision of revised TS was met out of unspent contingency
diverted.

Audit observed that expenditure of Rs.19.700 Million was made against
Rs.19.567 Million as provided in revised estimate which was against the codal rules.

The Department was directed to get the advice from the Finance
Department and para was kept pending.

15.8.2007 The Department explained that the relevant advice was still awaited from
the Finance Department.

The Department was directed to pursue the case vigorously and para was
kept pending.

14. Para No.8 Pages 14 & 15 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Over
payment of Rs.0.117 Million.

2.6.2005 Audit had pointed out that excessive measurements had resulted in an
overpayment of Rs.0.117 million to the contractor.

The Department explained that measurement of cement plaster in 1:6 ratio
1/2", thick had been measured above the height of the marble skirting.

The Department was directed to produce the relevant record to Audit for
verification and para was kept pending.

15.8.2007 The Department explained that the relevant record including M.B’s was
produced to Audit on 23.05.2005. During verification the Audit asked for additional record
such as drawing etc. The Additional record was also produced to Audit on 19-04-2007.



The Department was directed to get the requisite record verified by the
Audit and para was settled subject to verification of relevant record.

15. Para No.9 Page 15 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Overpayment
of Rs.0.114 Million.

3.6.2005 Audit had pointed out that allowing the in-admissible item with higher rates
had been resulted in over payment of Rs.0.114 million to contractor.

The Department explained that the item of weather shield paint had been
approved by the competent authority and the detailed technically sanctioned estimate along
with approved analysis of non-schedule item could not be traced out.

The Department was directed to finalize the necessary action within 90 days
and para was kept pending.

15.8.2007 The Department explained that the estimate of the work had technically
been sanctioned.

The Department was directed to get the facts verified by the Audit and para
was settled subject to verification of relevant record.

16. Para No.10 Page 16 of Audit report for the year 2000-01; Overpayment
of Rs.0.472 Million.

15.8.2007 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

17. Para No.11 Pages 16 & 17 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Over
payment of Rs.0.164 Million.

2.6.2005 Audit had pointed out that non-utilization of available earth had resulted in
an overpayment of Rs.0.164 Million to the contractor.

The Department explained that the building was located in a build up area
and the excavated earth from foundation had to be disposed off 300 ft. outside the build up
area and was carted back for refilling. The lead of 300 ft. had been paid for refilling the
earth.

The Department was directed to probe into the matter and take appropriate
action and para was kept pending.



15.8.2007 The Department explained that in compliance with the PAC directive, probe
had been conducted by the Superintending Engineer, Provincial Buildings Circle
Rawalpindi with the conclusion that no irregularity was committed by the field staff
because all the quantities of earth work, paid to the contractor were well covered in the
revised detailed estimate.

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

18. Para No.12 Page 17 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Over
payment of Rs.0.131 Million.

2.6.2005 Audit had pointed out that payment at excessive rate had resulted in an
overpayment of Rs.0.131 Million to the contractor.

The Department explained that the item of work had been approved and
paid as item rate and as per previous practice and it did not require any further
approval/process. Moreover, no irregularity was involved.

The Department was directed to produce the relevant record to Audit for
verification and para was kept pending.

15.8.2007 The Department explained that the record was produced to Audit by
Executive Engineer, Provincial Buildings Division, Rawalpindi on 19-02-2007 Audit vide
letter No.291, dated 24.03.2007 asked for production of original record. As original record
was with D.O Buildings Division, Rawalpindi. As soon as the original record was made
available, it would be produced to Audit for verification.

The Department was directed to get the requisite record verified by Audit
within 30 days otherwise the disciplinary action be taken against responsible and para was
kept pending.

19. Para No.13 Page 18 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Overpayment of Rs.0.105 Million.

3.6.2005 Audit had pointed out that payment of excessive quantities of item against
the provision in the DNIT and without technically sanctioned estimate had resulted in an
overpayment of Rs.0.105 Million.

The Department explained that the quantity had been paid to the contractor
for item of RCC and fabrication of mild steel reinforcement was as per detailed estimate
and no overpayment was involved.

The Department was directed to produce the relevant record to Audit for
verification and para was kept pending.



15.8.2007 The Department explained that the estimate of work had technically been
sanctioned by the competent authority.

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

20. Para No.14 Pages 18 & 19 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Over
Payment of Rs.0.095 Million.

1.6.2005 Audit had pointed out that application of extra coat had resulted in an
overpayment of Rs.0.095 Million to the contractor.

The Department explained that balance recovery of Rs.5,435/- had been
effected and verified by Audit.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

2.6.2005 Audit had pointed out that application of extra coat had been resulted in an
overpayment of Rs.0.095 Million to the contractor.

The Department explained that balance recovery of Rs.5,435/- had been
effected and verified by Audit.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

21. Para No.15 Page 19 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Overpayment of Rs.0.395 Million.

3.6.2005 The Finance Department observed that Audit comments were not depicted
in the working papers as per standing instructions of the PAC.

The Committee was not satisfied with the presentation of incomplete
working papers and consideration of above noted para was deferred.

The Department was directed to submit complete working papers with the
comments of the Audit during next meeting of the Department and para was kept pending.

3.2.2006 Audit had pointed out that violation of the approved design / estimate /
drawing resulted in an overpayment of Rs.0.395 million to the contractor.

The Department explained that increase in quantities of Brick work in
Ground Floor was due to peculiar site condition i.e. the site was in low lying area whereas
at first floor abnormal increase in quantities of Brick Masonry Work and RCC was the
result of inclusion of an inappropriate Working Drawing in the Technical Sanctioned
Estimate. Moreover, six class rooms at first floor with verandah were not included while
calculating Brickwork and RCC quantities etc.



The Department was directed to take appropriate action under the rules and
para was kept pending.

15.8.2007 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the above mentioned para was settled.

22. Para No.16 Page 20 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Over
Payment of Rs.0.143 Million.

1.6.2005 Audit had pointed out that excessive measurement had resulted in an over
payment of Rs.0.143 Million to the contractor.

The Department explained that as a result of verification, excessive height
had been verified from the revised estimate.

The Department was directed to produce the final bill for further
verification by Audit and para was settled subject to verification of relevant record.

13.8.2007 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the above mentioned para was settled.

23. Para No.17 Pages 20 & 21 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Overpayment of Rs.0.112 Million.

3.6.2005 Audit had pointed out that non-deduction of price variation had resulted in
an overpayment of Rs.0.12 Million to the contractor.

The Department explained that actual recovery of Rs.102,911/- had been
effected and verified by Audit.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

24. Para No.18 Page 21 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Overpayment of Rs.0.102 Million.

3.6.2005 Audit had pointed out that non-compliance of provision of estimate had
resulted in an overpayment of Rs.0.102 Million to the contractor.

The Department explained that the departmental contention had been
verified by the Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.



25. Para No.19 Page 22 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Over
Payment of Rs.0.055 Million.

1.6.2005 Audit had pointed out that excessive measurements of thickness of roof slab
had resulted in an overpayment of Rs.0.055 Million to the contractor.

The Department explained that as a result of verification, excessive
thickness of RCC roof slab had been verified from the revised estimate.

The Department was directed to produce the final bill for further
verification by Audit and para was settled subject to verification of relevant record.

13.8.2007 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the above mentioned para was settled.

26. Para No.20 Pages 22 & 23 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Overpayment of Rs. 0.123 Million.

3.6.2005 Audit had pointed out that excessive measurement had resulted in an
overpayment of Rs.0.123 Million to the contractor.

The Department explained that the departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

27. Para No.21 Page 23 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Overpayment of Rs. 0.106 Million.

3.6.2005 Audit had pointed out that excessive measurement had resulted in an
overpayment Rs.0.106 Million to the contractor.

The Department explained that the revised quantities had been verified from
the revised estimate and accepted by Audit.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

28. Para No.22 Pages 23 & 24 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Overpayment of Rs.0.198 Million.

3.6.2005 Audit had pointed out that payment of excessive quantity had resulted in
overpayment of Rs.0.198 Million to the contractor.



The Department explained that the quantity of grill had been paid for 14738
Sft against the permissible quantity of 14748 Sft in revised technical sanctioned estimate
which was accorded by the competent authority.

Audit observed that an amount o Rs.5.769 Million had been incurred
against the revised estimate of Rs.5.559 Million i.e. 0.210 Million beyond the revised
estimate whereas no excess beyond the revised estimate was admissible.

The Department was directed to get regularization from the Finance
Department and para was kept pending.

13.8.2007 The Department explained that the revised estimate of the scheme was
sanctioned technically for Rs.5.726 Million on the notified premium by the Finance
Department and the expenditure incurred on the scheme was within the limit of permissible
excess.

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

29. Para No.23 Pages 24 & 25 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Over
payment of Rs.5.396 Million.

2.6.2005 Audit had observed that excessive quantities of work had been measured
and paid for Rs.13.342 Million against the provision of Rs.7.946 Million in the revised
technically sanctioned estimate and this had resulted in excess payment of 5.396 Million.

The department explained that departmental contention had been verified by
Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

30. Para No.24 Page 25 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Overpayment of Rs.0.101 Million.

3.6.2005 Audit had pointed out that non-recovery of Government dues had resulted
in and over payment Rs.0.101 Million to the contractor.

The Department explained that balance recovery of Rs.9,800/- had been
effected.

The Department was directed to produce the relevant record to Audit for
verification and para was conditionally settled subject to verification of record.

15.8.2007 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the above mentioned para was settled.



31. Para No.25 Page 26 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Overpayment of Rs.0.088 Million.

3.6.2005 Audit had pointed out that less deduction of premium had resulted in an
overpayment of Rs.0.088 Million to the contractor.

The Department explained that recovery of Rs.43,296/- had been effected
through transfer entry and concerned 7" Provincial Building Division Lahore had since
been merged with 2" Provincial Building Division, Lahore and relevant record could not
be traced out due to short time. Moreover, balance recovery of Rs.45,140/- had also been
made good by the successor division through transfer entry.

The Department was directed to hold an inquiry and proceed according to
rules and para was kept pending.

15.8.2007 The Department explained that recovery of Rs.0.088 Million had since been
made vide Transfer Entry No.l dated 27/02/2001 and transfer Entry No.l, dated
26/04/2006.

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

32. Para No.26 Pages 26 & 27 of Audit Report for the year 2000-1; Over
Payment of Rs.2.967 Million.

1.6.2005 Audit had pointed out that non compliance of codal rules had been resulted
in an overpayment of Rs.2.967 Million to the contractors.

The Department explained that the enhancement of the agreements
regarding Advance Para No.1711 and No.1713 had been accorded by the Chief Engineer
and SE Provincial Works respectively which had been verified by Audit.

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

33. Para No.27 Page 27 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Over
Payment of Rs.0.146 Million.

1.6.2005 Audit had pointed out that payment of incorrect rates for execution of items
had been resulted in an overpayment of Rs.0.146 Million to the contractor.

The Department explained that contention of the Audit was not correct as
the rate of Rs.43/- per sq. ft. had been paid to the Contractor for the schedule item and no
excess payment was involved. Moreover, for the safety/security of girls students of the
hostel and specification of window with fixed penal with grill instead of without grill had
also been provided in the revised technical sanctioned estimate.



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

34. Para No.28 Pages 27 & 28 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Over
Payment of Rs.0.078 Million.

1.6.2005 Audit had pointed out that excessive measurements had been resulted in an
overpayment of Rs.0.078 Million to the contractor.

The Department explained that the payment had been allowed strictly as per
provision of ratio and rates in the TS estimate and revision of Administrative Approval
was not required because excess payment of Rs.9,706/- had been recovered.

The explanation of the Department was accepted and the para was settled
subject to verification of relevant record.

13.8.2007 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the above mentioned para was settled.

3s. Para No.29 Page 28 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Over
Payment of Rs.0.071 Million.

1.6.2005 Audit had pointed out that payment of higher rate and excess measurements
had resulted in an overpayment.

The Department explained that according to clause 41 of the contract
agreement, the requisite item had been executed at site and the same had also been
provided in the revised estimate. Moreover, the additional/allied item of prime coat had
been executed as per specification and revised TS estimate and the same was paid
accordingly.

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

36. Para No.30 Page 29 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Over
Payment of Rs.0.065 Million.

1.6.2005 Audit had pointed out that non-compliance of contractual provisions had
resulted in an overpayment of Rs.0.065 Million to the contractor.

The department explained that actual recovery of Rs.14,214/- had been
effected and verified by Audit.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.



37. Para No.31 Pages 29 & 30 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Over
Payment of Rs.0.590 Million.

1.6.2005 Audit had pointed out that excessive measurement had resulted in an
overpayment of Rs.0.590 Million to the contractor.

The Department explained that the departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

38. Para No.32 Page 30 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Over
payment of Rs.1.020 Million.

2.6.2005 Audit had pointed out that excessive measurements had resulted in an
overpayment of Rs.1.020 Million to the contractors.

The Department explained that the estimates had been technically
sanctioned by the Competent Authority.

The Department was directed to produce Administrative Approval by
Competent Authority and the requisite record to Audit for verification and para was kept
pending.

13.8.2007 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the above mentioned para was settled.

39. Para No.33 Page 31 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Overpayment of Rs. 0.075 Million.

3.6.2005 The Finance Department observed that Audit comments were not depicted
in the working papers as per standing instructions of the PAC.

The Committee was not satisfied with the presentation of incomplete
working papers and consideration of above noted para was deferred.

The Department was directed to submit complete working papers with the
comments of the Audit during next meeting of the Department and para was kept pending.

12.1.2007 Audit had pointed out that building Division Sheikhupura overpaid amount
of Rs.75,045/- by allowing higher rates for non schedule items.

The Department explained that the non schedule items under para were
included in the D.N.I.T. and was approved by the competent authority.



The Department was directed to get the requisite record verified by Audit
and para was kept pending.

15.8.2007 The Department explained that the non schedule items under para were
included in the D.N.I.T. and was approved by the competent authority.

The Department was directed to get the facts verified by the Audit and para
was settled subject to verification of relevant record.

40. Para No.34 Pages 31 & 32 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Overpayment of Rs.0.459 Million.

3.6.2005 The Finance Department observed that Audit comments were not depicted
in the working papers as per standing instructions of the PAC.

The Committee was not satisfied with the presentation of incomplete
working papers and consideration of above noted para was deferred.

The Department was directed to submit complete working papers with the
comments of the Audit during next meeting of the Department and para was kept pending.

3.2.2006 Audit had pointed out that payment of excessive lead resulted in an
overpayment of Rs.0.459 Million to the contractors.

The Department explained that recovery of Rs.50,776/- relating to AP
No.1680 had been effected and verified by Audit. Moreover, the Departmental contention
pertaining to AP No.1663 had been verified by Audit from supporting record. Draft Para
No. 2.23 for the years 1997-98 Rs.118,500/- for the same work titled “Establishment of
Boys Degree College Hujra Shah Mugeem had already been settled by the PAC in its
meeting held on 15-4-2002. The paid lead viz 3 mile had been sanctioned by the competent
authority in the revised estimate.

The explanation of the Department was accepted as a special case on
compensate grounds and para was settled.

41. Para No.35 Page 32 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Overpayment of Rs.0.242 Million.

3.6.2005 Audit had pointed out that non-compliance of contractual provisions had
resulted in an overpayment of Rs.0.242 Million to the contractors.

The Department explained that recovery of Rs.188,692/- had been verified
by Audit.



The Department was directed to effect balance recovery of Rs.53,488/-
within 30 days and para was kept pending.

15.8.2007 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the above mentioned para was settled.

42. Para No.36 Page 33 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Overpayment of Rs.0.196 Million.

3.6.2005 Audit had pointed out that consumption of excess steel had resulted in an
over payment of Rs.0.196 Million to the contractor.

The Department explained that the departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from the supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

43. Para No.37 Pages 33 & 34 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Overpayment of Rs.0.125 Million.

3.6.2005 Audit had pointed out that payment of excessive quantities of item had
resulted in an over payment of Rs.0.125 Millions to the contractor.

The Department explained that all the involved items were within the
revised sanctioned estimate and no difference had occurred.

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

44. Para No.38 Pages 34 & 35 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Overpayment of Rs.0.068 Million.

3.6.2005 Audit had pointed out that payment at higher rates had resulted in an over
payment of Rs.0.068 Million to the contractor.

The Department explained that the payment had been made as per approved
NS rate and no overpayment was involved.

The Department was directed to produce the relevant record to Audit for
verification and para was settled subject to verification of record.

15.8.2007 The Department explained that the payment had been made as per approved
N.S rate hence no over payment was involved.



The Department was directed to get the facts verified by Audit and para
was kept pending.

45. Para No.39 Page 35 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Overpayment of Rs.0.059 Million.

3.6.2005 Audit had pointed out that excessive measurement of quantities had resulted
in an over payment of Rs.0.059 Million to the contractor.

The Department explained that the departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from the supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

46. Para No.40 Page 36 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Overpayment of Rs.0.059 Million.

3.6.2005 Audit had observed that application of incorrect base rates for the price
variation had resulted in overpayment of Rs.0.059 Million to the Contractor.

The Department explained that the complete recovery had been effected and
verified by Audit.

On the recommendation of Audit, the para was settled.

47. Para No.41 Pages 36 & 37 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Overpayment of Rs.0.135 Million.

3.6.2005 The Finance Department observed that Audit comments were not depicted
in the working papers as per standing instructions of the PAC.

The Committee was not satisfied with the presentation of incomplete
working papers and consideration of above noted para was deferred.

The Department was directed to submit complete working papers with the
comments of the Audit during next meeting of the Department and para was kept pending.

3.2.2006 Audit had pointed out that payment of excess quantities resulted in an
overpayment of Rs.0.135 Million to the contractors.

The Department explained that the payment had been made to the
contractor within the T.S, estimates as well as agreement, some items had been increased/
decreased from the T.S. quantities as per site requirement.

The Department was directed to take appropriate action under the rules and
para was kept pending.



15.8.2007 The Department explained that the payment had been made to the
contractor within the T.S. estimates as well as agreement, some items had been increased /
decreased from the T.S. quantities as per site requirement. So variation statements had
been approved by the competent authority. Hence no over payment was involved in this
case.

The Department was directed to get the facts verified by the Audit and para
was kept pending.

48. Para No.43 Pages 37 & 38 of Audit report for the year 2000-01;
Overpayment of Rs.0.121 Million.

3.6.2005 The Finance Department observed that Audit comments were not depicted
in the working papers as per standing instructions of the PAC.

The Committee was not satisfied with the presentation of incomplete
working papers and consideration of above noted para was deferred.

The Department was directed to submit complete working papers with the
comments of the Audit during next meeting of the Department and para was kept pending.

12.1.2007 Audit had pointed out that payment of extra rate resulted in an overpayment
of Rs.0.121 Million to the contractor.

The Department explained that the work involves ornamental nature of
concrete. This cannot be paid under C.S.R. items. As such provision for this item was
made in the T.S Estimate and exhibited in the DNIT. The quoted rate for this item was
accepted by the competent authority and paid to the contractor.

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

49. Para No.45 Page 39 of Audit report for the year 2000-01; Overpayment
of Rs.0.071 Million.

15.8.2007 The Department explained that the item of work providing / applying
weather shield paint was got executed at site on the instructions of higher authorities and
item incorporated in the revised estimate which was under process.

The Department was directed to get the facts verified by Audit and para
was settled subject to verification of relevant record.

50. Para No.46 Pages 39 & 40 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Over
payment of Rs.0.286 Million.




2.6.2005 Audit had pointed out that excessive measurements had been resulted in
overpayment of Rs.0.286 Million to the contractor.

The Department explained that the revised estimate was under process,
however, as per statement of the Chief Engineer, Punjab Building Department, South
Zone, Lahore that the estimate can not be revised at this stage.

The Department was directed to effect recovery and to hold an inquiry
under RSO 2000 and take appropriate action accordingly under intimation to Chairman,
PAC and para was kept pending.

15.8.2007 The Department explained that the recovery as pointed out by Audit stood
effected vide GR No.17088 dated 30.4.2007 and accounted for in the monthly account for
May 2007.

The Department was directed to effect the balance recovery and para was
settled subject to verification of balance recovery.

51. Para No.47 Pages 40 & 41 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Over
payment of Rs.0.101 Million.

2.6.2005 Audit had pointed out that non-utilization of available earth had resulted in
an overpayment of Rs.0.101 Million to the contractor.

The Department explained that recoverable amount of Rs.39,470/- had been
recovered.

The Department was directed to produce the relevant record to Audit for
verification and para was conditionally settled subject to verification of relevant record.

15.8.2007 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the above mentioned para was settled.

52. Para No.48 Page 41 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Over
payment of Rs.0.095 Million.

2.6.2005 Audit had pointed out that separate payment of prime coat had resulted in
an overpayment of Rs.0.095 Million to the contractor.

The Department explained that as a result of verification of record, para had
been reduced from Rs.95,033/- to Rs.29,404/-.

The Department was directed to effect the balance recovery and para was
conditionally settled subject to verification of relevant record.



15.8.2007 The Department explained that the Departmental contention had been
verified by Audit from supporting record.

On the recommendation of Audit, the above mentioned para was settled.

53. Para No.49 Page 42 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Overpayment of Rs.0.092 Million.

2.6.2005 Audit had pointed out that payment of incorrect rate had been resulted in an
overpayment of Rs.0.092 Million to the contractor.

The Department explained that the departmental contention regarding item
3/8” dia hold fast had been verified and accepted by Audit and no doubt that the open
height of MS square bars was 1% but the remaining 9” was embedded in the cement
concrete as per approved drawing. Moreover, the piller had been designed with a size of
13%2” x 18” as was evident from the estimate and the contents of 18 were correct. The
item of making grill has been analysed on market rate as non-schedule item and provision
of the component of erection cost in the analysis was necessary and fully justified.

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

54. Para No.50 Pages 42 & 43 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01; Over
payment of Rs.0.088 Million.

2.6.2005 Audit had pointed out that payment of non schedule higher rate had resulted
in an overpayment of Rs.0.088 Million to the contractor.

The Department explained that the rate worked out by audit was not correct
as the cushion of 4.5% taken against one item only was not justified because the cushion of
4.5% was applicable on whole of the project cost technically sanctioned and not on the
individual item. The item of earth work had been provided in the technical sanctioned
estimate based on the composite schedule of rate like other items of work.

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

5S. Para No.51 Pages 43 & 44 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Overpayment of Rs. 0.136 Million.

3.6.2005 Audit had pointed out that payment of item as non-schedule rate was
included and part of the complete schedule item had been resulted in an over payment to
the contractors.

The Department explained that the ornamental and sophisticated
architectural type of work involved in these model buildings had involved extra labour and



approval of rate for extra labour and shuttering had also been accorded by the competent
authority.

Audit observed that departmental contention was not tenable.

The Department was directed to get the advice from the Finance
Department and para was kept pending.

15.8.2007 The Department explained that the case had been submitted for advice from
the Finance Department.

The para was kept pending.

56. Para No.52 Pages 44 & 45 of Audit Report for the year 2000-01;
Overpayment of Rs.0.082 Million.

3.6.2005 Audit had pointed out that payment of excessive quantity of non-schedule
item had resulted in an overpayment of Rs.0.082 Million to the contractor.

The Department explained that the ex-post facto sanction from the