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RllPORT OF THE STANDING COMMltTEE ON PUBLIC 
· ACCOUNTS ON THE APPROPRIATION, COMMERCIAL 

;AND FINANCE ACCOUNTS OF THE GOVERNMENT 
' OF .WEST PAKISTAN FOR THE-YEAR.1961.:.62 AND 

·. · . THE AUDIT REPORTS THEREON 
. ,/ J. Constitution of the 'Commlttee-> . 'I .. 

Chairman-« 
Mr. Zain- Noorani; M.P.A.-. 

Mem,be~s- . i ,_ ..... 

(1) Chaudhri Muhammad Sarwar 'Khan.: M.P.A. 
(2) Chaudhri Muhammad Nawaz, M.P.A. 
(3) Qazi Muhammad Azam .Abbasi, M.P:-A 
(4) · Rai Mansab Ali Khan Kharal, M.P.A. 

-.(5) Mr. Malang Khan, M.P~A; : 
(6) · Rais Haji Darya Khan Jalbani, M.P.A. 

It Presentation. bf.. the Accounts· to .. the Ass.embly~As 
.- required by Article 198 of the-Constitution of the Islamic Republic ' 
· of Pakistan, the Appropriation and Finance Accounts of the Gov 
ernment of West Pakistan for the year, 1961-62 and the reports of 
the Cotpptt?ller and Auditor-General thereon were _ laid before . 
the Provincial Assembly on 21st December, 1.964 . .- .The Commer 
cial Accounts of the Government for the same year and the Audit : , 
Report thereon were laid before the _ Assembly on 30th: June, I.'} 965:, · 
The Appropriation 'Accounts consisted.of two volumes; one pertain 
ing to Jhe Public Wor~s Grants and the other embracing the 

. .remaining Grants. .> • _ . . • 

IlI. ,Meetings ~f the CQ.mmitte~(U As required by-Rule 113 
of the National Assembly of Pakistan Rules of Procedure as adopted · 
for regulating the Procedure of the Provincial Assembly of '·West 
Pakistan:-· : . ' '": · -: .. · · · . 

(a) the Committee conducted a thorough . examination of· 
the Appropriation Accounts and· Audit Reports thereon 

, to satisfy itself- . · 
(i) that the moneys shown in 'th~· accounts as having 

: been disbursed were legally available · for and 
applicable to t~e service or purpose. to which . they 
have been applied or charged; · 

(ii) that . expenditure conforms to the '. authority which 
-, governs it; and I ·. . , , 

(iii) that every re-appropriation has been made in· ac 
cordance · with · such rule ·· as prescribed · by. the 

. . . Government; ,. .. 
· (b) the· Committee examined the accounts of the· Commer 

cial undertakings · administered by the Government of 
· ·west Pakistan ,.· and · the Comptroller· and · Auditor- 
General's Report thereon. · · -, · 
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+5,M,92,91/; 

2./13, 16,67,825 

+2,31,17,025 I 

1;aa.as.s1,4rn 

:..:...3,l '1,89,584 
1 -J.87 

71',67,101 
.· --·09 

3,03~21,880 ' 3,03,75,890 

, 
+li,49,60,61.9 

85,~l,06,4,09 

+M~,06,609 

· +6·77 

. .,: , 54,010 

s Aggrega. ta disb~~~e-mant11-- 

I LeBli (--;-) or ~o~ii. ( + Hh8!Ji 2e.bo va 

· '1 Percentage of 6 ~o 2 

8 Less (-)or moee (+)than 4e.bo~ 

i 9 J Paroen t.a.g~ of iUo 4 • 

4 Ne\ ~odwed Grants or Approp, iatici:t.F · 81,01~45;790 1,66,80,29,120 2,47,81,174,910 

' 
2 Neb 11.ggrogatb Grants o;r Appropriations 81,".il,99;800 l,69,8~,51,000 2,50,85,!i0,800 

• . , . I 

3 Surrenclors or withdi-awe.ls , within 
· Gra.ntaor ;\ppi:ooprianons. 

i 
•· 1~69,83,51,000 ,, l ,6(),!13,51,000 

+·92 

t_ ," 

:-.:• 

Rs. 

r . 
81,Ql,99,~~0 .. J!l,01,99,800 

I Original Roliedu]Ei of Aµtbo1ised 
Jll:,p$ndi.ture ~_;__,.. _ . . 

(11) Odginiu grants !!f.~thorined by, 
Governor, , ·\ ... 

1 
(l'I) O•iginaI Aµproprfo,tfon, to meet 

· exp'mditure · oharged ', on :the 
reve,nues o[ the Provino~ ., · , 

Rs. 

---·--·---· ---------· 

TQtaJ ' 

_. i. 

· Re •ial 
No. 

: . 
(2) This examination was conducted· by · the· Committee in ', 20 

meetings held on· 22nd April, 1967, 7th, 8th, 9th,' llth, 12th, 13th, 
14th, 15th,· 16th, 18th, 19th December, 1961, 2rtd, 4th, 5th, 6th, 7th, 
8th March, 1968, 17th and 18th April, 1968. · · . -"i . 

: ·,, . .·. . 
(3) At its meeting held' on 22nd Aptjl, ... 1967 the, Committee 

conducted the preliminary examination of · the Appropriation, and 
.Commercial Accounts .of the. Government . of West Pakistan for the 

. year, 1961-62 and theAudit Reports thereon .. TheCommittee c~ 
led from the Administrative Departments explanatory notes in 
respect of the matters which required elucidation; · ' . , · · . 

( 4) 1 The . Commit fee then devoted :Itself to the. examination of 
the Administrative Secretaries and He~ds of' Attached Departments 

' or their representatives 'on the said matters. , 
IV. Aggreiate Grants and Appropriations with the aggre'gate 

disbursements-. · • The following statement ··compares the· aggregate 
Grants and Appropriations as also the Modified Grants and Appro 
priations for , the year under report with the · aggregate disburse 
ments. 

I 
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' . Y. . General-(!) The' broad heads to which· 
was paid· by the Committee during the : course of 
these Accounts were ; - · 

' (i) inaccurate; budgeting necessitating surrenders and . 
. savings; , .. . ·, . ·· . 

I (il) excesses in expenditure over the budget provision; and . 
(iii)· L msjor irregularities' SUCh as defaications, embezzlements, . / 

. . misappropriations, etc. · . 1 · . 

· · (2). Full .and detailed picture of the scrutiny and examination 
conducted by the . Committee 'on these heads and specific recom 

, nrendations made by the Committee in each case will be found in 
the proceedings of the Committee which . fo~ . · ~ex~re t~. this· 
report. The Committee,' however, considers , It desireable to mcor- · 

· poratesome of the· important items under each of these beads in. this 
report ,to spot-li~ht attention ·of the legislature and Government for ., necessary action. ,• , 1 · . . . ' . . ' , ) . 

· . ·· ·(3) It is the painful duty' of the Committee to.take note of the 
attitude of the Communications and Works Department and the 
Agriculture Department towards. submission. 0£ explanations to .. the , . 

. pommitte~ and appearance before it, 'The preliminary.examination I 

of .the Accounts for the year in· question was conducted bvthe Com 
mittee at !ts meeting held on 22nd April, 1967. The mi~utes of the 
tMUd meeting were ·seni to. the· Departments on 28th Appl, 1967 and 

. \ l . " . 

special attention i 

examination of 

. 8 r.~~(-)ormol!'B(+)t:tian4above .. 

L9 .. P~l'o3ntage of 8 to .4 

' . 

+11.a~ooa +3,ao;s.e,89s 
+1·2,7 +8·16 

'l) Peroanfia~e of 6 to 2 ,· ·_,.• ' 

+10,1111,'893 ' +2,1a,es,4,88. 
+1;23 · v : '+4·,81 

' 
47;09,18,938 

39,20(1 

8,93,47,3()0 

9,04,82,393 

1,41,20,~u o 

44.,09,32,09'1 

8,93,811;500 · / .~5,50,52,600 54,4,4.,38,000 

·l,4.1,58,610 

53,02,79,390 
.] ·-. I 

.56, 74,()11,,381 

+2,29,63,381 .1. 

· +4·~2 
+3,'11,21,991 

I 

.'..i·. 

I 
.. (fJ) Original Approp•iations to meat 

a~p3nditure oharg;d on i the 
ravan:qe of the PMvince, •· 

I:, • ,· , I 

2 ~t ag~PagL1fi6 GPa.n\11 o, AJ!p!opriation1 
' } . . 

. 3' Su:r,.md\11'9 Ott, with:Irawale within Qr9nt. 
· or Approprmtir-Ji,i . '. . 

. ,t · Nst modiflld Grants o:r· App:r, priaiionn 

.5 . Aggri}gata disbu19~ments " •• 

6 ,L~1111(:__:)or~o,a(+)°than21a~~ve ., 

8,93,85;'500 

, 
45,ll0,52,500 

. , 
j i, 

_, .. ·i . \ . 
. ~ \ 

Rs. . . . \..,. ' 
Puauc Wo.n:e::s G:aA.N'.!9 

1. · Original . Sohadult;i of. ~utbo:riead . , 
EJ:p3nditur~ , ' ·, : · 

, ',' .. I ·:... • . ', 

· (a). 0:iginal Grants a11tho:risa~ bji 11ha 
Governor. . · 

Rs. I . 
Re. 

--,-.--,------:---,.__;...._ , -----------; ------- Charged· Autlaorised · Partiout<:rs 
I.! .. 

Total seri,1 
Np. 

.-'I 
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'they were asked to prepare Working Papers anti submit the same· to 
the Com~ttee.· When the Communications and . Works . Depart.; 
ment were informed that the Committee· would .examine the expla-: 

- nations of the Department at its meetings to be held in . November, , 
)967 the Department requested that they mightbeexcusedfrom pre- 

. paring Working ·Papers .: and appe,arin~ before the. Committee for a· 
period of.six months. . The reason given was the bifurcation .of the· 
Buildings and Roads Department into two'-Dep~rlments, viz. Build-: 
mgs. Department and the Highway .Department, The Department I 
did pot submit any\yorking Papers within that period andon 30th 
March, 1968 requested for the postponement · of the consideration of. 

· their Items from April to August, 1968. The reason for this request 
was not diff ererit, from that which had been given on the previous 
occasion, i.e., .thebifurcation of the Department, On the top of all 
this 110 Senior Officer of the Communications and Works·. Depart· 
ment .· attended the meeting· of the Committee when jheir · request 
was to be considered. · The ultimate result. is that the Com- ·' • 

': mittee could not. examine their 'explanations before su~m'issic,n 'of 
this report. The Committee feels that this Department has 1faHed 
to make any serious efforts 'to prepare their explanations and· has 

.. relied upon bifurcation' to g~t them indefinite .. postponements. ht 
the opinion · of the Committee the bifurcation of .the · Buildings and 

· Roads Department had not effected them to such' an extent that even· 
mpnths after, they are not in a position to· explain the .naras. refatin~ 
to,previous_y!ar.s .. If b.ifur~ati~n of ad. epar.tment pa!~lvs~s itto such ,, 
an I extent, it is worth considering how much such .. · bifurcation must 
have .effected the day , to day working. of the Government. .. No. efti- 

. cientlv administered system of Governmentcan \accent ·. a: situation 
.. where a department suspends. all its . work under a far fetched excuse 

of . "re-organisation". 

· .. ' (4) Th~ pdsitfoti of the .Agriculture Deoartme.nt1is; ri~t.:.: much 
different from that. of the Communications .and Works Denartmiant 
e~cept. thatthey don't 'have even the .~xcuse of bifurcation. I• . This 
Department bas develoneda tendency to find excuses for not .appear- 
in~ before the Committee. The Secretarv of the Department' could 
not. rather did not, attend the meeting on 2nd March; 1968 with tlie . 
result.thattbe Comj;nittee-coµld .not considerthe.explanations 'inthat 
meeting, 1Jie ~om~it~ee had ~o request the Finance.Depatment t~ 

.· take un the matter with the· Chief Secretary a1;14 · .ensure that. the 
administrative Secretarv is always nresent when the· explanations of . t 
fhe Department are considered. The Committee has a strong feel- 

, iri2 that no care.is taken by the' Aefi~ulture Denartment while snb .. 
mittina explanations to the 'Committee. It has become the- practice 

· of this Department to zive half baked explanations and tty to ~atislv 
the Committee bvbeating' about the-bush. The Committee 'feels that · 
this is an unhealthv tendency and .. much. , time of the Committee 
is wasted in tryingto dig out the correct expl~n~tions, · 

\ 
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(2) No explanation vi~ .called for the excesses · at serial · Nos. 9 
and Ll. The Committee examined, the explanations of the Depart 
ments for the· excesses at. se!'ial Nos. r, 2, 3, 4, S, 6, 7, 8, 10, 12, 13, 

• .- ' ,J • 

'Bx:oesse1 . 

-· -- ... 
R!! .• ' j 

. 3,20,458 

1,01,331 

3,90,234 

3,44,109 

3,56,007 

: 29,24,287 

1,05,4'27 

34,80,63U 

12,875 

1,95,001 • 

16,20,004 

44,25,732 

98,Glili 

l,'12,44,03& 

1.os,268 · 

_ 11 31-Supuannuation A!lowanoos,11,nd Penrdons •• 

·· 11 '32-Stationery arii,l' Printing 

'13 U~Qivil D'lf~noe ; 

14 37 -Oa.pital 011tlay on Sohe~es of Agrioultlll'al Im~rovement and , 
· RiJJlal'oh, · · 

.\ 

15 Capital ~11tlay on Ind~strlal :Qave!opment • . ; •• 

r 

a 22-A~~ioultur 
9 24-0o',operation 

10 25-'-Induetriss 

6 15-Polfoe, ... 
' 7 '17-M'i1caltanaou1J I)ape.rtmants 

I ·3.,~rovinoial Jllitoi~e 

2 42:StaDlp~, ] .. 

3. .12-G3nare.l AdDlinistration 

4 '13 --:-AdDlinistration Qf Ju~tice 
' . ·. . . ·' 

6 . 14-Jails and Oonvia~S1ttla:lltlnts .. : 

-,--~ ·• . , " I i' .::. : ------~-----...,._~--- ' - 
&irial 

No. 

- . . . VI. Savin~As shown -in paragraphs 5 and 6 of the Appro 
~riation Accounts under report, saving occurred in _20 out of 33 voted 
.Grants (other than Public Works), and in 4 out of 10 Charged Ap- 

·. propriations. · : Saving also occurred in 4 out of 10 voted Pub tic 
Works Grants. During .the preliminary examination· held on 22nd 
April, 1967, it was decided not td call for any . explanation where 
th7re was a saving of ten per cent or less, under a head. The Com 
mittee, therefore, examined the explanations of Departments where 
there was a reported saving of m?re than 10 per. cent. . ' 

. _. There·~ no important case worth mentioning under this para; 
'vn. A-. Excesses over Authorised Gtants-d) As shown in 

Paragraph 8 of the Report (other than P.W. 'Grants) the (ollowing 
excesses over Authorised Grants require regularisation: -- . ' 

J. 
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·.' _, : . ... •\', 'j ·' . .:: ' . . ': t' . : ~ - . _ .f ; Exp~ndi,ture 
·.,,_,- ,',·~· 

.Grant 

Rs. 

- s, 13;8li900 
f . '· I · 

"'.""'. _ 6A2,72,l89 
= l,28,90,289 • r . 

I I 

(2) _'The ;Committee_ examined the explanations, of .the Depart· 
ments for the .excesses at' serial Nos. I, 2; 5 and 6. Subject to· · the 
observation of the Committee in para. (3) .hereunder the Comminee 
recommends · that necessary grants to reijtllarise the excesses over· 
Voted Grants at serial Nos, 1, 2 and 6,may'be.made by the Governor 
under Article 235 of the Constitution. The Committee could: .not 
complete the examination of the explanation of the Departme11t for 

· the excess at serial No. 5. The Communications an~ Works Depart-. 
ment could not furnish explanation forthe excesses ~t serial No. 3 
and 4 due to bifurcation· of the Department, . The Department want· 
ed more time. These three excesses would be · · considered .by the 
Committed.alongwith, the Accounts for the. year 1962·~3.: · 

<3.> Pag~. 3, Para. 8 read with page 74+Grant_ N0; '?-Irrigation 
Working· Expenses-« ". , . . . , , _ ' 

.. ' . . . ., . ' 

'.\ 
r· I "i '!''••-'"' 

4: '20'-Bqildings and R~de E!ltabliehhlent 
I 

6 . <:Jbaigas on El~otrioity Esfiablish~en~ 

6 35. .Irrtgation:..c;oapital 
I • •I 

,2 !~Other Irrigation Expenditure flp.&I1ced from Ordine.ry Revenue , » 
;:,· ; ( .,. ,i' • • .) ·,I ' ! .1, ,'-. 

·a . 28-GMl worlcs ' . . , , ', ,, . . . · . ., <.. '. 

'; .. .,.. 

J·. 

----'---~~~·-·_1.,~~~~--~~---,------~~-.---.-,~~-'------ 
1 2 i' 

·N'umMiand t(tle of the Grant 
''l- 

' ' ~ ' 

I, 
•1,. ',·· 

.6 

) . 

~;··,, '• 
1,28,'°',289 

43~1,988" 

. , '49,04,13'1 

:\9,98,148 . 
.. · 2,!77 

'1l. 2~,08, '174 
ii,;: ;l ' 

. . . -. • . . . ' :_ . : : .'l . . . \ 

14 and. 1s~ The: Commit~e~· recommends.that, necessary gra~~s to , 
· regularise the excesses over Voted G111I1ts at· serial Nos.· l'; 2, 4, S, 8~ 1 

·9, 10, 11, 12,: 13; 14 and 15 may be made.by the' Governor under 
Article 235 of the Constitution. '· .Bxamination of the .. exnlanations 
of the Departments for the excesses at serial Nos. ·3 · 6 and 7 could 
nor be completed. Their examination will be .eompleted when the · , . 1 

'Committee considers. the accounts for 1962-63: • ·: · .. '.' . . . 
, VII-B-.. (U As shown in l>araijrapb. 8 of the Report (containing 

) Public Works Grants), ·the, following. excesses .over Authoised 
Grants.require regularisation ... ".: ' · · 
-,··.· .... I 

,\ 
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· } A~ording to Department original , grant w~s Rs. 5,13,8~,900; 
. · .'the Department had asked for more funds from Finance Department 
I I¢ the. ltst of Ex,c~sses . and S'utr~nders. b,:gt. the Finance . Depaxtment 

··_. mstea~ of providing m,ore funds- imposed a cut of Rs: 4;52,9,90 
, •. , reducing the grant to Rs.: 5,09,28,910. The.· Department spent , 

, .· · i Rs.1,33,43,279 in excess of the modified grant The excess expen- 
. djtute··w~ due to the following reasons: L · 

' ' r- • 

(1) The' excess of Rs. 60,80,565 in · Sl)kkur Region was due 
to the !act th~t tpe channe.'Is in Southern ~~~ion required 
.extensive maintenance work especially m .respect of 

·_ Silt Clearance, groynes, raising and streµgthening _. of 
banks, etc., because asa result. of Grow iMore · Food 
Campaign· the': demand of water for Irrigation" puq,oses 
had abncrmally .increased. The supply .of water to 
meet the .requirement of .the .cultivators from. partly 
Silted Chann~}S Was 'not possible, 1 .Therefore, in Order 
to meet. the situation the . demand under. Sub-head 
"maintenance and. repairs" was increased . in. _ the 2nd\ 
:tisi on practical grounds .but was. not . sanctioned by 
Government. · By the time the Modified Grant was com- 
municated to. the Chief Engineer, Sukkur, the expendi 

... ture on M & R had already exceeded the · allotment. · · . 

,(2) The_excess ~~pendiblre . of ·Rs._ 16~~3,070 i! reported by\ 
, the C~ef Engineer, ~epiodellin:g ?n: t~~ most _ ~sep.tial ,· 

'!!?rks m r~pect qf (1) B.R.B.D. Lu;ik (u) M.R. Lmk, iand 
, (m) B.S. Link, which . were absolutely necessary _ for safe . 

. -, running of the' Links to its full . authorized discharge. 
. The demand -for these works was made in the 2nd List 

of Excesses and Surrenders with full justificatiol!l but no 
additional grant was allotted. 

(3) The Chief Engineer; .Sargo~ha, has· reported' · exc~s of· 
· R.s~_--1(;~91,<,34-as.under:-·._ · ;' , 1 ,. · 

,· I .. • ; . L , , . .. . 
) .- :_ ( . • . , '. • . ; • · .• , i_ • 

· ' W Rs. 4, 78,372 'in Rasul Tubewell' Project, is. due to ·the 
· fact that against Original Grant of Rs. 10,00,000 a 

· . demand of Rs.· 54,48,000 · was . made in the 2nd List. 
By the time the grartt of R;s. 43.00-.QOO was received 

,., ~e ~xpeJ!ditur~~ ?f. Rs, 47,7~,~721 had :alrea~y been 
incurred .m anticipation of acceptance-_ .,of full '. de-: 
mand, The ineurrence of. the expenditure was on 
running of Tubewells ralld as: · such .was · in _ the 
Interest: of Grow. More Food Campaign. ·. · Had. the 
authorities tried - to e~~rcise _ any further economy 
the Grow ·More Fooo · Campaign · would · have 
received a serious set back. - ' 
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(ii1 The .excess of Rs .. 8,69,269 .mLcwer Chenab Canal 
· .. West is ·due to the follqwin~ reasons'i-> · .. 
· (a) A huge quantity . of stone-· was _. _ dumped · at I 

Khani Headworks •· to · replanish the _ washed 
away aprons in weir bays· .. and- other river , 

. training . works. , The . , expenditure was · 
.· unavoidable for · the safety" of . Headworks 
which is feeding a - large· tract of _ · fertile · ·. area. 
These works could ~ot possibly be· postponed, 1 

Jb) The excess was due to liquid~tion .of ~rtain1 a •• 

liabilities .· on diff erent works lying. in Schedule 
of Misc. P..W. Advan~on .· account of works. 
done by Mughalpura Irrigation Workshop. 
Division. · · . · \; ·. - · · · · 

... ,, 
(c) The conditions of channels due'. to .-·noti-streng- 

, thening of banks, etc., had deteriorated to such 
an- extent . that they: could not -be run with full . 
supply· disch¥ge unless repaired imm.ediately . 

. . As such repairs were earned out . being most 
essential and unavoidable, .· . · . I 

' . ' . :. . ·,: . . . 

(iii) The excess of - Rs. 3,43~~33 in respect · of· Upper 
·; Jhelum Canal .was incurred .. because .. huge repair 

works· had to be carried · out during .rits . closure. 
· i 

I Closureworks are. an annual feature on' all canals 
. but Upper Jhelum Canal bad a· closure· .· after. 9 
years and a large numqer of works needed repairs 

, and '~ttention. ·•· · -:':' . ,. · ·.. .r · · , . 

(4> Against_ the grant of Rs. 63,l7,470 the actuals 'reported 
by the Chief. Engineer, Bahawalpur are Rs.' 90 35,773, 
thus there had been an excess of Rs. 26,.08~303. ,The 
reasons for the. excess are as :under:,~ · · 

i. ' . ·. /• / \ :-· . .," ,, ' _. 

I : (a) The debit for the work .Of providiqg · gates for Degj , 
_:- __ escape in Dallas 'Division · were. receiy~. -late in . 

v · • Suppl~mentary . Account~. from.the, ... Mu~~al~~ra 
·Irrigation, Workshop I Division; ', As the ltab1hty I 

had. already been incurred, it could-not be, avoided 
and· the debit '¥as accep~~· · · · · .1 · _ I, · 

· Jb)· The submergence of the bridges. of various channele 
· · , had resulted in abnormal rise in full ·. .levels, The 

- heading up caused by such, bridges· resulted in up 
setting' the regime of_ channels.·:_ The work of rais 

·: ·ing Bridges, adjusting· ~utlets: and regrading of 
- - channels 'had to .be -taken - up:- ~s an ·emergency _ 1 . ' 

,I., 

measure: 

. ( 

8 
(J 
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(a) The expenditure was incurred on most important 
. . · works ofthe. above-mentioned canals which. were of 

unavoidable . and inescapable nature and were 
absolutely necessary for operational purposes. 

(~). Pay .of work·pharge. es.tabJ,ishment. had increasea but 
· , ·· · the allotment remained 'unchanged. · 

t0,71,808 · Total 

9 

1 •• 

Central Bari. Doab Canal .. .' . . \' . . 

. Upper Chenab . Canal 
Lower Bari . Doab Canal 
NiHbar Circle 

· Mughalpura :. Irrigation Worlcsbop 

<S> 

(c) the river downstream Trimmu Headworks had come · 
in dangerous proximity of Canal Colony arid the 

. Haveli Main. Line at R.D. 2000(l . In order to, 
lnest . the dangerous tendency of . the river . . an 
elaborate scheme of downstream protection ·costing 

·. Its. 32,00,000 was approved. by the Government · 
; later on. · In the meantime temporary protection 
wotics were constructed to hold up the. river to save 

-, Canal' Colony, and Haveli . Main · Link. These 
works . were being efficiently maintained, . The 

· river action during summer 1962 became offensive 
, against the works and if these works were. not pro· 
pcrl~ . !epaired a~~ : extended there .was . evell 
poss1b1hty .. of washing away the works and ll1',veli ·Maui Line, which is in fact the life line for the Im 
.gation· in Haveli Circle. . As the . situation . was ; 
becoming explosive .. the important works had to be 

.. executed-in the Public interest and to save-Govern .. 
ment from huge loss in the shape of .damages to· 
works and consequent. loss of Revenue. 

, '· · (d) The work of raising and strengthening Channels 
was taken up according to the five years · pro· 
,Rramme. The reaches so taken up were· over due· 
for r.epairs andrequired immediate 'attention in the 
smooth · running of . channels. Moreover the work of 
silt clearance was also done without which tho 
'channels· could not 'run .in \:Lohdhran Division , as 

. Mails( (;aria( carried a big charge of silt, which , in · turn finds its way into.the offtaking channels, · 
lls. 

·I• ' 2,80,Ql6 
l,83,657 · 
l',35,280 

. 4,45.320 
. 29,S35 



,, 

·t ' ' 
~ -, .· 

_:i: . 

; <¢> El~tric: ·charges\fe,i, rurt~ing pun1pi::tor-::urt, Itrig~tipn 
.· :$ch,enies were. increased fr~rn.l 6.·5 .... pajsa per ·unif J~1· 

. ,--··- 1.&·paisa per unit, ···. · ·· 1,,'.:,/,:;:1t 
, c(6i)ie'Chief Engineer,;. Irrig~tion .. Qu~t~; :,has '·,'show~,.; an 

. ·( ·.excess of Ils. ·1.~97,.903 stating~J;t1t::du.t1i1:~ July~'l96~i !her~ 
· I, .· were heayy r~s rn ... Que~a · ~cle;·dueto )V~¢b .~er~~1n 

,11 •.:,· ;[-·,:works ~ere ,badly da!}laged. ~l)il~. the .others :wer:~ 1i, need 
; :0J'em1;rgentand special repairs.and could i,Qtbe pqstpon· ( .1 

i; . :ed to next year. Necessary repairs w~r~. therefore came.d 
·> out to s~egull.rd the public works st~pt\ires/buildiµgs, : t--~' ·etc. i . . ... "" " ' ) ·:·· ~· ·/ ,''. . c-.: 

'i '; );. .' (7) The 1 

.O~outy .' CJtief :Etigine1~,. Ghulam. · .. Muhammaa ' 
. · , ·· Barrage has reported an excess o.f Rs. i59~906 which is 

: due to thereason that, some 1debits relatitti to ptc\'ioµs 
· · :' years were received· for, clearap.ce. 1 • : · ., · · · 

i.' J ~ • . J . ' '. .• .• 

, ;,·:,:4s. re_ga,rds the t1uppit,t~ of ston~ at l{t,.apki: Hea<two.rtc~. "udit 
001nted out thatdumptnf? of stones '1s an , an-nual feature, and the , 

.. De~artment ·~hoUld.nave :been able to , anti~ina~e the q,uan.titv of 
stone whfoh was required to be dumped, Aqdit w.a,ritecl tohave the - 

'. fi~res and the q·t,1ap.tity of stone dumped soi., tll,at tb¢Y ... could see 
_ 'whetherit was necessary, · · · · · · Y<}, ·' · 
~'·f ., '. . .. >·. '· .r- .. : ,_, . . ._ . _, ... ' _,, ·. . . . . . !. '.- . . . ... 1_-1 , . . . •. , The Debartment's explan~tion that they had ·been/asking-,for :: 

riiore funds throup:h tbeStatements of Excesses and0,S11rr~nders{hut 
Finance Deeartrnent did not provide funds is, not sa.tisfactorv. The · 
Pi1.n. ia,b. ·.Bu .• d .. · l!·· et M .... ·.a.· ·n·u ... al c.Je .•.. at. buJ:ays .. do~ ·.th. at._ .. tlt .• e .• -.Sta·t· ~if~ .. !1·t. · .... o ... f. '· .. Excesses and Surrenders- rs pot the means of · obta1mnq ad<11t1onal . 

. fund$.:. ()bvi.o,usfy the inc-grrence of this ;~pencliiure in ~xcess: 'of 
, ; '. the ~udg_e.t 1all<?tment ·was, 1rregnlar. · . . _ , 

1 
· \., •• • ., ~, 

., -. , .· , •... . There is no :getting' away from the fatt, that instead' ~f '. geftbt1 
_,:-~,P)·i9~J·ifu~~-s Alloted for .works, _the D~partmept just _~,ent. op··~d .. 

. . . g,, .··: - '. ' ' . •. ' ·. I ... ,. • , '.' ,'_.. • 

·- .: ... Toe .~u~lic \\fork,s .:. Department .. Coqe clearly;Jay,. ,do"1 the 
... , . procedure .' to be . adopted in 1case of any necessity 'arising due to- an 

emerg~l}cy involving ,e~pe11diture. Hence tij~ I)epartment should have 
approa¢1led -the :F,inaljl~ Department; and- informed the Aqd~t ;'about 

-the inciirrence of expenditure to meet the emergency, but . t1lis was 
:· ~dt . ~9ne. OnyjouslM ~hi.s is a .case of,)ax!ty. pf' . c~ntrotovet,~. tho 

mcurr:ence of. expend1t~re. The committee .. r~ommencls ilthat 
discipllilary action should be tak~n against . those ; 9ftlce~ -. who 
spent money in excess ,<>ft Ute allote!I fµp4s., <>f Pl,~~ ., of epiergent 
~ature did not inforlll · the. Audit ; · ~d _follow the necessary proc»-. · 

-d°l . dureJ'o~obtainip.g ~-_funds .for the . works} . The·· cQ<tnunittec c•a 
under n() circumst~ces -overlook .· la:x.ity/ of ; eon.trot, :in : fin.aucia.t , maitera. · · · · · 

F - 10 
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1 : X~t~re~,·~ft;i;,tifa wor1sfor whioh Ca~tal,~~a~u~tli ato ll1pt, 
, . ' -~.,...civil wor~it ' , . ' . 

RI 'i 

I OJ.3,,tll., 

,_· . .:..:·." 

·-' '°·.\ •. ~~- 

· ,~~~~~and ti•Ie ofthe A.pp?opriati~~ 
• . ·;··· , .. _,J.. -· 

~ ·'"';,·~·.i.::· .• ' .. ' . . ' .: ! ~. • 

· ···. · (2) No' explanatidil'w:as·ca11ed for in· respect of ·the excesses at 
serial NQs. l: and 6. Explanations for the· excesses at serial Nos. 2, 3, 

;-,and '5 were: examined by· the Committee.. The' Committee recom 
.. mends that the excesses at serial Nos. 1, 2, 3, S. and 6 may' be regula 

.-' rised by the Governor under Article 235 of the Constitution . 
. ·-,_· ·. ' . (J) , The excess af serial No: 4 pertains to the Comm'1llications 

.; arid Worb Department, who could· not furnish any ... explanation 
· 'due to · bifurcation of the Department and wanted more time,' · This 

. will now be · examinedby the Committee alongwith the accounts. for 
, 1962~3!.: . , . . . 

,.-,.. • , -1. ·r;., . 
' -. ·· ., .: VIII.-, B- .. (1) The following excesses over charged Appropria 

tions, were reported in paragraph 9 of the Report (Containing-Public 
· 'Works Grants). \ ', . 

------.- 

. I, is'._.,4d'.'utiniitratfo~ of Jij11tiao. 
·' .{. r: 
'.;,:.,/ • f'L-,·Il6'v&loptnent · 

, :;.t~'\'.f :~urs'ls P,~d ';ub~idies .;;::, 
~.. . ... 

_;,;.:<.\v·1·:· f':8·: ·.Publia Debt .... .- . '.•~_:..~.;_: 
' 

; 

1.:11 •• ,~ 
..,..,, ••• a,, 

1.oa.q1 
' ·1,04.oqo 

·,.~.2, ..•. ,.~,,, 

1 1-J!'ore~t· 

·I 
I 

I. 

11 

•.. ,/:: ,, V,lll .... A-Exces.ws. over cltarged An,opria~~U ~'tlie' 
.~~mmittee e~amiried .the following, excesses o.v.· er,.c. h .. ·. f~g.• e .. d, ~ppro~~ 
attons shown.~ paragraphs of the Report (otb.ertJ.}a.n'~µhlic Works 
Grants). · -:' · · 



\. 
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. . · (2) No. expla,niitlon was called f orHhe excess at serial No. .l. The 
- Committ~ recominends that the exc~s·s may be regµlarised .bY the 

G,ovemor 'under Article 23'5 of the Q>nstit,Uti()n, ' : . , ' , _'_ . ' . 
, ' • !. (3rrhe Go~unicati-Onsa and· W~-Jle~artm~nt 'ilid. -not. ~- 

.,> • ~ta;ny explanation.for the excess attserial No, _:2. due to ,.9.1{µption 
,, · .· . .- of 'th~ l).epartment The Departmen] asked.for ·: m,~~~ l,ipe.·, .· ~~ 

. .. ·,-;, . e_ xpl~n. _at_i_(?~_of th_e Dep_._.a_ rtment. _·. f_ort~ e_ ... · xcess "10. u_. _ld b~_,·_ coll!•f_.Cll·._.- .-.•~!by. •· -. · :the (Jornnuttee alongwith the Accoul)ts'for the.;yea,rl962-p3, •. ".. . , 
1 

:: - .: jX.· •... Fiilhn(ial fi!egulari~e~, L~~' · •. e:tc7f)~ J foll~~:lltr. ,::\re - 
· some 9f the .cases pf 1rregµlant1es w~1ch·, tli.e .Coronntte~, w1,_bca tQ I 

_ :· /--bring l<> the' notice _of tJie. Assembly~+ · 'ilf · _ . i .· ., ,, / 
-, . · ,: (J)·P,age 14~ P<ira.16 .. Misapproppation ofF~nd_s.7}4 tiiis .~: i•'.· 

.: a .clerk of the Government College· fpr Women, .$ahiwal, ¢~led 
· ·a··s9tjil of Rs. 5,845' out of.the amount of tuitiop:f~es ~d . ·private··" 

-. fu~~~' realised front the: sfu~ents du~ng. ii~960 \by .. is.sl)rln.-;Jated ., 
receipts. and by ·not;accountmg for :th~ . amounts-_rece1ved Ul the 

· relevant .cash books; ·. 'As-per Audit Report; a sum. of ·Rs; .. ;3,8'19 had . 
. . :,;:been1'.:recover~ from him an~ the 'balance Of Rs .: _, :ZQ2~ ,-W~· .. ~~Dil 

' refunded by him m- mo~thl~, mstalpiqnts. of . R~. .,~Q ;. ~¢.lli ·. ~ a 
result of departmental -, mquiry agamst the <)ffiaal· his annual. mere- 
mentwas'stopped for one iyear .. Actj.on1truc~11 ag,inst the Drawing ~- 

, and Disbursing Officer:. was not. intimated .to the Audit. . -: . .. ·· . 
• ., •. . ·: ·- . •·. '. - ·~ -- •• . •. . . : : - . . . I_ • • - - -- : . ...... . - -, __ - r - - • \ 

1. ·_Tl:le Department explained that out· qf lhe ampunt of Rs. S,845, · 
.: .. a sum of Rs.\' 4,619 has been recpver~ from the -.-concerned Clerk: · .. 

! . The then principal was transferred\ and posted U1 ·. a ' subordinate . 
' position 'due to her·neg1igence. i, . }; - :' :: "'• .. 

-..,:. ·._ ·, , . . ·• ·. , ·,• , .. ;, : '· . ' .·· . ,: ·.. - ·:. .• ;' • ,I, . . - .. , •. . 

_ .. · :The Department was asked by ~e Committ~ to: state wl)~ther 
- : ' ,· the . transfer order of.the . ' said Priti~ipal, ft:Oll}_ ;, Sahiwal ' to her ' 

- :. ' :- ,'pres_ent apP9intrpent~, qad_ any Jlle~tiot of th~, 'aptlon . being• .taken °1 

: due to. her neghgenc~ or not ~d if n9t_. ~ow tll~t cou~d at .this stage 
state , : .in the explanation · sub nutted to\:tµ~ Conµ,m.tiee. that 1t was· for 

- · n¢gligence. The· 1 
• Oepfil1Il?-ent \admftted th~t •. ~o depart~tttal 

action had been taken andt her transfer had beetf'a · mere nQffllal 
··!r~~(er,. 1:fie-Comn,ntt~e .fails to ~nderstand .;w~y the ii~sm 
mq\ijl)' agamst - , ·~he Principal -was net-.-1!e19. -Merel¥:- "transfeni11j , 

. her in. haste and theil trying to' ·1ead 1lhe_-Committec to b~lieYe.thlt _ .,; 
. . . ,- . tliis i •w~· - as: a result (?f 'a<;tiori' taken1; a~ainst -~~ js llO~~ng but· :att · 

._0•• , CY,~7")\'fi-Sh.. Tf!e :<;'.~11)11Utt~e:: .f~er f~ls that 1ll :tpe ~b~eJ1~ of. .aa)' 
• • _ 

1 tiep¥tmet)taJ mqurry whe~ein -either ~he . would · ,have : been . bAid :r .. 
. :guilty: Qf exonera.ted, it was. neither fa;fr :to Jie_r D()l; in th.~ )~t~r~st "' 

.· .. ·.~·-~.-~.: :_._;_·~.;_:_1_~_.:_ .. ~.·~.H .. ~.e_!_,~.~~_:_t_.~_t_~_d·J·:_;_! __ ,_._;_:_ .• e_._~--.~.-~.µ.·~.-.Q.r·,·u·'. .. ~ .•. ~ .. g.;~_ .. ·_·.~ 
• 

1_- 
ofn~ghgen~, 1t ~ould ha!e be~n.'fOSStQle, ... fqr-:the· :D~~ 

<=- ;' .. , to bav,e, -~ake~ SUitabJ~ a~tion -~g~JflSther, and,.·~b,a~;· ·!~()~ 
· · even this· balance amount•. of Jl$. -l."'~6 . f(on.,;,'.;.h~.r.._ , All; this, . :W• 

not. dor,.e .with the result that it is very-doubtfid :·whethei·-·1lie· oat.; 
&t~ding amount can. IJ.OW pe recover~d. _ .- .. 

' ' ', i ·:·, ' ,;-_ . J 
:,.._ -I 

. ,· 

•·. 
Ii. 
I' 
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the ·committee; therefore, recommends that th_,...:L ~partment 
1hou~d _hold_ pro~ ~epartmental ~quiry, _ ag8:"lst ... th,. Jai<;l Pnnc~pal 
and ·JD cue she is found · to be guilty-to take suitable a~t1on.against 

.her and see whether· this amount can be ·r«overed·from.h~r.,l:, 
"'' . ·:; · (2) Pagl! 15; '.P~ra. 'I 1~Misapprapriation of Re.ceipts~In this 

·· · · ·cue a sum of'lls. J,366 realized from the students of a/Government 
·· .... · · School on account of fees arid General. funds; etc:ts: .was. misappro 

, · priated by the Clerk .of. the, _School.·._ Tlie ,- misappropriation -. was 
· facilitated due to lack of proper supervision and non-observance of 
- ·rules· requiring immediate deposit· of the· · a¥IOUiitf··, receivedJ~J Tho 
'amount was recovered 'from the official before. verification of the 

· accounts by the departmental authorities .. on iStli Noyemb~t, 1961. 
· The case was/therefore, not reported ·to Poliet, f Pt ·investigation~ M 
· · pet -Audit ~portt)le increment. of the clerk conc.erned. was proposed, 

· tk;. .~to. be stopped and the Headmaster concerned was •· .. warned>. tu · be . more careful In future. , ' · . I .. · ,,j, \•'!: ::,: ·,-{•i,,.:f)::s, 

. - . The Department e,xplaineci· .that both. th~- Clerk ~d . the/ Q)D 
, . cemed Headmaster have been warned for this irregularity. 

·~ · · · · - . . · The qominittee feels· that it would not be !)Ut <?f ;,nt~~J9.: mate 
the following observations:- .- : ._·_·-.· ... .,.~.\:,'..,-_·:. 

·.. .. . (i) that in its opinion the action taken a~iiiisf the··· .Head .. 
': master and. the clerk concerned is too lenient, After all 

misappropriation otschool fees or its'.' atteµipted, mis 
appropriation is a. very serious thing and ~ mere warning 
js not sufficient;. and . .·., .. ·,;, .. ·· · 

(i1) Wis· neither in. the intere~t or· the institution> where they 
· were working nor .of. the- Department that.they;:; ·shonld · 

· con~11e Jo . work ~ogether. If both of' them · are to 
contmue in the service of the Department for .some reason 
that is known only. to the .. D.eP~~ent,_t-h~y:~tist in the 
opinion of: the Cointirlttee be separated· ', andtransferred 
from the, institute where they attempted embezzlement 

; . . 'Tb~ ~onutiit!ee s~ongly expresses the h~pe th~t ~he ~pit'tment 
. ~ill now take actionin the matter as per the C0!1)JWU~e·s:8~,~erva- 
tion. .. _ .. __ . . . .. :'.- .: -: .. ·( · ~ ~ ! \:·, .,.? t/rY~_.r·:tfL~:.'.~2:: __ t/~r 

-- .: · . . PUBLIC WORKS · .'. . ··_. . 
. ... . - . . , - .. · ." : ~:>- .·• .. '=:~- ·1·. T~'\ . .<n · eage 37,. Para: l7(a) lJ()..!.-Bxcess J1aymeizt~: .. :tn· this case an 

; agreement to execute work was°done by the contractor :whiclf includ 
- ·. ~d' an item of_w<?rkto be.done at Rs. 33 per 1,000 cft. :'~ubseqµently1 

. tile 'rate .of'_this 1,tem of work was enhanced to Rs •.. !JO. per,.J,000 cft. 
through an extra ]te.m $tat,menl sanctioned •,b)''the Additional Chief 

· · Engin~r. .According to the terms of the agreement Jhe extra items 
r : .• '. !lat~D_lcnt W&$ to ,include.1>n!,y·tllose. items which were DO~ SJ?CCified· 

m t~e agre~ment. By allowmg the mcreased · rate of Rs, 130 · an 
dcas paylltent ot Rs. 8,191 was made to the contractor . . -· - ... - -·. .. ·. - ' . . . . 
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JQitialfrecordi~g of ~wr-0ng measurement for which the Enquiry· ,ftiecr · 

. ',_fiicd the· r~pollSibility of this shortage on the following pets~ns : :"'" 
:,,t[Y · '.(1) ,Mr. Inayat Ullah Qureshi, Sub.;.Pivisiopa}'Offlcer: · .. ,, ;:-::: i, 

· (2) Mr. Abdul Rashid, Overseer. · · · ,, · · : · :< . . 
\'i\':t .: · (3) Mr. Arshad Hussain, Overseer. ·.. · · \ :'.· . · · ....•. 
Mr.· lnayat Ullah .Qureshi, Sub-Divisional Officer has since expired. 
-Prders have, therefore, been· issued fon the recovery of thi$ los1 from 
M/$ •. Abdul. Rashid and' Irshad Hussain at a monthly: instalment. t>f . . a~~: 100 .each. It was ,al$O decided to· take disciplinary action . against. 

itb9$e <>fficials and' accordingly· increments ·. of both .the Ov~~et~ 
}lave been stopped under Gpvcemment Servants. (Efficiency and· J;)is-: .. 
cipline) Rules; 1960. · · vi ( . · :· ' : . ·• •. · . tf:' .!: ,, :" , . ,• {·;\:1.;\ 

•. , · • -: : . The Committee hopes that the Department Would . tecoVcr "" . 
the entire amount" before the official~ retire from service, and, if any 
amount remains to be recoveredit would be . recovered from, . ,th~· 

~ :eertsion after taking due: action.' under the West Pakistan. .Civil 
·' Service Pension Rules: 1 ·.: · .•" . · ·'[: =: ·•. :,;· 'J:,\::·,i 

. . · .. (3j Pag~4.2, Para.11 (~) .1~4~.llnaUtRorised_':Pay»ient--J~thif·· .. 
ease an·unautJ:iorized payment ofRs, 13,858.wasmade ,911• .: a~.i;;ounf· j· 
of·:extra 'allowance for wetearthwork withouf.the'.'$a~~~ionJ>('the-:·' 

.:competejit: authority'fhough according '• .to .the: dep_attmelital ot~er~,r:7 ~.· 
,such extra allowance-could be paid only with p;op¢rsahctiori orth,~ .. 
Superintendingcl:!ngineer specifying the. depths and p~i¢ul~f reaches 
in which such an allowance was to be paid...' .... · ::/,,' :: . ·f':( < :.:- .· 

, ~~ Department. explained . that 'these pay~e.iil$ ~el~te· to the 
workdone in connection with (1) construction -.of. Intmdat;iqn,Links· 
for Dipalpur Canal (2) Constructing Tulleqi Spur ofl'taking , ftom 

.. ·J~akpattan:Canal R.D. 33540 (S. Remittance · Sulemanki Division) 
.r-: ,~~¢¢:uted:in·;f950-5J and 195f-52: · Sanctien-of-the-then Sµ~n11te~~· 

ing. Bnglneeris hotforthcom~g for··,'Yet~es~ :~UQw~nce: .. :1'<fr~-- 
·, .' lanse th~ pa~ment of wetness, Superintending Engineer; D~p?JJ>u.r.. 

C,anatC1rc~e 'issued ex post jacto sanction. on llth AprH, 19~4:\Vbich 
'.was ~ot entertained by. Audit: Disciplinary action _js . cJitlecl. f~r , . 
asam.sttheofl;ic~rs concerned, ·.. .. .. .' .. , .: .... ..' >:<.," :.·,:,~··::/{f'1'i 
'•' . ,, .. TJie Committee n.ote$ tbat exp'?St. fqcto :s_arictfon .was . jssu~,r . 

. ~bo11,f twelve ye~ 'laterwhich was corltra.ry:fo theru,es. ~n.dJ~,npt 
. · in' order. The Committee has asked the Department to. make efforts , . 

'1 to recover the amount of Rs. 13~858 from the persons cdnceme~ who ' 
had originally-made, this .payment .and .alse to, take- ··suitable '>'action 
against-the person. who .issued. the ceitificate for the· wet' .. earthwork· ... ·; . 

\] · :anowance 12 years. afterr the incidenttookplace. · · . , : , - . . ./ :;::; . !' : ·; 
':': .. , .. · (4) Page44,, Para. l~.(a)16+-Ea-ces.t:Payment-The ori,~nat · 

·~ara;· _stated. that a· contrac;t~r was paid for .tbe~caniJge ot30~6S,779 / 
tile$ as · against 24,-35;540. Further it was -nointed' · out .Jb~t · the ·.·: 
number of tiles required .. Qriginally was 20.53,072 .. H~nce i,avin~tit! : 
had been inaC,e ~ ~~ceH,fQrtbout· ten ;. Ja~-, til~~· •JHnQunlinJ ·: t(>:'L' 
R,,),07,2, ; • , · • I • •,; • • , ,::.no ~;, '·7!!t:I-C': 
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The .: Department . ~Jplained that'., thjsi! .was- '' not:-) the CQtrCQt 
- situatiq1r ~$ Jt, "as a _ misciJlculation; _ - Actually :a quantity of 86,697 
number ofJites·}Vere carried' (Page 46 Measut¢tnent'. Bo6.k>,}1:S./Lt ,· 

'whereas-thfAudit Party'h_as_--taken itas 8,66,974 No. 'Thqs•accounf.; 
ing for ex~~~ number of·\tfies to (8,66,~14-: · ~6,~97 __ 7,~0,277)~ T~tal · 
number 9fJiles r~qmred for.the work as per _e~timate: ~bowd ha~ 
been 20,53~072 against which 22,8~,512 ntiIIlber·o~ tiJes were issued 
causing ex.¢ess is.sue of 2,32,440 number' of tiles f Qr which:Its. 1,l3 l .is ' 

' nowto be.recovered. ' / ' . ' :-<::.: '\' '.-. '-_' . ,: • 
. -.-- »;' ... _ } -,-.--,. ;·.· .- ,. -- " . ; . ·, '. '"- .. :: . : ' . '· ·- . . -,- .. 

. /.;,,·-The Pepartmenf further stated' that dne Chauclhri · Muhll~· 
: mad :R.afi~ Pfficiatirig Sub .. Divtsio1,1al 0ffice,, Lahore· Zone has ~ri 
found responsible for 'tins amQtjn~ and that h;e ~~- 'been' .uk~d·to-· 
explain the-matter. ,·-· ,( ·,· ; ·· ,· ; ·_-_. · --_· ::\, -. '- · _ -~ t• 

- : niei'Coriunittee· would liketo pointout-th.afthisi'm~tier ha 
remained, unsettled - and Gqvernment _dues_ ·havi'remained unrecov.er· 
ed 'fori ove't ten· y~ars .. <Jt 93-npoi be denied--tb~ti this '.Ji;t$· beett within ' 
the knowledge __ .-_(),f-JJie _·Depattment ·_for all· this p-epod·ud·it· is,'not 
fecessaey _ ~Jla! ~~~l,llpts ~h9~l4 be - ina!le to 1:ecpy~~ GQvei:n~nt dues 
d'.hly after the paras. ·11ave _ been· considered by:_ - the Publi~ ~cco\lJts 
Committee; ;~eJ?epa.rtment;,.i$ s~tmosed··to: proceed ~.th~ Ji!atter ., - - 
and _•fil ,l'e$t,0ns1l>ility\for,losses·1t<>-the _ Government :.unnie<ijately 
after ·jt ·j$' µifonn.ed'.of$'1~h 'thing~~- "Placing all subjects;like this-in 
cold $tbtag~ ~waitii:)g the findings··ofthe P11bli~ A.econ~ ~miniftee- - 
~ no~ a vety' ,, healt,hy':'- --pr~tic:e. · · _However, !th~ -Conunit(ee· .. f~ls 
"gratified" '.that ·atJeas't aft~ aJapse c,f ten years the Department - tlu _ 
at'least·made·up:its-mind ·t<>:fucrease- its efforts 1for-tht recovery·of -t~ · '' 
amount and·- to report the progress: · · , · - · ' , · · · . 

JS> Pizge 4S,:1'ara. J7(tt) J12~Shorta!fe »i ·siJres-Iri· this case. - . -i 
1tpres'wQ~h; ,s~ 6,.J#:W~e:f~Und- short, in·, JuJ!y,_. · 195,: - - and_. W~ . _ 
placed \ll1'1er !h~:::;~~sp:e_Jj§e' "head _ ''M;iscellaneouspPublic ·Works · 
A.d~c~~? }~nqfng 't~~~ from ~he,.Store-Jeeper., · .1 ·• 

]luk D~t>~ttrtJent _ ,~Jtpli~ that, the s~o~age was : aiamst , -, M~··: . > _; 
Muhammad Janul, Stor~.;K~Per whose sem.ees have: been temu... . - 
nated, : The Superintendin.g Engineer, Tu,:,ewell Circle-.- Lahore, Jid 
t~ri~i1li~t~~~tl~?!1~!:t~thfrogi~~~:otr-k~p~ ':_·::s~!i•--- 
Paki$tan• -~()yemment pue{J.~overy Ordin~ce~ -1962~. -- - - 

: ;•!\\;::, ;;..,.!:)·f ·:·_.;.,,·_·/i:;~/1J .: .. ,;. ·.:' ·~. ': : ~·- ·: _·. _·.. _ • { - . .' \- .~_ . .' •;. _ .· _ , , _ ; . .; , . ·-_ , 
. - ,Tli.e ,Denartinent .futtlie.r-: explained orally.that , sUla! tlie - - sub·-. _ 

mlsslen Pft~'expla.natloriJb _wr\ting, the, per,o~ a~1$ed Ju\d ,film I 
case in ~hf c9urt :qn _ 6th ,_March, 1968.,· ,which - was : vet tq ~. 
decid~. :··~ . .,~fh~ -~en,~i~~ tinal d~jsio.n _ 9fJhe ~~ by .the : coutt 
no }ftt~J?!~8-/.eq~ltl -~e. _ :·.:mad~: , "{lt!t ,'.r~gu,~- ,.-to: .. the._ .1'ecov~. :, , 
Dunng d1scuss1on of_Jli1s_pl\rai _the Committee fpund th~t cash. S(lCUntv. 

_ which-a_sipfe .. keeper \Va$ f0Q\llfed to_ furnish, was .only .Its. 300 ... _ 
Similarly ~'.Overseer w~'.supposed to fumiihoasf(seciirltvdfl&~.:31Wt : - , . 
Qnly. It app~red that- th~ ~ouni 'of cash· seeurify,-wM b.ed i~ :,t)\e ": , . , 
' ". -• ~\:,· ' . :' -.,. . . :;' ii ·. . . :, . ,..... . :·, ~·· : .. ,:, : ·., ·. i .• ' 
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.. Public . Wot ks .l)epartment. - Code more: .than . ~tty years back aricl 
although the Code had been modified from. time to time ,th~ amount, 
Of securities to be required. Of the.persons Who handle either lafge snms 
of money in cash or ar~ responsible for-stocks and materials running 
into I quite .big sums _ · remained · the s~me and hac;I not. been enhanced. · 
The Committee recommends th~t the Government - ~honldimmediately 
look into the matter of substantially Inereasing the-amount of cash 
securities· required of these persons or/better still, .to obtain fidelity 

. bonds. .· In the opinion of the Committee stores. should be entrusted · 
to the charge of permanent incumbents -: and; as· far· as. possible, . 
attempts should be made to avoid handing over charge of stores to / 
temporary bands. · r , - 

.. . - .- . I ·. • 
, . · (6) Page 46, Para. 17 ((lJ 114-Loss to Government:'-Accord~g 
to the Audit Note Government was put to a loss of Rs. 5,706 'by 

, ,, · alloting. work to contractors other than. those who-tendered .for jhe ·' . 
. work and paying them at a rate higher than the lowest tendered one, 
Thirteen competitors tendered for the execution .. of the work ofcon-: - . 
structing a distributory 'at rates' ranging frqm_.149 percent to 174·$. · 
perceni.above the schedule.fates:· Tlie work was, however.igivento 
contractors other than those who had tendered the rate of 149 per, 
cent. and against the . provision of 150 per · cent iii the estimate: 
Alongwith other contractors who had not tendered, the . work was 
also a.Jlotted·::io _ one of thetenderers and· he was .allowed premium at 
175 percent although he had tendered at 155 per cent. Payment o~ · · 
premium at higher rates resulted in an extra expenditure of Rs. 5,706 · · 
which was a loss to the Government. ' 

· The Department , explained that the tenders received _ in con'." 
nection with the-requisite 'work were' discussed with· the . then Chief 

' Engineer andSecretary, West P,unjab on 4-11-1951. by. the then 
SuperintendingBngineer, Up'pef ·1helum Canal Circle when . he 

· inspected the alignment of 15-R Distributory. In view - of the 
urgency of the work 'the Chief Engineer and . Secretary. Irrigation 

. verbally 'accepted ~- premium -of 175% above the Basic· Schedule · of 
Rates. The petty contractors who - had tendered rates ranging from 
149·4% to. 174·5% were not-considered. to be able to: do this big work 
at the rates tendered by them, It was, therefore, decided by.the then 
Superintending. Engineer; .Upper Jhelurn Canal Circle with the con- . 

... currence of Chief Engineer and Secretary, .Jrrigation to allow pre 
mium, of 175% above the Basic Schedule of.Rates.and distribute the 
work among as many contractors as could possibly .. be employed so . 
that-the work could be finished in time. Thiswas within: the corn 
petency ofth~ Superintending Engineer' as per para. 2·72, P.W;D. 
Code and article 6'1(7) of Irrigation Manual of. Orders. It was by - ·· 
an oversight chi the part of, the then Superintending Engineer, 
Upper 'Jhelum, Canal Circle (Khan Mohammad Aslam Khan) that. 
one Contractor who had originally tendered· at 15,5·% premium was 

J • • ' \ •• 
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· "also. allotted the Work at the · ge11eral . premium or->'115.';f. The" 
Superintending Engineer· retired in December, 1954 and after a few 
years died, . · . . . . . F --- · . , .• 

'TheComniittee noted.that as far asthe job. was: concerned, · · 
thirteen competitors tendered 'fo! the execution of the work of cons- · 
tructing a'distributory at rates· ran'ging from J 49, °lg. to 174·5 f!? above 

-the scheduled rates, . The work was, however; given out by . the 
Department .at 175-% and'. that too to a number: of contractors out · 
of which . only 'on'e was from amongstthe original contractors" who . 

1- had tendered for 'the job: The Committee further noted ·· that this 
. one contractor, who was given part pf the' work, had, originally 

quoted.155% but hewas also. given the ratefixed at 175%. <; 

- ·The . Committee;_wotd«l once again stress . ·upon the ,. - 
Governm~nt the1evils of thJ' 'f:Work OrderSystem" comm.ented,onat 
length by the .. Committee elsewhere.' In the opinion of the Conunttee _ 
ne.organlsed .. Govemment should tolerate the .t;xistenceof this syst~JD. · ,.; 
where a number of people were ~sked to quote' for a . J~articular jp b 

· but after the quotations were reeeived it was Jef t to the.dlscretfon of the 
Department to fix a rate which migJ\t be 1 hfgber ~h'an thexates-qJJoted ~ 

, an'd tq give. coatractto one or more persons \ who need-net have quoted< 
-~ for the job. .Thls, in o,ther ~ords, meant that the person/persons 

incharge 'for giting .our .eontracts could. veryci easily .oblige their 
favourite . eontractors who need not even quote for a par-tjdular job. 
In this way, after other persons had taken. the trouble"ofquoibigfor a I 

· particuhi~.job, the., ·"blue-eyed'' coin!ractors could very dSily _ .and 
quietly creep in and ·c~rryout thejebs and derive tile benefits. All _ 
this could;happen under .the protectfo~aP.fi..shadow,oftlreru~es.govern- ' J 
Ing theWork Order System, · In the opm1onofthe Commtttee there 
was.no e:trt~y reason to be)jev···~ that~.as l •. ong:a.sjobs Je.ere' executed 
under this · system cases of m1sapphcat10n of ghvefljil.ent mopey - r . 

WQuld no! ~~~P 011_. arising. The. Committee strongf recommen~s .- 
that earliest steps .sho1:1ld . be taken by Government to see th.~t this 

, ' system is immedi.ateJy: dis,continqed. . ·· . . . · ·· 
'· ./_ ." ' \ .- . ' . / .- 

(7) Page 48, Para, 17.(a)-18~.-Excesspayment- .. Ip thiscase an excess 
pa-ymei}t of Rs:40,974 was made t~ contractors c~Y allowing them 
rate. s Jtlgher than JJ:l.e !o,w.e~t tendered. and a_ccepted. 1~y, the Depart- .. 

. 'l_llen,.t. Tenders were invited by 'th~· Executive Engmeer in October, 
· -, 1950. One' contractor tendered' at 175% .above ·the .scheduled rate · 

and his tender being the lowest, was.accepted by the Superintending 
Engineer in November, 1950 .. · The Ghief-Bngineer-in the. meantime · ·. 
sanctioned premium at 200 % and the work was allotted to contractors 
other than the one w®. h8;l\L.tettdered at 175 % and . they were paid 
premium at 200%. This led to· an-excess payment of Rs. 40,974-Jo 
contractors and .consequent loss tq .Govermnent. . · .. . · : _ _ 

· The Departmerit ~x~lainedth~t damages during'. vefy higQ . 
floods of 1950 were collosal resulting In untold miseries 'loss of ·. 

,--- '' l• .. · ,'. ,· · , : ··: a- •. ) , 
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crops 
1etc.;· 

and· ft' inVbived: crores of cft, earthwork in restoring and 
: ·· repairing breaches. Besides · ' services ot resourceful '("_contractors, 

, one:Division of the. army was employed Jn this National _ calamity, 
The accepted tender of. a . contractor at 115 % . was .not taken into 
consideration as he was not a resourceful one and it was . not possf 
ble for him to cope with the· emergent heavy work. 'Consequently 

.under the sanction of the. competent authority and with the concur 
rence ofthe Chief Engineer.rthe.work ,was distributed-among several 
contractors at 200% above.,.' The rate of 200 % .above were paia 
throughout the flood affected .area of the fornier Punjab. · · ·· 

; The .Committee is- highly dissatisfied- with 'the state of affairs. 
This is.'one more' instance where the prevalent work order _ · system 
had been used to manipulate the , awarding, of contracts to cantrac- . 
tors other than the one- who had quoted the. lowest rates and whose . 
tender had been . accepted. . 'The ,.Ccminittee has; . again . and .again 
stressed that the. continuance of awarding of contracts under ( the 
work order system .amounts to encouraging nepotism and jobbery ... 

-In the opinion. of the Committee, not' only are the officers concerned, · 
who. have been utilising their discretion. given: to 'them under , the 
rulesgoverning this·system to give· contracts to contractors of 'their 
choice irrespective of the factwheth~i: they. h~ve quoted for the par 
ticular work or not and whether their rates are.' the . same as -'the 
lowest rates quoted, responsible for serious monetary· loss to the 

. / .. 'Government butall thosepersonsand authoritieswho.arenot taking 
steps: to immediately \~iscoptinue this system a~e .equally res 
ponsible for loss _ of· lacs _ of _ rupees _of:_ public ,. money._ The 

'. . 1 .C~mmittee 'feels tl!_at even. the Gov~r"!lme~t of _ a medieval . country 
· witl?,out any -p,toper organised administration, would _not feel very ) 

' happy with this system nor- would· it .ever try: to justify the existence 
~- a.~~-· cont~nuance ·<?fit -e , , • 

1 _ · _ : •. .. . -.~. . ·. > X, · . Commercial Accounts-(1) ~s reported m part J of I the 
I compilation, out of _ the 19· Organizations whose accounts ~ere 

required to be maintained in .comrnercial form, accounts of the 
following threb organizationsonly were prepared. .audited . and 
incorporated in the compilation, "Govemment of West .Pakistan, 
Commercial Accounts-for _1961-62 a114 Audit Report thereon,". 

(1) Government.Demonstratiou Weaving Factory, Shahdara 
Ost April, 1956}. · ._· ,., -· _.· . ·. , · · _·. ··. 

-(2) G"?vernment Tannel'y,,: Shahdara (In Liquidation) Ost 
. . _ April, 1956}. . _ . . - : - . '._. - · .. 

'(3) Provincial Stationery Office. Lahore · (1st 'April, .1956) .. 
-The Accounts of the · remaining 16 organizations were ._ not 

incorporated in' the Accounts due to various reasons, mentioned in 
.para; 18of the Accounts. · · . _ · · 

_ . . (2) In part iLof the ~om~fratiort. it· pas been reported· that out 
pfAhe JO organizations under the' West Pakistan Road Transport 
Board whose .accounts )"'~te required to be maintained · in Ccpµ~er,' · 

/ 

19 

-~ 
.I 

• '!>. 



._;:.... 1-.. .--t··f.·.-- .. ·.·!-.. '.! ~-~-·-· ~ ..... ~_-.,.'? .... _., .. ,3 

+ll,7J,4T 1,90;10,u · 2;01,ss,a1 

Gt'ose Total Rupaa ·De~t , 
. .. I 

I 
83,24,73 

.--"----- ------ ----=-- 
2,52,82,21) 2,85,10,34 +32,28.,13 

--·.-·' ~. --':'--. -.------ 

.. 
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62:72,01 · Da1uot...:..()qtshndii1,g Loans and advances 
made by Sovern'!llent. . · 

' oial form, the accounts of not • even a single organization for the year 
1961~62 was prepared, audited and incorporated in. the compila 

, tion, "Governmentof West Pakistan, . Commercial Accounts' for, 
· '1961-62 and Audit Report thereon". 

. (3) The Committee examined the explanations of the Depart 
ments in . respect of the financial irregularities pointed out in ·. the 
compilation, as well as the irregularities .mentioned in. compilations 

. for the years 1957~58,., 1958-59, 1959-60 and 1960-61, the examina 
tion, of which! could not be fi1;1alised. before submission of 
Committee's report to the Assembly Jin respect of those years.' . No 
case pertaining -to the yeat' 19.611-62. is worth · mentioning in1 the · 
repo.rt. · · .' · ,.- , , · ' · · ,. 

XI. Finance Accounts-The Committee examined the various 
. sections of the Finance Accountsparticularly the Reverlue Accounts. 
The. Revenue position of the Government during theyear 196IJ62 
was. satisfactory; :rhe Actual ·· Revenue Receipts ·· amounted to 
Rs. 1,08,35,47 thousands against .. the Original Budget of Rs. 85,38,51 \. (1 

, thousands.. The Actual Revenue · expenditure . was Rs~ · · 80,30,93 
thousands against the Original Budget of Rs. 83,99~3'7" thousands. 
These figures reveal 'increase in-Revenue of Rs. 22,96,96 thousands 

. whereas the expenditure was ·less. by Rs'. 3;68;45-thousands with the 
result that the Revenue Surplus of Rs. l,i39,14 thousands .. fore 
cast inthe OriginalBudget was raised to a surplus of · Rs. 28,04,SS- 
thousands. · , ·· i. · 

.DEBT 'POSITION, 1 
"The debt position of .. the Government of 'West iPakistan.as ·'it '• 

stood .at the begiirning' and the· dose .of the year 1961-62' is summar- 
ised in the statem~,'~t below:~_:_1_ -~ ... ., •• ;;- .. , ~- ' · .: 

· 1 · ', Differenoe 
J':l'ame of D,ebt ---- • Inors1ne: ( +) 

• DJJ]!)S,SB(-,). 

I On l-Y.61 On 3 .e:62 

--- (rn thou~cl;df.Rupe3s)'. \ 

(::: ::~:::::~~,n~,I G:va'.nm~: \ :.:::::~~: ;~::~:: ·::~:::: 
(iu) Unfunded Debt · i •. 1 . l(0,4':l,31 · 12il3,23 • +l,72,92 

/ 20 



.. 

I 
I 
I 

-1 

I 
I 

I 

I 

.... , 

(i) Permanent Debt-4% West Pakistan loan; 1968 and 4% 
Compensation Bonds were, raised by the Provincial Government in 
the open.market during the period 'under · report and the total· 
subscriptions received during the year amounted .to Rs ... 3,08,61 
thousands and Rs. 79,10 thousands respectively. The total Debt 
discharged during the year amounted to Rs. 1,58,71. thousands •. 

. · (ii) Floating Debt-; The balance of Rs. 23,12,00 thousands .on 
30th June, 1962 represents un-repaid' Ways and Means Advances 
taken during the course of the year from the State Bank of Pakis- 
tan and Commercial Banks. -; · . 

• . _,· - • • • • ~· . f \ 

(iii) Loans from. the Central Government=' The balance on 
30th June, 1962' represents outstanding loans· . of. Rs. 2,43,86,43 
thousands taken froin the Pakistan Government reduced by 
Rs. 19,21~54 thousands, due .to repayment till the ·. end of. the year 

·.1961.;62 .. · The Ioans jaken during the year from Pakistan Govern 
ment amounted to Rs. 17,26,68 thousands and the repayments 
amounted to Rs. 90· thousands. · .i , · · · · · 

:, .. (iv) Unfunded Debt-The increase of Rs. 1,72,92 thousands 
represents the excess of deposits' ov_er 'the. withdrawals . during the 
year. . 

, (~) Loans and Advances= The . in~reas,e ;, of Rs. 20~52,66 
thousands is mainly due to grant of loans.' to· Water ··and Power 
Development Authority' and .Advances to Cultivators etc ... 

l . ' ' ; . • ./ . -· • 

· .. XII. Outstand~g ltem~ ·of the Appr~priation(~ommercial 
· Accounts for the prevmus years-.the Committee . considered the 

.. outstanding jtems of the · Appropriation I Commercial . Accounts of 
the Governmentof West Pakistan for. the years ,1957-58, 1958-59, 
1959.;.60 and 1960-61 and Audit Reports thereon which could not be 
finalised before submission of" the Reports on · those · accounts to 
Assembly. The Committee would· like to bring: the. following cases 
to the notice of th~, legislature. arid the Government : -. 

APPROPRIATifJN ACCOUNTS-. 1958-59 . 
I /' . . . ' . . . , 

Page 30, Para. 17(a)29-. Iniructuous expenditure+ This is .. a 
case o( purchase of 40 Vicker tractors without -proper planning 
resulting in infructuqus expenditure, of Rs. 6},97,415. ; · 

. According td the D_epa~tll).ent the facts of th; . case are as 
follows i-s- · 

' The tractors were to complete guaranteed operation. of 1000 
hours but they started · giving trouble from the very start. A 

,: Committee was appointed by the Chief Engineer, Irrigation, · West 
Pakistan to investigate the causes for failure of these tractors which 
attributed the cause of the failure • to their inherent. defects and their 

. being· suited foruse only·.in thecold .countries: . On .. receipt of 
the Committee'~ r~ptrrt f11¢'~tippper ~~~ to ·undertatce:tue_rdpairs df 
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these tractors but accordingto the Audit, instead of using their . 
own spare parts the supplier consumed sp~re.part~ worth R~. 6~,88~ 
belonging to the Depart~ent. Th}IS Audit took . two _ objections, 1 

one regarding the wastage of foreign exc?'ange worth ·Rs. 63: 2JafZS , 
in purchasing the 1. Vicker. tractors which did. n~t prove successful , 
in Pakistan and secondly non-recbv~ry pf the cost of the spare parts _ . 
worth Rs. 66,882 used by the supplier m subsequent repairs - to the · 
tractors; On receipt. of ·the Audit objection the J:?epart~e!-1~ scruti 
nized the records agaur and found that the folloWUlg. prionties wer~ 
laid .down jn the original indent placed :by Chief Engineer, 
Irrigation, West Pakistan throu~h ~ecretary to Government of \Vest 
Pakistan Developmentand Irrigation Department .m December, 
1956 oil' the Director-General, Supplies and · Development, · Govern- 
ment 1of Pakistan, Karachi : -- . · · 

t. Cater-Pillar. 
· '2, International.'. ... -. 

/ -, 3. Vickers. 
- The Vickers being i of relatively' - smaller capacity, a note W2'-S ' ) 

inserted 'in theindent that .if . these , were· indented ' the number 
should be .enhanced toI 17 against 90 .numbers for - other. :tractqrs. 

, At the same time· another note appeared in the indent which .read 
as, under'i-« · '. . I,, ' , . • o . '\ 

"Type of machines to be· purchased in the 'order of - priority 
are' (1) Cater-Pillar; (2) International Harvester; and (J) 

· Vickers ... · Director-General . Supply and Development 
cannot be allowed. to enable purchase without' indentet'I 

' haying been agr:e~d to the type of machine to be used,.. ·. · 
In January, 1957 a revised· indent was submitted by the _1Secretary 
to the Government of West. Pakistan, Development and Irrigation 
Department after · ii telephonic conversation· with' the .Director 
General,. Supply and Development . "Secretary to· Government of·- 

. ·West Pakistan-Development and Irrigation Department .letter No. ·. 
4/21(N)FS/ 56, 'dated 19th January, 1957 makes a clear mention· of 
the telephone conversation which took place 'between the. Director 
General, Supply , and, Development. and him,: A,s a' result of this 
discussion the indent for machinery was revised but-: the notes 
similar, to those mentioned, in the original indent continued to .appear 

. in. the revised indent and the' priorities of various makes remalned 
unchanged. In the <. Public Accounts Committee meeting held on 
23rd January, 196,7 the contention of the Audit was. that No.I 
priority ~as assigned to - :the: Vickers tractors by· the· Department in 
the revised mdent,-- . vide Secretary to _ Government of West 
Pakistan, Development and· Irrigation Department's letter dated , · 
19th January, 1957 referred J? above:_ B1;1t the record did not sup- 
port this view and even, Director, Audit and Accounts ·(Works) 
i~ his letterNo. 'PAC(P)(l7(a)29/~8;.59/2105, dated (; llth January, · · 

. . \ -· ,. - 

i. 
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- 6,26,820 
<. Total claim of the Department against 'the 

Indenter , :, . ·:" 
Deduct cost of. spares .'for_ normal working 
during the period in question. , ., . ;, 2,85~29? 
Balance 3,4 J ~525 

_ Value of spares supplied .bY the firm. _ ... "'... '3, 75~000 
The .Superintending Engineer, Mechanical who '._gidnot - accept this 

_ ·-· position in his letter No. lyfC/G14li208/2932, dated 18th August, 
1963, copy endorsed· to the 'Director General; Jnvestment Promotion 

· and Supplies Department, Government of Pakistan, maintained, that 
satisfactory wo:rkjng ~f the machinery for at ..' least . 1000 · working 
hours .wasthe responsibility' of the firm and any·. part which they 
supplied to.'meet this requirementwas not to be.taken into account _ 

.. in defraying the-cost of the parts utilised fot .the repairs of; these. 
'-.- tractors from Government Stores, According to the Superintend 

ing Engineer, Mechanical, an amountof Rs.J,55,000 was recoverable .- 
.from · the firm. This position however was not accepted by· the 

. Central Government· and· in his letter addressed to the Chief 
Secretary the. Vice-Chairman, .Investment Promotion -. Bureau 
adhered to the' .original stand of his Department and' informed 
that the matter had been . considered at _ the - - highest · level in the 
Central Government after which - it had been decided to finally settle 
claim of the firm on the bas~s or his calculations, ·!·This w~ - done 
despite protest from - the Irrigation and Power Department not · to 
fin.~y settle the cl?i_im_ 9f the firm. In August, 196? in letter _. No. 
V-A-1/47071/;K/57, the Director General, .Supply informed Secre- 

' tary, Irrigation ~ng Power Department _ that the case had been finalis 
ed. The last paragraph of this reference from the 'Central Govern- · 
ment to the Provincial .Secretary, Irrigation and Power runs as 

·tinder:- · · ., - 
. "' . ."It may be noted that the contract was between the Central 

,- .; Government and· the _ firm - and -it was for the Central -· . . ' , ' - ' ( . . . 

Rs .. 
' 

- r· 

' -- ! . . (· ' ._ 

t 967. to the Department' didnot make _ a mention of the Pridtiti& 
.having been changed, ' . . ' . . . ' . . '· -. 
· _ Some 'parts :w.~re supplied from the. stores of the Department' 
for maintenance and repairs cost of which was recoverable from 

. the firm. This matterwas taken up with the · Central Govern 
ment and finally the Central Government in the. Department of 
Investment Promotion and Supplies· wrote -to the - Chief Engineer, 
-ilide letter No, ;BA-1/47071/57-K; dated 24th July, l96lthat the 
firm had already. supplied free of cost spates costing Rs. 3,75,bOO 
and therefore nothing was due from them against this item against 
the claim of the indenter. -, 1 

• 
• ' . . • ''1. • . . . / 

The calculations of the Investment · Promotion and Supplies 
Department were as follows :--. 
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The gist of the matter now is tha/ 40 Vickers Tractors .were purchas .. 
ed'. The _ contract ,r was signed with. the firm 'by ·. the. -. Central 
Government, The purchase· was. made by. the· Central. Government 
and their final claims were settled by the Central · Government, 

, No papers are available on record of the Department to· show that 
prior . concurrence' of Provincial Government was obtained by 
Director-General, Supplies and Development .before placing· indent 
for ah article which was placed at priority No. III by t~~ indenter, 

· although a provision in the indent existed that prior· approv~l _in 
such cases from the indenters would be necessary. Another point 

. which the Audit· took up during the course of. their examination 
was that in April, 1957.· a report of tp.e .the,n Superintending Engineer 
Mr. Keelan had brought to. the notice of 1the · Department . that th~ 
Vicker Tractors· had not been functioning properly, and .the Depart 
ment had placed .orders for these tractors· despite the report of the 
Superintending Engineer .. On verification of records it has., come 
to light that the revised indent was placed in January, 1957 and by I 

· 'February, 1957 the Vickers wereon. their way to Pakistan. There 
fore any reportmade by the Superintending Engineer-in April, 1957 · 
could not have become instrumental in withholding ·· <the despatch 
of tractors which: had been shipped in full by· the : end of. March, 
1957.' Under the,cire:umstances·, the Department contendedthat no 
one Department and no one individual were .involved in the whole 
affair. The .Provincial · .. Government, the Central. Government, · 
Chief Engineer, Irrigation, West Pakistan, Secretary, Development 
and Irrigation Department, Directo:r-General, Supply and Develop 
rnent Department and· the Vice-Chairman, Investment Promotion · 
Bureau · in. the Central Government were at one or other time 
involved in this c~se. · The responsibility pf the Irrigation · pepart 
ment bes only inasmuch as the 'placing of the indent was. 
concerned, and even this indent was · revised. after ' a telephonic 
conversation Which took · place between Director-General.' 'Supply 
and Development and _ the · Secretary, Development and Irrigation. 
Ute remaining part in this case was played .mostly .at Centre and. 

· if the Public Accounts Committee desired that a complete examina-. , 
tion of the case which _ led to the purchase and finalization of this 

.deed be brought- to their notice, then the. Department would ~uggest,, · 
that the officers then concerned in this case mightbe summoned to 

.( 

24 

Government to t~ke the decision if .any, claim V:.as to\. 
be met by the firm. The matter has beep. e~amin¢ at 

· the highest .level and the release .of finn.'s commission 
after so many years· has been allowed after very .- keen · 
consideration and' examination. As· no · fresh ·. ground . 
for claim has been indicated by the · Department of 
Irrigation and Power, West Pakistan Government,_, the 

. case.stands finalised". ·, , · · . . 

... 
\ 
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·, . 
. ' ·. \, ' .-. . 

throw further light on. the matter 'and the concerned - Department of 
the Central GQverhment might also : be fully · associated iri the - , 
examination. ·.- . . 1 _. , _ , _ . , 

The Director, Audit 'and Accounts (Works)1 We&t Pakistan. : 
Lahore pointed out that the explanation. of the Department that the 

'Director-General, Supply and Development placed the .indent. for 
Yicker Tractors without prior· approval of die Irrigation Department 
was not based on facts.: .Theindent was revised bythe Department· 

·_ on .19th January, _19~7 wherein .a condition .was stipulat~d that' in 
case 'of Vicker Tractors the number is to be increased from 30 to 
SO. · It implied that priority was given· to Vicker Tractors. In 
case the number . was increased due to Vicker Tractor being, 

, .of Smaller size, even 'then it· is clear - that _ the Department had 
agreed to accept Vicker Tractors. Moreover the copy of .the Indent 

( placed by the Director-General, Supply and Development on 
25-1-1957 was endorsed to. the Irrigation Department. Had the 
Department .any. objection' to (the. supply of :Vicker Tractors.. this 
should have peen pointed outat.the same time, These facts sub 
stantiate. that the indent placed · by Director-General, Supply- and . 
. Development .had received' the approval _ of the Department. "AB. 
regards, report of Mr. Keelan, Superintending Engineer, who pointed 
out that the Vicker Tractors are not useful in this country, it was 
received in reply to-reference made to him in April, 1957. The 
Department should have waited for his report 1before placing the 
indent. As regards payment for spare parts, .the Inspection: Note 
was signed by the Department on. which· basis the finalpayment had 

, (been released to the firm: Moreoverthe claim of t~e Department was 
_ rejected by. the Director-General, Supply · find Development.as no 
fresh grounds - were 'indicated - . by the Irrigation Department. . 

:1 Th~ Committee i5-'of the opinionthat though' there 1s1.no doubt ' 
that this entire matter has been handled, in an irregular manner and 
that someone somewhere was obliged ., by placing· the orders for 
these Vickers . Tractors despite _ the__ av.ailability of better known an_d 
better reputed tractors, thus causing Joss to Government and .. the 
nation both in terms of money and. in hampering of developmental 
progress, at this stage. no one Department and no one individual could 
be, held __ responsible for the loss. The Chief Engineer, · Irrigation 
Department, Secretary to Government . · of · West Pakistan, 
Development and Irrigation Department, Director-Generak 
Supply and Development (arid the ·,Vice-Chairman,., Invest- . _, \ 
ment Promotion Bureau in the .Central Government were at one time 
or the. other. involved in this case and in the opinion. of the committee 
not one of them can be absolved of the blame. _ 

The Committeeis further of the opinion that as the _ contract 
was between the_ Central Government and, the firm and the £!ntral 
Government had taken a decision in favour of the' firm/ _ 1 urther 
examinationof the niatter by,--· the -Provincial Public Accounq 
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I Committee would _npt be . desirable, although . it. ';hppe£rs ;to the 
Committe~ ~hats~nie one }tas ~~n. tesp9ns!bl~ fof.:s.erious bungling; 
Th~ Commit.teei .recornmends tha~. the. Pr<>':~c1al · , Finance ~epart~., 
ment should move the Central Finance :.Mlilster • : to . get this. case · 
examined in that Ministry and refer it to the <.Central Public .. 
AccoUl!(S ;Committe~ if it 11$ po'.ssibl~ to. do ~?· ,·, ~. :\/r:' <- \' .. - .• 

..,\}>:PROPRIATION ACCOUNTS l 96Q.;.6f' 1 
•, . i . . . . :· . . . . . ,•: ..• '-:,·- '. . 

', · (l) Page 3/Parll. 5 read With Page-3~0"'.0rant No. 35~Develop~ . - .. 
.. ment-lf·ln.~ustries-R:-2-Additional Scholars.hip:s ,· for .. the: lnd_1,Jstr:iali' · 

and Technical' .SchoiJl~-tayi.ng Rs. 23,974-_ ·Tl,le Department. explain"'.' 
.. ed.thatthe saving w~ due.to less.payment ofStipendsto the Students . 

'on ac,co~mt ofth,e~>abseitce fro!U the schools.11( some cases 
the bills· for the stipends were. objected to ·by the·Auq1t a.11~- as such 
were not paid during the year. The ~o~uee. noted , 'lhat·. time 
and again· the various departments have come up;c~ith · savings , in · cases . in which. s.tipehd~ and scholarships· are hot 'given .to deserving· ) 
students and the plea taken in all such I casesris' that ·sufficient 

.· number ofi. suitable candidates was not available ... 'The ·• Committee 
·• feels that iii most Qf these cases sufficient effort!t.are iiot?made and ' 

due publicity is no(giV.en to get suitable candidates.. · Itis difficult . 
for :the committee to believe that in Pakistan where .the - y01mger 
generation has cle~ly shown a keen desire' for knowledge - and, is 
in' dire need · of opportunities_ to . - acquire knowledge, sufficient 
students are not available. .The Committee recommends that efforts 
should be made in future to try to give benefit of amqurits;· provided 
by the Government; to, the' largest possible. nµmber. · 0f . d~etving · 
student~. . .· :' . , .· > . . . , _ . . . . • . \ , ( . , . . , 

(2) Page 10~ Para. lT(d) 18-Jlxperiditure .on works in 'anttat 
pation of technical sanction 'to estimates-The Department 'iri the 
firstinstance' explain_ed to the. Committee tha~ the Chief Engineers 

· of the1.D~partmep.twere making the· best possibl~:efforts to clearthe 
c,utstandmg estimates,' They· · reported that the figures , of un 
sanctioned estimates have ,'. been· . reduced _ cq11siderably. · Similar 
objection was a~so· tak~n . 11,p \ in. the approp1iati~n · accC?urits of the · 
previous yea~s and at a meeting of . the .. ad h,oa. _ Public Accounts 
Committee it vt~s decided that the Department .andAudit' 'should 
prepare and fe~ndle alist of the outstandiJ?.~ .. estimate~. upto 
30-6-1961 and f1ts :Progress reports.' ;The . Director Audit and 
Accounts <W orks), ·West . Pakistan, Lahore had supplied a list of a 
number ~f.-unsa:µctipned works . upto 30.,9 .. 1966 and the · Chief 

· Engineers had been} requested to· ..: submit.their report in respect of 
eachwork bythe e~d of January, 1967 and'theflnaldlsposal of these 

. unsanctioned .estimates should .. be ·· r~portecl ,_ through regular 
- Progress reports. .These cases were being .watched vigorously 
andweuld be cleated within the' shortest possible time.. ·1lle 
explanation; of the persons _responsible for starting the works , with· 

.•·, I 
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- .. · 81 961 
' . ' .. 

(1) Constructing. seven No.. Senior "Clerks .. 
· Quarters at Gujranwala. ·! •• • • • · 

.(2) Constructing Sub-Divisienal' Officer·· 
~esidence · at Knndihn: ~- '. · ··· · "i 

l ... ' ~·· " . !" ··' ,, .,.: • '· ~ ' 

Rs. 
I. 

. . 

-. °The Department subsequently explained that· they are 'making 
their best efforts. to clear the outstanding estimates, The· reports 
received from Lower formations indicate that a number of 'un 
sanctioned estimates have been ·got sanctioned and cleared and some . 
of the. estimates are in their final stages. The Department nlaced 
before the Committee a statement showing full history of each item 
and its present stage and stated that the c, Chief Engineers are 
pursuing .the cases . where disciplinary action is required .. -Three 
Officer of Querta Irrigation Zone have been warned. Discinlinary · 
action against 10 Class .I Officers-who have been held responsible for· 
incurring expenditure 011 works without · technical .sanctlons to 
estimates and Budget allotments· •. has since been initiated . and are 
being ·submi'ted to the Minister I Governor for final orders, · · · 

. I 

The -Finance -Department pointed· out to the, Committee that 
though the contention of · the Department. all along has . been that 
these. works were of an. emergent . nature and 'it. was not possible -. to 
obtain thetechnicalsanction in· advance of the -execution of .the 
works, at least the following works executed · · by , the· Department 
without technical sanction were not 'and could not be of an emer- 
gept naturer-e- · : 

out .technical sanction to estimates had been .called for by the 
respective Chief Engineers, . These cases. would 'be decided . strictly 
m accordance with the Effis1ency and-Discipline. Rules, 1960. 

· The Committee examined the explanation furnished. by the 
Department and found it too vague and general to be satisfactory. 
The Department was unable to 'produce any .record showing .any 
action· having been taken against any officer · concerned . in thls 
matter .. As . regards the number of. cases still outstanding, a 
reconciliation was necessary between -the figures given · by the 
Department and those given by the Director of Audit and Accounts 
(Works). The Committee desired that next time when the I para: 
comes up before the Committee, the Department · should furnish full' 
explanation: including the total amount involved in each case. , · 

• , \ I / ( 
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11'06.261. . ' . ,,. (4) Constrqctlllg of ,six No. Seni~r '· 
Clerks ·Quarters ·. at: Sahiwal; 

' . . ' • ' • l \ ! I, . 1• -, ' ' (' 

· .. (S) 'Coilstf¥~ting bf S.A.S~ .: Quarters. .and: .· 1' 
.:');',\ 

1 
\: ,2j)h6.: 

:-, · Dispensary at Qutabpur.-. · · · · \: · . , ,;.i . 

. -. • · . .- .·· ' ' -::. { / ~· -. ~ _,_- '' ) . ., ' ' :··.·\!, .. ~ 

. (6)' Consttucting:df GudLoop Bund ··~ .. · .. 1. /.;. 
1 

4,6~.75~ ,; 
Larkana>SJlb.:Di-vision. . . ,· ' ; :·' ,{.I:.•, ·, ' ,' :\' 

·,; :·. . . ,,. , ·I ·1. 

· The Committee agreed with · 'the· Fin,ancc( : . Department: ,.and 
,desir~- that the Departmen~ sh.ohld consider this as' a serious' m~t~e~: ·· 
and take . proper and. appropriate actlon against ,_- t,be· : offiiers ·.·~on .. : . '!/ 

'cerned. .. , ·, :. · · -, .,· . . . .r '·· ;: i :· · .: '"1F1i "" . .-. ·1. l•t ·(J ..)·., ·.·,-.) "1 ;'.1 • " . ·.~,.·.'·.J'l 
f . J '.< - , .', • • i· : I ' '/-_, . f . • - .. )· . v.. ..-; /, ' 

.· . . .. Similar situations : keep on 'arising 1 every · · yea,:(' , when . the ... 1: 

. , .··· Oepartn_ien.t giv~~1t1)e)~w.e excuse of carrvina .out" .w.hr-1:c'\ \Vitho~t 
. A··/ .. appropriate sanction due. to emer~nev. . In these>cla,v~ 0fiadvan<~ed · 

.. an<1; .' modern. commip1ication system :~avajlaofe ·,in .. · ~a~is~a~. thi.s -. 
1 

· cannot be accepted as.aproper or.validreason.for D,Qtbhta,.min~ the, 
, sanctions, Itis iii the. interest of the Deoartment, one~ ,S:Jnd for all. 

to take sto·<rk pf the.situation· and to ·lav down a PQltcv .wberehv~ it 1 
• 

~ becomes essential as far:as 'nossible that sanction even of1work,S ·of'•,. ( 
.an emergent nature· should be· obtained from the' aJ:?Dropriate a1Jtho 
ritv excentinzin · vr,ry. -rar~ cases. wh~re it i~ , hurnF.J:riTV itnpQ~~ible to . 

· . ' obtain sanction ... In the'1c~se of.construction of :Gud .UJotfBund-irt 
Larkana, costing Rs. 4,65.158. the Deoa.rtment!~ coritP-ntfon was that 
the work was carried outunder the orders oftbe Tt1dus River Co,n 
mission. t The Indu« River Commission beiri:~. a high' nowerecf bodv ·. 

) th.eit:; should have 1,een no diffi~ulty in getti~J?. 't~clini,qS1l san.stfon· ·. 
, within six months. · The committee also observed that-there· rs a 

difference between' the flln,tre$ of Audit andthe Departme11tl.in respect 
of SEll'godha Zo~e~: This. should ,b~ .settled at ( one~:, ; ; · < . i:·-, . · :. ;'. , 

I ' I ' ' •', . " ·' . .. •; ~ I ' j -· . • , ' -~f·' ( ) 

\: . 1. '(3) Pd!le 34, Para. 17, (a) 4l (9)-E~ss to \,Gove;nment-In this,, 
. . I. , ' . . ' . 

, casc··accordin~ to the 1Au~it. the GoV.efD:tnent had v , to. inc~r ~ addi- 
- · tional expenditure. of Rs •. · SS,,350 by not accepti'11~;the lowest .rate of 

-premium tendered by. a ;'·contractor in . the ·f;irst. instat'.J,CC. The 
l original lOWO$t tend~rifor, ~tthwork. •·at· '245~0 '~b<W¢ ·the Basi.c 
~h~, ,cif: ~·~ '\r~ '·:aurm,i 'o~~r-; · 1959 \va!J , 1~ < . · -. (,.' . \, . . , ·> .. , . . . ,1 i . ·.. .:,'· ... I . ·.·..-: ., . ... . .. : .:: : 

' ,', )' ---.· .,.-i 

. . 
t:: ·: 1,01~~2~ · .· J •. i 

. . . \ 
. •· ,·... ' '' . ' ', ' . ' \ ' ~ . ',: 
(3) Constructing o[ twelve No. Junior '1 . 

. . J~Ierk.s Quarti~$ ~t ·Sl\hiv.,'~l. ·, i : : ·._ .: 

.28 . '•', ., .· ' . 
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in· the Direction Office. Subsequently tenders, .were invited 
for the.same work in February, 1960, and the lowest rate quoted and 
accepted was 260 percent above the Basic Schedule' of Rates. As a 
result of the: carelessness Shown. by the departmental office in losing 
the tendered documents the' Government had to ·. incur an extra 
expenditure to the extent of Rs. 58,358.. ' · ' · 

. The Department in the. first. instance explained I that . the case 
.had been' investigated by the Superintending' Engineer, Headquar 
ters, Lahore Region, · It was revealed that there was no . case of 
excessive payments as the .. second rate of 260 ::per cent' . above Basic 
Schedule was approved by competent authority with due. considera- 

. ' · tion of the old tendered rate viz., 745 per cent above Basic Schedule 
received a year earlier. I , , .: .• 

1 
', •.• r- · I , : • , 

) . __ / ( . ( ' . \ .,; ·,, 

The Committee then' observed that from-the explanation given 
by the Department in writing and orally, the facts, as they emerged 
were that originally tenders were invited on '10th October, 1959 . 

. Seven .contractors participated 'in the same. : Three quoted accord- 
. ing to. the "Construction Schedule" while the remaining four accord-: 

.ing to the. "BR:Sic. Schedule", The Executive Engineer recommended 
that the rate of 245 per cent above Basic Schedule.which worked out 

· to 188 per cent above Construction Schedule, be · accepted. How 
ever, the $uperintending Engineer' not agreeing with .him; suggested 
that as an incentive, rate' should be increased to 200 per cent above 
Construction, Schedule. This resulted in correspondence between the 
Chief Engineer, .Superintending. Engineer and Executive · Engineer, 
ultimately resulting in the loss of the papers. · Subsequently, the 
work was transferred from Drainage. Circleto the Upper, Chenab 
9~al Construction Circle and the Engineers. there decided to re 
invite tenders. The lowest . rate quoted now being 260 per cent 
above Basic Schedule of Rates corresponding· to about 200 per cent 

_ above Construction Schedule. 1 • • 
, I 

The Committee' wanted the Departmentto explaµi:~s, to why the 
-Engii:ieers 'in the Upper Chenab Construction, Circledid not have 
th~· work executed .as per the .orlginal tenders and what . was. the 
reason for re-inviting. the same. The Department was also asked to 
(i)· produce before the Committee · all the original 'papers including· 
the notice pf the first tender as· well as second tender as issued and 

.. the details of the publicity given to this~ ' (ii) ; the names of the con 
tractors who ultimately . executed ). the · job, and. (iii) furnish .all the 
papers and correspondence relating to this ,,item: I . ' , , . , 

;, ' . I .,; "• ·,., •< 

. .. The Committee desired that· in the meanwhile the Department 
should consider whether there, was any defect in the system to 
invite the ~ncle;rs which led to ilie loss in this' case .and whether the 

., Pepartment could' sugp;~t some other system . by (oUowina which 
... meh . ~tingenei$. ctiµld tie •Yo~etl, . , \ . · e, , . . ·_ ·, · • 1 
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·: : The t>epartmen{ ·sµbs~uently explained tli~ - position' · ·as · 
· underi-c- · . · ·. ·. . ·. . 1 · • · 

J ' . • . -. . .. : : .. • .' : -. ' . . ·_. ) : . , . - .· ' ' . . ?"-, .- : .. !':_:· I' 

· · (1) Superintericling.Engineer,Lahor~ .. Dralna:ge .Gifo\e~·Lahore ·. 
submitted the r:elev~nt record and-statements: )lertaitiiqg to the pay .. , · 
ments 'received hf the various contractors, . in connection . with .· tho 

· work cited as subject. . It 'has been foundto be a decided fact. that ·'1 

.. ·· the original file of the officcfof .the :Chief Engineer, Irrigation, .West 
Pakistan. (Defunct) _c9ntaining; th~. fi~st tenfier&. andJhe compar.a~ive 
st~tepient as. subIDit;~d · :by Supenntend1~g :~Engtneer,J. · Dr,a1?-age. 
Circle, Lahore to, the.·Ch1ef Engineer, Irrigation, · West Pakistan 

· (Defynct),-· vide. .hisJetter No: )988l3l.-J\IL!DlS8r dated ·5th. 
, November, 1959 · ta not traceable in the records. r These tenders were 

•. ! . called on l 7Jh 9ctpber, 1959 ;and ~seven Nofte11d~rs1 'Yere· receiv~c!. . 
The.final sanction to these tendered rates .was·.·. not: accorded -and ·. 
Superintending Engineer; . Lahore Drainage Circle ·• was :. asked ·. by 

... Chief Engineer, Jngation,' West Pakistan (D~funct),;:_,vide his letter· - , 
:~o. 76l/R&Dil/59/lll8, dated·the'22Q.d ·Decemb~r,··1959'to aseer- 
tain whetheritwas possible for, the Department to> carry out the 

.· r- · work at 188 per cent. above the Construction Schedule .of Rates (This, 
, is incorrectlv showri · as -Basic . Schedule of Rates In ~hief. Engineer, 

· Irrigation, West Pakistan (Defunct) _letter,' dated·· 22nd D¢cetriher, . 
.. 1959 mentioned above through · an oversight) ·· which conf6rms to 
245 p~r cent above.Basic Scheduleof Rates. Dueto, closing of the 
Drainage Circle. Lahore, this · letter was marked as .. · :passed on to 

. ·.·superinte;nding.En.gineet,. Upper Chenab ····eanat·.·.Cir~Ie ion 24th 
December, 1959 without any desnatch number with the result that· 
Superintend_ine: Engipeer. JJpper Chen ab . Canal . Circle: .s:qowed its 

.: receipt.in his file on 22nd February; 1960when" itreached hint and sent · 
. this letter t:Q Executive.Engineer, Lahore Drainage 'l)ivision for_ con:,:~ 

, men ts on 23rd February, 1960 i.e., · after a· period · of two months . 
. from . the date of its issue. · Apparently. this letter remained m~ed . · · ·· 
up in the letters fQr disnosal of the defunct Upner · Chenab Canal· · ·, ' 
Circle .: · 'During the period of two months Executive .Engin~r; . 
Lahore Drain~e Division had. naturallv no i!itimatiQn as to the fa.ct 

. of. the.tenders submitted for sanction by Suo¢ril)tending .Engineer;" 
. Drainage Circle; Lahore to 'Chief. Engineer,Jrrigatio~~ West Pakistan 

· (Defunct). . .The ·foll6.wing_ action was taken ~Y :·E~ecutiv~ ~11gineer,:. 
Lahore Drainage ·Division-for not starting th~ work .: atthougft · its · 
urgency -existed : ~ · " 1 . • • . '. : . . '., . .. . 

.. '. (i) Letter N.o.46/l2IA, dated l9th.'J~uary:~1960 r~u¢stirig ; 
· · . /Superintending' Engineer, Upper Chenab .. ~~al Circle .,; 

to arrange . fDr the. earlv . sanction-~. of .. tendered· rates 'f Of ·· t.' 
tenders received 'on 17th bctobet; 1959 scrthat the. work· 

, could be taken In hand; ·.. . . .. ..', ::' .. · · '·. ·" · .·. 
. (ij) Letter :N~. , 45/12-A~ dated )19th i.anua.ry, ·.f96Q was 'i8~~~. 

· •· · to Sunermtendin1t En~eer, ppper Chein4b. C~al Cq~le, 
· whbrc~· he· q'ubt~d ·refeten~s t~ l'e1>11ti' .eliicf· 'r!ri~w. ·. . . ' ' . ( . . . . . . ... 
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·· Irrigation, Lahore Region's order, dated 1_8th iantiafy 
1960, d~siring that the work should be started as soon aa 

. possible. . Her · (Executive Engineer, · Lahore Drainage 
Division) explained that the original tenders called for on 
"Construction Schedule of Rates" were' lying in higher 
office and their approval was not received. As the Basic 
Schedule is applicable to works in Upper Chenab Canal 

· Circle, approval may be accorded . to invite fresh tenders 
-, on "Basic Schedule of Rates" so that the work may be· 

. started accordingly, , · 
(iii) In view of Superintending lfagi?ieer, Upper Chenab Canal 

. Circle, Letter No. 682/31-AJD, dated 21st January 1960, 
to I the address· of Executive Engineer Lahore Drainage 
Division with copy to , Deputy qhief Engineer, Irrigation, 

. Lahore, the commencement of work was postponed till 
. the calling of fresh tenders cm "Basic Schedule. of Rates" 
and their final acceptance by the· competent· authority. 
The work could not, therefore, .be started by the Executive 
Engineer in January 1960 as well. · • 1 

'(iv) All this _ correspondence clearly shows .. that , Superintend 
- ing Engineer, Upper -Chenab Canal .Circle and . Deputy 

Chief Engineer, Irrigation, Lahore Region had' no 
· ·knowledge of the Chief Engineer, ' Irrigation, West 
Pakistan's letter No. 761/R&Dil/59/1118, dated 22nd 

· December 1959, issued to · Superintending Engineer, 
Drainage Circle, The fresh tenders were also submitted ·· 
by Superintending Engineer, Upper Chenab Canal 
Circle, to Deputy 'Chief. Engineer, . Irrigation, .Lahore 
Region . 011 5th February 1960,-vide his No. 273 / 3 l-A, 

'dated 5th February 1960; for sanction in anticipation of 
rec~ipt_ of the1 opserv_ations contained in Chief Engineer, 
Irrigation, West Pakistan's letter No. 761/R~DIJ/59/. . 
HIS/dated 22nd December 1959, in Circle office (Upper 
Chenab Cana:1 · Circle). · The second tenders (8 Nos.) . 
were submitted to Chief Engineer, Irrigation, West 
Pakistan by Deputy Chief Engineer, Irrigation, Lahore . 
Regi_on,-. vide his letter No. 564/Wil/LR/60/4841/2~! 
1960, dated Llth February, 1960 wherein.rate of 250%, 
above "Basic 'Schedule of Rates" was recommended as 
against the .rate. of 260.% above, keeping in . view the 
general rate of 250% already sanctioned for flood .works 
i11 Upper Chenab Canal Circle. ·, ·, 

(v) Executive Engineer; Lahore Drainage . Division ·took 
· prompt action on receipt of Chelf Bngineer, West 

Pakistan's observations on the first tenders contained· in 
his letter No. 761/R&Dil/59 !-1_118, dated22nd December 
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·. · .i9S9, 1'copy of' whic~ was received by. b,ih;,·Ullder Supei-1n-_:. · , · ··~." 
··, ·tcnctmg, . .cngineet; ;Uppei::.Chenab :Uria:l :qtcle:enoonc>. .: .. i-0·• 

· ment .No. 2004}31-A/L/D. dated.23rd February,, 1960 .. : . 
isxecutrve Engmeer, .Lahore 1Dtainage DiviSion· Lahore· 

, :.,-vide hls,tetter.No.}71/l?A, date':1, 24th\Febtdary J9~0; ' 
r~uestled ih~ Sup~n;ntendlillg :Engineer, U(Ppet Chenab· 1 

€artal · ·circle that after the · case of second t.enqer rate of · _ 
. 2~0% ,hove 0Basic S~he~ule pf t,tes'' -1:iavi?g beensub-.'. 
nutted to Deputy Chief: Engineer; ·;lmgat1on, Lahore " 

· Region ·by.- .•. Supe,rintendinjt Engineer;•···. Up~t ···, .. Chen ab 
.CanalCircle, the -first.: tenders called .for t~' \VO* ' ! ' r, 

1, 

.. anc 5ub1)11tt~d :~Y Depury <;hief E'~gin~r,.·,: Irrigation,'. 
-Lahore Region in the first mstanc~:Illay, be- µ-eated . as 

' '· .cancelled and action onthe fresh .. tenders only' betaken.: 
'Accordingly SuperJµteridi~g Engineer, Vpper, Chenab 
: Canal Circle also asked Chtef- Engineer, Irrigation;. West. 

. Pakistan,-.·· vide his letterNo, 962, dated 18th April l96Q, · 
.copy of which was. also endorsetlr:to. Lleputy ·Chief 
:E11gineer, Irrigation, Lahore RegiQn, that ,no act~9n was 
:requirea) to b¢· taken on ·Chief Engirieer/Irrigat~on~ West 
:PalCistan's . observation, on, the first !tenders 'cqntained in i' 1 

his let~~r ~o. 76l/R&D~I/S9 /1118,:dat~(t2,2~d D¢cell'.1ber. A, 

,,19S9, in view <>fthe fact that fresh.tender$ hattbeen called · · · 1 

,, . :for and: sub1:1»tted to.Deputy Chief-:Engirieer,Jpjg~ti~11, · f 

. . Lah or~ Reg1011tf pr approval, . . , • : .; i . . i ·:: , ,' ., . .' . , ' 
(.vi) s ... ~b.S.C9.Uently .E.''xec. u.··t.1ye.-E.~.gin. e·.er.·,.tal.t ... or.·e· n .. ·.ra .. i~a ... g. e·.·Divi.·- . ,. sionissued Canal Wire No. 884,,date(\ 8th.April, 196Q, to. 

·· . Superintending Engine~r, · Upper Chenab: Ga.nal ·,Circlet: · 
. . . Deputy Chief 'Engineer, , .Irrigation, LahQre: Region.[ 

· •1 Superintending Engineer, Oraimige':thlit th~ ··• con~actors . 
. 'were .110( willing to accepf any .tate:, lower :than the: 

tendered.rate 9f _260 %. above Basic Schedule ·or R:1~tes.. ,Tho . 
· Chief Engineer, -Irrigation,' West · ... · Pakistall :,· accQtpmgly 

. · ' ·: agreed- and returned 8' Nos. tenders to\ Deputy_· Chief 
Engineer, Irrigation, Lahore · Region.-· vide bis. lefter. _ 

· No. 1562/Dl60/513; dated 27th April '1960, for 'accprding · · · · 
. the sanction ti>" the rate locally. as 'he considerecl · Deputy ' · 
· Chief· Engineer to be competent t<>J~.ccord·su9h·'.·~anction •.. · 

. ' Deputy Chief 'l!rlgineer, Irrigation l,ahore., . Regfori, how- ·: 
i eyer; further requested Chief Engineer; ·-west . 'Pal,dstan, · ·. ·. 
Lahor~,-· videhis letter No. 1718/Wll/6Q/l9ll7/Sub/. . ' .'.!. 
305/57,- date$22n,d June 1960. to issue formal orders for :· 

i;comD,jencerlienJ of· the work. '·Chelf IB~eer~ lrrigation,. . 
r, . West Pakistan 'further''. intimated.~vide his letter : , 

i• .. , N9~ 1,803f {Q ~ 6Q/J}20/852/ 5~ /6(),, dated 9th, JµIr ..'1~6(l -, 
. ·.:, that as explained m hisletterNo, .. }562/D/160/$13; dated· 
. i . 271;h April 19~0, it, ;should be considered that _s~ction to 

• . ·1·.:..11'. .; -." . ·\ :, . t. : , . -'. .. ·' . ' 
... ', 
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. execute the work at. the rate _ of 260% above 'Basic Sche- 
dQle of Rat~s. had been accorded op.27th April, 1969 an<l\ 5( 
the work_ should bt: allowed to progress further and· ,tµI~_:/( 
estunate for the said work should: be submitted soon. ~:- 

(vii) As regards the · issue whether the . work was put t6 tender 
,.. afterwide.publicity and 'whether ·· the existing system 

requiredsonie modification, the, .existing ' .practice . of 
. calling tenders in irrigation Department is that copies· of 
N .I. T. are supplied to various sister Divisional Officers 
fo.r publicity by pasting the N.J.T. ontheir notice board 
for the ,inf ormation of local contractors, Copies 9f blank 
te~qe! forms are suppli.ed·to.the~: o.n =s-=. '?Y·_·.-the 
Divisional Head Clerk. As the, system of -carrying out 
work on . "work. order. basis" in 'Irrigation Department in 
former Punjab is working satisfactorily 'it.' meeds. ne 

_ amendment. __ The N.lT, in .both the cases were issueg, 
_by Executive Engineer, LahoreDrainage Division and 
these were dulybrought to the: notice rof the-then local 
contractors. The Committee also -desired .to. know . the I 

names of the contractors who .tendered for the' work .and 
Who actually executed the Work. In .this connection a . 
statement showing the desired inf ormatien: was .furnished . 
to the Committee whioh 'showed that· the · sanction : ot- · 
260% actually represented ceiling rate' and due to' the 

"Urgency, the work was got done from-the intending local 
contractors as the contractors whose · rates were the 
lowest were not· recommended both. the· times by Deputy 

_ Chief Engineer, The rate of 260.% WJlS, however, accepted 
long after the· work- was-taken in hari.d in J anuary, 1960 

.: on. the verbal 'orders of Chief Engineer, dated· January, 
1960 confirmed in ];us letter dated Qth July; 1960. "fhe list 
of contractors who actually executed -tp.e work revealed 
thatonly petty-contractors who could be available (other 

· - than tenderers) had been allotted work, - . · · / 
·,.The 'Audit pointed out · th~t the original tenders were invit~d ~P - 

9th October, 1959· on the basis of Construction Schedule of Rates, but 
the· lowest rate 'of 245% above was quoted on the Basic Schedule of 
Rates. '. '. . · - · / • ·· ', . · · : · "' " 

. The Executive Enginee;, .Drainflge. Dfvisibn/ Lahore'. while' 
ref erring the case to Supe.rintending Engineer, · Upper · Chenab Canal 
Circle--> vide his No; 45 of 19th January, 1960. did.not, disclose these 

. facts whereupon Superintending Engineer,-vlde his: No.,-··682: of 
21st January, · 1960, agreed that fresh- tenders be called.-- On the one 

· hand the Divisional Officer misrepresented-the f acts and on the other. 
hand instead of, taking the action on the original tenders . that w~re 
available in 'the Superintending Engineer's Office; orders for calling " 
fresh tenders wereissued .. 
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· N.I.T .. _for the second time was issued on 21st January· 1960 and 
t3if=aate_of, !eceivi~g.·the tenders w~s· fi~~~-~ i7th Janua!Y, 196,0! 

.,tf~jfenders were r~i-v,ed--on_27th Januaey\ (~ and 'tbe. date of 
·;· . 'receipt- of tenders was extended upto 2Rd \Fefl'tuary,. 1960. The time 

'being short .'Wide publicity was not given to the tenders. \ ,_< 
• '.· _I.· • ::.· . ·. . •· • .. ; < '\ •. - ·. . . '' I_.,,·,,-, .: ' '" > • -r . ., ,';,._._ 

1 . · The .second rate of_260% ~aBove;Basic)Sc.hepulC? of -R~1:tes;was 
_ sanctioned on 9th July, J 960 and tht 9rigin~t tenders· 'of24$ % Basic ·;,.c 

.. · · . ;sphedule of::Rates came to the notice .of the'Superint~n~ing Engineer 
... on' 23rd F.ebruart,-1960 (If not eadjer),/. Actic;>n sllo~l(lhaye thetefore, 

r - been 'taken bn the original. 'tenders' Instead -of fr~~ - te'.Q.ders: . - . . 

. -i ~he, Cdmmitt~ examined th~ original, 1iie~ ' of'. the "-Chief,, / , . 
/ Engineer's· Office and feels.that .. it 'cannot' a~pt. the . · e!~pfana,tion'- j 

giv~n by tJ:ie DeP~!!ment> !fie· Department' has .notbeen able .to 
satisfy the qo1.nn11tte6"abouJ · the genumeness of the :reaso11~ as t0., why 

· the first.tenders.were notaccepted and thework.carried out accord· 
ing to them: __ This would have saved the Government.from: subse- 

.. quent loss: - ,-Th.e Department could also not: s~tisfy,th~--_Cornmittee 
as to. the reasons.why ultimately "When th~ secqnd tenders were called, 
the.lowesttendererswere eliminated.and' the job entrustedto certain 
other contractors who were specially brought. in the field for - this 
purpose, _ 'I'he contention ot the Department .that, it had · become 
necessary tQJ:· re-invite tenders because the original tenders were-lost _ · 
or misplac~, seemed to be an -'after~thought'. Even _if this - were so,'. _, 

. it wa$ itself a serious · matter. · of negligence on the part of' the -person'. _ 
· .. .or persons responsible for :tbjs. }1ie Committee is .o! the .view th~f , ·.· 

the .matter had been very badly looked · after .and feels · tha,t - the - 
strictest possible- action .ueder. Government SeFvant Efficiency ,, and-: · · - - 
Discipline Rules, should be taken against all the officials rewonsibl~ : · · 

., for this .. _lbe: Cg~t~ecfstress~d .that ,a_ct!ori sh~uld be ta~e.µ not': _ \ · 
· · only agamst _ the 3µnior staff found responsible bp_t, also against such · 

Offi.Cef.OfpflicerS. Who .. are involved and ate responsible f ()f' tlµs.- I 

. The Gq~~ee ~bse~ed t~atjf wp~Id ~~ in the'. .ibt#est }or' 
Government· if lite Department is to corisid et once for - all, doing 

- r away. with the. "works order? -system., ···This · system, - though· it may 
have its own "so called" advantag~;is a sure .method I by- which'. -. 

. manipulation, bribery and .-COITl:!P!ion are· made easy; i.The·;.'adyant"'.· 
age of- this systenf can never the considered to out ~ay-its defect~. · 
\ - (4)- P_agf r34, Para. 1-7.(a) ·41- (lJ~~ossJo, G9vern.~e1jt-_ · In this ., 

- c.a~e, .the l~fest·_tender:of.a contractor .for the. ·-p~n~truc~10~ of ,__a· · 
· ~- building was approved on,7th Jun.e~I95_9; but the'work was not given 

to .him at .these -rates. Fresh tenders 'f or th~ same work Were again. _ - · 
-invited in March, 1960withoutgivingany,r~son:as-towhythe~work .. -, • 

' . could .not be got don~ by-coritractor whose tend ered: rates had already - v 

. ~een, ap{>rovec.t_ by the )?eP8:l'tment. The . rat~·-; JJ,:>.PZ:p~ed. for _the_ . ! ; 
.se~on~J;ti~~ were ,too ltjgh :al!P_Q\Jg},.. the s,~S5f P,~tf~~!o.r ~ad b~.rr ... ·· 

-- Yf{! -. • • , _-. ·_· .•:i;L::1::;-:~ r:·'J~ _, 
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:,,ill~g to execute the ~e:t:~,jlt bis 'previous rat~; _ As .a.result of the 
-irregul~r~ action of theaJ?iiv1swnaI Officer the Qqv~rnment was put to'. 

.an additional expenditure QfrRs. 4,681. / . : . · 
: The Committee directed that detailed .inf ormation should be 
supplied by the Department to the Committee with regard to the 
following: - ; 

(a) Whether it -is· a fact · that when .the : first tenders · . were 
received by the Executive Engineer the lowest tender was, 
withheld by, him ... Subsequently. on the intervention of 
the Superintending Engineer the said contractor's tender · 
was forwarded by . the Executive Engineer; · tot> the 

-Superintendirit Engineer, and was accepted' by the O 

Superintending En~ineer and if this is correct, the reasons 
given: by the Superintending Engineer forthe acceptance 
of the same. · · · - · · · · ", 

(b) The reasons for the work not being done on the basis of 
·· ... · .: > the-first tender. • ,__ - > · . , · · 

(c) The reasons fo:r re-Inviting the tendei1t, . . . 
(d) What was the time lapse between the first and the second 

· tenders. · · . · ' ·. · · ··· · . . . . \ - .. 
. (e) Reasons for not accepting the lowest tender at the' time of 

second readers. ,. _ _ '. . · 
(f) Who ·was awarded the work. 

The Department explained as underr-e- .. 
· (a) The.Executive Engineer and Accountant claims . to. have , 

received- only . two tenders.. The third tender ·_ of 
Mr. Abdullah which was· the lowest was found with the · . 
case in the Circle Office. It was neither- entered in the 
Tender Register of Divisional Office nor mentioned in the 
'forwarding memo _of the Divisional Office. "Ihis:' was: 
pointed. out by the Superintending Engineer, and the case 
was referred back' to the ExecutiveBngineer.for reconsi 
deration. .On this reference the Executive Engineer 
recommended the lowest tender without indicating . the 

. source of its receipt. The lowest tender recommended 
by _the Executive Engine-er was approved by 'the Superin- 

·. . tending Engineer. · .-. . . · _ · 
(o) Neither the.sanctioned estimate nor-the permission .. to 

, · start the work in anticipation tp the sanction of estimate 
.. existed. Grant; amounting to Rs. _ 16,000 had; however, 

· been received for this· part work-prior to the invitation of 
first tenders during the vear 1958"'.59 .. for the first: time. 

,, · The.work via$ not actually started during-1958-59, · but 
· · 6filfjbuilding. m~te:tial costing Rs. 13,162 was-arranged 

and booked against this work. " · . . .. 

.. _·.,... 
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, . . _ .: (f) The work,was-'e,tecut~d byM,',Chir~gli_-Di~;-Cont:t:acto1\ ., 
)·., :':' . Tl,le e~planatiori C.f tilf Ex~lltive'i ~n~n~:~:·\he· Di~i~ipy~ , __ . 

· Accountan.t1~nd the_Acco:u~~ Clerk.of the ~rrc!e Offic<; !ho <Jp~ed .... 
',the first tenders and dealt with the case of .sancnon were .asked·for1 to ·;: 
.rthr<;>vv li~t,how· the tendei ,: (~t Abdullah contractor found place in ; 
tlie circle~offio~ ,vi,~en~n,.o . ., · tnis~!?D: iwas repQrt,~d 'ft;~nf the· pivi .. $Ja.n: .: 
: l'he. three· offic1als,bave· not .. been · able to exp lam. the.\ . matter .· satis .. · . 
. factpii1:y> '· 'ther~~ 'th~t:ef ~re,',being'. cfiarg~~shee!e~f andthe matt.~r,, .. 
will be dec~4ed·.on ments;'-- >· '. < ·. ~ - / :\ . · :· . ! 

.· -. _.'.· .. . . it~.~tothe'ComtJlitt~e tllat'ef; ~eHes,:'o(···.•irr~lllaiities · .. -·naa' 'c. 
· · been-co · · . · tted ill this case; ': First~ tenders. Were 'invited in February/ __ . 1 ·..• '1959·without.·-th,ere-·being.PJ'.Op~t' es_tiniateS;9!. the·pepmssion to start.,.-. ,. r '·: 
·. ~the work hlthough. the funds •were- .. available •. _· This : .:was , the: .. -~t ., 

. - .. irregularity: Tb.e-:s~ond,Jrr~gul~ritf .. whiqp..·~rne'to, lighf is.'. th~t .,·.· 
.. · .r .tV!" ten de~~: wer7', o,rigin¥1Y· eijteted. j~ the .register - and were, $e11t to~: 

'the Supen,ntendmg. Engineer, and Executiv~ ···Engineer .. ·. However; 
.the' Superintending E~gine¢("claimed · thaf. lie receiv¢d - three tenders _ 
although two. had.;,beell:. eritere3d ill\1 the-, register._ '.The· .. tbita:--:' •· 
:AJ:r~t~riQ~f. ten<ier.)v~:.supp~sed. to,_, be.,)he lowest: PW~-· ·. After, some . ·.· 
~o!I"espondence,·this ·t~d. tender· was aC<?~p.ttxtas:Jhe::·lowesttender. -. ··, • - .· _ 

--,~e.;W?rk ~as -not _~rn~<tout(or.,oY.~f .a1yeci1,"\'aJ1.d5'inJ%,O,.,ac;n.~w ·1 • :.,· s 
\,)_·.·:Q ..... · .. ' ., . , _ _,. -, -. - ·:).C ,.-;;~J:"!::\..~,1-r:::•~:.r,\ ... ;", -\' 1~-- .. 

__ .-._· ... \'· ... · 

. , ~. - ~'. 

,• . • • ,<.. ·, - 36 ,.·.' ., *"* ... ..:.. •,.··'., ,, .. '·.,_ ·.···.··' · .. · ,, .; :>-;> . :,,\i., ,'\~;·,·.,, .:> ..... ,,. 

';(~) 1'1:te, ·.sup~?nteridW,g Engineer; issued Qtll~~,:t,()_}he.·:Execu:-: - .:' 
-· tive Engineer- on J9th;FebttJary; 1960_ to· start. the WQrf ... ': 

in \anticipatjqn-:of the. sanctioned I estimate -. • ,The: Exeeu- '. v, . 

tive Engineerhad -joined the. Divisioti ·.011·Jst. ··January;' ; . · 
' 

1 
., 1960 -. · On ;receipt of· theseorders .h.e--.invjt~d thetenders .. 1· 

. He. being new to'. the Divisiondid 9ot.· know that ·ant- · 
_?" .tenders 'for ,tbis · work had p previously; been approved: i. ., 

v .- \ ,· This .appeared' not to have ... be~n .. brougli:t ; ·to his. notice \ '.'. /. : I 
' •· . 6y the Divisional 'AccoµntanL · , .: , 1,-· 

.• J { J ·) 
-{d) . The lowest temier wiisag~in I • froitt : M.L\' Abdullah,' bµt:''· ' ·- <: - - ·; the,Bxeputive Engineer, did not, recommend - these rates_ . 

for the ieaSOllS>tecbrded on page 16. '.'bf'. _the·,- 'l'eri4er .· -; 
) · · · Register. - · The details.' of; the · said tender;.·are · reproduced · · , 

\as under:-·. ,:•' ' i .. · .• , i,. /· 1: .; , . - .. , 

.,-,-:..~-- - '. . ' - .--· -~,·· ': ('.~~:\·.:.: :;+~:·~--~': 
. Serial : ; v. . ·Nam3 ~! ~font;8oi~r-. E,JVor~. ;1-M ~;na1·~1. :' ·--.· ~~ria~: ' .. \··,.-No. . . , • 

• f. . , ~ , I • J ~ .. ., ' • .', ~ , ;, · ~ ,i - / r ..._- ~ , 

.. :.;.. :i,l\{.A,1b~liflah--,--, --~~-,~-;-~·~· ;200,% j,· -:i;%.·1·.;'f~%---'-a~-,,-Cf-.YD=-,_-B-SRs.,,..,.r;' ;'.:.\. . ! t .. : 

~'. ! • 2 . Alla~. Dttt~ : :, 
1' 

•• -~ ~ .- '29..9% 1 "-_1_0?% ', ·.20'.lo/o ,above ~~~s _ / .··c:~ 

13 Chtiagh Din, __ : '. . ·-200%· J . I~~. _20~% !~OY!l'-~~l\s'.. . 
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" . .• ·, . 
Executive Engineer who had taken over in the meantime, was asked 
to go· ahead with the -work .·_-He· invited· fresh tenders forfhe .same · 
job taking the plea that he was not aware that .renders were called tor .that job a year earlier. However, the same ;Executive Engineer 
who was not aware· that the· 'tenders had been called earlierfor this 
job, was atthat-time .: well-versed with the. reputation and- the 
standing of'.the partythat happened to be the one who had quoted 

'the lowest t~tes both during, th~ firsttenders as well as . .in the-second.' 
. renderers, and did not recommend him for the execution of the jo6 · 

- .· which was given to the second .Iowest-tenderer. · It appears to . the 
.Committee that this mis-handling ofthe work had not only led to a 

<chain of irregularities being committed by. the Department but also 
.had put the Government .to a loss. The .Committee .also 'feels that 
fhere aresufficient grounds to suspect that a.' systematic' attemptwas 
also made. to'. victimise one ofthe 'c~mtracto;rs whp happened .to be th'e. ' 
lowest. tenderer on· both the· tenders. . The Committee recommends' 

, that· the .Department should 'call for· the explanations ,cl. all those 
persons responsible for committing this chain. of irregularities I and 

: · .take necessary action against them, . The Committee would also like. 
- 'to stress tltafif action is not taken in this case.it.would amount · to 

lllakntg a mockery of the entire system o( . administration.' · The· 
action taken against these persons ultimately. should .be reported both 

'tothe Audit as. Well as the Finance Department. \ · 
· - .; (5) Page 4i(Para. '6~Non~dispo,~al of tihnedfruitFinth:i:$ :<;as~· 
the undermentioned stock of tinned· fruit had become unfit £01'-' 

, 'hum~n consumption a~.t)lese .were "manufactured during the year . 
-1953' to' 1958 and were retained for years .together: · 

,.. · t.· · · . ·- /' , . '. Rs. 
1. Tomato .Juice 2716. tins ~:.. 3,225 J 
2: Timied. 9rapes - 401 tins ... · . ' , 102. 

. . .· .· _ ·· Total . . . 3(927 
- · The Department 'informed the.Audit in November, 1961 that efforts: 

were made to dispose · 9f the old stock I by · announcement · ·. through 
Radio Pakistan. but there 'was ·no response and subsequently the 
toss was referred for write off. -, As per .Audit 'Report, ,neither .· th~ 
responsibility for del~y in. disposal had been.fixed by · the Depart- . 
ment, . not the loss had been· written oft\ · · , · 

.. . · The Department. stated that the :to~al - production of . tomato . 
juice .and-tinned .grapes was 5,Q~ tins out of which .1,929. · tins were- 
sold leaving. a· balance of; ~117 tins. . . · · . · . . , 

· ··The-Director; .Agrieultural . Res~arc~ · Inst,itute~ Tande Jam 
, visited Quetta inJuly, 1%5 and inspected ·the above· -mentloned 
products whichweeein.the 'stat~ ·of decomposition, -, The whole 
~totetoqm was smelling badly and juic~.w~re oozing out from th& 
tins which had .burst due to decomposition. _ The1 products stored· 

.. '.\. 
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were wiflt andn()t. safe.for- human conslftfiptioti/ therefore/he wrote 
off, th~: Ptoducts ·after,,e9unting· the~ttUnt~tfof •· tin$.; . Tp:ere:_. is. '~O 

1 · fault of. any staff member for t4e. lpss/i· ,After. int~grat!on :th~ ·~dmffilS,! 
·· .tration }'vent. -qp.der ,:.m~y cl}a~ges ~d;.d-qe to ,1,a(?k ;~f. d~I~!911'; the 

P;l'OOUCtf remamed ~dISpqsed,pf ': ! , . • . • .• - , • , . _ 
' • :: . :' ' . ' ~ . ' . . . '. . '\ . . '. . . . '. . J' _: •. , .. · . . Th4·· Department' further expl~ii;i¢d)hat. .: Food . Ti~11nlo$~c_al 

"1, -, >Laboratpry .is .meant for .. _ conducting exp~r.im~nts with · ~11.~ J<>c~ 
., fruits and tegetables'--t() .flnd OJJt fhe 'f eastbtl,1ty of ca.nnmg and . P!e-. 

. serving the tqcaJ produce .and the:]ab!)r~to,ry'\~ 8;1so, .. P~arge~ witll. 
evolying- suitablr .- methoµ.s · f Qt pr~c_es~mg., '. The. ~€1-1~. of tht, . products 
-is not t.b.~ object ~!,'the 18;borato:rcy. -. Some. tIID~\the p~()4µcts, 

... have to :be kept, at different temperaturl!s-and climatic ,cqnd1tmns .. to_ 
. - find Oli~: t)ie· presentjttg qu_alities'.i ·Toe·_J>!~duc\s. ~f .the ·'tabo~~tory. · 

- -, .are e~ib1ted ~t.s~veralis~ows and,'t:xhI1:nt1ons;~1ch.are held·ltl't~e 
·. countryite acqpamt,those .who ~e interested in the industry; - - > I 

'I , •• • : Du¢, to •the. above r~as~ns tne: products .remained undisposed ~f /' , . I' 
in the. store .. - In 1960 Radio announcement · was made, . about its 
disposal; but no body wasready .to purchase 'the saiti~; hence the' write i 
?itt. / . ... . , .' .' ') < ' -r , • • • • • • •• -· \ '. , .... t,~·:,' '. :., .· .-:·': < 

· .... · -. From .the explanation. of. 'the Department - it- appeared . that fn 
this experimental ·fruit canning unit, over a number ·of years 2716 

.fins ofTomato Juice a!1440ltm~ ·of Grapes were lying in the .stores 
and haddeteriorated to. such· an extent that it) some cases .the juice. 
was· oo~g out of "the tins and it. was Jhe~opii!ion 9f the, Departn1;nt 

· :tbat·th;~_jrii~e.:had b(,c(>lll~·.-unfit:· f~r .... hum~n .cons~ll}ptJ9n. .: T~~-·.-- · 
. _ Department contended .. that .on coming. to this conclusion they'·made. .» · ·- 

• ~fforts: tP dispose· of this quantity pf fruit jui~e by, invi ting tenders; , _ 
"'· · it\t 011e·1,stage it was also: claimed that -a. radio -- announcement .was . · .. · 

. . made ·, : f Or· .: its disposal. . ·.· However;' on . examining the · records ; . 
explanation~ submitted. by the: Departipent, <it' appeared: that IJ<> 'one . ~ 
is clear in his mind as to, whether > the .· attempts Jo dispose of the ,_.. 

· tins· ¢otjtain,ing fruit juice were made prior to tli:ei.r :havip.g been dee- ~ 
lared · unfit fon.human consumption or . ·after,\ .as. ,'claimed ,m .. the 

, W6rkm~Paper.' .·, If t~e latter contenfio1{w:~~ co,,rrect then1 it was 31 

very.senous matter thata .Government organizatton should .make· an 
~ !9-ft~mpt1 to.· du~~ 011 · tli~ people c,f t]Je 'country :a · ·. J5!od~<;:t whic~, 

. >; ' .m Its own ,-----0pm1014_ 'was' ... unfit .. Jor. \ human~ cqnsumpt1on ... Tb.IS 
... amounted .to. playing with_ the lives of the pec&pl~ ·'and the Department ·, 
,· s,hquld.j; Jake all I?recaµtionary me~sure~ in Jµtu!fthat<this practice,.. . 0'! 

' 

1 1 
~f atal!:i l[l ope,rat1p~~ a~ ,s,tated . 1ll 'tpe.: Work:mg;. , Paper,- S ho1.1ld 
1mmeq1I1tely ~ ~e d1sco~tm~ed .. 'f.he oAlY pr<lper.,~ethod,of gethng .. ,, 
rid ~f sµch. tm,ned . prod¥ct; which . has _. spoiled 'a:.nc,l., ··gone ,' bad, . , 

. would-.9e tq, inform_t~~·relevant .au.thoriti~s. in.~ludfog:the. Finance_.~., 
· ~parttnent, . of _their·Iiayirig 1,®ome untif:f<>rihhniart corisuiri.ptfon 

• and'llaye .the ,s~e · : destt.oyed i:arid the ~pi()u~~;· written if_tf;' ·- Had 
• \ <1::·-, \ ' ' ' (• • ' \ ' . \ 

/ ... ··~ \ 
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the Department succeeded in finding any .one .to tender for this lot, 
it -is obvious that the rgt~n,~inned fruit would have ultimately found 
its way into the colllillp:JJ\market resulting .in, no .one knQws, how 
many deaths or serious illnesses. . In the opinion of the Committee, 

' loss of even one single: human life would valueIar more than . the 
total amount involved in this case. . . - . 

' ·. . . . ' .··,., . . :. . . : , .. ·, .. ··,.· .. ,··:: · .. ·-_ - 
_ The Committee. 01;1.ce· again stresses - upon tlie Department, that 

·prior. to su.p_rn,i,\ting.Working Papers to the Public Accounts· . Com 
mittee and prior to appearing before the· Committee with their oral 

· explanations, all efforts should be made to ascertain the true facts of 
· the matter and to-present a correct picture of the situation before U1e 
Committee. Fabricated explanations. containing half truths . do. not 
help either the Departmentor the. Committee.' ·· .. . . 

(6) Page 64, Para. 17(a)91-· Expenditure on Deposit·· W ~rkS in, 
Excess of Deposits recei¥'ed-Aq.dit' had •. pointed out that during 
1960-61 the Department incurred expenditure on 67 works inexcess 
of the total deposits received which. act was; in - contravention of the 
rules. , ·'·" - l 

The Department explained that with the ·. exception of cost of 
three works the ainount mvolvedin other works had been recovered/ 
adjusted: Theposition of two important works in which the ·· 
expenditure had been incurred without deposits 'were reported to be· . as 'follows . ......:.. . . ' . . 

(iJ Water Supply to K~D.A. for RS: 11,79,439-. The Department 
in the first. instanceexplained thatthe matter .regarding recovery of 

'the 'amount for the.work done qy it on behalf of K.D.A had · been 
- taken up with that .Authcrity by the . Executive· Engineer, Thatta 

.. Division and theSuperintendingEngineer, Bagar Circle. The Head . 
Office of K.D.A. _at· Karachi, refused to rnak:e any · payment on r 

account of deposit works. till, the Draft, ·Agreement was finalised, bet 
ween"K.D.A. and Irrigation Ghulam 'Muhammad, Barrage Project 
The delay in finalization ofthe said Draft Agreement.)was stated to 
be due to· the hitches put forth by the· K.b.'A .. from time to time 
which- had resulted in non-payment of the dues. 

-- . . . . . . . '. . . \ 

.. The Departmental charges on the K.D.A. Deposit work done 
~Y -the Department during the period 1947.:48 were clanned at 

.. 30t % . But the K.D.A., produced. a. copy of Executive Engineer, 
Thatta Division's letter No. SAC/C~9(e), dated 17th December, 1947 
addressed to the Chairman, Karachi. Joint Water Board (since 
defunct), indicating that the Ex-Sind Government had· laid down the 
departmentalcharges at 12!% plus 1% of Audit charges for works 
regarding constructing the Haleji Scheme. Accordingly, at the .rate of 
13:} % as departmental charges. for the' said period the amount . in · 

.this behalf worked out to Rs. 3,43,578·06. /Fhe.total claim for the 
·· Deposit wQrlcupto~tpe said per$od1.thus· came<to ·Rs .. 28,88,·206·~. 

: ' '.',' ' J. ,< '1"·•' ·,t, :':: ; . . ,. • ,. I i · ~l' ..: " 
'~')./', 5:.r?.(1•.::t:°J"r . 
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out otwhich an atnoµnt :- , of . Rs.' . 23,54,500·00 .jutd, already · · been -- . ~- ; 
.•.. recovered. ·. '1'he outstanding balance for 1the:saj.d period and, at -the , ., .· .: ,I • ,ai4 rate,~df drIH~\tme!ltal charges· !f:e., -BJ:%) w~~ :J,(s;~5,34,,10l.and_ ·. . . ~;: 

.~ for the ·p~yme~( ~f tbts, the. Karachi Pe.Y.e!op-me3tt · Authority"" h3-,µ, ., · . c 1 
, ~been re1:mnde~·-c~nstan,tly. ~-F9r the· ~epPs1t forl for: J949-:50 to 1- .J 
, 1961-62,: the-Ex-Sind :Government laid· down the. , rate· of·. dep£J.rt,- ··-· . 1 :·, . m~iita1 changes · a( 2p p_er .cent... At. this rate,' the arnount of depart- ~' - .· \ 

:. m~nt~lcharges>plus,,tq.~ ~~x~riditu'r~, -Q~ cc;,nstrriq~4>n< ~f H~eji -~·· . I 
- , Scheme .payable' by,Jbe .:J(,D~A. tas- R~ · 9,,4~379.~P; .: against which · .. 1 

· Rs, 7~8~?861 had .been recoyered\and,_fil! )3.JJlOunt dr Rs; l,64,5}8.50 ... 1 , 

,· w~s · recoverable Jor ... which: the ·· K.l)\A., .. .had t been . reminded · 
. .constantly .. · . · ~s~ 6~9~e~21 remained to be 'recovered :fro,111 .tlle K.D .J\; . · · · · 
... lJ'he:Committee)h~n -asked-·_theJDepartment-.,-:. . :-~· ·' , .· :.: ,-. , 
,:_ -~: '(i) t~ satisfy the A_11d_it by production ofthe brigina! let.terifroni, -t, 

. ,,~ the Sind'Government agreeingto thepep~mefital charges of:f3t %.to . 
- - be.recovered from the Karachi Joint Water Boa.rd ·(Whos~ successor" · .,, 
-, '..~re. t~l l{.t>~~'.)it1p~ace, of Jot%; .. · · \) :. , . ·.· · · \: · • . =: .. i : " 

.,. , ·. ·. (ii): to ,ex~ainiP t~e.Co~mittee as t0how,~11d: . .f~om·.:whep;.fbis· 
figure of;:30!% wlhch ~~s being charged, camer.andwh<>:autlloi:1sed 

( it; and . ; . ~ . / . ' - ' ' . . -, c : . ·. ' .:\~ :. . ': . ' . .. . .·. ;> 
\. . <1ii) ·to ~xpectite signi.¥g o! the ~ee~e~t with ;ttteJ<.ii_A. ·.·.. ( . 

" · . · In the subsequent meeting 'the Department explained as: -~ . ~, 
under:~ ' ... ·.. . . . . . 0_ 

.· ·. 9 ,.· , . ~'. . · .. , :> . ; . . . . ' . . ;~ r . . . ~· j 

~. '(i). The -Ei:.Sind Go~tnment's origi~al 1ettet -No. 332(M)(i) · ·' -~ ·. 
s date<\ 301:lf .Janu_ary,. :>194-g': -fixmg .. th,e ,J.lepartmeiltal' 

.: .: • 1 charges-et · concessional rate :.of J3J%;.' 02l% · Depart .. ·>, · 
~. -· · mental Charges plus 1.% /~udJt Charges) · was. . n.cit fodh:- · 

·· . coming. !·)t appeared thar on the eve of formation of 
'One Unit, .the ·.;e,i"'.Sinq P.W.p. Seeietatl4t ,file·dQlitairiing' 
.the said Jetter idid .norcome.' · into the-possession .of.rtbe · 

.: De,part111¢n~ .. ~But as there were tepeated''.:references -.to 
·,, this concessjopal percentage ori the -csides. ot . l:,oth ' the : .· .. · . 

· Department' a.pp. -.K.:0.A., over· a ···.numHer of, ·years/: 
, . · . ). :- . /r it was reasQna:ble t(! a~cept this . percentage ·:ror .. Haleji · , 

.... :' .: -.- Res.erv9u; _Schem~"work( e,c.ecute.d)>Y J.h'is Administr~tion i 
1 , , 'c - 9n oohalf of l{.D.A. . . ._., ! .'7 . . . · __, 

.~ .. - -~·:·._··: _,-· ': . . .'.'; .: .. - '.- \'"":..< t· ·. .. ·"':. . , .. ~.:_ ! . >'' ,- .. :· 

'- , ... · (ii), Actualli. flier~ '.w¥ /)JOthfog ·-to . ,.substaritiate· -~· the . .c figUt1es' : .. y .• 

. · · Pt 30:f %: which was . err9neousl;y given by- th~. Depart:. 
. r - · ,., . -:: r ~ent.· _The:-J~ct was tli~t-, beside !11e_)>Osi~ion ¢xpla~d"' 

,_ m r~ply~to q~e£Y1 No: (1) .above ,~lier~ was an.other,wot~ 
_ ~. qf K.D.A. viz:. P.ontoon Schetne , wh1ch·.·was -executed 
-! .J>Y_·· ~h.e .o_ .e. part··.·. ·:_._mel\_t: on :behalf.of .. K.p __ .;,\. 3;t t_he . sdn· 

cess1onal rate of 2t% fixed by the, P.w::o; <Thus there. 
wen(two works of .tpe K:p,~~- ex:~uted by die Depart .. : 

;:. menf <J.t .the .concess1ona} percent,ag~ · ·:etuifge~ of, . 131%' · ., .. , . 
k. .. l,.- '.· . •. • . . . ·• I : 1s ( '.· 
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and 25% respectively. . The sJateme:n.t showing ", the 
details about the. amount recoverable. and recovered so 
far, from the K.D.A., on account of both ~- ~f th~m .indi- _ 
cated · that 'a total. amount of Rs, - 6',98,621 ·63 was · 
recoverable for both of the said works: 

(ill) The Draft Agreement could riot be finalized . as the 
· · K.D.A. · insisted that certain par~s ofL'the ~greenieht ·do. 

· not suit them and that the same' should be modified. 
: ,. • . J 

_ · · .. ~- · ; _. The Commi~tee then observed thaf as ~~ere ~as a. ,ba~i~ ~isp11te · 
· between the Department•and the K.:D. A. with r~gard to tbe rste at 
Which .department~l. charges were to be. recovered from the K •. n. A. 
a.ad the matter has been pending for a long time· itwould not be 
Onally settled- between the Department and the K •. D. A. unless-the 
F.inanee Department took interest iii this)md tried to sort it .out. 

· The Committee therefore asked the Financ.e Department to , get 
. tlf s , issue settled • 

. • (ii) . C,onstructio~ of Road: inside · Premier Sugai . MfU, .. .,..T_be 
Department explained that the work of constructing and .concreting 
road inside the Premier Sugar Mill was taken in hand in .· the i:nont)j 
c>f July, 1960. in compliance with the verbal instructions of tbe then 

, Chief Ministerof N.W.F:P. asa deposit work to be· paid for· by 
· Premier Sugar Mill, Mardan, The· · Sugar Mill agreed to pay as 

soon as funrfs became available withthem after the commencement 
o.f, t~c; working 'season 1950-51. The work was completed at a 'cost _ 

'of Rs. 4,S0,351 (W.0. 3,67,037 and D.C. 83,314) out of which the 
Mill paid Rs .• 2,71.1.26. Vigorous efforts were thereafter. made. at 
various levels, to effect the recovery of the balance qf Rs .. l.19,225; 
The matter. was also reported ·to t,he Government, of West Pakistan, 
md:ustties Department, for effecting the recovery from the 1'!1J .of_ t-i.~ 

,>Mill Payable by Industries Department, - The case remained. under 
correspondence for three years but· no' recovery could be effected. 
'Fbe matter was thereupon taken up in March, , 1966 _. with· civil 
authorities to effect the recovery as arrear. of land revenue under 

· the West Pakistan · Qrdinance XXIII of ,1962. · ~ever al reminders · . 
were.: issued to the D.C., Mardan but no recoverv was effected. In 
the ~ea.I1titµe the ~il.l .. authorities · approached the . Snpeelnteriding 
Bn_gmeef for the ~~1vmg of Departmental charges of Rs. 83,314 and 
expressed their willingness to pay the· balance of Rs. 959ll .if-; the 
de11artmenta}char.e:es were waived, This matter is under conside- 
rat-ion of the Department. · . . . . ·. 

.. On further examination the Committee foundthat the vv6rk for 
the, construction of the road· was started· as a· denosit work without 
apPrOpriate sanction; The Department maintained ·tnat this had 
been done under- orders ofthe then Chief Minister of:N.W.RP. A 
'°t~l SUIµ of Rso 3,14,000 had been recovered. ,Thi~: •left a balance. 
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.,Of Rs. l~3~,3Si ,to·· be ·recoyer~d. The. Mijl' authptities .have··.' agreed.··: 
· tQ pay the bal~ce 'of Rs. '53,037 which cpy~r~ tne workj'outl~y, .but, ,, 

fo~.ve disputed t;tie payment ·or·is.:83,3J4 which coversthe dep~~· 
mental charges. . l'h~ir contention is th'~t tl1ey. should' not be aslce~ 
1<>.;pav .,th1s amount a_s the workwas done in public · interese · . "f11-e . · · 
COnunittee fails to understand how .the ccmsttuct1on·jjf road Wlt11In. ' 
the 'area of .a mill could.be consideredtohave bee:n.·done in<ptfbl'ie . 
Jnter~t. -Further more, from examination of the)et.ter of the Miµ 
:'authorities dated ·4th( March. 1968, produced bv the .D~prutment,: J~ 
;~i>t>ears'. that .thQ A;dnilnistr~tio•l of the ~mi [~ye:; t~k~n it\ upq~. 

·ihemselves to _decide that the work was· done in JlubJ1c interest .and 
. . ar"itrarilv refused ':to make this ,payment; The ; Com~ittee feels 

Jhat1the _Dpp~rt~en.t should make all efforts atJ~e. eal'l_1est .. tp take, ·, . 
. necessary action, to rec:.over not :_,only. 

1 
the' balance of Rs. .5,3.037 

wlµch covets the workoutlay but also the :amount of Rs. 83,314 
~ing the ··d.epEµ"tiµental charges.' r, . . • • . .•• : 

;. .. . Tl,le Committee also feelsif;,vot1hwhi•e to:pohit'outfbst, ·.111. 
, , qqite •· f e'w cases, · it .has been obsened . tlt ... t the Departments are . 

p)IJ~~ in an embarrasjng pos.ition when the sdministr~tors at vatiQus 
- levels not emo'lwere$l ,t9 giv~ directives of . this· nature order 1h,e . 
, : E11d11~et's alid others to exeente jobs ,,ithont proper sanction.' , Tbfs 

places the~ ·in 'a flllse position imd many. $erious irre~ol;,rities are 
~om,itttell1~n t1te -.,lea tlvtf or~,_fostmdi011s:··of the. "adminisJrator> 

' - tlioilgh · un.anthori$e~, have ,been1 carried out. , . 
'.:. : (7) Page 31~Note'6f-Embezzlemenf of cash-In this case a~ 
'Accountant of . the. Food. 'pepartmenf · embezzled a sum . of Rs. ,(J;'59,7 
in, tbe vear1~48 '(Rs;··3:3?6 by do~b1~ paytne9-t pf a pijtchas~bill_ and 

, ~s. 221, by, nqt renderins the account of tlie. advance, gra~t~d to· 
'. him .. for wak1n~. pavments). ·r In the __ former case, the method adop 

. ted. wasthat-tbe entrv of the original. pavment in the cash book was' 
! ~~ored :011( and a. fresJi 'pavment · made. The. irrezularitv was 

<Jetected in the; course. of audit The1 latter irr~~la,itv · came · to 
. ,ilotice as a "res11lt.,of': a: tborougb scrutinv ~f the records . dur1nl! .; the' 
I 'course of the Deoart:rhenfal action. The ' accused was tried in ll 

)t~~~~,a\a: ::;"Jft;h 'c~~;th~ :::fii:Jfi~~;,~~u~~t~~~~~ih~' I 

. tiJ?O;!'QTl~ }mnris!)mnent i11.'. def a1llt of payment; . T\le · contention .' • 'of,' . 
tJj~ ~uc;lit WEfS that tbe embezzlemept was rendered nossible du~ ·to .. 

\ (ftilure.(')n the P,artofthe Drawing and D'sbursino Officet to exereise fb~ ~heck$ prescribed in the Financial Rules.' As the old <: record -; ~ 
... 1 .!{as not available in the Food Denartment .. the fa;lure of ·tne offi~er 

c:o1:114·not be subst~ntiated andconsequently.no action -was··consider .. ·· 
~: li~sttY .against hUJ.1. .· . ·. · · .. · . . '/' ·· · · ., ', , ;, 

· .. -'The .Deoartmentstated_ 'that. the .. 'Drawin·~ and J)~~bursin~·. ·. 2!fi~ ~ (DFC)' who failed to .exerolse tbe · cb~~~s t,fe~~ibe(l · in tb~,. 
, rman~al. Rules. wasi charge-sheete4 ~d .a departme11t~l . enquiry ·,,, 

, • i J _' \. {' I : , 
. _, 

I. ' I . 
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was held' under the ';1\Vest Pakistan. Government Servants (Efflcienc, 
and Discipline) Rules, · 1960, but! the Enq1;1.iry, Officer' exonerated . the 
Food Controller in view of the fact that the relevant do:uments, 
some' of which -had been originally filed in the, Court when the' cas.r, 
against the:Office Nazir had beenflled, were, no .. · more·. availal)~c· 
aiia some other documents had originally been alleged.t,q have bec11 
~es~oyed by the said Officel' N¥it;. ' -: . ' I 

. . ~ , / \ I "'. . 

. . ·The Committee feels· that. , had the .. Department· made •' an 
, attempt to. fix. the responsibility for. neglige11,ce on the , .District . Fopd 
Controller at the time· when the embezzlementhad' first come ·to 
'the notice of the Depar!m~nt. i~ · wou!d probably have been possil,~~ 
.to have I proceeded against him depa'ttm~ntally: .. . ~owever. at ~ , 
late stage since he has been· exoner1ated_ by the Bnquiry Officer due, 

. mau:uy to non-availabHity .of.1 re:~va,nt records and documents, , ff() 
further action can be ta:Ifon. The Committee recommends to ·. the 

' Department in future to treat matters of. this· nature in a msinn,r 
·. )'Thereby not only is action taken Pat. the· earllest. against any 7,eti,on 

. . involved ill: . such embezzlement or misapprepriatlon but also'. an 
attempt is always.made to fix the responsibility of the supervisory staff, , ·. , I . 

1 J'' 

QOMMERCIAL 'ACCOUNTS-1959~60' 
:(1) Pages 9 .. 10-Para. l8(vz)-c,...No11-C:otn/pilatid,n df Acc<>unts <ii 

Mechanical Cultivation Scheme in Quetta for 1956-57 to 19S9-60.~ ' 
· In this' case. the· accounts ,of the Mechanical Cultivation Scheme in 

Quetta Region· for 1956-57 compiled ~y the Department contained . 
several. deficiencies .and the Department ·. was asked, to recast them. 
The ac~ount~ were not, recast. The acc~unt~ for the year 1957-SI 
to 1959~60 were also, not compiled by the Department. . · 1. 

.. . . ,. 

The Committee wasinformed that. while accounts for· the I 
· year 1.956-57 and :1'957.;58 · of the Mechanical Cultivation ,Scheme 

I llQ;d beep. prepared, no progress wa~ made with regard to the remain- 
. itig accounts r-; The Department contended that till such time· as . 

I they wer~ allowed to emp'oy the services · of commercialaccountants, 
for which they had put forward ~ scheme, • which '1. was . under ~ 

·., consideration of the Provincial .Development .·Working Party, they 
would. not be able to do•· it. _ The Audlt , pointed out .. that• .it was 
vety1 dqu~tful . for the · Department, even if the :proposal ·.to, emn~oy · 
commercial -aceountants was approved, to . be ·. aql~ to • gef th~ · 
aax>untants on. the. scale of pay permissible in · Government servfo¢ 
in view" of the; great demand of: such accountants all over 'th'I · 

. coUtttry.. ~t ·. "'¥, therefore, s1.1gge~ted .'t~at. the departJ!lerit should' 
~ and have tbell.i own accounta,nts tra:ned.m commercial accourtts, 
in ~be sa~e way as was ,dqne by the J?lrectpr, Commercial Aud.it, iq 
11"11' office. · . · . · · . 
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The Committee .feels that .·_it was very bEidJqr :admuµstratjy~ 
affairs "that accounts .. had' been pending Jor such a.Imig time. . 'tht ,· _I 

co.mmitt~~ at · the _s_ ame: time apprecia_ tes - the diffi_·.. cqlt_ yt'f ace d-_ bY. _ t_ he . - 
'Departmerit: and> therefore, request that the Finance; Department, -- _ · . 
al6rigwith the· Director; Commercial ·Audit,· .~ng _ !~e .~ecr.ptary pf t~,r _ . · 
Department shbu}d. try and explore the possibility of ;;mvokmg a. _1 
scJ;l~tne wh~r~by 1t would bepossible !or the;A;ud1t tQ.g!V~::~Q~Q:9f 
thetr accountants on deputation to. the Department for finalizing the 

· acccunts.. · They may ~lso cop.sid¢r: any other ~ter,nate pfacpcal · 
. proposal which would ·help the Department. _ · · ·• _ . .. _ __ 

'_ . .(2) Pages 9-10, Para': 18(1:1ii), non-compilationofAccdunts·ofr~: 
Agricultural JJngirJeering-JVorkshop, Tando Iam (1~47-43 to dateh---' 

_In_.this~case the A~o~nt,~ ofthe·Agricultl.i.ra1Eilgin~rin¥ Workshf>P, :'. 
Tandojam, had not been. prepared by the pepartment--s~ce:1;947.:4&. 

_ .-- . - The Depart.nient explained . that _S11p~~ititetniing )il!gineer, - It.: . 
informed that the Accounts for1956".57 and 1957~58 .have ag~in.1'een: 4 r, ••• 

1 
__ : prepared on pr~vi<>us.p~tte~ and s~tJ~ the Dµ-~tor~f CQDU,ll(:f~i'" 

AudJt;,Karachi for verification.' But he .(&uper,mtencling _En~ee.r,) .. 
, . is-,,ofthevi~W th:at theprov,ision o(tlie. :P.OSts ofC9tnmQrclal;A.ce,~,Jlt": 

· . .ants alone will ensure the correct compilation of accounts of Agr~~'- 
. tural Engineering -Workshop, Tandojam, which · is- Intricated' as it._ i• 
the biggest Agricµltur~l : Workshop .in the \Southern .. Regiol}~ _ >/\ 

, scb.etne.for ;Pr9vision, of posts (c:>r, mawte11a11~e of _A.CC,Oiwt~ of.~~ 
cµltural: W9rk~l:i?P · <?~ _ C?mmerc1al Accounting SY$tew. ts µ.n4~r.tht:. · 
active coi:is,i~eratioti-of Finance Departtne11t aJl<;f. .frPvJJ.lCJaj ,:P~¥~ll>~ · 

( ment W:orkmg Party,:\; As .soonas.the 59hem,~:ns pa.ssea;J~~-~.,Qf:. ' . ' 
compliance will be accelerated; . - - · \ 

· ., ·,. . ' , ', · , : _ _ . - . ·' r.·· -\. ." / -, : _t 1··:~- ', ·. _ ; 

'. Audit pointed outthatthe accounts f<l>r 19.$6-57 .: and t19J7;.jg: 
sta~edito ~~Ve been forwarded tothem had not _been __ -- .. receiv~Iby ... 
Jhe.m. Smee, however, the Department · has not ·ci)mpileq·· the' 
accounts for the. year 1947-48,, the authenticity or utherwise·of "the· 

, 1!~ur~s of t]1e accotin~s fort~ years J 956".57 :and)1957~ss 1could onlY:,,X, · 
, exaJPlliled m local. audit. · _, , , - , . · ~ 

• • ~. I I \ 

· 'The Committee obsereed that w.liile the B"epart~ent has stated· 
_tbat the Accounts ofthe Agricultural ~ng~epring Workshop, .'f~,clo· 

. Jam, for be,_ years '19~6~57 and 1957-58 · have been forwarded .. to 
Audit,>~ ;]a~ter -has- cat~gorically.' stated : that tli~e _ have . nPt l1een·1 

_ r~eIV~<i · b~ ·_them. _ The D!partmen~ - was not :i~~a.-J?Q~ition.- :(9. ·~\~fH:i 
- -: tbe· Conumttee _as.to - th~; date on '. which these,.: 4tc9\Ults..,Wef~.,~ygfflit~- 

'. Jef.i. .. , The Co~ttee ~brected that. the Qe,pattplent sho~~ 'int~ . · 
) the:.date:·on which th~e,J\cpounts were subnntted·to Audit. 'l'bjs.: 

·. ~l\ould J>e. 'done at_. the .. earU;~t.J. ~At • the safue ~me, .. if.'.tbe:p()ll~ntiQij;. 
- C>f.~~d1t1~ ~rr~t~ severe _acµon · sh,-0uld .b~ ta,ken. b,y: Ut~--Depar~q~. 
agains~ the o~c1ftl who has sublilltted 111~ · infonQatioJI ~f<>,·UW . 

. / ,('ommitt"ee. ' ' . ' ' . ' 
-- ." , ·,. I. '· . 
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. .The Committee also expresses its appreoiation of the advice and 
assistance gi;v~n by Mr. 'Tajamnnil Hussain, P:M.A.S., Secretary, 

L,, Syed lmran Shah, C.S;P., Syed Akhlaque Hussain, T.Q.A;, C.S.P., , 
Ac;lditionalSecretaries and Mr. G. D, Memon, T:K., Joint Secretary, 

· ! .;Gov~mment .of West Pakistan, Finance Department whose advice 
was always found to be of. srea:t use and assistance .. \ 

. ' . ' ;·\,.:·. . 

-~ ""t!r' 

( I . . . 

: .~ .peP.arttnent·infonned'>th~ Committee that. they were a!'~it 
llig the ~ppo1~tment; of Comm~.rc1a;I ~ccount!3,nts .for._. regufa~1sm~ 

I the-·d;efeets pointed out t,y the Aud1t m the-Accounts f~r the ye¥. 
Jy.:,~ .. J~ ror int sa.d wor.k.,hop and as such no further progress has · 
beeir. made in the matter. · · · · · · · · 

. , the Committee fee·.s thatthis question of awaiting the appo:nt;. . · 
I ment of Commercial· Accountants is merely an attempt to · send '. the 
~oDJin.tcc~ du 'a ·.w .. Id g.iose.chaseand' under the plea of awaiting ~~e 

,. appointments of these Accountants, no work is being carried· out m 
· the Department for· removing 'the technical' defects pointed out by. 
the Auti,J.t . .in.the.varicus Accoµilts or in coinp:Ji;ng 'further aecounts.: 

, Tne· Committee is offhe opinion that .if .with the present . i staff of 
.Accountants~. the audit objections ·pointed out in 'the Accounts.of Agri;. 
eu.eurar up.g,.nci¢:r~g :Worlcshop of.Quetfa for the yea_r 1957-58 could 
be straightened out," there is no reason why the same· could not be " 

. done with the accounts for 1957-58 of the Agricultural Engineering , 
1Wo~kshop, Tandoj~m.,, 1 T~e Committee would Iike the . S~ci:etary 

·· '1 · . Agriculture tolook mto,.th1s matterpersonally and directthat 1t is not 
proper nor is it practicable that pending the approval of the Provin- · 

.. clalDevelopment Wotkirig .Party of .the final appointment.rifat all, 
of Com~~rcial Accountants, ·n_o, workshould be done, with. regard to 
the compiLng of the Accounts. . . • · ·• . · . ·. . 

-'. . . _,.. . '. ·, '.. . . ' \ 
I . • . • \ '. ·. i , · 

'Efforts must be continued not only to remove the defects pointed . 
out by theAuµitin the Accounts submitted.to them but for compi- · 

· lationof othen accounts'also. After all, it cannot be.claimed norcan 
it be accepted. that in case this. scheme of the appointment of Com 
mercial Accountants is not approved by the Government, the pend 

.. \ ing:•~tcCDUnts would remain uncompiled, It only . requires proper 
.. s11pezyisiori and efforts. to clear up the. arrears of. work. · . ' . ': · · 

' .. ·. xm. The cd~tt~?:wishto'plac~ ~ll'.r~ord' itsappreciatlon 
of the valuable assistance g,Yoen'to the Comm ... ttee by' Rana Muham 
mad Yasin, P.A.& 1A.S., Accountant-General, West Pakistan and 
Mr. Nuzhat Hussain, :e~A· ~ A;S.'? D.rector,. A11dit and Accou!lts 
(Works) and Mr .. N. A. Cliaudhri, P.A. & A.S., who-succeeded him. 

,,. '· ~· .:· } . . . .' . f. i' '. .. .. . . . : . I .: · .. •• . . ... . . \ ._· . . • : ,II • 

Thanks are also due to. Mr. A. A.,. K; Babar, .P.A: &. A;S.; Diree- ... 
tor, Commercial Audit, who also gave valuable assistance to .. the , 

· · Committee iii the examination of the Commercial Accounts . . ' - . . --- ·-. . . . 
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Chairman -. 
Member. 
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· Acting 
I. The following were present.-« :- ·•. · 

· (1) Chaudhri · Muh~mmad .Nawaz, M.P.A. . .. .. . l' • 

4.9·: 

\ ' 

t . 

\. 

) 

(2) Chaudhri Muhanµnad Sarwar ~an, 
. M.P.A. : . ·' I·.;', . 

· (3) .. Qazi Muhammad Azam Abbasi,··. 
· M.P.A.'. ..· . ·. 
(4) Rai Mansab Ali Khan Kha.rat;' 
. · M.:P.A.· .. 

· , ·(5) Mr. Malang -. Khan,-,M.P.A. ... : Member, 
· (6) Mr. ·G. · D ... Merrion, C.S.P., Joint Secretary E;tpert · 

. to Government .. of · West JPaldstan, ·· Adviser, 
. Finance Department. · · ( , 

. , (7) Rana'. Muhammad y asin;: P .. A. & A :S; . . . . ':ay Invitation~ 
Accountant-General, ,West Pakistan. (· . , ·· _ -. 

, (8). Qazi Anwar-ul .. Islam, ·· P, A. & K. S. . 1 .• • • By"Invfration. 
· Director, .Audit and Accounts (Works),' . ·1·. 

West Paldistan, Lahore. . , · 
(9) · Mr. Riaz-ud-Din, P. A: &"A. s, Joint By In~tation. 

.. Director, Commercial ~udit. . 1 .. 

- · Chaudhri Muhammad Iqbal, Secretary; ProvincialAssembly of· 
West Pakistan, acted as Secretary of the Committee. ~' . .' 

Il, .In.the absenceof Mr.Zain Noorani, M.P.A: the Committee. 
. chose Chaudhri · Muhammad Nawaz, M.:r.A. to act ··as Chairman 
for }he sitting, - . . · . . .-~ . 

m. - · i he first .instance conducted -~-- 
e aminati.o:n of the A ro · riation · · Acco her- · than 

- 1 ublic orks Grants -o . t · e Govemmen o West Pakistan for the 
year 1961-62 and the Audit Report thereon. The .following .deci- .. 
sions were taken i+- .. 1. ., • ---.··- • • • · .•• , 

-. ' \ 

(1) (a) Page .3, Para. 5, read w~th pages. 39 to 136-:· 1, .: s 
(b) Page·3, Para. 6, read wzth pq~es 39 to .136-. r, tindg: · 

' (~) Page 4, Para. 8, _read w'ith page~ 39 t<? ,.136- ~l excesses 
(d) Page 4; Para. 9, read wifhp~ges 39 to 136-. · . J -c 

. The , Departments· concerned should .furnish explanations for · 
the· saving and the .· excesses' . under the heads where saving. and the 
excess __ · is more than.ten and one ~- r __ cent respectively._ Th_ e:e-x¢wna, .. 
tiohs' shb\JJd· be run anti cbhlplete givirig ittmt-w~ ':dttt.aID,; · .- , 

I' 

PROCEEDINGS OF THE, .-.MEETING . OF · THE . STANDING 
COMMITIEE ON· PUBLIC ACCOUNTS, HELD' ON· 22ND 
APPRJL'., 1967 AT 1-P.M.' IN COMMITTEE ROOM 'C' OF ' 
T¥E ASSEMBLY BUILDING, LAJIO~. I . 
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· No explanationth· need be furnished· in respect of the savings and 
.excesses under · e following heads:-. c.. · ::s.. · · , 

1' .. - (1) ·superannu~tibn:allowant~ and pen~ions;,, 
(2). Payment of commuted value of pensions. 
<J> Interest on Debt andc-~ther. obligations, ., 

. , (4) ~b),ic Debt Discharged. . _ ·' . , 
' (2) fate ~,-, Para. 'J2(l)-· · Surrenders made - in excess · .qf totai 
savings 'in Authorfsed_ Gr~rzts, .or Charged 4ppropriations-th~ 1 · 

Depa.~qients conc~med should ~xplatit as ·. to . why - surre,ders . ~ere' ,,: 
made 1n excess of t~~ · actual ~avmgs: The · explanations should be 
full and complete giving details. · ·. 1 · - · . . _ · -- (: 

. ' . ' ' ' . ' \ ... ' ' 

· . .· (3) Page, 6,. Para .. li2(ii~Surrend~rs·in obsence of: sdvings~ The, , 
Depal'!m~nt concerned' should explain as to why,' surrenders .were 
made· m ~he .absenee . of · saving. · 'fhe explanations should. be full . 
and complete gi'rjng details. ._ ·' . : · · 1 

, . 1 • 

· ·_ ,(4) Page.fl0-25-Par~. 17-I(b)-· ltein~:(l)to (45}-~-1,r~gularities~' - ,· 
The Departments concerned should furnish explanations .. for the 
irregularities pointed out 1.nitems (U - . to (45) .. The l,expla11atio11s 

·. should be (till and complete giving the. details and should indicate the 
departmental act~on Jake!1 against the officials responsible for th~, I : 

irregularities and if-no actionhas been taken, reasens-theretor.and the · 
actioncontemplated.: In c~e where recovery is.still' to be .made," .,,. 
steps so far taken; to recover the amount should :be indicated. . . · 

•. . . . I ., ' , . \ ' -·. _1 t .! . . ... - 

'. · (5).Page,-25-· Para. )17/. (b) .(46)-· -Non fixation: of ·cadre 
strength--' The -Departments who have not yet fixe4. the cadre strength . 
should explain the reasons of their failure-toflx tJ:fo cadre strength, , ... 
'\ .. (6) Page 26; Para, 11-Il-. Audit. al Gr~nt~-in-Aid+.Th~ 9fficers 
concerned should furnish to the .Audit, the certiticates .to the effect \ 1 
that the grants'were spent on the same objects for which tljey ·,were . ., 

· meant. and .. in accordance with the prescribed conditions, Reasons- 
v , • for. which the submission of tbe certificates to the. Audit.was delayed 

'· -should be )~xplain~d ~Y theDepartments. Action taken against tho-_ 
defaulters should also be stated .. · .· 

J, • (7) 'Pag~ 26, Para, '11~I~P-Secret ,· Servioe, _ _-Exj,enditure-ffli_e 
. officers concerned should furnish 

1the reqO,ired,certtficates to the Audit 
. . immediately'. Reasons for which the submission of the certificate to - 

the Audit was delayed should be explained, by the -D5p~rtment, · 
· Action taken against the defaulters should. also be stated. · 

: · (8) Pages 21:·:JO--rParq, '11'-V--~Delay in dis-posa[_ .of Inspection 
, Reports and Audit N,otes-J.The · ~ccountant-9.eneral placed ~f~re 

. the Committee a statement showing the. po~1~10n . of · · .outstan9mg 
'Inspection Reports and Audit Notes (Append~ A):,, · 1Jle Committee 
decidetl that:-·· · . : · . _ ,. '.. -· ·, 
' . ' '' 'The Dep~rtnient"COt?,CCril~ ~hould, ans~erto't~e mspeetfon 

... reports. anc;l .audit _ notes _ ~o. tb,e .Audit_ .. · Offic;e _ . oon~M. ·, . 
- · ,na take at-tit,Q ~~~t _tlle 9~~ /~1<?~Jl?J, tc;,1t':'¢~~·; . - , • t-' .._. ~ .,, \ 

l' 

..:;_,' . l . 
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' , (~) Pages 88-:89, .Note. 3-· Re-appropriation ~rder . issued , after , . 
the. close of the Financed year-Th.e · Committee took a serious view . 

. of the fact that the officers· of the 'Irrigation: and Power Department 
had issued re-appropriation orders. which were in contravention of 
the provisions of Rules and Orders issued by the Government. 

· (10) Page. 122-.Store Accoun,t of ~ape;· binding. material and 
-Miscellaneous Stores of the, , 1West Pakistan Government Press, 
Lahore-Audit Note No .. 3-The Industries Department should 
report the full facts of each case arid the progress made so far. 

• \ , . • \, I , 

JV; TheCommittee then .took up the preliminary examination 
· of the Appropriation Accounts (containing Public Works. Gran~s), of .· , 
the Government of ·West .: Pakistan for the· year 1961-62 arid · the · 
Auqit Report, · l963.. The following decesions were taken : -· ·· 

. (1). (a) Page 2, Para .. 5 read with pages 74 to. 109-") Savings 
. · , · · (b) Pa. ges J to 4; Paras. 8 'and 9. read with pag~~. ··.f .. , a.nd . 

1 74 to 109- · ·. · excesses 
The Department concerned should· furnish explanations for the . 

saving and the excess 'under the heads . (except Interest on Irrigation 
Works for: which capital .accounts are kept) · where saving and the. 
excess is more than ten and one per· cent respectively. . The expla- 
nations should be full and complete.giving item-wise details. \ 

, . . . . I: . 1· t 

· . · · (2) Page 5, Para. J2-. Surrender in absence of. . Savings=' The 
Department should explain · as. · to why they · surrendered amounts 
When there was· no' saving. The. explanation ·, should ·, be full , and 

' complete giving detaila., · ' ./ : · - 1 

(3) Page 6 and 7, Para. 14_j_Financial Irregularities Losses, 'etc. 
The Departments concerned should .fumish explanations .in respect 

·. of the financial irregularities, Iesses ·etc., pointed out in para: 14 read 
with.pages. 79, 92, 96, J03-105 and 11(µ,-113 which have not so far 

· been settled.. . . The · explanation should be·· full · and complete ' in 
details and should indicate the action taken against the officers 
responsible therefor, . · 

· '. (4) Page 8, Para. ,11(a) I-Expenditure on Works in anticipa 
tion ·of',technical ·sanctidn ·10 .estirr,atef-~The.·Departinent, concerned 
should explain as to wl).y .the works enumerated at pages 8, 9, 10 
and 11 of the. report were 'undertaken in: anticipation of technical -; 

'sanctlon 'to estimates .. A full and complete report giving "details 
. should be furnished· by the Department who should also state the 
cases where since 'then. sanctions have 'been obtained. ; 

· (5) Pages. 11-' 56, ·Paras.'· l 7(a> (2) .: to ·(288)-The Department 
concerned should furnish explanations for the irregularities pointed 
out in these paragraphs which have not been settled so far. ,· The 
explanations· should -be full .and complete with au the .necessary 
details 'and shouldindicate the action taken to dealwith .officials or 

. . -. . . . ' . . ' 
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. . r,ersorts responsible for these.irregularities andif no actionhas beert'· · 
i .. _.taken:, ~easo~ ~herefor .and the action contemplated. . , In case where ... 

· recoveries are involved steps taken, towards realizations should be· .\ indicated. · _ ' ·· . · ·· · · ~. · 
••'. _·.. :v: . . . ·. . . . . . ; . <- _-- " . '. '.... . .··:.. . / . ' . . . . 

1_(6) Pagtt157,1Para .. 17.(Ill)-;:f:xperidiiure on~ Deposit 'Works ·1,r 
excess . .. . ' . • . : . ' 0 

I . ' . . nt-·· The 
epartment concerned shbuld explain 'as to why the expen iture on 

deposit.wod(s was incurred in 'the absence. of deposits or in exdess 
?f deposits, }~he' source fro~ which such expenditu,re was Incurred 

,ln contravention of the financial rules should be. clear.lY: stated. · · ·.· . · . 
. .. ) (7f Page 59, Para,.· 11 (i~Delay in .. disposal, oi. lnspection · . . . . .s-: 

• I 

1'Reports'arl,dAudif Notes-The ,: Director, \ Audif and Accounts \ 
'Yorks_. placed b':fore.·the:Commit~ee a sta/te111~:mt.·.~hovvillg. ;,the posi-. 
tion · of outstanding ~ud1t ~6tes and Jnspection Reports. upto th~ 1 : · 
year 1961-62: (Appendix 'B'). The Committee decided, that;_,:; · . 

. . (zl The'".A'lldit objections· in .each of'these cases should be 
. . ,answered' and; complied witl;l bY; .the Department con 

.oemed . 1and report of the compliance· suhmitted to· · the 
· ,Audit office concerned-and theCommittee;·and (1 -: 

(ii) Action: taken again~t the;_:officia.1$ responsible for cl~lay in · 
. .non .. compliance with the . Audit .. Reports should -be 

. ' reported to"the .Commlttee, . . .. · ·. . \ ' \ . . 
·., ', \ . ' ;; ' • c .: ·.' \ / ' ' : ••• ' • 

. , (8) Page 62, Pat(,l. l7(Jl) (a~Del(Jy.in·preparation.ofAccounti 
R~turris · aru(.1ocum~nts ·. a ... nd . palafJC. es ... fnder ad. jie~ting·_. head. ... s-_ :iJre.· 
Direetcr.Audi! and· Accounts Wor~ · placed before.the Committee 

•. a statement showing th:e' position regard~g Delay in ptep~mtion .of · . 
Accounts ·· Returns ·. and . documents ,a,µd .balances · .. under . adjusting 
heads upto the :y~;r ·· .. 19~1-62 (Appendix- 'C'); ·.· The· .Committee 
decided that the· Department concerned should :explain. the reasons 
for such heavy. arrears in submitting the documents to Audit. · The 
Pepa,mn.e4.t should verity the· lates~ p~s.itiop. · with/ ~1,1dit and. explain· 

· , the detailed reasons 'for non-submission and ad3µstiµ~t thereof . 
.. . ' ,,, .. ', . ' ' . ',· . ' . ' \ .. ' . ;. ···-·. ·. . . ' . ,··' . 

(9) Page 65, Para. 17tV)· (b)_._Un;.respo:nded uems under . the 
, -, head -Transier between Public Works Officers'7The Committee 

· took a very serious view regarding the unresponded . · items · under. 
the head "Transfer between Public Works . Officers'.' as there t was 
every likelihood of nus .. appropriation of- stores, etc. 'on account of· 
which the debits remained im-responded-and called forthe explana 
tions fronrtbe Departments conFe111ed. fot: 'not responding to the 

· items nnder thlshead so .far.· The Departments should also. state as 
t6 what · .. steps, ~~v~ 'been )al<en I to respond ;to. tp.~e .ltems · ap.d · · the 
disciplinary.action so far.taken for not responding to these 1tents1 . · 

\ • . ' ' I ·. '·• . : ' . •. ' ',, . I ' ' • ' ' '' I 
. (10) Page :65, Para. 17(V) (c~Non-vreparation· of Capiuz1 and - 

· 1 Revenue A(jcdun(~E~plan~tions· s}lopld be . furpi~he<t · by . the 
Departments concerned for not supplyi~g , the required .d~ Jo the 1. . , 
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\ 

I . 

I 

fiv) ·. The Acc9u~ts .of the Shish~ J~xploitation ' Scheme, ln 
Mardan District for the year 1958-59 -have not peen 

. compiled -~orrectly by the Department · 
(v) Jrhe Accounts of Jallo Rosin and Turpentine(Facte>ry for' . 

·. 1961;.62.have not been compiled by the D,epartment .. · 
(vi) The Accounts of the.Scheme for exploitation of Ephedra 
. . . Plant in, Quetta Region, for 1961-62 · have not . been 
·' compiled by the · Department: · ; .. ' 

.~: . ' ' . . ' 

.... 

,. ' 

~ \. ' 

. Au4it Office for the compilation of Capital and Revenue Accou~ts - ·, , 
·. of Government· Residential 

1Biiildingsi . : '.'. ' ·. . 
1 , 'on ·Page 66, Para. ',17(V) (d)--Ou.tstandingi Adjustment > 
Memos-:-The Departipent should explain ·, the · reaso1:JS,.J for not 

1· responding to the adJustment memos and state the. steps taken to 
a~pt or ~~~ect the De~its or, .C~redi!s now ~nd the ,dis~plinary action 
taken against the officials responsible • for ... non-adjustment, The 
explanations . should be complete giving· ?etails. . . . . 

(12)· Page 66, Para: J 7(V) (e~Awaited Contract Agreements-« 
The .Departmentshould 'explain the reasons . for' which contract 
agreements werenot'suppliedto Audit The explanation· should be· 

, complete · and fp.ll of details. "The latest position sliould be verified 
with Audit. · · · " · · · · · 

, (13) Page 66, Para.' 17(V.) (f)-:-Non-mafntenance ~f Accounts · 
by Departments . Head~Tlie Department should explain the 
reasons fpr non-maintenance of Accounts by Departmental Heads. 
The explanation should be .complete .and . full of details; 
. · -, V! The 'Committee then · conducted. the preliminary examina 

~tion of the commercial acc~un~s f<?(the year 11961-62 'and- ;}Audit 
Report, · 1963. The, following ·decisions were taken: ...._. ·.· · . 

. . - . . .• , I ' . 

(1) Pages, 10-11, Para. '.18-lfon-compliarzce/ preparation of · 
Accounts-The Department concerned should explain the reasons 
for which the following accounts were, not prepared .. in time or 
l\'ere prepared incorrectly: - , · 

·.. - . ·. . . . . r .... ., . . L . : ·. - - . . 

1 (,) ·ne Accounts ofthe Sales and ', Display· Depot (now · 
Traditional I Crafts), Lahore for the ·years 1958-59 to· ., 

\ 1~61-62 have not been compiled correctly by the Depart- 
. ment, ·. > · , · ·.. > . · ; , . .. . 

(i~i The Accounts · of t~~ Punjab Government C~.tt~n Mills, 
Lahore (In-Liquidation) for· 1961-62 have· not been 

.. compiled by the Department · · · · · 
. ' - ·-. . I --) , .. 

(iii) The Accounts. of ,Virginia Tobacco: Redrying Factory, 
-t · Khairpur (In .. Liquidation) for -19~1.;62 have not ·b~ 

compiled by the Department, , 1 

i I, 
I 
I 
' 

I ., .• 

/ 53 · 
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· (vii) The AccpuntS: . of the Mechanical Cultivation Scheme · iii · 
.: . . Quetta Region for 195~-57 :.compiled. ·by,the Department . 
1 1, c9ntained . several ·. deficiencies · and the D~Pat1ment was 

. asked Jo recast. them. · The · Accounts have not, so far· 
been: recast .. The. Accounts fo..r- the year 1957~58 · to. 
l 961 ~6~ have not peen .compiled .bt the I)epartnient ... 

. ;· 

(viih The· Aoeounts of the Agricultural Engineering Workshop, . 
Tando Jam, have not been 'prepared by the Department . ( 1· 

. ") .sin.'7 ~947-48. · Th~': omission has, "been brought to the~ • .\. 
, notice of .the Government. , . . · 1 
I ' I ' ·, . ' . I ,, .. ', I : . . : ( ., : • • . ~ ". ' • • f. • 1 

· (ix) The·, Accounts· of the · Cold Storage· at. , Bagh9anpura1 · 

(Lahore and Sialkot) · have not been. prepared .by the , . 
I Department ==. 1951-52., The .. r, omission . has been·' .1. 

. . .brought to the notice of the Government. · i:~ · 
t '-· . , I . ~I i, : ,;J .-._- ; ·' • ' • ' ' , : ' . , ·,.•:!, :- • .· 

(x) ",[he. Ac¢0,1;1ll~S Pf the ~1~?1city Scheme ill Peshawar· and i i 
· · . , - Dera Ismail Khan Divisions have, notbeen prepared by 
.. ': the Department. The .omissioahas been broqght ·to the , 

notice of the Government . . . . , 
'' • .I '. ,. • '.,··.:.' ( 

. (xi) "Ihe Accounts. of the MughalpuraIrrigation WQrkshops. ·, '. 
.' . .. 'Division, Mughalpura (Lahore)JQr the years ·1957-58 to .. · 

I. _19.~1-62 h•a\'~: not been prepare.cl by .t~ pe~artmen~.. . I 

(xill The Accoun_ts' of.the:Generaland SteelMills/Mughalpurit "', 
(Laborel have -not · been· recast c0;rr~tly l>Y the (0ep~:-.· · · 

• · , ment. I . · ' ' .. ·. 
1 

• •• \ ' 

:, . '. ._-,_ ·_ -\' ., ''.·· ., i., . ', \._) ,·.' _:·, · .. · ,. :, ' . 'f 

. '. {xiii) the Accounts of the Excise and Salf Departm~nt, Lahore 
, ' · · for the year 1959-60·,have not yet been compiled by the ) 

I • I Department. . . . · _, · , . .. 
'(~i~) The Acc~~nts -of the Government owned" S~t iStdres at': 
\. , ·.. Saran have· not yet .been ~repar¢ by th~ Department. f 

(xv) Th~ p~o· {orma Accounts of t11,.t? : .'o;iµtil a11d .Alkaloids . · 
r .. 1 • Pactory, Lahore, tor the years 195.8.-59 to 19~1-62 could · 
, ·' .hot be included in the :present· .compilation as : .these ..... 1 1 

·, .· accounts b3:v~ not yet 'been compiled by the ~,epa~~nt. .. 
(x'~z} · The Acco~nts of · the': Government. 'Tiansp,dtt~ Khaµpm: · · 

. which were required to ' be, revised due to the r~vtsion 
, of previous years Accounts have not 1yet beeµ revised by .. , 

. . . the Department who are being pressed tc do tbe needful, · · 1 

. . ':. . 'ti~ Departrnenf:ct)n'i:erned sb_~uld ~xp~it!! th~ prepara.tion .0,.. 
1, Ac:counts and submit/them to the. Audit wit~ Jltre«r m~nthsJor scrutiny. ' -·. ' . ,. ' . . .. 
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· .· (2) Page 23, Para -. 30-Government 'WeavingFactory Shahdara, 
-. Decrease, in Profit-. The. Department should explain the . reasons 

;fo~·, the decrease in profit 'during the year and the detailed. explana 
tion· for the transfer of expenditure of Rs, 4,83,4<;,Z from commercial 
side. to ·the education. ' · 

. ,; . . . '1. 

( . . . Thi~ direction should not apply' :to'''cia~se (ix) above as 'the item 
has already been disposed of by, the Committee in the Accounts for 

· 1959-60. . 

· ·55 ., 

,( 

t,,·. . 

. (3)_Page 23, Para. 31-.·· Excesses anr./ Shortages-,-Th~ Depart- r 
ment should explain why the shortages were 'written off· without 
proper investigation and . sanctions of the competent authorities. '; . 

'•, , ' I f • '-,1 I •, ,J' ; ' ' • , ' I: 

(4) Page 23, Para. 32-Sundry Debtors-The. Department; 1 

should furnish the year-Wise breakup' 9f R~. 1,73,374 and the reasons · 
fo~ non-recovery of outstanding 'dues' should be explained. 

• \ .'~ ·.. ', ' ! ' ~ -_ • : ;\· , I 

(:( i . ,·, . _ .. ,. . . .·.· •.· .. . 
· ' (5),; Page 35, Para. 40-Pro 'forma. Aceounts=- The Department, ' 

should explain the latest position of the case. . ' 
! • ' ' 

'. I .j 

(6) Page 43, Para. 48-Workihg results+ The Department 
should explain the', reasons. for the abnormal· decrease in gross an'.4 

. net.profitsas wellas percentageof gross and net profit over the tum 
overas compared to 'the previous year,·. The explanation should be ·. \ 

· complete giving details. .·· . . ' , ! 
'· .:. ' ' j 

(7) Page 64, Para. 59-Fixation of depreciation ·at percentage 
rat~ The Department should explain the latest position regarding the, 
fixation of depreciation at percentage, rate, r • ! ' .. 

. - -, I 

:(8) Page ·64, Para, ' 6~Reconcilia(i<ih of figur~s-· . 111~ ]:)epart-. 
ment should explain the steps taken to reconcile the figures, . · -, ' · 
' . ' ' , • , I I . . ~ . . : 

.·_ . - I . . . -~ , , / 

.... (9) Page 87, Para. 11-· Shortage .of Star.es-.·. The Department 
i q should . explain the steps taken to write. off the loss . under the orders. 

• 1 of cbmPietent: authority. · ', . 
. . ,. 'ROAD TR~NSPORT CORPORAtlON .· 

. . . . ··. '. \j / .l \ . ' . 

' · ; · . {10) Page 92, Para. . 7'F-Non-compi/ationJ preparation of 
·Ac,:ounts-The .. Department should 'explain the reasons · for which 
the accounts of the ll organizations were not , prepared. The . 

"Department concerned: should expedite: the preparation of accounts 
which are still pending and submit them to the audit within three 

- months. · . - · · · · 
- , . .' . . ' . . ·' .. : , . I .. 

1 (11) Paee 98, Para. 88-. Reconcilation · of :figures-··. The Depart-. 
unent should, explain the s~eps taken , to ·. reconcile ' the . abnormal . 

· ditferc~ of Rs. l ,S.4,74,577 QetW~ the twb fianres: \ · 
' •· ' . . ' ... -- ' I ' 
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· H2) Page '98, Para .. 8~Physical verification of Stores-The 
Department· should explain .why: the physical verification of Stores 
was not conducted at· the end of. the year, , .. 

• .> (13), P,age . 98·, Para. 9~Sundry Creditors..:_The' . Department 
should explain the steps taken to. liquidate the heavy balances under · 
sundry creditors. · ·· · ,_ . · 

. . . . ' . I 
. (14) Page 98, Para. 91~/earance of-Bills-The Department 
should explain the steps taken to adjust and cleat the bills, of the ' 
central stores, ' The reason fot non-adjustment- should. be. explained; · 

' (15) Page 98, Para. 92-J~xcesses and -$hor(ages-:-The I Depart 
ment should· explain the steps taken.to investigate the.circumstances 
leading ··to the shortages and excesses of Stores and the· latest .position 

· of recoveries be explained, \ · 1 , · 

LABO~: ,/) ' .·· MUHAMMAD NAWAZ ' 
} •. ACTING CHAIRMAN, -- 

.\ , Thi 22nd April, 1961~ J . Standing Committee on Public Account&, 

. ..--. 
j 
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. 7S,S30 
. Amount of Saving 
Surrender 

rn Page 48-. Grant No. 7-. Charges . 011 account of - M~to~ 
VehiclesAct-B-lnspecti9n of Motor Vehicles=Excess Rs.19,211- 

(2) Page 6, Para. 12(z~Sutrender in excess. o(Savirig-, G.ran't 
.· No. 7-· Charges on account of. Motor Vehicles Act~B-ltispection of, 
Motor Vehicles- . . ·· 

r. 

Member.· 
Member . 

Member . 
Chairman. 

· .. I. The following were presenti-e 
(I) Mr. Zain Noorani, M.P.A .... 
(2) Chaudhri Muhammad Sarwar Khan, 

. _M.P.A. - 
(3) Chaudhri Muhammad Nawaz, M.P.A. 
(4) Rai Mansab Ali Khan Kharal, - 

. · M.P.A. 
(5) Syed Imran Shah, C.S.P., Additional - Expert 

Secretary · . to Government, of West Adviser. 
Pakistan, Finance Department. . 

(6) Rana - Muhammad. Yasin, P. A. & A. S., • By Invitation .. 
Accountant-General, West Pakistan. 

(7) S. Manzoor Elahi, .C. S. P.·, · Member, Bylnvitation -. 
Board of Revenue, Rehabilitation and 
Excise and Taxation, · 

(8) Mr. Hussain Haider; .c: S. P., Secretary, .By Invitation.' 
' to Government of West Pakistan, 

· Transport Department . . . . 
(9) Mr, Aslam Awais, C. S; P., · Member By Invitation. 

(Finance), West Pakistan Agricultural 
. Development Corporation. · - , 

(10) Mr. S. A. Gardezi, P.C.S., Secretary By Invitation. 
. .. . (Revenue), Board , of Revenue, West 

Pakistan. · ' · · 
· Chaudhri · Muhammad. :Iqbal, S.K., Secretary, · Provincial 

Assembly of West Pakistan; acted as Secretary of· the Committee . 
. II.·· . The Committee took. up consideration of the explanations 

of the following Departments in respect of the items appearing -in 
the Appropriation Accounts for the year 1961-62. . . 

- TRANSPORT DEPARTMENT 

, .. 69 

PROCEEDINGS OF THE MEETING OF THE· STANDING 
COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC. ACCOUNTS.· HELD ON 7TH 
DECEMBER, .1967 AT 9-00 A;M -. IN 'TEA ROOM' OF Tim 

:· ASSEMBLY.BOJLDINq, LAHORE, . . 

... 
~~----------------- .. 



·~-----------------------· 
-·~ .... 

' . 
Page 121---(}r(int :No. 33-· . Miscellaneous-1~1~E:rpehditl;lre in 

· connection. with "the . R~habilitatioit of. Rejugees-« :· .: · '· .· . . 
··Rs···.·, . . . ·. 

TG 

.. The Department explilin«f that' in fact this is not a <=de in whicli 
surrenders were made in excessof.savings, The excess of.-Rs.19.211 
was due to the payment of publication charges in respect of applica.:. 
tions received from the apolicants in excess· of those anticinated by . 

_this Department. Under the Motor Vehicles Rules the publication · 
of applications for certain classes of permits is to be madeat the 
cost of the apnlicants concerned. Accordinglv the cost is, duly 
recovered iri advance from the annlicants and denosttedJnto the 
treasuries. This procedure was· followed in this case and the excess . 

. amount' on the cost of publication was recovered in advance. Thus . 
the cost to Government.was nil and there was 'no surrender in excess · 
of. actual savings in so far as sub-head "B~Inspection of Motor 

. Vehicles" was concemed. -, · 
... . 'The -. explanation \V'.aS .• considered sati~factQty and', the. item Was 
dropped. · · · 

·RElfABILITATION DEPARTMBNT 

- 



EXCISE AND .'FAXATION DEPART~NT. 
'Page 4, Para. 8, read with page 48-(;rant .No. 3- Provincial 

E~ise-;-Excess Rs e . :3,2q,458-· The· Department expta.ined. -that an 
expenditure of Rs. 15,14,032 had been incurred .agatnst the fi.nal. 
grant of Rs. 13,27,700 under the minod had "E-Cost pf Opt~m 
supplied to Provincial Excise Department" subordinate to the major 
head "8-· Provincial Excise". The net excess comes to Rs. 3,86,332. 
After deducting the savings of Rs. 65,~74 · un_der the various other 
minor: heads, the net excess under this ma)Or head comes to 
Rs,. 3,20,458. I ' ' 

The Department further stated that the exact circumstances of. 
. the excess · could · not be ascertained as the 'relevant . files of · the 
. ,defunct Directorate have been. mispl~. on accoun.t 'of. re-orgam 
ation of the Excise and.. Taxation · .pepartmeot in , 1962. The 
recoACWation. of ·ta,uu of oxpeaditute ·could not, therefore, be 

' 
. As regards (iii), Jhe J_\1:1dit . pointed out that ~n:penditure incurred 

Jn excess o( budget provis10~ fot the _purpose . of. towin~ was· 
Irregular bemg in contravention of the Finance Department circular 

· Jetter No, 107-B0-1/57, dated 10th September, 1967 which reads as 
follows:- · : . · ' · . 

"Expenditure on travelling allowance and contingencies· calls 
for greater· vigilence by . the. Drawing. 'and ... Disbursing 
Officers as well as by the countersigning authorities, It 
should particularly be seen that the. · Budget provision 
made under the respective sub-heads· in. the relevant 
Demand for Grant· is not · exceeded and the progressive 
account of expenditure incurred is. indicated without fail 
on filie Memorandum· printed on Travelling Allowance. 
and Contingency · Bill form. Any travelling allowance 
or contingent -bill, which does 'not . conform to .. these 
instructions, will run: the risk of not · being admitted in 
the Audit Offices." 

The Department contended that-' the excess had been necessary and 
could n~t b~ avoided m. ~he}nterest .of effici~ncy, in the interest of 
the finalisation of rehabilitation work. · - 

.. The Committee appreciated the contention of the Department 
and believed that the excess had been incurred for genuine reasons. 
However, from the budgettary point of view itcouldnot be over 
looked. If this practice were to spread to other departments and 
each one of them were to consider themselves competent to . spend 
moneys on travelling and tours in. excess of . the budgettary · pro· 
'visions, the purpose of the entire budgettary system, as prevalent in 
Pakistan. would collapse. 

Subject to these observations the Committee decided to drop. 
the l?ara. 

71' , I 
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. carried out. with the .aµq.it depa.rttttent at the appropria:te. time. The . 
Accountant-General, West Pakistan was requested to <furnish .·· the · 

·details' of expenditure df Rs. I 7;14,032 along with the copies · of ' 
· invoices. He replied that the relevant record of his office pertaining 
to the' yea,r 1961-62 was destroyed · by fire. · . · . . . 

. . . . The Department.further explained that for ~c;ountilig :i,uri,oses. 
the· opium is purchased from. the Government Opiuµi Factory by . 
the Excise· and Taxation Department at Rs. 165-· pet .seer and 

', supplied to tllelreas!Jries' fro~ where it is sold to tp.e opiumUcenc,ees 
• at. Rs.190 _perseer 1.~. ata profit of Rs. 25 per seer: .' The · Excise 
Department purchased opium worth Rs. · 17,14;032 from the opium 
factory in_,il_,61-62 against sanctioned grant ()f Rs; 13,27;700. The 
accounts for the . year ,1961-:62 under this minor. head .were 
Rs, 13,29,500. · Thebudget estimates of Rs .. 13,29,300 for 1961~62 

.were repeated as 'accountsfor l96t-62 in the printed Receipt Budget 
of 1963-~4. · The ac~urits for 1961 .. 62 were · obviously· .incorrect. 
The revised estiinates.for.1961-62-as shown ... bi .the printed Receipt 
Budget .for 1962 .. 63 were Rs. 19,77,032.. It is thus obvious thattlie 

· ·expenditµre ofRs . .17 ,1_4,032 · was not only recouped. btiCspbstantial 
profit of .Rs, ),62,968 was also earned, Therefore · tlie · pu:bUc . 
exchequer did not suffer in any way'. · · · · ·· · 

· The Audit poit)ted 011t that on a. requestfrom. the· . Board of 
Revenue they had. supplied the figures of expenditure to the depart 
ment and the same were confirmed by them in' February.,.1964. The . · 
Audit contended that having confirmed the- figures, how could the 

· Department dis.pµte. the same now. . . . ·· .- ., . · . . . . - .: · , · 
, . J'he Department .stated· that in' th.e absence . of the records .\Vitl1 · 

.them they had not been .in a position to dispute the: figures suppli~ 
bythe Audit. and, as such, ·they had accepted·these,figutes_in-- ·g~r.>d 
faith; . The ·pa. p. ers;.on which the. figures .s.• uppli.· eq~b. y th.· e • Au4it we. r.e _ 
based, had .also subsequently been burnt m a fire .m the Accountant- .: 
General's Office .. · . The Audit was, · however, of thy view 'that in ·the 

· absence :of records; both in· the Department as well as .in . the office 
of the. Accountant-General, it: was not possible at this stage to get a 
detailed explanation with regard to excess although. ,the fact remain- .. 
ed that the excess ·did o_ccur and. has now to be .r regularitecl. The 

·. Committee felt that . the Department- would not •. normally · have· 
accepted the · figures sµpplieii- by Audi; ~tiles~ .their teco<i<i:s. had been 

. in existence at that time. · However In view· of the . fact ,that· the 
relevant records · were not available with· both, the Department" · as 
well as the Audit., there was no basis on which the Com.inittetf coui.d 
proceed and, therefore, decided to drop the .para, hoping th_at for the· 
future at least· responsible .people in · responsible positioµ . ili· tpe 

· Government wolild . tea.Ilse their· responsibilities and _try to preserve 
itnporfant records. . ' '.. - ,' - . . . . . 

· , .:the_ bonun.ittee further decided to- recommend. regttlar~ation · 
,of th<?. ~ex9~s -, exp~noitl.11'e. · · · · · : - · · · · ' · · · '· · - ... 

• • . • . ~·· ... .,.~.. •• .. • - ~ • < • • . ~ 

, .. "'C .·,~ ,,.-.····· ..,. 
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LAND UTILIZATION· DEPARTMENT 
. .' ). ' 

,(: . (1) ·'Page 3~ 'Para~;·s read 1, ·with . pag~/ 3j5 ' ofr' Appropriation.,~ 
Accounts for t960.;.6J~ Grant No. 35~Developinent~Sdvtf!,g -under 
'.1-C:-Col?ni'zati?1J.-. ... · .. , .. · · : , , · 

.. (2) Page 3~ Para. 5 read with page 96 of· )he Appropriation: 
Accounts.f(?r 1961~62 Grant'.No. 21-qeyefopmertt~C-ColqlJiZatio!l .. _, 1 Saving -Rs. 4~33,43~. · · -, .v , J ,', 

. Neither the Secretary of,tfie 'Department was,ptesent1in the · 
meeting .. nor any . working papers' for the. above two items · had ~µ · 

·. furnished · by the' Department.: . . . . , -: · . . , \' . . . ·, · .' 
. ,.· The 'Secretary of the Department .had asked th~ Chairman of . 

.the Agricultural· neyelopment Corporation . to . attend Jhe ·, ~eeting. · .' 
Member ;(FiAance), Agricultural_ J?ev~lopment Co~·t?rat~ori' attenge~ , 
the meeting but he hadno working -paper,s :for.the items, .. · ·. .:'. ·· 

• .. . . . . '. I .' . . . . . ' .·. ·' . , . . . 

.. The Committee .had,.therefo~e,t,r defer the items to be taken 
. up on 14th December, 1967. · · · · : · 

· '·. REVENUE.DEPARTMENT -~ , . ". . . i'. ·, , ... , . , : . ' . . . . . . I 

. , Asthe workingpapers had not .been '~:upplied bythe Depart 
cyient to the Accountant-General's Office. aµd the Finance· Depart:- · 

. ment, in time, they could not go· through them. . Toe working pap~rs 
.' · -. ~m,plied, to the 'Cemmittee were also incemplete, The X:ommittee, , 

, tnetefore, decided to def~r-considerati'on,Qf the':fte~ pertaining-to, 
Revenue Department and to consider ; them . OJ). 18th December, 
19,67. The Department.was asked .to' maketheir -working . papers 

.'complete. . · . ; : \ ·· ' · · 
m. The cooimittee .then adjourned to ~eet again on >sth. ·; 

.December, 1967 at 9~00.a.m.· ·. · ~ . · .. ' ,' ·.; · . · · · 1 

.· ' 'LAHORB:. ·- ,,· } 'i . . l. ZAIN NOORANI .,- . 
· _ , . . . } .· " . .' . < ,CHAIRMAN; · , 

The.Tth December,·1961.JStanding Committee on·Public Accounts. 
' ' . . . ;\ .)· 

r . J ·... J r 

. 73 ·.·• 
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PROCEEDINGS OF .ras MEETING OF THE STANDING 
COMWT'l'EE ON :PUBLIC ACCOUNTS HELD ON sra I - 

DECEMBER, 1961 AT 9 .. 00, A.M. m 'TEA· ROOMI oF nm , 
,ASSEMBLY BUILDING,' LAHORE .. ' , '. r, , , · 

I. The following, ~~re. present:-. 
;(1)· Mr. Zain Noorani, M.'.P.'A. . , . .. Chalrman; 
(2) Chaudhri · Muhammad Nawaz, M.P.A., . .. Member, 

--, - - I_ . • I , < . _I · - •.• -: , 

{3) ! Rai) Mansab .Ali Khan Kharal, 
M.l>.A/: 

(4) Chaudhr.i ~uhammad· · Sarwar Khan, .. 
M.P.A.. .' ": ~ · · 

' ~ ) ' ' ( 

(5) Khan -Malang Khan, ·M.P.A. . . . Member, 
: ' ' ' ' l ' ' '' 

· (6) ',. Syed .Akhlaq Hussain, , T. Q. A., .. C. S. P.,' , Expert 
1 and Syed .Imran Shah, C.S.P., Additional ' Advisers. 

. Finance . Secretaries,'. , Government of ' / · 

. · West Pakistan, · 
(7)' Rana Muhammad Yasin, P.A. & 1iA. S., .By Invitation. 

. , Ac90untant-<Jen~r~J, West Pakistan, , · '. ' 
, (8) Mr. Muhammad Y ousaf," C. R P.~ Addi- By Invitation, 

tional Secretary, Planning and -Develop .. 
ment, Government of West .Pakistan. 

(9), Mr~ M. 'Masood, c. s. P., Secretary to By'Invitation, 
. .Government of West Pakistan,' Auqaf I .»: ' '.·· 

Department. 
I .· . I'. - I 

(10) Mr .. Shafi-ur-Rehman, C. S. P., . Secretary - By Invitation. 
to Government of ·West Pakistan, Law. 
De~artfuent .alongwith Mr. Munir. 

. Farooqi, • Solicitor. to, Government . of 
1 

• West Pakistan. ·.. · · · ,, 
1 

. 

·, (11) Mr. Masood-ur-Rauf, C. S. P., Secretary By Invitation, 
to Government .· of West Pakistan; Infor- 
mation Department. . 

(12) 1 Mr. -. Muhammad Aslam Bajwa~ C. S. P., By Invitation; 1 

. Secretary: to Government \of ·1 West' 
Pakistan, Labour Department. · 1. 

· '(13) Raja Ahmed· Khan; P:c.s., Registrar, ByInvitation .. 
· · _ Co-operative Societies, · · 
· (14) Mr. ' Asif :Ali .Shah, c s, P:, Deputy,/ ByInvitation, 

' Secretary, Industnes, alongwith ~Drrec- , _., . 
J ' · tot of Industries and Controller, Printing ,. 

( ' and Stati.onezy, West Pakistan. . I 

o. 

. ' 

'"-_' 
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. 0 

7,858 . 

17,853 · . 

. . ' 
Contingent Estt. 

9,995 

l;596 
.642 

:. 842.- 
364 

·_865 '- . 

2,018 
\ 

3,668 r I 

,. 

v_ . 

. ·: i 

. )' 
\. ' 

l ~ ·----~ . \ ' 

·· Chaudhri. Muhammad -Tqbal, S.K., .Secretary, . Provineial ' 
Assembly of West Pakistan, acted as Secretary of the _Committee~ . 

_) . · ':·. ii. The Committee considered .the explanations of rthe Depart 
m~n,t~ in respect of the following items appearing 111 the Appto 
priation Accounts for the years 1960-61 and 1961-62 :- __ 

PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
~ (1) Page 4, Para. ·s,, read with -page 162 of the Appropriation 
Accountsjor 1960-61:..;e-...Grant No. '12 General Administration-C« 
Secretariat and Head Quarters Establishment-12(1)(e)-.. · i , -. 

- Rs.· 
Final Grant . 5;16,500 ·, 
Actual. Expenditure . 5,41,004 
Excess _ - -, - 24,504 

The Departmenr 'explained th~;t-, · , ~- - - ·· . _ 
.(a) the Modified grant was Rs. S,16,500 and actual expenditure 

was Rs; 5,J4,352·98. The expenditure 'therefore exceeds/the revised 
provision by Rs;,17,851•02 and inot Rs. 24,504 as intimated by the 

- Audit' Office~. The difference i.e., Rs. 6,652~98 i~ actually _ the ex,- - 
penditurewhich has not been booked -by - the_ .Aecountant-General 
correctly. This amount pertains to Lahore, Multan and Sargodha 
.Divisions with which the Planning and Development Department is 

- not concerned at· all. _ Therefore, the Department is )1p{ in a position 
t~ render. an account of this expenditure. 

1 
· 

·. , (b) ~e excess expenditure is withint5%, of thefinal grant of 
_ ) - Rs. 5,16,500 for 1960;..61 and is mostly ascribable to the creation of 

the~ .following posts· in· the Pl~g ~cl .. Development · l)epai:tment.\ 
this amount is normaj and it rs admissible from Aud:it · point ot · 

. . . --\. vtew.-- . 
· · , (1) ©~e post of Assistant General 1?con~nn:ist 

I with effect from 15th_ December, I 960. ·-- · 
(2) Orie post of Research Officer with effect 

from 15th December, 1960.. _ . -- - - . : . ·. 
; (3) One_, post: of ~ibraria.n with e.ffect · ·!r?m 

15th December, 1960. __ .. . 
. (4) One 'post - of Economic Investigator.. . 
(5) Onepost or-Computing Clerk. 
(6) em;e· post of· ~ten~_ Gr. II.: . · 
(7) One post of Peon. - · · 

·'...:....-· 

. 7 .. · 

. \ 



'I ;· 

_i 

' , .... 

1 •. <· I' 
•, 

I ' 

I,' . ( 

. . (3) Ptige 4; Para. 8, read with. l'age, .. ,5,_{ of" . the . A.ppr.dpria.,tioh · 
Accounts. for' 1911 I;(j2-. ·•· Grant. No> 13L-Adminis,trqti()n ·'ofi ·Justice-~- . 
3'-Ml!:fafsil Establlshment+- · ;'_ \ ·n:·;; 

I' I' ~/- ~ 

... ; .1:. Grant , . ..; 8·;77/fJJJ'· 
· · Excess · · · . , . . . . I;Q7;,56;0t ', 

:. ! The DCPiartment explained that the excess· was mainly · under 
t~ .. pii,mary units of "Contingencies" a!l~ "Otpe( All<>Wa~ces . :.and 
Honoraria" under th~ head ·";27-·. Administration ~f Ju~1ce-;B-Law, · 

·otµc_ers, B~--Muf~~sil' E~tal)lishment". The .contmgencies, covered 
' .'the-payment. of' fees' paid ·to -the counsels engaged ht- the .Supreme ,_ 

· C(>_u~private counselengaged lo defen..d.on behalf of. Govemµie~t 
in ·the ·Subordinate Courts and the .fee paid to Tel!lf>orary . Public · , ,. 
Prosecutors engaged: ori fee-basis, to defend pauper ~c~us~d. The 

• . . \ • . ' • ,, l·.. , . 

( ·' I ... 

·( ) 

.16 · <, 

. , . I!\ . . .•.• \ ~ . . .. · , .· '. , 
Tb;et,al?dve, ~x~enditure. could not be foreseen: because the. P.roppsals 
for. creating; tlie po~ts Jvere . initiated milf h atter the passing of' the ' 
annual b.µ4get. . The necessity of these posts 'arose for the work, re- . 

. ~twg;Jrom the, implementation -of the Five. Year Plan which could. 
not be visualised earlier. , . . · 1 - · · 

( .· \ "/: .: I l - , . . ·. ; 

\Th~. Couµni~t~ observed tllat 'the A:ccount~nt-General's figures 
· show that th~re was .amexcess .of Rs. 24,504. while the .. Departmental 
figt1tos,show that the actual excess was Rs. ,17,851 ·02~. The. Depart 

\ ! ment stitesJhat the amount ofRs. 6,652.98 relates lo Lahore, Multan 
. arid Sargodha · Div-isj9ns with· which .. the. Planning and ·I)evelopment 

;/ Dep~tm~nt is. no~\ ~?ri~med ~t · alt Obviously this; is ·~.~ause .Qf .mis- 7. -, classificatioa. bpt· It is not possible to Iocate 1t~e 'misclassificatica, 'be- · '· 
\ . cause the;r·Accquntant-General). records have been destroyed. There 

for~, what the Public Accpunts Committee' can do at this stage is to 1. 

a~t the expl~nation · of the Planning' '.~n~ Developm.-ent ·D~ar!inent · . 
. ~ha~· the. Public ~cco,unts Co,nnn!tee. can do at this , s~e is , to , . 1 

a.dpt., th~i explanation of the Plan,nmg and. Developmeat.Depattment ;'. 1 

w,itl},tegard to theexcess, dror· . the para. and recommend . the ; 
r~gularisation\ of the excess of Rs. J 7 ;851~02. The· expenditure. of . 11 ' : 

the:},1~mainingrammmt will haveto remain uncovered.until the Audit . ~. · · ' 
. ane able to locate and find where the excess has, occurred. , · · · · 1 1 

. . . - .. ' · . · . . ... ·· . : . I . . .1 · · . 

. I •. · . <?rPage 4{Para,,8 read. withpa,ge. 54 of the .. ,;4.pproprfrition 
, Aetountsfor 1961 :64+r-GtantN01 ~2-General Ad,rzinistfation~12(}) 

(e~Planhing 'and Development Department= . . . ~ . . 1 . 
. '; .. · ..... / . . . . .· . 'r ... : .. . ·· . Bxcess1 .• • . • . ••• Rs.: 2,30,930 ·. ,., 

The'· Dipa.rtmettLhkcl, .. .not ~ub~itted:· any ; workjng:: .,pijp~rs '< in .. 
respect -of '!thi~' pa~a:. · :.A44itional · · St:eretary ·of'·: th~·_.., dep~e.~t 

. assured'th~'eommtttee tha~ the :Working·· Papers ,would ·b~ sub1,11itt¢d · 
within a week. The Committee decided, to consider' this· item too 

· on 18th December,. 1961. , , . 1 
• ' _ 

. .. . . . .\ ( 

Y · LA.W DE;J?AR'l'M~NT. . 
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, ' . 
: The explanation was found satisfactory and the.: para. 'was 
dropped .. , ' ' , ' - \' ', _; , 

' I I ·• • . ' j • ·, • ' . ·( :.,, • . \_- - '··, \ 

, pr,im3:ry · unit: "~!her. ~ow~~es: and 'Hon9raria". covered the p~y~: . 
. ment of f.ees; · paid .' to ,Advocate-Gen~ral,11 · Add~tional .: Adyoc~te~ .. · 1 

· 1 General 1n, Supreme Court cases and the :fee paid to .Govetnment · 
,,. Bleaders . arid Assistant, Govemment . Pleaders in defending .. the 

, Government, litigation w> Subordinate Courts.' Th;e expenditure 
, . ·. under · each unit is of .. ai flu~tuating nature <j~pendent' upon the . state . of Crime~ ~nd ~ivH litigatio~ f9;r and 1,roii,str. the .: qov:ernm~t in 

· :, whole province ~f W est Pakistan. and - -could not be estimated · 
accurately." 'r : ' 

77 \ ; 

'~ ,i I 

I/;' ') 
.r 

. \ 

>I 

I' 
I 
I 

.AUQAF·DEPARTMENT' ,I 
' ,' .. ,·.,',.' ·.; •. ,.· , • .• 11 • ) ' :· ... · , , ... · .r • '.· . I . . ·- _ ·.. ' -. ,, ,• 1 

•• • t . '. (l4) Page 514 of 'the Appropriation A.c<X)U~'ltS for 1960~1-Item.' : 
, Nf!; ·})6 (i) Mis-appropriatiq7: of GoverTtmf!T~t Mqf!:ey:,.-Rs. 9,s2a,....:..1n: , \ . 1. 

this case Government receipts and fees c11Jarged; by the. Nazam · 
Amoor-i-Mazhabia were not deposited iinto the Government 

· Accounts and a su~ of Rs: 9,820 was ·. m!ls-appr.opriated by the 
Accountant 'Of the Department, _: · · _ · . 1 u 

• . ,._·. . ··. .Jt . ·... . . · . .1' .. · 

· In .the meeting of the Public Ac<X,>unt~i Committee held on 31st · 
· ... January, 1967 the Departmentstated that' the· Accountant . was 

· sentenced under section 409 P.P.C. readwi~h Section St2),of Pt,even- 
. tion 9f Corruption Act; i1947 toa tin,e0 of '(ts; .8,0001or in· default to 
undergo 18 months R. I. The. fine was to 

1~e -paid in. . three instal 
ments. The, ht instalment of Rs. 3~000 was due on 16tli October,r 
1966, the second instalment of Rs. 3,000 on\ t6th November, 1966 and 
the third instalment of Rs. 2,000 on 16th December, 1966. · · \ 

f , ! . I ' 'I ' 

The Co.Qllllittee then observed that the,LDep~rtment should have 
'stated whether the fine was recovered by '.~~t:fi···:qeceniher; 1966 as ' 

.·· directed by the.'Couir,t.;, The. Committee ;dtrected.,that 'the .. Depart 
ment~ should f9niish ·,t~~* information .to ·t~e Committee at its -= 
meeting . . , · r , · · , ! . / ., · 
,. 'I,. . • . . . . , .. ·:, , ' . .. . , . . .. 

· · -The Department now stated that tlie•Afccountant filed1an appeal 1 · · 
in the Higb· Court of West Pakistan' against his convict1011· and· was 

· acquittedby .the HighCourt on 16th May(1967. · Iti:vi~w of' this, 
.th~ Commissioner, Bahawalpur: D)visi.on .intimated .tbat; the ~oney , 
could· not· be' recovered; Under .... the·, 'cireumstan~, . the <Finance ·. 

I Pe.p~I"trtlet)t has been .requested -. tp ·accord!i's~nctjon; to· wrlterolfithe 
,·,mon~y .. , \ I , ', .. ' . ••. . , ·< \. ';1 I ' ·i, .. ,', -! 

. . : ·. 'The Committee: fei\l,lhat had' proper Jigilence been' shown by 
· the Department it couJd;haye.b~n pos~ibl~ to prev~htthe Go~ertt 
~~ht· from this, loss.', .The records as pre~etit~!' t9 th~ Comtmtte~, 1 
did' not even show' whether a proper departmental · inquiry was fl 
conduetecLagainst ·the supervisory· st~ of not. Tue· Department .- 
·W<isbed, .to stress that tlus1 matter related 'in( the now· defunct· Idara 
r .' ' ' I . ··Jf , : Cl : \· . ' c 
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I ·7g , 
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Amoor-e-Millia which was then directly hunder the control of the 
Commissioner .and not under - the. administrative control of the Auqaf" 

- ·· Department who' subsequently inherited; it The 'Committee was o( . 
the.view that having "inherited this .legacy" it was up to the Depart- · 
ment, on taking over the supervision of this .Idara Amoor-e-Millia, · 
tohave inquired a_s to whowas responsible; . , .. t .: . 

· Subject to these. observations and subject to the write off by the 
Finance . Department, theparawas dropped,'. · -·· · ·\ . 

Page 4, Para. 8, read with page 84 of .the. Appropriation Accounts, , 
f-or 196I:62TGrant No. 17-Misc. D.r:partments-O-Ecclesj.a1!~l- . 

'\ ."j'-....1 '· 

: Final Grant - . · . . ·. , : l,35;730 t,' 
·· · Actual expenditure · 1,37,490 

Excess . · l,760 
I ( I ' '.. The Department explained that according' to the 'figures 'intimated 

1 . by the Commissioners the net excess worked out to' Rs. 11,492. 54. I, 

· - "The difference between the Audit and Departmental figures was due· 
to the reasons that· the figures 6f actual expenditure were not recon- 

i ciled with the Audit offices . by various Commissioners who .. have 
been directed ·ti:> issue ,war.rung letters to the officials concerned who 
could not . complete th~reconciliation work at .proper time. 

. . The Committee directed that 'the Department should first re 
. sonc,il,e the· figures with _the Audit arid thereafter furnish eXP;l~nation 

·, in respect of the reconciled figures. _ The Department . should also 
take action against the officials who failed to complete the reconcilia- 
tion work. · · · · · 1 - • : · - •· · 
~: . , . ·, . - ·-V ,_ 

. - The para. was deferred . to· be taken up alongwith the accounts i for 1962-63. ·. . \ ', c.,: . ·• · · · -. .. · . · 
, ( ·. . . . . \. . \ . . ' ' ', . . ' 

, INFORMATION PEPARl'M~~T -r: 

. . APPROPRIATION ACCOUNTS· FOR 1961-62.-" ,· . _. .. ·. . .· . ~ . . .. - . 
. . (I) Page4; Para. 8 read with .page55-_ Grant No. 1'2-Gerieral;: ' 

Administration-Yi (1} (r)-lnformation Department=- .i ·, -, , ... 

,,/ ' Rs ·. · , 
' I . • ' . 

. Grarit. -. ·2,41,700 -, 
1 

. Expenditure · . . . _ > 2,45,538 , ./ 
-:· · Excess •. . -. 1 ' ••• • ..... . · 3;tt38 · · ,,-. 
Th~ Department explained that the figur~of the filial modified. 

grant and actual expenditure for the year. 1961-62 have been verified.. · 
The excess amount of' Rs. 3,838 though· trifling.. was · due to drawal, 
of pay ofofficers from 24th' April, 1962 to, May 31, 1~62 (Rs. 1;258)r;' ··. 

· funds for which could not be· arranged as the decision to- convert - 
one' of the five 'posts •of' Section· Officers into' that •of' officers Ineharge 

•
. .Pressin.Senior Class! was taken towards theclose of theyeai::..1Jie 

remamingexcess resulted from the: adjustment .of telephone.bills at .. 
. the .clos~ ofthe _year)vhe11 it was not possible to ask for extra fuijd,s: ' 

\ 

i - ,', 
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; .··· ··_.1:l.te,explanatiofl of'the'DJpartnientwas accepted and the'p1ui ···wa:s dropped. r ,.· · · . · .. · . .· · _., · .... 
. ·_ .. .' : . -·. • . -_. • . . . ' . . ,, : . : . .' .· ·:', .·· . . ·. . . _- ·. ! .::.. . 

· · · .: (2) }!ag(! 4;iPara. 8/read· with 'page 85-· · Grant No.;11-Mfsc; 
Departm,mts-t-Pr.Public .Relatidn~ · ': . : ·· · · · , . 

, .. ', . _I. ,. ., .. · ... I. . 'Rs .. I 

· Grant r: . • • • . 18,64,360 < · 

E~penditure 1 • • • -, 20,74,913 
Excess ' . . ~ · ;2,10,~S3 . 

_ ... .the Department explained that. the . net excess of Rs. 2,i0,553 
consisted _of excess of Rs. 2~28?908 in .Accountant-Geaeral,' .West 

.Pakistarr Circle, Rs.: 15,936: in,.:Northem Area Circle, partly. counter . 
balanced ·by a saving of Rs. 34,28(}. in Southern· Area 'Circle, 'In ' 

the. Accountant-General; West Pakistan . Circle; the excess •· ofi 
rRs. 2,28;906. was du~ \o .Post~g of ~rtafu .Officer . drawing • _lngh~ · 

.. pay (Rs. 2,470), provision of insufficient funds for pay . of: non- 
· gazetted establishment' ·c~ 5,7p),-' 'excessive' touring by Officers · gf ., 

... the ~btfo Relations Department (Rs, 1,500), non .. provision of funds·.~·· 
for, '()the~· , Allowances , .. and 1 Honoraria f or non-gazetted staff · . 
(Rs .. 3,100) · and Rs;' 2,16,f2J under Contfngencies, "The details ·J of . · ' . 

. , excess under contingendes : and! reasons therefor were reported · to . 
be as under i=- ·· . , ) ·. , _ -. ': 

(i) · Cost of . Chevrolet Chassis and· Custom 69,61-5 
. Duty· thereon, · · 

1 
•.. 

. ;, (ii) Cost. of dry battery radio· sets; .. -~ · 
.,C(iij)JPufCpase of photographic gooo,s: : ... 

_ · · . (iv) Payment ofprinting charges of 'General 
, Affairs of Lahore" ,to · Government-, -. 

-Press, ·,, 
(v) Payment of-outstanding bills of enter-:: .· 

~ tainment charges, · . · 
. , . (vi) Celebration-of Pakistan.: ancL Quid-e-. 

. Azam's Buth.Days. . . .. i . 

·· _,· ''°<vii> Wrong booking by.·Accouritant .. oeneral'~ .. -j 79,~77 
-·r . Office t_o D.:P;R.'s accounts, · _,, : . _ ; · . .. . .· ... •···. 

The cost of Chevrolet Chassis, Dry battery radio sets . arid ._ photo 
graphic goods was provided for. hi.· the budget _· of _1960,BJ, but . -. the 
debit was 'actually raised' "at the end .of -the .. financial · year 1961-62 · · · 

'. · when there was no timeto-ask for provision offunds. The printing, 
bills and . entertainment' charges bills a]§.0 'related 'to previous vears 
but paid.,during·\961·-~62: The Jvlilita:cy Secretary to the. Governor 

· .. aµd Deputy Commissioner,' La4~reincun,:e4 expenditure of R.~· 12,000 
·. <>1?, crlebraJion of ~akjst;aµ Day_an_d,lls'.: ~!000_. .on · Quad;1-i,\zam's. · . ,, 

v Birtn Day, respectively but .debited .tbe ~xpem;hture to the accounts 1 1 
· of the Public Relations without making equiv:alerit provlsion in the 

l · 

) .. 

·~ i 
\ 
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··\ . - - . ' - - .-_ ' . •. -' .. · -'._ .. I i· . ; , · IH~gg~t. :;Ip .r~ard. to 'iuncnint,.of.,Rs:. ·79~677, thi& was~-. errop.eously . \·!. 
s~~wn PY Ac,countant General, _West Paldstat1' in· the· :A<!countf .. bf!. 

,tl:ie .former ;P. R. Department under the caption "other. _boot adjust .. 
1 )nertts"_ but this aiount does not pertain to- Public Relations Departs ' I 

.,. ~J=~!;l~f1:;~ l~,9~:.:~~ ~i!tfu~!~~!sa;lrt~:!~eit·c:;t~~iitJ\ '"-·' \,:'' 
'1 ' .. Northern Area, , '.Peshfiwat Circle. consisted . of. Rs: :.3,224 and . 

. . Rs. 12,71.2 ... lite former amount which pertainedto staff. for Copul 
S<?D' film Screening was not recovered from the . Central. Govern- 
me4L :rb.e remaining atilounLqf:·Rs:'J4~712 was drawn i11. excess to i 
make a, payment- to: parties whose: r;ms could not i·1 be: · passed ', on - !. .·. \ 
aeemiat: of.embezzlement-of Rs. 13,009 by'Mufti Muslit~q Ahtt,ted, · 

-~ashier of Peshawar Office wb,p is~ still absconding ;~Jld a criminal ..... I 

,~as~ :agajnst' .him is pending in .the' .·ooutt., .The -Government \'has 
. airea-dy,otdered the.·r~ovety of-the: outstanding amount. against 

_. Multi Mu~htaq Ahmed -by :·auc~ioning · his' >,slrare ' in ia, .:, house . in : 
· Pe~pawat. ', ·The auction:has' not been effect~d so far as nobody is ·· · 
.prepared to bfd for-thathouseaccording to. the.Tehsild_ar Peshawar, _. 
-. .··· .. ~The 6epartnie~t requested for tnor~. t1me· to en~ble · · the~· · ·i, 

· · trace ·c~tt'ai!l ·record.s. 't><lrticw~r1y records '. reg~r~i.4g item .· <i~>: · above. 
· The .Committee decided to defer the consideration of tlie para to be 

. , / . t,ken ... up alon~tb· the ~C?OUJ!tS ,· for: ~ 9~2:·63. . T~e (;~~@ttee de- \ ,, J l -f; · 
· .. · ,srr,~q; that the wro9g. booking Jll the · Apc<Jut1taRt-General's- 1 Office : · 

, should -ajso be ,ven~ed. · · _ · . . 1 - : \ , ·· · 

\ • > • • .' ... . '. . ' .' •• ''• ; • • • ; : J_ ..... ': . . . . . .·· ·1 • . • 

·' - .(3) Page '25,- Parq: 45:-;Vn-necessqry retentian:of moi:zey-:. 'In this · 1 

case_the.A.uditnote~Jhat,a,.sum of Rs. 4,?36 1was · drawn :_on.· 22nd 
lune, 1960 out of which; amount-to' the tune 9fRs, 3~073·was.'th.sburs~ 
ed,.andthe: ten:iainiitg balance :9f Rs. l,663 \payable'to1a .,.llotel on · .;···!~ 
aceount. of office .rent was unnecessarily retained in hand . and paid in . ' 

· 1 · • 1ugust, lQ6i. i.e. after a peri9dJofmor.eth,aii one year. · This unneces- . 
, , sary drawal andretentionof money out' of Government exchequer · 

. . . -was brought to the notice: 'Of the Departjnental a:utb;orities who pro- · : " 
. : . , mised .to avoif tecu~enc~ - of such irregularity' iµ f:yture·., · ·' 1 

; .. · .' ·.. . 'I ' - •.· . •{ •· . •\ __ c . . ' ' f 

· . 'The Department exp~~ed that a.sum of R$.:4,736;was drawn onj t 

22nd June, 1960 ,by the ·Office- ,of the .Director · Tourist . Bureau, . 
. Peshawat (later on abolished with effect from 24th April. ~962·) to ' \ -. .. make 'pa:yment'tQ the pean's Hotel, Peshawar on accorint.ofthe· Office: ·· '1~ 

· rent_ an~ to ·n,ie_ef·ot~~r charges. ·011t .of !his amou. nta.suru' of Rs. ~.'Q. 73 . , 
. w~s J>atd. to the parties 'cpn®medle,avJRg a ba,~ance, Qf~s: l,66} pax-: • . 

I . · ableto th,e D;an's Hotel .. on account of office ,rent1 Out .of this · · ' 
1. . balance, 'expenditvre. ofRh s. 9_17. was inculirred o1. ~;the'.;<'t>ac}rng~'T'f~our 

untlerinstructJons:Jroi;nJ le Director.Pub le .. Re afions, Laflore: .1nere J·_ 
remained· ·~··balance o( /Rs~. 746 which cbuJd not be '.P~id • to the Hotel , ' 
because: of 1the .fact that maior portion, Of the a.moubtw.a,s recov:etable 

·ftrim·the·He,aqquaneis (D~P.R. Offiqe) .. ,···This:was·retained·· :i:,y· ·1the 
- • •• );'." ,, 1. 

';-> .. ,;• 
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The explanation was found to be satisfactory and the item was · 
dropped, __ · . . · . , ·. 1 

.· .... , -- .. ._., . ·. ' 

LJ\BOUR DEPARTMENT ·· · ,. 
. ·· •. APPROl>lUATIONACCOUNT.FbR 1961~62. , .. . 

: ~- (J:) Page ·4, Para. 8, re'aiwith. page 83-Gr.a~t No. Yl-Misc. De- '. 
part men ts-·· M-Resettle,nent · and employment· .. Organization-« 
- 1 . , . . · .. Rs. -1 

Grant 2,15;660 
Expenditure, 1,81,515 

. . . Saving . ' 34;145 
.· · The Department explained that savingof Rs:_34,145 was due to ". 
-. the • fact that · less expenditure was incurred .· on account qf Iess }~aye · 
. salary, late appointments to the posts of certain Officers and n111~1s- , 

· terial staff, and non-payment .of rent cf· building due to · n~m receipt : 
of demands from the concerned· landlords; · . As. such the said amount 
was offered for surrender through the Second 'statement of Excesses 

. & Surrenders ~llt ttw sa,-fn~ ~a:s 11ot taken ~~t~ ~~count by the Go~ri,r 
ment. · ,· -. · · · · . . . I ,., ' 

\ ... 

. . .·· ,. . i • _·:: . I .I _si< , .. - . · .. 

.said qfficeJor a Iong tinielin;goodfaith a~d unJer the impression 
thatthe amount recoverable from the Headquarters would be receiv 
,e~in· a short time and onlreceipt .thereof the entire money would be 
disbursedtothe Hotel._ 'l'hese factsIed to the delay in. disburse-. 
ment ofgovernmentmon~y. . . . · 1 

: ... • • • 

• . .. '.._The.explanation of the .Department \Vas found satisfactory and 
the item '.was dropped. · ·. . · • - ·• 

: . ·. (4). Pqg~ 128;)Jr~ijt No. 33~k(is~.-J-17-B:}{.R.-· 
.: Rs. 

I (' 

Final Grant . . . . .11,31,170 
Expenditure: . : . · 11,4'1-,;799 

. , Excess . i;:h; . · 13,629 
•. . t • ( The. Department __ explained tb.a'.t the excess expenditure of: 
. Rs. P,629 during the year 1961-62 was due to the fact that the book 

· debit vouchers in respect of repairs· which were carried out· to the 
Main BNR Centre in Dinanath.Mansion, Lahore.iduringthe finan 
cial year l~0-61 were accepted by· the BNR at. the end· of .June, 1961 · , 
and were returned toP.W.D. for onward transmission to Accountant- 
General. The · Audit Office , books,' however, showed that the 1 

• 

amount was booked in the accounts of the financial, year 196,l".'62. . 
This.fact came to thenotice of the Department when a BNR ofpcial. 
went toAccountant-General's-office for reconciliation of finalfigures 
of expenditure fortheyear 1961-62; By this time the financial-year · 
had closed and no additional funds could be. demanded.' · · ;. ' . .. . . . .. - . . . . ·-. ; 

~ -. ,' ,l 
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. C ' -- The expfariati<;>li was found to be satisfac!ory and the para; was , 
.dropped. - - :. i : ..' ' - . - -- 

- ',. • •i . 
(2) Page 4; Para. 8,·-read with page 83-,Grant No. 11-Misc. De· 

p-artments-(2) Gw(ii) Industrial Courts- . " . · ~ , · ·- - 
~- , /1s . . -, 

Grant 1,W};3~- 
Expenditure - ..• - .l,80;786 

:S,avmg . _ 9,554 < 

- ·'{h~-Departme11t e,rcplairt~d--that the saving Jwa~ · due to - the, - 
followiagreasons. c- : 

1 _,. · · · : " 
,; I ,·, . 

fo· nie,Chairman 'was _a retired.Judge ofHigh,_ourt · who 
·. d:rc;,w salary at the rate_of Rs. 4,0QO P.M. less pension; 

' .. \ • •, j . . ·., 

(ii) The Special Pax atf8:ched with the post of Re¥istrar was - -- - 
' 1 not drawn as incumbent of the post ofJleg_1strar - was - 

.not-entitted to -it, being a non .. P_CS: (Judicial) _ Officer, . 
who alone could draw such allowance; - . :. - - (_ . 

, . -· ' • I ·\· • ,-'" ~ ,- - , 

-- -, · (iii) ·The post of Superintendent remained .unfilled for m · 
. months of the year. · -, _ _ -- · . , - ·- 

.. . ' . . 
The explanation was found_ to be satisfactory 'ancl the 'para. was 

dropped.. · . _ - _ · , .- , --· -_ -- 
. ' ·. . "" ,. ' ,, . 

(3) Page 4; Para.' 8, 'read with page 83~Gtant_No. 17-:-Misc.,1De- · 
partments=- G-(iil} .Mtnimum Wages-_ - - ; - .f,:-~ ' I - 

"·Rs· -- · · . ~ . . 

Grant _, :: _, ' 35,260•! 
-Bxpenditure - .. ,_ .. ·., 25~382 . 
Saving ·' \ · ·_ 1 _ :9,878 · -,_ ·/ 

The·Departmente~plaineci.that.the_saving•was_duetothefolloW;- 
Ing-reasonsi-« ., - ., : - v _ · _ 

. (f) Thepost ofAccountant, Senior Clerk, Stenotypis; -and 
- -j -> a peon remained vacant for certain __ period due .fu ban - 

on direct recruitment; _ ' , - 1 

- (iil Less touringwere _- conducted as _ anticipated. As- the 
- ' Board was newly cchstinited.Jt confined-it's .activities 

to headquarters _ only; · · - - - 
· (iii) (i)' non-appointment of 'independent member du'ritjg _ 

the whole year; · , , · __ 
, (ii}Allocation of funds on account of allowances' could 
· notbe .availed pf due· to the .non-appointment . of-, 

-1 staff; · , - - ,- 

·-'-· 

'(- 

·. _\ S.2 
,· 

) 

\- 
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. \·•CO-OPERATION DEPARTMENT 
(1) Page 3, Para; s, read with' page: 243 of the · Appropriation 

Accounts fo.r 1960 .. 61-Grant No. 23 Co-operation. · .. 
rRs. 

Final Grant 59,0S,800: 
Expenditure · ,47~06,146 
Saving . , . . 11,99,654 

The item was last considered .by the committee on 1-2-67 when 
the Cominittee askedfor more details of the savings and the Depart 
ment requested for) time Jo furnish the· details. 

TheDepartment no; explained that out ·of the allotment of 
Rs. 59,05,800· a sum of Rs. 1,63,120 was deductet by .the Finance 

• ' . ~· . . .' . - . ' ' '\_ . I 

(iv) Non-receipt <>f debit on-account of (a) costof typewritet 
(Rs. 2,426). and telephone charges (Rs. 505): Provision of 
Rs.. 2,334 for taxes, rent and electricity charges were 
not . utilized. , . · · · · · • · · 

The explanation was found to be satisfactory and the para. was dropped. · , ', , . . r" . ·-. ' ,.. ' ' 

(4) Page 4, Para.' 8, read.with page 83-Grant .!fo., l 7·ft{i'lfc.1J_e• 
P'frtments-F-/nspector of Factories-·· ·· 

'Rs. 
Grant . : . Nil 
Expenditure 1 1,07,705 
Exces ( +) . . . l,Ot70S 

The Department explained thaf the· excess was due to .. non-ad· 
justment of the. accounts against. the allocation' of the Revisaj. Budget 
Grant for 1961-62 under the head "47-Misc: Departments-G(i)- 
Labour". · "· 

. . ' ! ·,. •. , 

The explanation was found to be satisfactory and the para, was dropped. · 
(S) Page 4, Para. 8, read with page 83-Grant No. 11-Misc. De- 

part~nts-G·i~Labvu~ . . 
· .Rs._.·· 

Grant 11~74,UO 
Expenditure ... ,. 10,14,185 · · 

. Saving 1,59,825 
The explanation was found to be satisfac.tory. and the para. ~as 

dropped.. . < · . . · · 

~~------------- ........... llllllll.111111111111111 
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The same . reasons: gl~,n und~r pay 
of 0-fncers '1tnd , Pay _of Establish. 
ment. 

l : ti. 

356 
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(t) ie posts of Co-operi,,tiv:e Karket 
ing Officer~ remn!ned.- vacant 

. I (11,110). . 
(ii) Officers did not· a-v~il of Ieave. 

for' w~ich .. pro;vision existed 
(27,-770); , 

(•)" 347 Suh-Inspectors w~fe S'1nC· 
. tioned under the scheme of 
. Reconstruction:' of Rural Credit. 

Tile Sub-Ips~ctors :were tequir. · ._ 
ed to undergo 10 months , 

,,training 'before !appointment as . 
incharge of circles. In this . 
case qualified I . Suh.Inspectors · 
were not available and. posts · 
remained vu.cant. . Further 30 
posts of Senior Clerks provided, 

in :the Sehedule ' .of, New 
Expenditure were . not ssne 

·t lened. ·Hence there ' was a 
saving of Rs. 2,13,770. . 

(ii) The· following • "1POU ; staff 
was taken over on 1-2-61, 
whereas provision (jf funds 

·, existed from l-6-60. Thus 
·· saving worked , out at · 
Rs. 3,88,~10 : ...... 

Sub-Inspectbi'~ · 
Head Assistants 
Assistants · · 
Senior Clerk 
Sertio, Auditor 
Typist . 

· Audit Assist1nts 
Peon . · · 

Economy was exercised: . 

• •. 3,42,014 Total 

·T/A, 
0. A.andH. 
Contingencies 

1,23,880 
1,29,134 

89,000 

,, 

· 6,41,780 Pay,of Eshblishment· 

38,880 
B.Superinte11dence 

Pay of Officers . 

.. 6,760. T.A. 

8lic. -. 

Department,- .. vide memo. No: 1779:.Bo~u~o, dated' 5-H-1960 as this 
amountwasplaced at the disposal oftheChairman, GhulamMuham-. 
mad <Barrage Project Committee. A saving · of Rs .. ' 10,36,534 .: is 
thus left after the amount.of Rs. 1,63,120 is deducted fromthe ~aving 
of Rs. 11,99, 654 reported inthe Appropriation Accounts. The Saying 
occured for the following reasons : -. . · ·· , . . . ·: ., · · ., 

. A-Direct-i~ . 
Pay of Offic.ers ' 7 ,100 The Post of Joint Regifttrar remain- 

ed vacant during the.year. . . ,,\ 
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Rs. 
- Grant ... .28,920 
Expenditure 12,077 

. Saving 16,843 
. As the Audit had not verified the- explanation of the Department 

the consideration of this para. was also deferred to 18th December, 
1967 at 9-00 _A;M. ' . . 

INDUSTRIES, COMMERCE AND MINERAL RESOURCES 
. . -DEPARTMENT . ' 

APPROPRIATION ACCOUNT FOR 1961-62. 
, (1) Page·:'!,, Para. 5, read with page 97, Gfa'nt No. 27-Develop- · 
ment-Rslndustries. . · --. · . · . 

Rs. 
Grant 35,01,066 
Expenditure. 29,94,453 . 

' Saving . . . . 5,06,607 . 
The Department explained that the position of final grant, actual 

expenditure and excess/saving under. · grant No. 27-Development 
(excluding the figures pertaining.to the 'sub-heads R:-23to R-29 and 

\ . . . ' ' 

I 

I 
R.'s. , 

Final Grant · , 13,00,000 
. Expenditure · . . . l 8;55,005 
Saving . . . _ 5,55,005 _ _ 

. The Department explained that it had drawn Rs. 13,00,000 only 
and that the excess · appeared to be· an error; . As the Audit had not 
examined the contention of the Department, the consideration ·of 
this item' was deferredto 18th December, 1967. . . . _ 

(4) Page 4, Para: 8, readwith page 54 bf the Appropriation· 
Accountsfor 1961-62-,Gronf No. 12-General 'Administration-Vi (1) 
Jn)- . . , 

' - 
· With the exception of the saving 'ot R~. 1,63,120 the explanation of 
, the Department.was accepted by the Committee.' As -tegards the 
. saving of Rs. J,63,120 the Committee directedthat the A.D;C; should 

explain it at the next meeting of the Public Accounts Committee, · 
. (2) Page 3 Para.Biread with_ p~ge 97 of the_ Appropriatio,i 

. Accounts for 1961-62-Grant No. 21-Development-· Q-(::o-operation. 
Rs. 

Grant · 1 • .. • 3, 70,oqo 
Expenditure, . . . _3,61,146 

· Saving ·' 8,854 · 
.. . As the saving was· less than 3per cent, the para. was dropped. 

.. (3) Page 138 of the Appropriation Accounts for 1961-62-_ Grant 
No. 42 Loans and advances by theProvincial Government-Sub-heads- 
B-4(10),, B-4(11), B-4(14)- . 

I I . 

I , 
I 
I 

I 
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.,., ';/ :,86 ,. ..... ..', ' 
·- ·- , ; __ '., :·\ ···: ... >-. r .' ·..; ~ <· . _· >-, ".' .: .. _ . . . - ~ 

. · .Jl.:-3:S which ate -n~t under the control . of the Dir~t<iI'ate: of . · fridu~-' 
'. tries) was as. under according to :the final figures booked and intimat-: 

· ed by Account.atit~General, West Pakistan vide .his No. APP.lll/361, 
. 6J:r62 / 667 ,; dated ~1st September; }964 :.-· ·· · -,.. . ' .." : · . · .. · · · : 

. Final G_rant · ,":. \ _ A ctu~l Exp~ndit~re , .·. ~xcesses. j 

, Rs · , 1 . Rs. . . · -·, .. ' · R& · l · 
.· S,86,430 - . . : . 7,43,651 

1• 
• • .· . l;S?,°22t . 

The ·reasons for the \excess· of Rs·.1,57 ;221 were :thal the debits. for the. 
cost Cl>f niachinery;iindented1or the· Goverrime:ritlnd11strfal .·Schools, 

" .. : for the B<;>ys dur~ng the year, 1,,60-~ l \\'ere , ad justec.Lby. the · Audit · 
Ofl:i~e during the ye;:i( 1961-62 resultingin the. saving. of the amount 

.: -during. theyear l~~O~I.and excess dunng)heyear:1961.:62. ;' -, . 
"' . ·. .> -. The explanation was.found to. be satisfactory'.artcl tne item was 

. -_-dropped. ,-· ,· . . ... ··. ·•.. ~ ' ·. ·., . . .. 'i' i . '' . ·, .: 
-(2)'1Page 4; ,Pata.~' read with page 94--=--Grant Np. 25 .. /ndu,Ytries _,1 - 

(43)-lndustries~ · . . . . ,, · t · · '· · . .\' ' '. 
, J .Rs.·· 

I • \.~- -,. , ' • . ,. . , • 

. Grant .. : .. . , : 
1 

... .~79,16,790 .: }. ·.\. 
7 Expenditure , ,.,. ;, · , .. ·. · . . .r 81,25,~44 . , ·. · 

· Excess , - 'I;, . . _ .--'. . r : ,_ ~~·· . : -: · .1 ;49;154- · ... :.'. ·:. 
._ 1The. Dep~rt~bnt ~xp}ijin~d, that. the. a~tual.~expenditur,e. ~gain.st 

lh,e, filial grants :bf 'Rs. 79,7(,,790 was- Rs.· 79,78,667 and not.' 
. Rs: 81,25,944 as· sµown,:'jn 'the Appropriation Accounts;. The dift'e·: ,·.: .: i . .rence between the. expenditure booked by the · Audlt,Office and that " . -c 

·~ '. recordedby Direcforat~ was that an amount of Rs. 1,47,277 had·bee1t. . . . j 

:· - ti~~:d~~~~tis~ii4~~!i~:t~}\~~e~9~~i~tst te~,:~r::: ~. ::, ,, l 
of this expenditure: have nee been made availjt.bl~ by 'th.e; Comptroller'$_::: · i 
office. A repfese,ptattve 'Yas deputed to ,find,-out t,be particulars of · .. . '; :· · I 
this expetlditure:bµt unfortunately no. r~ord:.w~s .available in .the · .: I 

. office· of the· Coropti:oller to verify the ex,p~nd1tur~. .·· ~®Pt:<Jing to 
. , the books of,th~ J.)irectorate no,suq9: expenditure was inCl:lrted'and· 

, 1 _, it appears that the amount was inadvertently booked against : the 
Directorate by th~:: Comptroller's office. This needed to .be cerreeted 

· ' inthe books of t\*qit ofµce. I'' . ., :. .', "' , ,' '> · :: ·.- 
. ' Sµbjectto ~e~\ficatiori by the, .Audit 'the para. was drqppe(": ·. /' 

·' (3) Page27,'']!ara>11(J/)-. lnspectidp· Repqr_ts·&,Audit,not~. 1 . I 
Au~it -~~d)?°'jnted. Ollf that.there. 'were 4· 'Inspectiptt RepQrtS'. 1 

whose replies w~r~ awaited. . -· : ) .. · , · '; ~. _ ., . ,.. . , '· -. -- I 
• t • The ·nepartm~nt · explained that all the Inspection ;Repoiµ and 

Audit notes have since been-disposed of. . · ""''1 , :, • . 

. :. The-:etplaµatibt,1 was found '.to b~,·~!li.~f~~t~ry ~nd th~ ,·i~tpJvas ,. ,, 
dropped. ; · · - it .. - : , '. · · ··. 

1 
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These unnecessary purchases resulted in .blocking upof Government 
. capital and the heavy accumulation: of stock would also result in a 
· Joss to Government due to long storage and weather conditions. The 

.reasons for making unnecessary purchases and the conditions.of old 
stocks if deteriorated and become unfit for' furture consumption 
needed investigation. , \. r. - - 

. . . .. . 

_The Department 'explained .. · that the stores related to the Dyeing 
and Calico Printing Centre Shahdara. ·The mail). items of stores 

-shown in balance w,ere the dyes' and chemicals. Theimport of dyes 
and. chemicals was allowed by Government on import licence and the 
Controller of Imports and Exports 'issued- licences worth Rs.: 50,000 

- tQ the centre for each shipping period. The dyes and chemicals' 
were, therefore.Imported againstthe licence issued by the Controller. 

_ ·: Imports and Exports. These. items. were placed on. Open General 
.- Licen9e from the.~ear 196~~62 .. TJie accumulated stock o~ dyes and :. 

. · chemicals was utilized during subsequent years· and very httlt? stores . 
were purchased during those years. The stocks of dyes and chemicals 
have been reduced to nearly Rs. I: lakh against· Rs. 2,60,000 during 

·. the year l960~oL The centre being .a training institute had to ·keep 
· all sorts of dyes and stores .for training. purpose. Th~ centre. has, . 

however, been directed not to purchase the stores · which are not · · 
required for immediate: consumption. · · . ·• · · ' 

. ' \ ;, . . ·, • ·- - i . ~ 

The explanation was foundto be satisfactory andthe' parawas 
dropped.. , ·· 
· _ . (5) Page 26, Para: 11-J(b)(46)-Non-Fixation of cadre strength._,.. 

"According to the a1;1di! notethe cadre strength of the Vanous Depart 
ments of the Provincial . Government was not fixed \>y the· Gover~ 
ment since the Integration of West.Pakistan with the reS1!,lt that audit 

. could not exercise proper checks to. ensure that app011:1t111ent~ are 
not made in any .grade or class of Government servants -~n excess of · 0 

the sanctioned scale and that no. post is abolished or held m abeyance 
except to the extent. authorised, _ without ·the· orders of the competent 

. authority. . 

Years. Balance Receipt Total Issues. Balance 
1957-58. ~J,400' 74,715 _ 1,68.115 57,195 l;l0,920' .· ~ ' 

'1958-59 1,10,920 1;38,075 · 2,48,977 48,053 2,0Q,924,, 
1959-60 . 2,00,924 i, 32,712 2,-33,636 31,373 2,02,263 
1960,-61, . 2,02,263 88~2S5: .. 2,'90;518 30A39 2,60,079 

/ .. 

87 
. · (41 Page_ 24, Parc;,. 42-(f nnecessqry purchases of 'stor~s-. In this - ' '· 

case the Aqdi~ had pointed out that the purchases of stores were made 
'unnecessarily as was evident front the table given below: - 
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The Department . ~xp1aineci .. that the cadre .. strength of this · De- . 
partment was sanctioned by Government during. the year 1957;.58. -r- 

. The para.was dropped. . ', :. _.··' ' ·. :I ....•. ·_·, ' 
· -(6l fi:Jge 4; Para. '8,. read with page 104~Grant No. 32-Stationery 
and Printing-1.-· ·· ' /.. . .· · · · .. ' ·\ . · · ·, ··· · -: , :. · , " · . ··... , . , . . , . ,. Rs. . . .·· ... 

Grant . . 1 
· •••... 

1· 
~- ·1;94,18,400 t.; __ 

Expenditure, ... ,,. · 2,36;44,tH · · · · 
. · Excess -- .··- . . . . . ••. ,. ) '. ·. 144 25 732. - -· 

, The-:Departrileni •ave the . following: reasons · r~r ;Iie· .et«,ss 
· expenditure : .-· .. · . ' · · · · '°' · · ·· ' .- . . ,, . .- . . . . 

, · · r, .Debits.for thesupply of.Stationery P~per/Machinerfwhicli 
were actually indente.~ duri~j. the . previ.ous · ye~s · ~mounUng . to 
Rs. 45,87 ,047. wer~ raised during - 1961-62; ·· ·· . .: - · . · 

'. 

12/ 
Residual value of unserviceable article' .·of dead. 'stock. 

. amounting to .Rs, 62,703 was .charged to depreciation which . could ": , ( 
not be estimated 'at the time ofpreparation ofbudget estimates; ' . ·. 

J. A sum of Rs; 26,527 was on account - of arrears due to - , 
uniflcation · of pay scales. _ · · 1 

• -- . ' • • • • • c. .. 

, .•• 1; Total excess:of.Rs.' 46,75?77 was partly. cou~terbalanced by 
, . saving.under ot.ber item. .. _ .: . -. . . .. ·:. •. , • · .. 
' The explanation ieg~rding 'the b 'excesses gfRs/45,87,04'7 and . 

, · : Rs. 62,203 was accepted by the Committee .. 'As regards the excess 
. of ,R$. 26,527 the Deepartment assured the · Committee . that · suit- 

. able, action would be taken· against those who Jailed to ·t4~e . · steps. 
to 'make ptovisionin the Supplementary estimates ... The'Conunitt~ , · 

. , desired· that .the Audit; should watch' the' progress of· tl,le action being .. _ 
taken-by the DepartQtertt. .The Department will keep; the· Audit 

· . informed about the progress, . Subject to this observation, tlie para. 
_was dropped; ,I ' . ; / ·. . ' / . . . . 

, (7) Page 6, Para .. .12' (ii)'c--Surrender in absence of Saving-« 
Grant No. :32-Stati9rtery .and. Przn'ting-· .. ·, . ,· . 

. . ·,. .. .. ''Rs:,· 
Excess , . 44,25,732 > _ : . . · '· 

· Surrender . . ... . , .. 84510 · · : .. ,. 
' . f . • ,:· . .· • . " ·~ ·' ~··. : •· . ·' · ... · .. ·' 

· The 'Department explained :t~~t in May, l962 }he Finance De 
partmen,t decided thaf the original · grants . for. 1~61-62 be super 

. . seded by the revised grants. A$· the Department' • did not : surrender 
'any amount· aftet. theapproval' ofthevrevised: grants the sur .. 
render of.Rs, 84,SlOishown in the Appropriation .Accounts was not correct. . ·No such amount was .: shown in.' . the: draft . paras. 
prepared bv, the: Accountant-General forinsertionjh the ,Appro'" · 

.· , priation · Accounts :bcx>klet for 1961-62 and forw,arded· to the De 
partment, \ The contention of Jli.~ Department \YRS , accepted -by· the A uqit . . · / . . . .. · .. ·· . - . . 

. . t .).:' 



· ,The. explanation was f ound-to .be satisfactory and . the .para, ~as 
dropped.· · · .· . · . · .. · 

·· · (8) Page 25, Item No. 43;/oss of Rs. 52,100 on account bf Ad- 
" vance Purchases of Articles of Statiqnery-. Accordingro audit note 

in · certain· Provincial Statione;ry, Offices huge· quantities of · various 
stationery articles 'Yere p~chas~d . well .ll;l. advance arid suprlieg to 
the-local office for issue to the indentors inspire of the fact that · de 
mand from the local. office for· these ·stationery articles was.either 

.. nil or normal. · The result was that bulk of . the store . could · 'not 
be consumed during the year and a considerably large quantity 
of. the· stationery articles valuing Rs . .1~67,506 remained un-utilized 
at the end of the year. ·In. the subsequent year the market rate of , 

· the. stationery stocked went do'Yp accordin~· to which .values of Jhe 
surplus stores was reduced ~e Rs. J,15,406 with the result that Govern 
ment had to incur a loss · of Rs. · 52;100. The loss was attributed 
to the fact that the purchases were made by authorities concern 
ed without determining the . actual I requirements of the stores 

· for consumption · during the year. . The prospects of the disposal 
of stock and the -. responsibility fixed 'for unnecessarypurchase re- 

, sulting in loss to the Government needed investigation. The · 
Iatest . requireme.qt of Audit in this connection.was whether any 
maximum stock · level In respect of the items· in ~ll:estion was. 
fixed~if . so, whether the same · was . adhered . to. . The point. at 
issue was that · if the ', purchase had been. restricted to near future· 
requirements and had the requirements 'for subsequent years been 
pruchased in the next year, a total sJ.1-m'of Rs. 52,100.00 could have 
been.saved, · . . · · '· · · · , · 

. . The Department explained that Stationery . Office 'had been . 
•', assigned.tlte . function of procuring · · of Stock of Stationery Stores· 

comprising of about .800 items fpr supply to . about .4,000 indentors 
.in West Pakistan onreceipt of their demand. The stores are pro 
cured through the Djrector·. of Industries, West Pakistan, which 
generally takes about 9 to 10 months . and even more to get sup 
plies. It -is, therefore, inevitable . to. maintain, as· far as possible, 
sufficient stock · of Stationery · .. articles at. the various stationery 
Offices to avoid break down Tn the running of the Government 
Presses/Departments in -view of. the· long time taken · by the 
Director Qf. Industries in · arranging. the supplies. As. the indents 
with Director of Industries are placed 9 to 10.months before the 
supplies to various offices stait,. their actual· demands for .the 
various articles cannot possibly be worked. out. As- such, • r . asses 
sed demands (a_i;id. not. 'actual d~mands) are placed bY: the Depart- 
ment on· the Director of Industries, for procurement in the begin- 

• . rung of every year, upto the Budget grant fixed by Government, in 
terms of para.. U.5' of the ·West ,Pakistan . Government· Printing 
and Stationery Manual; 1st Edition: . The actual · demands of the mdento~ are received mb~entfy: wlucli ~nr: Irom um~ 'tl1 um~, 

89 ·\ 
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'and: ifhapp~ns ·.:to_ be . ;:n.i~re in resp®t '). of . · c¢rt~i1( <ariicl~s ,whne ., 
.-·less in<tpspe~t of . 6ther~,: .. Jhl$·.-: was ._ the.- .. cliSe·)Vith.:.·:G~etrim~( 

·P1;ess, ~esha"'.'ar~ ~~~res owing ·t? the; <l;ec1::~se,1nc;the: ~gi_ands/'Cei'~ . 
. taut articles . qf stationery remained 1nrthe , stock :1111uJili~ed,, and' . 

· which was beyond _the controlo] the Department .. , As a matter ot_. f 

.-·~· _fact· there is'.. no loss to <;,ovemment: . ·Accotdin:g to the prev~ilirtg: 
.: ·._ :ptq¥dure,!he· ,.e~_!ill$>S!OCk/JS_Yalm:daLihe:pric~··atwJi~~h -lpe;· 

.·.·. ·fres}:). 5ons~gtUI1.eIJ.t·~ irec~Jved .. ~~sulta,n~y~ .t~ere:. ls. all: ~nq-era~e 
7 _ 1n·the_:' value, of <;ertatn.,art~cles · anq.decrease:in the value qf·certaJn . ,, _.- 

. - others · due JO· 'flu~tUati()Ji in the market. 'rates. ·· There-: was; • .. there- _r-~ ·<>. :C.:, · 
I · fo.re,._a decrease in'.·theivall.lC Of only. • 6 :iatt.ic}es'.to"the eitentof .i··,·, -. 

. \ ,' RS:·52,JOO .. while.. tb,ere :was .a considerable: r increas~:>·;hrthe ,v~Iue 
·_-) ·-<~f many·othet at-ttcres.-/Jo.ill~_str~t~;. t~~:Ya,ufpf 8. _ite~s_alonf 

<: .: · ~n,~rea~~d byR.s -. :8,59,?60, 1_ Altthe u~ut1h~ed arti(rles.:. h~ymg.ll_een· 
- t\ 1ssµed _.· .subsequently ~;f. tbe rev~secl · price . bs_t; ,th~ Dep~t~ent· has 

· · \ ·otilhe' whole; earned · a : hufe profit, wJ:iich position· h~ 'n~t -beeri · 
· . broµglit, outIn the. Au~it obj¢cti9ni · There will. llowever~ .remain 

,; no anamoly - , ~ter.. intt.oductiom. -_ •. _ ·of.'.· thtr\·Commereia1 ( 'System :or:. 
. A.cco~pting W~R~:s9~e,x,ie: is- . a(p1:es~Iit under,tf¢ c01:1sicleratic,ti <?1 

· -, _ qoy~rmnent. ·,M.t~~ Ql!~and fqr .,,PfOCUJ"~J;ll~nt, qf,the Stlltl~~err~s.• 
, placed on the p1r~or;_ afln.du~tnes •- on,the·:/ b,aSI~ Qf ·assessed. r~ .. 

. - quirements ~f the IndeAtors _ and subject tp the. Buciget,J:itant '·fix~ 
;t, by:theGovernment,'themaximuni;orJhe .. minJmunr:Iimit'. for the' 'I 
. .• t11ai_ntetj~~Ce ,ah,d stqck!l]g_.pf each i~em;.\. tjannOt' .' ;1'e. -r.observed -- as -, I / 

suggested hy the A,.ud1t. . __ ._ .. __ .·_ . ,,( >' ,_ ; . \' ·- . \· 
\' . . )'he·. explanatiori· was 'found. to he '. sa;tisfacfory. ~and the item· was:· ·-.·< .. -. 
dr~pped .. '. < · .. ., < · .~.- .: _ y . . ).: , ._ · ·_ . -: ., < -. ,. - >· -_.'. r~r. ;::_'\./· 
- , ·· (9) Page 25, r Para.' · 44~utstanding_ · Go¥ernm~nt-c. Dzie~tn- , · 

. this case~ in certain Presses the following old dues· were - outstand» ' · ' 
ing· against the varfous< Departtric,nts:Jor ··the' prit1,t1iig,pf}'tQejob~-- 
and, .'supply. of- statibiit:}fy : ..,..,.. • · . -: · · · · - -. · ,. . . . ; ;_ : · ' ,-, · ··< 

. ·_ · -_ · 1954-~s·?_'. ; . . . . - _,_·_· ·-?::_R_1 . __ s __ s __ -.~_.·_··_ .. ,·._.•· __ .. 
. .·- . . ·. ·. ·:::·-~··_!, .. . . 

, .' .;' /1955 .. 5~ ,; : . · 94 · 
.. ·. . i 951-5·8< t>. . '':. 6 16il '~ : 

i958~59 \.' •, .: --,J{9i{t'.~ 
· t959~60 ·:' ~. _· > l,.Ii,73{ :. 
1960.i.61': , ::. . .. •··. . . :j;i_2;9~9_. ,· ,' 

''1961~2 .. ·_c~·.-,\.: . ' ' ~- -; ~ 88;807 ..'. 

,, n.·b~artiiie~l~~eiith,r·.~:li~~·~fu;~rtt . ···. I 
'Rs'.·: J,3S,34la Sttni·of R.s._18,l52•wastimtiied 'llp· t9···· j-~~rcli; 1964,'· __ ,' ,: · . 

. 1 and;.the: _ local (in1oit >verifie:d thi~ 'r_e'Cqvery:'l:The:.·net> ;balaii~:jirt,-.,- 1 
,'- - •. ,,· 

· ~- · ~fstc:)tj'cl·a.t··P.s •. ~l1~l~< Su},~u~nf·f:4\. f~\wt--.~~·.:46f\- · 
! .·. ,:.·,.· .. ,· .. ·:::; •• :)_.-._ -', .. 1' ,.~·-:/-;;,-, \\·/·.~;:,<' ::,:, . :)j 

) ·::.> ; ' ' . --1 ::· ... _ .:_:'·- .. ·, •'' .'' .. : ... :~ ·;··. '</··.;. . . :? '. -/ • :.' . ' . . . . . - .(' . 
-··_,_ ._-, ·.:• \-:_,,?_·-.\ ... ·:.-=)_:::.>\:~-.·· <---_f.,'. -~~'. -~\-. 

':· ;'-':}. _· -. ,/,·~.-''. -~: . 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I .. , 
I 

, I 

I 
I 

Final. Grant 
:. Expenditirre · 

, Exeen · 

Rs., 
i ,·29·,05,21 o 

'. l,32,16~499' · 
3112'89 '· '. . . 

• .I 
·, ' 

. Rs. 80,182 has also been recover~ by st~enuous efforts.. 6ut of the 
· remaining amount .. of Rs. 2,36,407, ·t:t· sum of, Rs, 1,68,019 is.· out· 

standing with the Settlement Department, a .sum of Rs.. 42, 72'2 with 
. the Irrigation Department, a sum of Rs. 12,012 with ·the Services 

··: and General Administration Department," Government of · West 
,, . Pakistan' and a sum of Rs -. 13,654 · due from other miscellaneous . 

Departments. Constant 'efforts through correspondence, I).O'.. let-' 
· ters as well as by personal cqtit!!cts by deputing · pfficers o( the . 
· Department are being · made to realize · the· outstanding dues'. · It 
has,·however,··been learnt from personal contacts. that the .... Depart- .. ' .. 
ments concerned are facing, difficulty of budget allottment for which : · . 
they are 'making :: arrangements. . However; ali out efforts are be 
ing made by the Department to recover the -amount , from the 
defaulting Departments concerned. 

The Committee directed the Department to report the prog 
ress ·of recovery · when the Accounts .for 1962-63 • are considered by· 

- the Committee. . ·, · · 
... · .. -. 00): Page ~7~30/Pa.ra. l1~V-4nspectionReports-• Audit point 

.. ed out tb,~t ,the delay onthe p~rt of fqe Departmental officers . in 
. replying to the. observations· conveyed· in.···the ... inspection reports 

. and Audit Notes not only retards the settlement· or · regularization 
_ of various financial irregularities but '· also delays adoption of 
.- correct procedure .ror future. ·· 1 • " • · .. • • • 

, . . The Department explained,' that.replies to the . Audit . Notes, 
Inspection Reports .ofthe Government Press, Lahore 'for the sear '.. ··· 

. 1959~60, 1960:.6}' andJ961-:62 have -since been .sent to the Audit; 
Replies to the . Audit Inspection Reports for. the year, 1965-66,;: in 

.which the details .of. outstanding paras were given, have also· been ',. 
furnished to the Audit. Defaulters have also - been given severe 

. warningfor the delay caused in the disposal of Audit Reports. 
. The explanation· was fo~nd to be .satisf actory and the item.was 

dropped; .· : ; I . . . . . ··. , i . . .. . . ' . ·. , 
1 

' • • • 

· (11) Page'122, AuditComment No: 3-• ThejtojRs. 4;35lz-The 
< Department explained that the case with regard, to the tlieft 'of 

stores amounting . to Rs. 4,351 was-in the Court .of Law. :, · 
.: · the Committee directed the Department-to submit adetailed 

report about this case to . the Committee> and deferred the item 
'to be taken up alongwith the Accounts -fcir 1962-63 ... · 

.APl>ROPRIATION Accouxrs FOR 1960.:61 
Of Page 4-5, Para. 8 read with.pages 280-81-· Grant N9. 3~. 

Stationery & · Printing=- ' · 

I ( 

. ~-- 



~ , ~ I 

- - _ t1ie ite~ .. was last considered by the tornrriittee 011 ~ 14:4~1961 , 
when the Department· had stated. that.lls, _ .2,00,782 haJ been,re .. 

-; covered .. Fotthe gum of:as. ,:'41,071'pertaining 'to defunc.t-offices, · 
.• < action was beiag, take;,n Jo . refer the case.to the Department in 
·: __ wl1ich defunct offices had been merged." For the remaining. amount. __ 
.,· the default~rs· were being reminded, ,_ The -_Committee·then. directed. 

the Department to make,persistent eff 9rt~ to recover the balance- 
amount. . . ·, . . ' 

- . . '. . ,". ' -, .. ; ' ~-, 

.. _' ... -> _·_.--,· ~' :·. _'" __ ,. :~. _ .. · ._:'·-.-· --:\ . _·. _.- .. _-_-- . :· 
The . Departm,ent now ' explained that a_· futtbet ' sum __ ,of 

Rs. 82,338 has been recovered from th:e date- of last ineetii,itof the. 
Public Accounts .' •. Committee. - the total .reeovery J1ad rio"7 come• to 1 - 

Rs. -4,83,120 outof _. the total amount: of Rs. -S,27,842. _ Effo,rts are, 
however, being made to recover the remaining amount from' de- 
f_aulting Offices. · · e- . _ ' • · ·--_· ··-- - '. 

. The Committ~e: desfred that the Fµiance JJepartm~~(' should 
h~lP. · the Dep~ttment jn making" r~ovepeS, from the va.rious Pro~ . 

- vuiptal Governn,1llent. - Departlll~llts and also _- intercene on behalf of · 
· this D~partment for the recovery of the ~um of ls. 1,37,477 from: 
the - Settlelllen-t Depattn;1ent for which the. Central Government 
would. have to be . appr~ache4 .. Since the,: outst~<iing a1'ount .. - - 
would. form part pf the outstanding a.:mount. agains,tthe Contr~l~, 

r= i~611:61~~!_'!~~;;::~~tfu~~~~fr:e:jt,ttf~d-·.Jl~~::l):p:in\6rii_·,,· 
when- the accqun,ts - for.the year -,J 961 .. 62 • are. c9ttsidered,· the para. 
~as-dropped, from.here~ ',: · , , .. , ' - ' · '. 

1959-60 · 
1960-61 · • 

\ . 

_ Astlie Department had riot sent. the working <paper __ ,to the 
Audit for audit ~o;rnm~nts, the consideration of tb.e p~~- was d~fet 
red . to be taken up again ·alongwith the accounts· for 1962-63.·- 

.. . ... ·... ·• ..• ·{ ·-1 . _-_--· .. • .. ·: : .. ,.: .. -_,.· ( 

-, . -· .(4L . Pag<1 5:7, Para. ~2--:0ufsttinding due97-idcording\ to origin .. 
· al Audit'Note, in certain Pr~sses, the following old dues were out~ . 
standing. against.· the' various Departments 'for.printing jobs: . and 

.- supply of -statio.nery:.:..... · 1 
\ ·- 

_ Years · 

1954-5$ 
', 1955-56. 

1956-57, 
\ 

· 1957,..58 .. 
1958-59 

- . '.". 

-, 
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, (iii) ~-3-Conversion of Government Industrfrzl Schools [or' 
Women to Government Vocational Schools for Women. in West 
Pakistan-Saving Rs .. 18~673-The saving was due to ;(i) certain posts 

' having remaind vacant for want of suitable ' . candidates , (ii) less 
drawal of stipends .onaccount ofabsence of 'stipend holders- and 

'(iii) Jess purchase of raw material due to Jess number of teachers. · · .. 

(iv) · R-470 pening: of _ Government Vocational , School __ for , 
JVonzen at Kalat-« Saving Rs. 19,570-Agai,nst -· the final grant of 
Rs.19,570 an expenditure of. Rs. 16,703' ·was, incured !'leaving ·a 

, balance of Rs. 2;867. .: ~s saving was due to certain posts haviug 
remained · vacant f or want - of qualified • staff. . The ·._ expenditure 

· figures were intimated to 
O 

the Comptroller; Southern Area,-· -vide 
memo. No. A.B./6-20/60-61/62, dated the 16th~ October, 1962 
which have not been carried out: · - 
·-' . ,/ 

(v) R-5-P,ur.chase of Press for the Government Mode! - Tanning. 
and Footwear Centre, Guiranwala-« Saving Rs. 59,200-The saving 

' was due to non-payment of the cost of machinery as the machinery 
was not inspected by the Director, Inspection before the close . of 

' the year. i. _ . _ , · ·- · - - 

(vi) R'.'6- Government Leather Centre, Hyderabad-« Saving, 
Rs.13;06~The Actual expenditure · against' the, modified grant 
was intimated to the Comptroller, as - Rs. 9,292 · resulting in saving of 
Rs. 11,384. This - is. due to the fact that no suitable building was 
available at Hyderabad for-opening the Centre: The Centre was 
however, opened in the later part of the year viz., .May, 1961 re- - 

. _-_ lllltini in the saving. 1 

. r 

·,. 

-93 
l ' 

_ . (3) Paget Para. 5 read withpages 360 to 36J: ...... Grant No. 35 .. - 
Development-Rslndustries-« __ - The. Department explained the saving 

. item-wise as follows : -. · 
•, ,· •. ' .1- 

(i) Re-organizationoi the Government Schools at Lyallpur. 
Montgomery, Ihang, Dera Ghazi; Khan·.· and Sargodlia-:--Saving 
Rs. ·1,7l,76~The Department _ explained that the indents for 
machinery for ._ Government Industrial Schools were placed .. with 
the Supply Wing on 24-12"'.60 and 26-1-1961 and the supply was 
madeon 23-6-196land 30-6-1961. As the.year 1960-61 had already 
elapsed, no arrangements- could be .made for the paymentof the 

___ - i amount and, as such, the saving ,took place.. · .. _ 

- .· \. '{ii) R-:2~Additi<i,ial Scholarships for theIndustrial and Tech~i~ 
cal Schools-Sav{ng·-Rs. 23,,914-··. -The saving.was due to less/ ·pay-· 
ment of stipends to the· students on -, account of their . absence 
from the schools. In some cases the bills for the stipend were 

. objected · to by the Audit .and as such were not _ paid during the . ·_ 
year. 

----~---------~---,----~----- 
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·. .. _ ,:.. X . ,,. - . ', . :'·:··: .· .·.) .: .. ·X ,, \:_=, .. , '{', ·( .· ·-· ' 
·· ··. _ "(vij): R.:/7,0overnitzent ·nydes anclSk,in's :D~lo.pmeni Centre~ - 

·.$av)ng:8s .. 7,960~J]iesavi_µg'.:was_ due to th~'postsi having remain· 
ed vacant on·tlccountpfban.onrecruitment'.'·:: .: ;/- · \ :. :\.··:·: s .>;>'. 

, . ·-· · · '(viij) R'-81 Devilqpinen(of )Serk:'u!iure';n·'. 'Wis/ Pakistan+'(,: 
.- · Saving_ '!f1s .. 7~9~Ft\gainst the Jipal. gr~~t,6f. ~}·7,969 an ·: ~~pettdif· ·:\ 
... ture,o.f Rs •. ·1,~957 was incurred l~aving 'a balance . Rs. ·3· :o~y~: The 

-·. saving/of·_~/ l being minor called for110~ icni~rk§_:··. · The,.~xpet;tdif. · __ . ,: 
ture.,f)gure$ were ui,timated'.' to .the Crimptroller~>S()ittbten Area,>·. . . 

- ·Ka~achi:~.:v1ae· ·tnepiP: No,. A-!3/ 6-20/ 60-~1 /62;~dated t6~p,Oct~~~r~\ 
"1962 which.have not been carried out, , · :· ,/·· · ;_- , · · >- .. · , ~ · . , · .. 

,·. -» , '{ix) .R-lFJ>'eripcz}iitic - pai;t/for.:impaftirii- training <in· Wool'\ ; . ', 
'Weaying-in Kalar lli:v,'isipn~~(lV(ng ~s. )407!t-gainst·; ]he _ .. final. -· · ~ · . 

. 'grarit. pfR;s·; 'J40,·an·ex:penditur~ of Rs •. ·. 340 was<in.:curred.J~aving:>· 
· nil . balance ..... The. _ expepcliture ···--figure~;:. were l futimated· · to; -- the · _. · . 
. Comp~roller,._ ;-SQ~thern' . Area.,, · 1{¥~c~7:"'vi<{e: '.: m~m~.c_::.:~o:,. . 
· A-B/6-20/60-(jl/62; dated 16.th October, 1962. '\ . \ ,"; _; _ .. .': , . ''<. · . 1 

: .,-. _: ).(*) . '"R ~ t4-11evelopment-i¢u.tn-Ttaining 'itentl'(f .: filri< Car.pet: ' 'Jn .. · . ·;\ 
' ... dZJstrYr"$.ayi1i/.Rs .. • 4,34~f:·--T1l.~ Cp~ptl,'<>l~e.r; S6~tllepi , .· Atr~; 'Kata-._ ... ·: 

vr: chi.Was )nformed\Jhat an ,expe!!dttttre QfR~.,,810 was. 111curr~d ·. 
:''fas aga~stt~e¢xpe~tii~e·or·Rs; }Jl Sll.?wn..J?y·bim; -:-rhe".Coty:ipt-1 

taller 1nforniedtv~de2his ·--·• · n;iemo.: No .. A-A.I ~~6 l~~-13/R/60-(jt'f.666.1 _ • 

.. , .; : dated. 9th Ja;µuazy,;,l963 that' the. figures J>f expen,:hture wei::e.,under -'- 
. · ·s~titty and lecpricile~f · figures woul?. be/co,rilinu¢~!ed. ·. sh~ly. ·-:. ·· 

Tl:te Accountant .. pe~eral, . ., W~t :PakI$tan,.; . how~ve:r1 _ ~~.t1mated lll.· 
..•. _,Ncive~~~t,::l96J tf:ia.t'll_o change> 9f ;figtif~(\vas p'b~~ible. ·: · ~cc.or~plg·:o, 

: ;to D~part~~nt~t fi~ures there __ ":as ~:s,vi~g.:_of. ,Rs.,.J~.w~c~ -b~19g ~ 
,: JlOIIU11,aL -~~lledlorno.(?XI?l~t1a~1~~~: ·':';';_ ,),~- . ;' /:(>:/, ': _ }·-~-~ .; 

. • .· · · , · .(xi) R~ 1?~Peiipa_ietf.c. Par,ty}or carpeti,ji.aki~g ;n·· Chagat. 'Dist:., ' .. - . 
r rictin Ka/at Division~St;Lving Rs. 80~;\gainst ·the>.flnat ~rilodi6:'e¢ ·· 

.. ' gr,alit of_~, 80Q -an e~p,enditure of, ~-· ·s.QO: w~s. !~cwt~4- ! 1~avirig ~()': .· 
balance_. - ,'f:h~ .·Co~tr<>ller,, Southern &iea, · · .• t{aracbi 0Wa$ 1nfonned _ · 
acQordingly,·.-··vr~(m~mo~--··,:N?.,,1-A.-B,/~:-·~Qi~O-f6I/i6.~i\dc.1t,~-J6tb'·. 

.October, 19~i. · .- -, .. . .:- · -: .· _ , _. _ . _ , ... > : .. ··.· : • . ,,_.,. .. __ ._ 
• :J <kii> .. ; ii.~164Peripaiet~c. Partx·for weavin{in f11Jhriim.v~n:"'$11b- 
1Jivisio!t- in J(i.zJat1 !)i:Vi~io~a_vin.g~ ~s; 1~96~Tlie y Coniptrqll~r:2 \ 
Southern J\rea, ' /l{arachi . . \Va's' . m,foftned7~1de, . M~m<>, . ~ ~f :-' ~ 

, A;:J3/6--20/~0--61J~21.,dated 16th OctClOer; J-962 ·-.that .. tlie. moddiecl. '. :·.·. -~- · .. 
gra.nCwas 'Rs. 960.aga,inst which an. expenditure.·'o[R~.·962:.,\\'aS -~ .. 

j~curfed.resulting' in·e~cess- e~enditure-of ~; :2 only~ : ' .•. \:- >~ > -<'. 
. . •.. ' . ;(iili} R-l?rC:odagefhdustrie; Develophlent c,mW·i·at l(,q(af . / ' 1; .. 

. . . ',, Saving_ R,~ .• '4,,3~9~The _Comptroll¢~~ S:outhern:. Ar<,a{_. J<at~chi ·was~,/: 
· ·. -·· 'irifo:rmed-":"vide-.>mepm: ·:No .. A~B/6;;20/60J6l/62,.·dat~:l~th·ccto:. ,·> · 

bei\ 1962 tllaf ~a:mst th~ modified grant.Rs; . S;270; ari ,:~;x;pendit,nrd- . · ·. 
·ber, 1962:Jhat a~inst'fhf m6~ifi~d -gtant.c:>f R,.s ... 5;2J~; an-~ipenditure, ( 

· ,, . . qf Rs •. 5~270-15..();:wasjn~urredoreslllting'in excess of.]is7 .0;;1$~(),;0nly .. 
!'he figµre:f of. eipenditute shown - by tlie ~oxnpttolle( ijave not::~ correc\ef bf hi.lll. . • /. ' .,, ; ·. '.( c). ' .· ( 

. . , .. ~ : 
1_· ._., ·i. . · . 

. . _;,....'.., 

\ . 
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'1. 

- · As regards the savings under head O'R-2-Scholarships for .. the 
Industrial and Technical Schools"; the Committee: noted that . time 
and again thevarious 'departments have come up with savings in 

-r-, cases in which stipends and "scholarships are notgiven to· deserving 
students arid, the plea taken .in all such cases is ' that sufficient ' 
number of suitable, candidates was not available. . The·· Committee · · 

·"' · felt that in most of these cases· sufficient efforts are rtot. made and· 
-._.due_. publicity is -not given to. get·. suitable -candidate .. Efforts ' 

.. should be made. in future ·to try to give benefit · of these amounts, · - 
provided by the Government, to the largest possible number. of de- . 

·· s,erving · students, · ' 

.. .Subject to these observations and -verficationby 'Audit of the· 
contention of . · the Department in respect of items _Neis. (iv); (vi), 

v. · a~d (viii) to (xiv) above, thepara. was 'dropped. '" . , · .... 
. . . , · : ~ ·, ·. · _ ··1 . . . ' 

0f 
-: • 

.. . (4) Page.523, Para, 51-· Embezzlementof.Governmentmoney- .. · 
In this case, on physical verification· of the Cach balance by Audit, a , 
SUQ.l of Rs. 8,368·00 was found. short: in the cash box. , · · · 

~ . ' . - . ~ . . ' 

·, .. The Department explained that Rs; 8,368.00 .were embezzled by ' · 
Mr. MuhammadAli; Cashier in the office of the Assistant.Registrar. 
Joint.Stock Companies, Lahore Region, Lahore. He was convicted 

.by the Special Judge, Lahore and was awardedJ year's.: R.I. .with 
·Rs. ·6,000;00 fine or.two years R._I. in case of default'. He filed an 
appeal in the High -Court against the order of Hie . Special . Judge, 

· Lahore, which is pending. · . . . · ,-. · : ' · . 
.. ' • • . ~ . ' I'_ -.. . ~. • l 

. . As far as. the safeguard· for .the futu,re is concerned, the D~ 
. ·. ·· partment informed the: Committee that the · system has· . 'been ehang- 0 

ed and now instead of receiving the cash, treasury. challans are · 
• accepted by the· Department. This system ensures, that there are 

:· ,-- no defalcations i:n future. . · ·, 
. The C~mJmittee enquired from the Department as to' how the· · 

Cashier was able to embezzle the amount of. Rs. 8,368.0Q, had his 
·· immediate superior beeri vigilant; and whether the Department 
··had taken any action against that person. The Department. in 
. formed the Committee Jliat;· the AssistanLRegistrar; · J oint: 'Stock 

I Companies, under . Who~ the said Cashier work~d, has ~ince . re-' 
tired, and as .such 1t'waSl too late .totake any action against him. 
. . .>In vi~"' &!the a~e e)tptanattQn ~ para, was crrbp~d. 

r 

'(,iiv) R-19-Coitage Irid~s;ries Development Centr~, L;ralai~ 
"·saving Rs.'?,92~The Comptroller, Southern Area, ~arachi, wasin 

formed,-vide memo .. No. A-B/6-20/60-61/62 dated 16th October, 
1962 that_ against the modified grant of Rs •. ·.9,920, an expenditure 
of Rs. 9,915-4t-O .was actually incurred resulting in 1:1 ·savng of'· 
Rs. 4-12-0 .. < . - :..,_ 

. . .. \; 
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE'. MEETING OF THE-STAN.DINO 
.C<lMM1TTEE. ON PUBLIC ·ACCOUNTS : HELD . ON· 9TH. 

· ·DECEMBER, 19.67 AT 9-00 A.M .. 1IN 'TEA ROOM',OF THE 
' ASSEMBLY BUlULDING, ~AHORE .. , . I; '. ) 

I . .r. ' ·. '. ' 

· .·; · l The following . were present : ...::.. 
· ,(1), Mr. Zain Noorani, M.P.A ... ·. . . . Chairman . 

. · (2)- Chaudhri Muhammad Nawaz, M. P.A. ·:.. . Member. 
(3) Chaudhri Muha.mmad Sarwar Khan.': .• · Member. 

1• MP"A,: ' , ' ·. '1 ' 
. ~ - ·r· .. . - ·. - . . , .,. ... . ·-- \ . ·. ',_ ·-" 

(4J·Rai Mansab Ali KhanKharal, M.~.A ·· Member, . f .: 
'(5),1 Mr. Malang. Khan,' M.P;A •. _ _ _ __ _ . · · Member. ' r 
(6) Syed -~aque , Hussain, ·., r.Q;A., ~.S)>., ·. 'Expert . 

· Additional- - Secretary to Govemment. of Adviser; 
' , West Pakistan, Finance . Department. . .. _ , 
(7) Rana Muhammad· Yasin.. P. A. & A. S;, ByJiivitat{on. 
'. Acountant-General, West Pakistan. ·. ·' - ! .. . 

'.. , (8(Mr. Masud Nabi .Noor, C; s. :e., $epretaey 'Jlyinvitati<>rt .: ;' 
'·· to.Government of-WesfPakistan, Home,. ·· , , .. 

Department: · · · . . . ·· , · 
. (9). Mr .. S~ M, 11 A. Kazmi, C. S. P., Secretary By Invitaticn, 

, to Government of _West Pakistan, Food 
. . Department.' ·. • . / ,-, . ( . . \ . 
Chaudhri Muhammad Jq\jal, ,S. K., Se¢r~tary,' Provincial 

Assembly of West Pakistan acted as Secretary of. the· Oommitee. . 
, i, HOME\DEPARTMENT' ' 

! '. ' ,.,.... ' ) 

II. As the Worklng Papers in: respectof the items· relating ,'to 
the 'Home Department wer~ circulated by the Department in the meet 

, · Ing itself, the Committee. decided· to defer consideration of the items 
' · _ relating to this Departmentto the 18th Decem~er/1967; at 1h30, a.m, 

· !'. · ·{ ~ , . · ·. . . , . · ' · . · - -. l . ,r ' ·•' .-1 

FOOD'DEPARTMENT·: 
' • . ' .' • • . • . I • ,, --,:_ ;r .. ·-' ,:·, • ',_,· {. ' 

. m. . The Committee tlien took up consideration of. the expla .. 
nations of _the· Food· Department ·in· respect of the, items'_appearmg in 
t:µe Appropriation Accounts for .the years 1957-58, l96q~61-. and. 1961 62 . . , . I• . . . . ·. . .. • . .· .. 

:-:.:1:: .. : .' ' • .. --. :_ .• ',, ., . ' '. ·. .... . . . '· . ., .. : '. ·,: . ·..... :-' ..'> ('·: ' ,, 

": 
1 

• : , AJ>PROPRIATIONACCOUNTS-1957.-58.· . ' 
• .:· . -. ·.·, . . . . .: . ·'. \ : . •,,. ·._· 1., :. . 

. ·• (1) fage 39! {'ara. ,22(i};-Exc~ paymen~In . this c~se the , 
· register.of. deposit man office of the Food Departmentshowedexcess . 

. \. refund to 'the·variotis suppliers of\Food Grains: to the extent of. 
i · ,_ Rs. 3,64,814.. At the_. __ rneetingheld on_ \_28th_ o_ ftober, 1966, the o_ep~t- _. 

· · ment had contended that there was no excess refund but- m1spostmg . • .. ~~*'nr -~i~ ~- _· __ • . . • . , .• _-· - • •• •.. lt). ·. 
' _;. • r ' 

.\ 

._11. 
. ·., f . . ( 

;\ 

\: 

l .. 
' I I 

I. 

•-'. ;_.1 .. 
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th~ tune of.;Rs._2,78,168 .had already been traced.out ancl verified t,y' 
. Audit. . The · transactions aggregating to · a further sum of·R,s. J 6,243 . 

had been workedoutbut the reasons)heteof viere yetto.be,' aseer 
tained. · Vigorous efforts were being' made to trace out the old record 
pertaining to the year, 19'52-53 onward and to locate the·trans~ctfons. I . 

. for: the remaining amount of Rs. 70,403. The Committee had then . 
·desired that .the Departnie~t should make anoth.er,#l'ott.tb trace out 

, the. entries - relating to the balance amount · of Rs: 70,403 . which .the 
_. Department~ad·uytif'no~failedJo:tra~ out .. · r . -· ..•... · .. _:r;· 
' ' . . - . '_ I . • - . . - ... ·, . . . . .. / i.: 

· · Atthe meeting held on 2nd February, . 1967, the . : DeP,r:tmertt i · 

stated that the entries regarding the balance amount of Rs •. · 70,403 
have. been traced· out in the Regional Office cash books but the cifqum-' ·· · f 

.· stances leading to misposting / misclassifications aridthe . 'ma,nner, in .: 
r which the same could he r,ectified could not be 1tscertaineci due. to non- .. · 

availability of the te'Jeyant cash.vouchers. Strenuous : .efforts ~re · , 
, being made bytheDeputy.Direetor' Fcod-to digoutthe 'Qld · record ., 

. from various places .. ,.; . ,, . . . . . . . ' . ·.· - -: ,· .. ' \ . ': . . • ' 
. : • : • ... ·j .· ' . .: . . . . ;'.. ,.··:·'.:_ ..• -. ' .: 1 _. ,_· ..••.. ' .• ·:, . J 

v , -.. • -The Depart~ent now, stated that' vjgor<>us . attelllpts were. made 
by the Deputy Director.Food, Hyderabad to trace out the entnes for 
the balance amount iri the register· of deposits. . He /has reported. that 

. the record forRs, 2S,470,:has since been fo~a:ted and: the remaining r ·i 
I untraced entries now amount to Rs. 44,933. · Strenuous efforts were 

made by the Deputy Director Food, to trac~ out' the record relating 
- Jo the item· for· Rs. 44,933 but no material progress could 'be made.: · 

'. ,·· .. The Dep~r~me~t'further4 stated that· the·rec<;m{for the btilk 6f 
( the amount Which was allegedly paid in e~~ess has been' traced · out 

and produced to •. Audit which proved beyond doiibfthat no excess 
) payment was made bythe former· S. F. N. Board but actuallyit related 
. !() im~r9pe~, m~il?-teµ~nce of · tk-e . accounts -,b_ook.s involving mispost- 

tng I In1sclas~1~catiori 1n the 'register .. o( deposits. .-.· 
·\ · ': - An\attetnpt·was.a1sq made tQ;:fii r¢spo~sihility6n .. the.. ·omcers·l 

· Officials concerned but due.to the passage of time and non-availability 
of. the relevant record,' no progress could be made .in that behalf. · 

- rToe Committee directed the· Department to make. further efforts · 
·. · for' making·. the recovery and also to fix the· responsibility. forthe loss ,._ "'" 

of 'record. The para. was: deferred to .be taken. rip along .with. .the · t 
accounts for 1962-63. . . •· ". · ;, .: · . 

. · <if Page\.40, P'!ra. 26(iv)::__.Ozustanding Recov~rie.t:--J.n thi~, case , _· ' ., _ 
. !l Zamindar towhom an agency for procurement of wheat bad .been _ ·'· · 
given and 90%. advance 'payment was. made,)n.ad~ a short supply of , • : · 

_ 600 bags of wheat and ~t the same time failed .to return 6,400 empty • . · 
bag$.. rJ'hertetn.aining 10% payable to him,.·;p}US the ;security I _1 , 

I , I deposits, and also the commission as well as, the (Jl:Jality allowance as 
. recoverable on. the gpods suonlied were '.f9Ulld msµffi{;i~tit:JQ :makQ 

.: r··~~>pcf tn~f~,·/:::)f R.s.'}9~. • ,: ,• ' -:: '. I ( • <. . ' •. , ':. ; ._ 
. i.. . .. : ._; ·;·,·· ,,;_- .. 
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Secretary Foodhad then stat~d before .the Comtnitte~ that 
appeal filed bef me the District Judge, Karachi had also peen Jost and 
an appeal had been filed in.' the High Court. The · next, day the· 
Secretary Food informed the Committee by means of a Jetter that the· 
statement made earlier was wrong and that an. appeal had been filed 
in the Court ofDistrict Judge, Karachi, aridtheJudgme11t had ·not. 
yet been pronounced -by the District Judge; The. Committee on 

.. receipt of this letter had desired that the •. Secretary Food should 
·1) appear before the Commitee on 3rd November, 1966 and explain why 

a wrong s~atement was made initially. . < 
On .3rd November, 1966, the Secretary Food who .appeared be- 

i. ; fore the. Committee said that subordinate officers had suplied incorrect , 
information and he. was sorry for .that. The. Committee accepted his 
regrets and directed .that when the para comes up again. before the 
Committee, the Department should inform: the Committee of · the 
action taken against those officers who had supplied to the Secretariat 

,. an incorrect information: · · · · 
f ~ ' ., ' ' 

.· TheDepartment at the meeting held on- 2nd February, 1967;. , · 
stated that the enquiry revealed tllat Mr. Fateh Muhammad, Senior 

·Auqitqr Qf Hyderabad Region was responsible for supplying. the· 
wrongInformation. Heis being proceeded against for negligenceof 

-, duty .. Originally a sum of Rs.29;000'was dueto berecovered from 
Mr. Muhammad -Ali Gohar ex-agent. The Collector, Dadu -was 
requested. to recover. the amount as. arrear o_f land revenue from the 
said ex-agent. .The amount had been verified· by ,the Audit Party. · 
The Account was thereafter reconsidered and the amount of 

! recovery due was reduced from Rs, · 29,000 to Rs. it,239·25; . -The 
Department further stated that this particular case was also included 
in para. 26(i) .regarding the recovery of Rs. ·1,65,6$9. which, was 
dropped by the Public Accounts Committee ·in 'its· meeting.held, on. 
28th October, 1966; with the following recommendations: -· : 

. "1;11~ C<>mmittee observed that ii the cases still uncl,er litigation· 
,' in which the amount involved .is Rs. 7,65,659 ar~ . lost in 

the Court and the Department goes up for the write off of 
r . \ ! '. this amount, responsibility should be. fixedfor the lapse, 

if any, on· the part of Departmental officers and suitable 
disciplinary .action'taken accordingly.'n Subject to this, 

.the-para. was. dropped. ·- 
. . ' (. - ._ ·. ' ' . 

The .Committee then directed that recovery part 'should . be got 
verified by the Audit and· further progress be reported to the Com- 
mittee at its next· series of meeting, · - · · 

;1 : 

I 

.. ' .--. - ~-~, . • ' I, : .- i , . . . ,. . ~. :. -- ... · . ~ . . ( ~· , 
•.. · Atlts meeting held' on 28th October, 1966, theCommittee was 
intormed-that the defaulterhad.fileda declaratory suit which -had 

· been decreed against the Government by the Senior Judge, Karachi. 
An appeal-had been filed in the Courtof District Judge, Karachi. . . . . . 
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. . .The 'oep~m.~nt n~w stated that the A.udit fias:,$ince verified' that :'. 
the amoum; of Rs, 21 ,329 ·251 involved in this case which. was included.': · 

· in.t4e'.totat:fJ,mount of Rs. 7;65,6.59.: Theofflcial with whose negli- ·f, 

. ,"gene~ inf_orr~t h\fprnµition in t!1e Iast meeting .was suppli¢, has 
been severely. reprimanded .. · ~1tp regatd to the app~al filed l;>y the. 
Government m the court ,of District Judge, .Karaehi, the · Deputy . 

· ' ' >,Director, Food, Hyderabad Regio~ has.informed that the appeal was 1:. , 
dismissed 011 I 7th August, l.9;67. .. 1)e ·.Govern,ment· Advocate ~~· , · I · 

appµed forJh~suJ?ply of copies qflJud~en~·Passed·- b_y .the. :_co~rt. . . 
Further action would be taken on receipt of the same m consultation ·· .. 

' with .theLaw Department, ' ' ·. I • ' ' .. ' ' ' ,I . 
. ' \, \ ' ' . 

' The Committee observed .that it would lik~ 'the .Department to , r 
folldw the advice of the Law Department in the matter · and take, 

., .. , necessary. action in accordance Wfth that advice.' . · . · 
<SuNect to: above observations the, pa;a. was dropped. , 

. APPROPRIATION ACCOUNT~i96() .. 6L .. 1'. 

.. ' (1) Pag~ 3~ :Pqra. ,6 ,;a~ ~ith,pages 3l(t--3ti~G,~itt. No;'·(J4.: 
Capita( O?J,tlay on Provincial Schem({s. of · ~tate Tratling:-Sa~nc. 
Rs; 7;19,950-• The explanatio~ of the Department, was that ·the: · 
'formula fC>r:working out the interest was approved by the Govern 
menfinll962;· .The amount provided forcould not be surrendered. 

•._- '-_.. . : .. : ' , ' ' ' -. ·'. ··-,. • \. \ ·:. .·• \ -.· . - - .-. .." I 

the explanation was ,found · satisfact9ry and the item -was 
dropped. ' .. · ' ' ' . ,\ '· 

J(2) Pagi,1313-Note 6-Embezzfoment ofcas~Jn. this case .. ,an '< 1 
Accountant of the Food li>epartment embezzled a sum of Rs. 3;597 . 
in the year 194$ (Rs. 3,3,76 by double :payment of a purchase bill and. 

:. · ·, · Rs . .22l ,by not'rendering;the account of the advance granted to him 
.. i for tna~g 'payjnents).t In the former case, the method adopted was . r 

that. (he entry of the bngittal payment in.cash book was scored out and. : . 
. , ·~a fresh paym¢ntmade. >Th~ irregularity was detected in t4e course'. 

of audit •. ·. ~e latter irregularity came to notice as 'a result. of thorough, 
scrutiny .of the te,cords .d.uri.ng the course ,of the D¢partmental action. 
The accused w~ tried in a. court ·~f law anq , wa,s,~ awarded/ ·.tpr~,, 

·. year's rigorous jmprisonment. Qn appeal in the High Court he was, 
. -fined ':Rs.· 3,500'wjth six months rigorous· imprisonment in defaulf.Qf ·· 

! payment. ·· The contention ,of the Audit "'as ~at the - embezzlement . ·• · · 
,. · . was .rendered possible due to failure on the part of (q.e Drawing and· ·. \ 

Disbursing Officer to exercise the checks br,escribed.'in the Financial 
-, . · , Rules. As the old record. was not available'in the Food1 Department, . . ·I· -1 

' the f~ilure of the officer could not be substantiated .and consequently 1. no action w:as corisidered necessary aga,inst 'him .. " · . ·.. \' · -c, •. • 

. Atthe meeting neld on 2nd February, 1967~.the Department had :· 
· stated tha(the Drawing and . Disbursing: Officer, District Food. , 
C. }m~.r.· o. ller .. · ... who . .f. ai.'le. A·.·· to exerc.ise: the checks P ... resCI'1i.·1:,r,ed,-.~··.the·.'Fjnan~.. . . _ 
cral ~11\es was charge-sheeted and a ~epartm~ntat enquiry under t.Jio .· : . 
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(i) I~~rted ~heat · 

. . ·. (ii) ,I,nporte1 wheat 

. · (iii) ( Indi~~oua wh.eat { 
(iv) Wheat Atta I · 

(~), Rice Basm,atf ' ... · , · '. 
f· .I -.·· . , 

·.'.(Ti) Rice B:1u:israj 
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· · · West)!~~kista~ Government Sei~ts .(Efficienby & J>isclpline) Rules, 1 · · 

, 1960 IS in progress. The enquiry could not be ~nahzed. as the Officer · , 
., proceeded; on leave preparatory to retirement with effect . from· '20th ·· , 

June,.1966. After .issue of repeated ~tinuno.11$. the. Officer -. appeared .. 
! before the· E~qµiry:Officer on 5th. ;\pril, 1967. .The hearing' of' the 
case has been cpmpleted. The recommendations .. were under con- 

. sider~tion. . . · · · '. ·.. · ·. '.,'~ .. .- · .. _ . · .·. 
. I • ·,' . . I . . . • . , ·. ,' . . · .. · , 

: TheCommittee then decided thatthe action taken by.the Depart- 
-ment on the reco~e~d~tions of the1Enquirf0ffic,~ should be report- 
ed to the Committee. ·. 1 • ·· _ . • ': · .. i <.'. ". ... · . . .. · 

.. The Departmen; now informed the Committee. that the Enquiry 
Officer had-exonerated the District Food Controller in view .. of the · I . ,· · fact thatthe relevantdocuments, some.ot.which had'been. originally .. , 

I 
,-. ·. ftled,in th~ Courtwhenthe.case-againstthe Qffice. Nazir,' had. been . · 

". filed ~ere no more available and' sonje oth~:r docum~n~sOhad originally 
I·· : been:.allegedto'ha:vebeendestroyed by the·said;Offi~Nazir. . ..' ' 

• ,: ·. ,The Committee feit that had the Department made ~I) attemptto . · l 
fix 'the r,espottsibility for. negligence on. the District Food · ,Controller · 
at thetime when the embezzlement had first cometo'the notice of the 

. Department it would probablyhave been possible to hav,e .. proceeded 
i .· .. _ against · him departmentally, 1J 'ij;owever, at this: late stage smce he has 

v, •• - .. been exonerated by 'the, Bnqujry Officer. due maiq.1¥ to 11on-availabilifY · . 
. : , .of relevant records and ldopuments no further action can · Se taken. 

., The Committee/ecomroends tq :the Department-in future: to. treat 
. matters ofthis.nature.in.a manner whereby not otµy is.action taken ' 

at the earliest against .any, person involved' in such ·. embezzlement or ! .: ) '.; . 
misappropriation but that an attempt is also made'to fix the responsi- · r. 
biUty of the supervisory staff also. . , 1 

-. . · ' • · 

, Subject to these observations the para. wru; dropped, · . '. : 
, , . (3YPage 51, Para. 68-Transit,:LOsses-.In this·· case ._ Foodgrains . ' 
stocks• to the extent' of 22;943 Maunds valuing Rs.' 2,95,750 had been' 
lost m transit during 1957~58 andJ959-60 as detailed belowr-« 1 

. 
. :---= -· ;· _-· ·.· .• .. .- - ·._ . __ ; .\ .• · . ...,- - ··- •. r· - ..- .. 
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·\the: Audit.· Depa~~ent had .not .. b~e~ -informed' whether :the:10~ :had\ · / ·~ 
, been.made good.or wntten''off .. · .. . . · ·'. ·· : - . . ·· 1 • 

l . , .. · ' . '·-, ·' _ , .\ '.' · .'. __ · ' : . . ,' . , _ • . '. · ·I · ' . _ . , ' • . ·_ At the meetings held 9n 2nd February, 1967, the .Department 
stated that the enroute shortages in transpoitationof.stocks of food.;. 
gra~ ate unavoidable, ·. No.loss .. w~s sustain~cl byJh.e Government 
on this· account, as this element was included in the pnce structure of. . 

: each commodity fixed by the Government and. recovered 1 .from_ the. 
I 

constf~ers. ,Expla0:apion for items Nos, (ii), _(v) ·and." (vi) .were · 
, accepted. The position of shortages m respect: of .remarmng .1tenis 

· w~s explained as under : 1 ·' 
.• ; • " ', •, / ,· .. / '. , , :._ I , -~ . • ,. ,' ' ; 

1 
• (i) IMP(!RTJfD fl,:HEAT-_ . 19,045_-MA:UNi"DS / ,.- · . · ,, 

The, quantity despatched ex~Keiriari in unstandardised col'.lsign;. 
\ merits of 'Imported Wheat was found short at destination, The audit 

had worked out the shortages on the basis of we~g;ht . shown in the 
railway receipts' compared with that -' found at destination after 
standardization, whereas, the a9tual loss· could only be determined 
in comparison with lh,e advis~d weight whichwas never 90mmunicat"'. 1 

., · ed bx the. €entral Gqyemment wagon-wise. .Tpe }Tovincial'Govem~ · · 
rnent have.however, lodged-.claims against.the.Central '.,GoverwnenJ. 
for 'compensation. of the transit losses determined 'on basis of consoli ... ' 
'dated ship accounts. Tp.e decisionis still- awaited» · · · . ·· .. ·. .. 1 '·· , c 

. -'. . ,·. . '. •. ,. . . .. ···.\ _; . . .· . ·, :·. / ' . ( 

'. ~ii) INDIGENOUS WHEAT-·.· 96,0 MA UNDS .. . . . :. ' · ... · .. 
- The ,Pepaitment:saidthat out of 960 maunds, 787 .maands have · 

· since been . recovered 'and verified' by; the Audit· . The cases relating · 
to the. re~aining 17-l:ruaund.s·::are i under· -Investigation .and', results · 

\ would be intimated to the Committee . at the next series, of the 
meetings. . . ' i • • ' - .. ' . /'" 

' . ·'.. . , . >'. ·,'{ 
(iW1-JfHEAT 1TTA~2 M1UNDS' \ 

. '.The Departn:fontstated.that outof 62 mauncl.s,.cost:of 30maun.ds> 
of wheat has.alreadybeen recovered. The result of investigation,re-·· · 
lating to the reµia~g ··3.2 ·m~un.ds .~mild' be intimated to · the ·. Com- · ·· · 
mittee at the next se,nes of meetings. - - -\. _ 1 

< , . In the i>t~ent nieeting· the position . of . outstanding' c~es was. 
stated to be as under.r-« . •. ' '·.. . -; ·. .\ . . . 

. . . .. , (i) Import~d Wheat-l.9,d45}4aunds · 
. . The claim of the: Pri>vincia.l_- G~ven;unent1.on. a~eun.t of enr~ut¢ ; \ . 

· shortages of Imported.Wfrearwas considered inthe ·'meetings lield .. 
_ between the representatives' of .the Central and. Provincial Govern-.' j ·· . 
_ ments at Islamabad on,20th April, 19~7, and.47th Se'pteml;>er, 1967 . 

. · ).'._ In·the}astnieeting,.it wasdecjded to set µp_ a1 committee: .. wit)?.;. lhct·i· 
-,,followmg terms :of reference ;-· ,,_.· ... ' - ··:; · ·' . · ·i 

. I .. . 

· (z) TQ determine the extent of dryage in transit du'e to loss· of 
~·,. • I • ture; , ""' ,I mo1S e; _ . , r . , ,. - • • - . ';- · 

'· - ; - \ ·: 1-·- - - i. _,,, __ 

-;'\ .. ·. 102::··· · .. \ 

/. 
!, 

-.-1 . . . . . 

••••••• • •••• 
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(ii) ,to ·find.out theexteat' of shortage on.accountof pilferage 
· in:-trai:isit; · · , . . , · , . .. .: .··.. .·. . ·' ·. 

· ,.(iiif to ascertain asto ·ho\'v fa.~ faulty w~ighhient ds -responsible 
· . _ .for the shortage; and , .. · · ) · · ... · ' · · .. _ . · . . , .. 
/(iv) to recommend measures necessaryto-be adopted' to mini- 

-· , mise the fosses. . . , .. . . ·.' ) .·· . .: . . . · : . . . · , 
. The . abovementioned Committee has. been directed to , submit 

.,· 1:its<reporfby30th November, 1967. The claims of 'the: Provincial 
. 

1 Government would be examined in the' light' of findings: of the 
_ Comn:µttee. · · • · · · · 

r . , • . . . , . '(ii) lndigendus , Whe~;-, 960 1Maund$ ; · ,: ', - .· 

- . . Out of the_;rJ11'10:inJng quantity of 173. malinds reto:very of ~3-. 15,> · 
maunds of Jlnd1genous Wheat has been made and got verified by the 

·· Audit.' .. Cases for the remaining quantity of 139-·. 25 inaunds of wheat .. 
"are.underexaminatiorr at'differeµt stages. ' .·. · ... ' . : . ' 

I - - .- '\.. .. -.. J.. .·, , . - '\ .. /,.: _, .. , .. ; i· 

, · (iii) -, Wheat- Atta-62 Maunds · , 1 
I . . . . ". , .. 

.. . Out of the ,remaining :ji.mautids a fh~ther ·•.•· quantity of : 6---2S 
~a11~d~ bas b~en rec(?vered in ~ingi . · .A shott.a~e of 19 ·. maunds' ~as 
since been wntten ', off and venfied by. the. Audit. . Cases aggregating 
to 6-15 maunds are yet.to be decided, . ·/. . . · .. · · --/· 

The para was· deferred to be taken .up I at. , the 'next' . Committee .• . 
. . .meeting; when the Committee. would liketo have details of the. Joint-. 

t~onimittee report set up by the Central arid Provincial Governments, . 
.T:he Committee wouldalsoIike to have detaUs regarding· the \total , 

·: :atµount · pf food grains .whi.ch-were· moved .into .as.well' as outside the· · 
district in. question and also .the percentage of the. loss in transit. · 

• The Committee would also like to have details . of .the . over-all . / 
percentage of loss 'of. foodgrains in the Province during this year. 
\ The item would come up when the accounts for 1962-63 are 
taken UP,. . r ·, 1 . ,, . • ,, · 1 i · . 

' · (4) Page 51-, Para. 69--lnfructuous ·expen(liture:--In this case 
.during September, October and November, 1'9_5:S., 1,78,~88 maunds of 
i¢portecl· wheat was. booked from .Kemari t~: ·· Rawalpindi. ·. During 
the same months, l ,74~646.maun,9S'impo11ed wheat was booked from 

·: Rawalpindi tothevarious destinations in .. Multan . J~ivision .. · This 
. ,· unplannedmovementoj stocks resulted in an infructuoiis expenditure 

· .. · ··of apout·i Rs: 4,96,650 on railway freigllt The. Department had ex- , 
· ~ .. ,_. plained to. Audit that the movement was necessitated due to lack . of ., 

: '~adequate storage accommodation; Aecording to Audit the expendi- 
. ·,·:t-ure .could-h;a:ve:been avoided had.the stocks been originally 'consigned 

· · -tq ,the P. R., Centre-where itwas required or · where accommodation 
·. ,waS'.·availa~le. .. Thet>e,artmentat'the·meeting held on .2nd February, 

·_\1967, ;Stated:thal,theiohjectirin appeared tohave.been based on-some 
. , ;:nmilajpt~.,h'ND'~qt,::. ~:rw~t :.)\V{l~. :ff~ ; at 

\ 
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Raw~lpindi }or stQr~ge .~d ~g purpPSe~ ~~t jt wis :. not ~ailed · . 
back to various. destmahons m Multan •.. Division ,:on_ Government. ·· 
account, . Whe~.tProducts ·i.e., Atta, Maida at.;1d Suj1 were, hQ!~Ver, · ·1 
despatched to Multan to meet the demand ,for local consumption, 1• 

.. 

. ,Aµdit -pointed out that th~ Department had admitted t~at '. the 
wheat products and not the wheat itself were despatched' from , · 

. .Rawalpindi toMultan.Division.to.meet'the demand 'foi .local. r··~on..; · 
sumption; The Committee asked the circumstances 1in,. which ,the, 
whea~ 'Yas notdespatched to the nearest station of Mlilta11lDivision 

. for. milling purposes.so as .to meet. the local demand. .. ·.· . . 
. 'nie1 I)epartmentl~tatedl-that the Multan Rbll~r Flour.Mill.s havirig .. 

· a 24 hours ~g capacity pf ~1 tons, which was'an evacuee concern, 

~-M~1fJis:!·ic,~~1~~~s!!;\c:1:iii1::~:er~~~~b!:1~11s~~R~· 
Flour Mills at Lahore were not.in a position to meet the' qeman.d of . 

· attaofMultan Pistiict in additionto milling atta.for Lahore Division · · • 
. itself. The ~xtta'1expe~diture'Was,-in~urred' in Pub~c,IAt~rest.. . · . 

. · · The Committee .asked the. Department to furnish. the details 'and · 
·. i capacity of the Okara Flour · Mills, the c~pacity .. of · the · two Flour ; 

· Mills of Rawalpindi which were used, .and-the capacity _of . the fout 
. flour 'mills In Lahore Division. . .. , . . , r 

i • The; Comµritt~ now examined the I statement .' relatihg ,I t<l the . \ 
, . millirtg capacity of various ¢ills during 1958-59 at Okara; Rawalpindl' · 

and Lahore.Division as well as the storage capacity of Lahore Division , 
during 1958-59. The Committee was not convinced that wheat meant 

. .for 'Multan <luring this -particularyear could 'not be milled '. either .: at, 
· Multan itself. or a~ Okara or at 'other places. nearer to 'Multan th~n : 

, · .Rawalpindi.: The Committee, therefore, direct~· the· Department, 
in future; to take particular care, as (ar :as possible, to see that\ wheat1 

. · w~s.not s~nt,for. l11;illingto places f~ 1!1way yvhen it could yery well be . · , 
·· milled m areas which, were. nearer to its ultimate destination, 'i' , . . ( 

. .. Subject'to these .: 9bseryation 'the par~ was drop~edi. . . 
' (5) Page 152,. Para. 70-0ver payment_;,,Jtt this. case .a .large 

quantity _<>f .1'.ice wa~.· purchas~d by1the Central Government 'through .. 
· · theProvincialFood .Department,' . Payments were made to .rthe 
. . dealers on the. basis of the results of analysis by' the Provincial. , Food 
i . Laboratory. · On super inspection· by the Ministry (?f }1oqd at Karachi .. 

it wasdiscoveredtbafan overpayment ot,Rs~ 41,8~ had been madetc 
the dealers as a r~ult of incorrect assessment Qf the quality of the . " 
rice putc~ased by .the, Provin.cial Fpod Laboratory.. The recoveries · 1 

had i;1ot been effected upto 30th April, 19~2. · · . . '. . . : · ; · 
. The Departn{ent f).f the nieeting' h~ld on .2h(;l February, 1967~ had 
stated. thatthete was no: pr'?'Vision in'.the agretrII,1ent entered in~o by tlle . 

· suppliers of: rice that .quality allowance Pll:. account of supplies made 
J '. below Sp,eQfi~ation would be r,ecoyerable\ . On' 'the l)a~. .of i Sl:lnet-. - 

·. · analiyms ti rittH••~ tJut bJ ~ DliMnf OW•......,. · ~ · · 
I I, .- . ,· ; ' .\ .. ''. ·• -~ ;:i ,· ,f -~~ .• _; • <-·. /--:,::,: .. _'· :·· ' . 
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. · . According to the established practice and convention qualiij allowance : 

. . wa~ .recovered. on the. basis of an.alysis of samples carried oµt in the 
·., · · ·F oodgra.ns Laboratory of ·tbe Provincial . Government. Th~y analy 

,sis results receivedfrom the Central Government -were meant for 
· comparison only and never.communicated to the s~pliers, · A.s such, 

. no over-payment was made on.this acount, .· · >., . · . 
·; .·.·. ';Audit,then .pdiJ?.t~d out that such provision shculd<have. been.' 

· made in the agreement upon which the, Department stated. that .the . 
agreement was drafted in consultation with tpe. Central Government . j' - I 

,and on the analogy of practices foJ.lowed in the- ·pasJ:. . The : Central- 
" Government ne~ther objected n~r lodged a~y claim' on this account. 

. . . . . .•· . ' \ . 
. . The .para had. been def erred for re-examination by-the Audit and 

formaking a Jo~t attempt at< recop.~liation.~ ' '· . . " . ·. : . ·, . ; • 
. -The Department now .stated :that a meeting .was µeld with .the ·· 

representatives ofthe A.··G's. Office but no . agreement· could. be .. 
.· reached." 'The Department; however, added that the recommenda 

tion of. the Audit 'has been Incorporated In 'the Rice Scheme for' the · · 
year 1967-68. -Specific provision 

1has ·been made in the. agreement ,· 
to be executed with the dealers.' Relevant clause of the agreement 
is reproduced below: _._ '· . • , ' I ; . . i' , . : 

"The Supplies tendered by the dealers shall be subject to 
, . s11per · inspection by any officer of the· West Pakistan . 

i;Food Department, or of Minist~ of . Agriculture and 
Works, (Food' Wing) Governmentof. Pakistan, at 'ah· any 
time .and stage, -. The adjudication .made . 1:>Y · - Director 
Food, West, Pakistan in· all casesJncluding. aotieals and 

· stiper inspections etc. shall be fi.'nal arid ·,bin,:ding on ~he __ 
dealers") .The Committee noted · that· the write ofl' of · 

.' this amount;0}f at' all, would- .have to_; be done · by . t_~e 
. Central 'Government. Th,e para. , .was,· .. therefore, 

; , .dropped; · .: : .< '/1 · . J · · -~·, , l. \: ~ ' 

i _(6). Pag_e52; .· P~rq,. . 1It70_utsta1!lding ,:«ecoverie~~~ , !.bi$ case 
reco,~enes aggregating Rs; $3,53,716 were outstanding ··on 30th 

.September, 1960,_.against various dealers, rion. Government bodies ' 
and officials ofth~·Food Department on acc~~nt .~f' ov:er payments, 
cost of shortages etc, · Out of the total recoveries a sum of Rs. '34: ?24. 
bad already been characterised by the· Department-as bad debts .. 

.. Sanction of·~he co~petent.authority for writ.mg off, t~~Joss~s .· was· 
(as per Aud1t.R~p.or~) ~waitec,lo, .' '. : > , -«. , 1 Tf , \· ; / . ': :: · . · 

At .the, meeting held on ,2nd-February, 1967,. the . p_osition .. ot_ 
outstap.din~ recovery was statedto be;:as .un~~r:-: · v • n · 

~s . 
.1 ', (i} Amount recovered· ·. .. . . ... .•• ·· 17,543 

. _··(ii)" Amount written;otr/as bad .debts . r • •• · 1~142 
·· ( lii} ¢des iiindei,litjgaijon' · . : .r: :;;, • 5~,30,70l 

. . ~ "' ~ .. ~ ; : .• . •', ' .. f ·: : 
··, ,. 
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The De~arttnent had -int.im~ted to. A11dit' th~t 'the! $hOrf9.~~ of 
l 8.53R rni:iurins~of wh~s:ttvat,,int?,Rs. ·2;27:()~9 .i~taq .c\ue ,to: (i\ difF15;rence 
in wei£?1;m,ent':.on--receint -~nd issue ,of sfocl,c~ ~ut ,receipt:.· .of un 
atandat<J.izect bags; an<) (iii) progreisive dryage 9ri . a~unt of, dry 

'r '. -r-" ·' - \ ',. ,.. . • . I 

( 

5,102 . _ ·97 

r-c.. 

... ~(i) Wheat:5g.59 - .. 'Jtlne/1960 

(iil Sugar59'.'60 , .•• 'Apri(·t96t · 

Rs~ 

. . ~ 120,140 2,51, 7So 

. ,I 

. ,., . ~ ,. i 

\ 1 · . The Committee directed that the progress should be reported 
alongwith the accounts for ithe, year ·1962-63. '. . . , -, , . 

(7) :1'age 52, Para. 12...LShQl'tage of Fbodstufj-In this case the: 
·. ~~~ori~~~·2.~~rtages ocau;ed in an,9,fµce, dlrrfil;· the;. years: 1?58-~9·:_ ,:· 

· Yea; to which' - Month in' which • . Quantity , ~ 
. pertains. - . .. no~ic~d - - . 1 .· 

. Mds. A:moqnts. - . 

< 53,35,031· rotal'. 

·. -. -- .Items at Serial No. ~i) arid ·(ii) were . dropped." 'Regardipg- 
. remaining . thfee; .items, - the Department was directed: to. report the~ .. 
progress atthe next seti.es\:ot meetingsofthe .Committee, . ) 

. · - -, / - The Department now· stated that the present position of , tho· '. 
" cases for the remaining amount o.f .Rs, ~3,35,031 foas as, under.:~ 
. - Rs~ 

' • ·. I . . -I' 
· (1) - Gases under Iitigation - . - , . · i • • s2,3d, 101 . · 

· (2). AJ!Iount.re90.~eroo ,- '.. ·- _ · '-~. - •- ~;368 
. . (3) Amount writteri off as; (bad debts), \. . . 5;732 
~:(4) Cases :urtderi1~urti:n_y'a~d action· ". <.. · 92,230. 

_l 

. ; .' . S3·5l·716 
-: , .. ' 1 ... Total. 

\ . 97321 ~. . . 

(iv) A sum of Rs, is4 :has ·~ft ~cov:~r~d .. ~~d ' 
k sses to the extent 'of Rs, 5,207 ~tte.!). . 
off.. -The balance amount of ~ .. (1,548_ 
~ould be .recovered .~b.ortly. .. , · . 

,(v) Cases under scrutiny and action ..... 

,· 
lj ":"<' 

i ::·~··106 

' i 



··-- .....; _ 
( t 

. \ . 

I. 

. .. 

•' '\, 

I ~ 
i 
I 

.,.clitnaf~ an<Jtthat tb~yhave ·approach~ the G~vernment for write off __ 
,of tbis··shortage~ Tlie mann~r in' :which the shortage ·of the remain- 
- ing quantity -of 1,602 maunds.of wheat and 97 maunds of Sugar 
occurred and action fo:r; making 'good 'or write off of this . shortage 
had pot been intimated to Audit. - · 

. ~e Department at the meeting· held on .2nd February, ·t 967; h~d 
stated that these were complicated cases and the Department .. was 

'. making efforts but it would take 'some time before the whole matter 
· was straightened out. .··•. The explanation Of the Department was not· 

( considered satisfactory. The Committee .directed I that. strenuous . 
efforts should be made to increase the speed of recoveries. . . 
•, / . . ) . ) 

I The-Department now regretted· that these.vcomnlicated cases J 

-could not be finalized due to certain: technical difficulties such as 
_pxation of responsibility ori the :officers I officials concerned and r 

I recovery of the amount of loss from them which is a maier penalty 
under the West Pakistan Government Servants · (Efficiency and 
Discipline) Rules, 1960. ... The· Demitv Director Food, Quetta 'Region 
has reported, th~t out pf the ,total·. shortage <?( 97 maunds of · sugar, 
quantity pf 8-34-14 maunds has been written. off, The responsibility 
has been fixed on .. the delinqu(,mts'I in" respect .of. the remaining 
quantity of 88-S:.2 rt)atmdk~ . 'The: Deputy Commissioners concerned 

.. have been requested' tc>'effect recoveries from . them. Effort are · ' 
being made · to fin~li:ze tile cases; · The _Department. requested . that 
this item may kindly be deferred for consideration in the next series. 
qf meetings. · 

The para. w~. accordingly' d~fefred1 to be' taken· up again in the 
next series of. meetings . when the. accounts for __ ~962-63 .. · ate _con- 
sidered by the Committee, '' · · · · · 

.. (8) Page 312, Notes 3 and 4-,-Jn this case Running Accounts 
of Foodgrains · Supply Scheme arid Combined Trading and 'Profit . 
and loss. Account of,. the SugarNationallzation Scheme .had. not 
been made available by the Department to the· Audit for inclusion in.• 
the Appropriation Accounts for 1960-61. · ·. - .. · . · · · 

. __ - . The Department 'at the meeting held. on 2n(February, 1967 µa~ 
'stated that the annual fibancialaccounts of .the Food Department 
are drawn in the following, a~ouhts :-· .· . . . t, . 

. 1 (i) .Ruhnirtg .accounts sbowin1f the transabtions relating. to 
thefbOd-~afns·, Sl;lpj>lf 'Scheme; . . ·. I ._ . . 

(ttY¢pmJ!iliect tt~diftg_ arldi profit and' loss accounts of Sugar . 
Natiottatiatiori1 S'clieme. · · · · . · · · . 1 ·· · 

, I The. reasons for the _delay in, the preparation of the . a:bovd 
1' rii¢ntioried' acoottnts wettf .. exarilit\ed>~l length by the Standing· 

Committee· on Public Aecennts' 'ih· the 'meeting ·· held . en 24th. f 
"November 1965:. . 1h"e: ~otnrmttee hatl recommended tha,t "to over .. 
'. com~ the. difficulties obtaining at present in tlie e~ting, form hr, 

.. , 

·- \ 
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· :.":hich ·~unnirii :A'.~'?1111ts were b~g -~ept,.,it. w~uid ·1;~ -~dvisab1e~to ·, i ,' :··· \ .. \ 

.. · _d1Sco~tinue the existing. syst.em and ·to· closethe accounts at the end · .' , .. 
1 .: of each year ,, · · ·· · ' , ' · - - ~ , · · · / ;_ 7 · 

; .. . axidf:a,°:~;e~b~:r.wit!W~~~!~~; 
; be prepared O.l;l :p9mmerc1al,b~_1S. . ·An pffic~r· of the food Depart .. · , 
m .. ent was.· .. detaj~ed. · · fo.study.·:·t·h·e·· :.·a ... ·~01:1n. ·.t.·jn. g,))roc. ed;ur~ ... fo .. 11~. w~~ .. .: 

1µ1··· 
.•.. · \ · the Food Department of East· Pakistan who had already commer- 

cialized their acc(?µntS( A scheme to change the pattern of accmfr1ts \ -, 
· 'has already been drawn up and tentatively approved by the Govem-" , ·. · .. · .: J' 

ment subject to' the .concurrence ·of the Audit Department. · ... ' · '1 , 

. · , The:-Committee noted with satisfactio1l-th~t the· .recomme,da- - . 
:tfo~ ·pf.· th; ·c~mmitte; for a t~ange in the accounting. procedure ha~ •. l 

: been accepted, .. 'fhe. Committee, however; . ebserved that the· .; · , 
. · ·. Department did :not .take anv · actio.n · against the· offtcers resoonsible · t · . 

1 . . for non-submission of the accounts in _ questjoni · Th~ Co~tte~ , I ·1 

'-- tiesired th~t further progress in this matter be reported to the . ( ···,{ 
Committee, \.:/ :, ! \ • .: ·-, ···. _ 'se .. ,c: • · .. ·._ ·1 

'c- ·::we ,Depart'trtent: lJJfptmed,, the Committee '\hat necessary' > . I 
· concurrence · had be~ accorded ·py 'the . · Aud~t ... ·.n.-e·· 'Departrirerit . , .. , ·' 
also placed - before the Go~mittee a .statement ·.showing ·the• progress: 
achieved in' the ·1p:t¢paratioil o.f theaccounts, which were bi arrears. · 

. . . . . . the· Commi_ttee· noted the progress' made and: directed that 'the.' · 
Departm.en~ shop:~~ e~pedite the compilation." . .' · ..... 1, 1, 

•• \ 

r,, .. f .. As the.para: is ,alsoJncfo.d~ irt ,t~e·.Appr.opriation Accounts'f~r:·. 
1962-63, t'1,e pa~:·"~ dropped,-.here:.: ; . 

'.· . ·. . . ··. ,', . . . ..· . .J.... :> ' . .. . . . : . ,' .. J -·-. . '.." . : _·' . ~ . ,• ·' . . .'- .. ~ 
· · (9). P,age 511 .. 'Para . .28 (fl-. Xheft df Gufiny,Ba.e.f--'-In'tbis ease 

400 Gunny bags had been stolen front, a: /J>rovincial:Res,rve ~entre . 

. · iad !~t!~t~Zit~~~! ~~11lJhr~}~r:g·a!i!i6istJh;unf ei';,1:s8r . 
.:emi:>tv gunuv -ba'g, were stolen at . Dunaa Bunaa P. R.- ,Centre. A - ; . 
case w~s··,registered ~it~ the Police' who recovered '185 b~gs· and ,,- · , . 

. returned the same to the Denartment. . The accused was sentenced, · 
.to two··y~rs: {mprisonment but was acquitted on. appeal 'by .. the.' 
.Additional Sessions Judge, Bahawalnagar on ·30th ,Jslavembet.J966', 

.Action is h¢ing taken to 'regularise tlie loss. · . · · · · 
. . · ... t To~ Jcamnritt~e h~~, then o~seivea - that. no satisfactorv nrogt'CS$ · . · · ·• 
bad b~~ ma.de_-by:i tlte Department in the matter.in so far as dep~!l.. . ·, · \ · ; 
mental prpceedirig~ to.Jx r~n~ibilitv 'had not been· ~~¢.tj iP.' l;tan~ ; - 
and. directed, thal,progress should. be reported 'at the next i;~es - of. 

.· meetings/'', ':' i ·: .. , .. ' < /.: . ,_- I~· .' . \ '/.j 

.: 11,,e, Deo~rtm~t now 'stated that the· denartmental nroceedingf. / 
'·}la.ve' been initiated at!'':Jin~t the ~ffieiA_t~ co~cemed to ' fl~ I req,onsi- • 

- bilitv fnT'. th•do~s and .·thQ.t further action ·;would be, ta1'~n w.hen .di~. - ~·· · .. case is finatize4 . '·' ' '•, -~ \ .. · !' ·., .·- <:.< .\>·il, ' :; ' ' ': · ... ' '.·. ·. . ·,'' 
' <.:. . 
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.. .: . (The\ para. was deferred to b¢' ta~en up· alongwi~ the ·accoUJlts , ... 
·, .' i I fC?J' the y~a, J.962.:63. 

1 
• , .- 

,,. · ·(10> ·page. 517, Para. ~Misappropriation, -of. ··aovernn:,e~t .: ·., 
'\ wheat-In 'this case 3 1 trucks loaded with 348/351 . .maunds of 

.. .! •. imp~rted .wh~t 'Yorth Rs. ·12,190 were ~a_1,iled ~p by Police .... $mrie . 
· officials. of-the 'Food Department were alleged- to have .removed the 

· ·· .wheat, from the- Government stocks. · · · 
' , , ~-.. ; . ; ' •', ... , . , ;· , f - " ,',, , I .' . ·. • ' ,I 

_. -, , : .The Department.at the meetingg h~ldpn 2nd Fe~ruary,11967, 
... h~d. stated th~t .the matter is pending in a· courtof law,' -. The Com 

, mittee had then directed that the Department should clearly report 
, 1 whether any loss was sustained by Government, - ., .. 

. Jne·'Deu~rtment._now'siated: that the.case is 'still urtder·trial in. 
the Court· of A.D'.M,.,. BahawaJriagar .. TJie .~se came up for hearing· 
on ',16.h-October, J 96.7.·. but was adiourned to; ,2nd ; January, J968 .. · 
.Further progress will: be intimated in due 'course. . _ . · ~ . · 

,. . ) . ·- . . .. : ... ··· ... , . . . ' .: ... . . .·· 
the Committee directed that the Pepartment should follow the) 

-~e up and try. toget its~ttled earlier, ·, Subject to t~ese, observa- 
. tions, the para.· was dropped. · · · 

,... ' . /. · .. · ' . . . ~. . . l J .. \ • 

. (11)· Page 517-'A Para, 33-.Recovery of cost of -wheat supplied. to 
:·:J:!t b~f·~:Sr1~:c)~jJfncia!!J!%I~se~~·1::1ci .. 0loR~h!i;.t!6~h:~· . 

, ,-suppliedto: a state PY· aPolitical Agent fo June~ 1960 was 1 recover- ·:1 
,-- able. At the instance .. of Audit· a .sum of Rs. l',36.213. was recovered 

-~nd the balance :of 'Rs •. 82,251 was s~. r7ecoverable~.- ·. · : _ ,: .; ... : .. 
I • ' " . 

· The matter was last considered by- the Committee at its meeting -~ ' · 
held on ind February; 1967, when the Deoarttr!PrttJ:rnrl- .stated that 
:the :payment ofthebalance amoqnt,of Rs. 82:252 had been with-. 
'held. by the Chitral State against their counter claim of an equivalent 

.amount 'on account of,-1traysportation 'charges of wheat 1-1tnr>lr t:-0m 
Malakand to Chitral;'; Their claim· wasunder active consideration 

:·<>f'the 'Government.. 'N~~essarv1adjustmenf;:would be··c,arried•out as 
-soon as the matter was decided. . . . •c. . . . . t \ . 

I ), · •. ·. . ' ' - • ;·\, • .., • 

r TheCommittee.had then directed that ·ptogress should . be · 
. :'I'.epo~ed ~t the next. series· otmeetings~ · ··. ·· , . , 

- 'The Department now stated ' that the. matter is · still .. under 
·4?t?nsideratiop. :¢lf. Goverttn1ent jn Finance Department: .. : ·· .. · .... ·. . , .... 

i -. -,The · Co~tt~ diregt~d ·. that -,further .pro.gress . : should . be 
~eported in the· next meeting when the accoun.~ for . J962"'.6~ . are , 

: : , considered by the Committee. f .' .. ·.· . · • ·· · / •· · · . :. . . • . •• •• : ... -, · .: 

. . - (11) Page' 518,C:Pira; 34-:(1).;__Shof14ge of Wheat in iransit~ln - 
·1his case shortage of 4,332 maunds 32·, seers :>and. 8 .chattaks of · 

-imported · wheat valuing' Rs. 56,321 occurred in transit,. from .. one 
,JBtation to another during the period from ,August, 1959 .to -June, 

-/ .,, .. - . •. J. I . '. • ' . . 
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"1966:; · .... 'J'!le·· ~hortages· were fouritt iri1 V'~rk>us·, ed~i~ettts: ·received· . 
,by the D1stnct Food Controller from time to time. All the clmn18'. 
lodged. with the Railway were I repudiated by 'the ~uithorltie$, con- 

' cerned... As the. ~ailway. authoriti~ declined to accept .the claims 
for shortages, the Department hf14 been asked ~yAudit to regu'arise 

· the loss pf Rs. 56,321 by, obtaining the -sanctton of the P:povincia[. · 
Government tg its writyo1t · . . j -. . .. ·.•· .: 

~t the meeting I:eld on 2n~ February, 1967, the ~Dep_artment 
1. explained that the sliortages pointed out .. 1;,y the Audit . · were . at 

variance. with those reported by the destination stations and the 
/ matter was ~till under. cotr.esponpeil<;e. . The . Committe~ directed! · 

that. the matter 'should '1?,e , reconciled . with t -the · Comntroller, · 
Nortlie:rn Area, and the Department promised-to finalize the case 

. and :report its progress at its next meeting~ The·'itein was .accord ... 
ingly deferred. _, · · . , · · · : . - . ·. ·· ., 

. .. ,, As no progress, was reported jn the ptesent'meeting, .the -;consi~ 1• 

deration of the .para .. was deferred to be taken . up· alongwith the 
· ~ccounts for the year 196,2-6~. · · · 1 

1(13J Paee 518, Pa~a. 34 Jiz)-Shortage• of ivht!at in transit-In · 
-this case shortage of 1.06 maund$ 33 seers whe~t valuing ·.Rs .. L5 l O 
was found in the consignments ofwheat_at.Railw~v Station, while 
taking' delivery of wheat .. by a representati ve Qf . a Political Ag(!tlt · .· · 

. . At the' meeting held on 2nd February, 1967,, th~ Deoartment 
· 1 , stated that, the shortaees have since been ·writt,en off ~fter proper 

investigatiori by the eomeetent authority. , 1 - ,, , 
. . . . . . '. .· ' . . . . . . . i '.. ·. . . ·. . . . . . . . ' ,1 

The Conuwttee clid .not feel satisfied with the .exnlan~tion 
furnished by the Department and asked. them tp give ·details ,()f . the. 
irregularities. ·Toe Committee 'also directed . the Denartment "to 

I p.rr.odu.ce ·b·e .. fore. th. ·e··.m ... ' •de·t·a .... jlq.· .of the d.isci·n· linarv action taken ... aS?;ainst .. the concerned persons. .The Denartment was also directed· to . get 
the write off verified by the Audit. • , · · - · . · · ·. 

·, '.· . ·• .· . . •. : . • , • . . ·. . . • •.. ·. • .. . .. · , I 

· The Department now stated that the. Deputv;'Director. Food, 
Peshawar' Re!rlJ:m. con411cted necessar\r ~nat1ines .into tb.~ foclividual 
.caQ.eS in accordance With the rulesLa,nd brocedure nrescribed lll fhiS 
behalf:· N6 official.of the Food' l)enartment was found re~non~ible 
for· the shortages.' Moreover. the deliveries of. the · coti:~i~nrr\ents • 
were- takea' u~der· the sapetvision of a G.azetted Officer ~fter .neces~ · 

· sary check:-wetghmenL;, Copies of th,e ord~r~i, sancti11nin1t write, off · 
4~ve a~ain been supplied .to the · · Comptroller, Nottliem · Area, 

; Peshawru.+.: . .i I \. 
, .. --·.:_ ' J' _,,_!_ ·j ... _. s- 
The,para. was di:opped. , ,· 1 . 

. . . ,· . / . . :: ,' .: ' . .· . . : '· l. - .:--- 

'(1!4)1 Page 518 • .!Para~ 34' Uii>=-Shiirtilke .of wheat 'in .tfafdsft:-Jn:, -, 
this case a. quantitv· of J05 mannds .; 36-, s~rs- 9 ('hittak~ .:' of .· .w11~at 
valumgJlls. L3J2 vvis· round short.in transit 'wliil~. ta1t-jn{? ,delivery·, 

. -·from .i the: Rtillway Auth<>rlties, '111e Office of ,tb,e Political .Ageilf 
·-/ .! . , . . . I ·-'/ ·, ; ,· • ;. t , . ' a 

_ ... \ ·.• 
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· ·~ncet:Q.ed had J;>een., asked ·by the Audit Jo make: tecove,ry .of shortD-. 
age from the Railway Departmentor to obtainsanction to its write 

· ;--OJI _fr<,>n;i. Jhe Rompetent authority. · 
. Atth~ meeting lield on 2nd February,' 1967;' the Department. 

stated that the actual 'quantity ofenroute shortages was 104-24-10 
.maunds found in five wagons received during February and May, 

,1959. On conducting a -Preliminary enquiry, the responsibility was 
. fixed ~n the JuniorInspectorwhodid not lodge claims against the 
- Railway -Administration within the stipulated period. - 

I . . ' · _ - r · 

. : _ - A departmental - enquiry under the West Pakistan Government 
· Servants (Efficiency andDiscipline) Rules, 1?60 is being .arranged, 

' . ' . . . . .' ~ 
The Committee did not feel satisfied with the explanations 

furnished by the Department arid asked them to report the .progress 
made In the matter at its next series of meetings. · 

The Department now stated that the Departmental .enquiry is 
_ still in progress. · . 
'· · The para. was deferred for. consideration ·'in the next meeting 
along with 'account for · 1962-63. when the Department will report 

. the · finalizatio11_ of. the' matter to -the Committee. ' · 
(15) Page 5118; Para. 34 (iv)-. Shortage of wheatin transit-In 

this case shortages of 554 maunds of wheat had been· notieedin the .· 
office of a District Food Controller in the-consignment of imported 
wheatduring the period from April, 1960 to December, 1960. 

The Department at the meeting held on 2nd February, 1967 
stated that the enroute shortages of 554. · maunds of wheat were 
found. in five different consignments · received during the months, of 
March td December,. 1960: · The claims were 'lodged against · the'_· 
Railway. Administration .but repudiated on one - pte~ext or the, \ 

/ other. · Cases for write off . aggregating to 511 ~35-JS 1~ maunds of 
wheat are under co_tisideration of the Deputy Director, Food, 
Peshawar. The shortages in question also: Include a quantity of 
25-35-15 .maunds of imported wheat received in unstandardized 
bags for which a claim had already· been- lodged with. the _' Central . . " 

- Governmentas explained against · para. No.. 68. There was, 
however, no shortage of the balance quantity of 16.; 11-4 maunds of 
.wheat -as the 'quantity received at destination .was .. accepted by the· 

· ·•I · i · , .• . • ' consigner. · .. . . · _ 
·, ·. The Committee directed that the non-accrual of- _ shortage of 

· '16-Jl-4 maunds should be got verified by Audit..· The Committee 
also directed that the Department should alsoreport whether claim 
with the ~ailway was .lodged in time 3indif not, what action was 
taken , against the- .official at fault. · ' . _ 

. , The· Department now stated that the cases with" regards to 
SH ~38-14 mauads ,of ·:\V;heat are :still "Qn~~ .~x:a~~Ji9n~ o.f Jllte-. 
D~. D. f. P~~awar~ · 

·~ 111· 
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. . 'Fhe . rtoiNiccrdal. of :the shQrtages· ·of· 16-ll-~4 maunds has < not:' 
-yet been vt:rified by .Audif as .tlie. party has.· not · yet visited ... the 

.. · D.FX:'S)Offi.ce; ILwe>tiJ.d be gotdone as .and wh,en,,the1audit party. 
· ',,.··visits the office conc~rnect -. · . The. 'claim· for. compensatron .against·. the· . 

. · <. RailwayiAtithorities-was/lodged:~in time and was. repudiated as the 
. consignment ~as!,booked on "said to cqn~en~'' basis, . . · 

. ··:... . : .- -. . .,, '\ • - . :· . . . • . . ·~ . '. _- . l ' .-.+ . 

r ·· · .. . . . tbe. Depalrtment 'furthtjr. stated that the claim 'was' Iodged, with ·. 
· · the. Railway Department but: they did, not accept- it. . 'fhe Com- . ' ;\ 

· mittee ~elt that· the. Department should. maker further-attempts /to. 
fix the 'responsibility fot. t1'e .shortage and recover the amount ... In 

-t; . · · c~se thi~ is not pb$~ib1e, ',the. Department then - should .' mcwe . the 
" ' · Finance Department for according, sanction for the w.rite:-otf. '. , . 

.. . · . .· ~ . S~bj.ectlo: dthrr the recoveff being .made ~r the. finalization of 
r: the wrl.te~dff, )he para, was dropped. - . · r. . · . .. · · .. ' i ·· : . 

. (16) Page .519; Para, JS-Overpayment of OqJroi_.::_I~ thiscase 
· octroicharges ot{wheat were.·paidat•Re. l/4 permaund '. as1gga;hst 

Re. ,-'/7/i actually payable. ··• This resulted: in· .an. excess payment of . 
Rs, 21,252:·durmg the periqd· froin; Ist. July,r.1959 to· 3rd June •. 1960 .. . -'. Th~ ofiiye concer11~d had been 'asked by Audit to arrange f 9~ - the , 
recovery of the· amount. · . , . . · .-> . · . :_ . ·, • · : , 
~· '.. '.'· . . , .. , , .. , .. '- .'.' , 

;_,· · ', ;At the, meetingi held o~ 2tjd Februars, 1967 -. the Departme11t · 
. stated ~~at the octrol was irtcotr:ectly ,;an<t.illeg~lly ·c~arged ';by the 

,· \ Parachinar Bazar Fund at the rate ·of Re: 1·25 instead.of · Re -, 0·43· 
. per. maund. '. The ~oijtical J\genJ Kurram, .had admitted ·tlje claim. . 
>. of-the Food Department and recommended to .the Commissioner,'. 

Peshawar Division, Jo 'accord -n~·essary sanction for the refund . or 
~ the: amount. His sanction is :awi;i.ited: · ·' 1. -: : •. · 

, ._ i .. ::···--". • ·.'· i- __ :_.:;.::I.:· . .. ·.:.-- .. .-. ;_ ·: ··. . _ .. .': •. · .. ·. ·. ,.··: I .' - ·~ . \ 

·, ,_· .Th,e Commi~t¢~d,irec!edthat the Depai:tment.shmtld report the, '. 
'. progress -: a.t t?~·ny~~m~etmgs of·:the.Comnuttee. · · , •. . -. ... ':', r 

r. .: ·· ··,'fhe-inatter'is·::stilf under consideration Pf:the ;Commissioner,. 
·' · · Peshawar ?Division who . fias _ already- 'been reminded demi-officially 

.: to expedite the matter. · 1,, :-- -, : . ' ' . ' • . .. . , 

. f · The Dep~rtment n1JW i;tateq ~h,at. the, matter h~ since been\ -, ' 
·· settled and the amo.unt wilLbe recovered .. ' . : .·. ' .. ·, , . . .·. · - · 

. .. _ _ · . _,_- . 1.(: _ . \! _ . ; : __ • I _ . ·:· -, > _ . _ , __ . .· _. 
. Subject to vefiiication by Au<iit of the recovery being ·. tna.?e,.; · ; · \ 

:, . the para, was:dropped: 1 • ·· ··:, · . ·• ·i' -,; · " :· _ · ·. :. ·~··. · , 
, , . . . . .. . . ' . - , ' I 

1 0 7) Page 520, Para. 36 . (i>--SnQrtage :;n wheat-In this case' .as... : 
1,. a result of. check1 weighnient a shottage of·· 1.,298 maunds 14 seers: · · ·. t 

· .. 4 chittanks .. '(raluirlg Rs,;)6,989_ wtis/found -atra.stati<?ll Of. d~liv~r~t: 1 . Sinte ·the wp.ea(wa~_be1ng vteighed bo~h at the· s,t~t!on:.°.f ~~spat~ll: 
· and delivery in the pr~enc(t of tbe Railway. Adn;utnstrabp:p.; 1t was, 
_ therefore;. foi: tkat ~d~stration .. to bear t~e·1oss; . The. ·District 
.. Food Controller.concerned· had· q¢en asked· by AQd1t··to .·blke. up.the, 
matter :with -the Railway: ,Authoq~es - to. recover 0~e. ~ost :9~ . wb~~ 
delivered short. . : .. ·, . / · ·· · t· ·'. · : .. · ,,·· .. ·· 1 
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i. ' . . . : .'--.- ... _.},i·; . . . . ' 
At the .meeting heldon .2nd Fel>ru~ry, 1967, ',th~ Department, 

stated that .out of 1.,298· maunds of. ,shortages .reported by ... the 
·: A.udit Department, 96, maunds relate to ·.'·the. .consignments -: ,o~ 

. imported wheat received on· int~r-regional transfer of· supplies from 
Multan Region .. ,As a: .. matter offact no shortage was noticed . in· 
wo~e . consigriW¢Jits a1i1d :n,o ~Iaims. were logged, by CC>nsigneJ,": -. Witli 
~egardto balance quanhtY ... of l,~3.maunds the cases 'were .. reported 
to ·be under investigatfon .and consideraticn at dilf erent. stages. .: · 

' ', ' . \. .· . '. ' ·. i i .: j . . .. ' . c / . '. ' ' ' 
The Department now stated that the cases fo:r the balance. 

quantity. of' 1,2~0 maunds are still under-investigatioa in Peshawar ·. · 
-. Region. 'The D.D.F., has 

1be,~n,re~faideq tb finalize th,e outstanding .. 
. ~· cases immediately. · · , · , ' ' 
1 

.• ,\ r 1fie Oepartmeµt requested· that the .para, may t,e deferred'1for 
1··JJie:pres~nt a;s .they 'wereexpectd.to :rnake,considerabte,.progress. in 

the near f uture. The para, ,\Vas, ac,cotdirtgly def~rred: and will come 
up again .. alongwith the accounts for the ye~r· 1962-~3 when the' 
Department will. .report ~he pro!!f~Ss. ,. · · J · .•. ,, • • • ' 

' . '· I ' . '' ' ·, . I •.. ' 

· · (18). Page 520, Para. 37-Los/o~ accountoi short recovery of.· 
cost of 'Ration Cards+. In this case the· orders, of Government ri\,isii:ig 
the 'price, of.new :ratio11cardsfrom Re. -IN- to Re .. i/1 /6 with effect . 

. fromIst May, 1959, were circulated by the ~egiona1 :Head Office,011 1• 

.1 ~th. February, 19~0 i.e -, after 9 months . with the result that .the price 
I 

. , 1 • of ration cards contibuedt() be recovered, at, the rate of Re. -/ l /- per. 
I 
Ratip~ Card during t~e petjo,d, 'from .. l~t MflY, .. 19~9, .. to · 17th 
F€rbrua.,~;1.9~0. During the course of ~udlt pf D1stnct; food, 
Controller, it was observed that 38,539 new Ration Cards 'were 

' issued at various ~ centres 'in _thy . District. The sport recovery of . 
Re, -/-/6 per ration car~ amounted to Rs. 'l;,204. · .. The Department I 

~~cf bee~ ~~ked .to' ~egwl~ri~e the lo~ .. ' ' .\ .: '·' .. ' ·. ' . .· ' 
A,.t t.h~ meeting held o~ 2hd February, 1967,. the, Department 

· st~J~ that the correct amount of· outstanding ,·reco\lery in .. · Hazara 
Q1stnct, was Rs .. 1,372·6 L A su111 of. Rs, 522·49 has been recovered 

· and credited ~o · the G9v;errune11t account. · .Action f pr 'th~ recovery , 
• r of the. balance I amount of Rs. 850·12 had .alreaqy peen, taken and 

District Food Controller asked to effect the recovery expeditiously., 
I ·' . I. I . • ·. • \ 

. -. . The Committee dir~tedl that the recovery ~f ·Rs. 522·49 should . 
·begot verified by Audit/the remaining amount recovered· and 
progress reported. . ', '. . · · l. • • • . ' · . · 

, r The Department now stateu that the recovery of ll~: ·522·49 will 
r be got, ':'erifie,d at the limf qf next visit of, the Audit,cJ>a:rty · tq the 

D.F.C s. Office. · ' . ·· ,. .". . · . 
: ,-; ' ·. . ; _-_. _·, .' . I ·-·-"':. ,·, .... . ...• I • . .". . : ·- : : . ;' I 

The 'Govert1.µi~Q.t have directed t]ie .D .. D;F. to itJ.stitute a proper: 
r.pepa:rtmen.tal 'enquiry. to fix responsibility for the Ioss, The result 

. o( proceeding would be reported. . · 
I, •· 11., L' .., '.-,) 

)· 

113 ,:, . ( 

r·. . r. 
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,: The Committee' ,des(red .tpat the Department shcfoid recover" frill ' 
\ amount and if it -is not possible then surt,ble disciplinary. · action 

a8ai~st: the person, responsible fornot · co111mutticali:O:g' the. itlcrease 
in 'the price of· Ration Cards, be initiated and after that :action _ tak<m 

,, and' 11ecessary: _formalities for t~w wri.te-off; e.arriecl 'out: . $ubje9t1~ . . •.. 
these observation, the para; Wl;l& dropped; : . ,.· , ./ · ·· . . . 

I .. ;" ·. ' :' y .(19) l?age:520, J>~r[l:·38-1 •ovefpaymenri~f!_;QC(10Un(qt<ict1'()/,dn . ,; ' } 
I 
Sugqr'' !o Municipa,l{tte, eJt~ln. thjs · case 'a. s1;ur1. of ~;\~, 7~2 .·· ')Va~ . 
overpaid by1_a,District Fo<;>d. Cp_ntr9ller to yanous::Mu~c1palit1~.Qtt~, 

. , account of arrears due to increase m the rates of octroi QD; SugarJor . ·. · 
. the. period. frqtn.-, .Oetober, 19~8 to December, J9S8. ' The ·. Qo"{ein~ · • . 

. µfont impos,ed -~ Oy~fbi of1.Re, -I / 4/- J)rr · 1;11aund on _sugar. ia ~rd~t-'.fo .. 
observe· uniformity .. 'in-the -rates of octroi.throughout the province, . 
The._ rates· t~en existing in · various mvn~9ipaliti~s_. w_ere .·~tt· , ~ /8,_l.7, . · .. 

: .Re, "."Il0/.:-1a:Qd Re/"."f.4/,.., Accordingly the M11mc1p~1t1es.clatmed-t.he.·· ~.:, . 
·_arrears from 13th Ocfo:I,et,; ·-1958 and chargecl· t'\ie octroi at the ·m- . ·. · . 1 
- creased I'a~e ofRe. f!.4;f- per ~&nutl wliiqll. was paid ·l>Y,< .~he local' 

·· Offic~s .. _11ie Goyeinment .sancbon~d the paj'Illept of qctr~~_Jat.· ~ht} . .. . _. J 
· enhanced rate with eJ;fectfrom· Ist .January, J959:. The payment ,of·· .. 

. Pct:r9.Lat the .eiihanced, rates for th_e}eriod prior to lst !aI!u~ry, 19.5;9 ~·; . · '. ·-:,·. , 
, was· irregular. !:he locaf officeshad 'been asked by Aurl1t to obtl;l.m·,. · 

'·. . . · from Bth "October, J 958' .to ]1st- December,']958.' . 1_,: L/ · ., · . . 
.. At·th~ me~ti11g heldon s , 2nd.February; 1967, the ··,D~partment. , 

stated that. the :N;Iuriicipal Committees irreguarly iecoyerec! octrpl <>n· r· 
imports of sugar at'an enhanced rate. ~e matter-was ta:k.en -qp''with '' 

. the Law Department who advised-tha,t the Municipal· Cqtnmittees 
were not justified in ·.recovering. the octroi .at: enhanced rate .. ';The ... 

.. matter was · then, taken up .with the Municipal. Authorities.> : -: 0 _'; · ,: .· .. 
- . Thi. MrinicipaI ~IIimitfoes. repesented. .t6 . the : C6mpussioller~ ,, 

Peshawar, Division.. against the. demand for 1 the : refund· ·of -. ,~x®Ss\-;) · 
.··' an;l()J.Inf ~har~~d, by_t,em;.wh()1jp, . __ tum, ~. ref~rreq'. the .•. :watter :}o' ' . 

. · . GoyerI1mep}.1n Ba~~c , J?emocracr~s and P9.ca!_ Goy~mmetlt Depart:; 
-1 .. r:·,:ment. ·. TheDeputy Director, Food;.Pe.sha\Var._R§g1<>n. ·has,recently·-,; 

I been advised.' after .consulting Law 1pepartment .and' · Basic.". 
/ i ·. Democracies ·. and Local 'GovertJ.n;i~nt Department to ef:f6cf r;ecovery ( '·; , · 1 

, .of - ov~rpayment. from' the Mul}icipal · Coµimittees. The 3.fll-Oilnt ·is.· 
'now likely to -be recovered, shortly. ·, · · · " . · 

·' ·.,· .' : ' \• ." • ' • ' (-.• .- ;· t. . 

(, ' · ·.The Committee then directed thaf th~. Department.,· should · :1, • · 
' report progress at the next meeting~ of th' Committee, _ . . ,1 · · ' •. : 

. 'Die Departmentnow stated .. that'the.amqunt,_ cifRs( 5;76'2/- ., 
'involved had been ,:recovered from Jhe I Municipal. , Committee: 
Subj~t·to'verificatitm _o( t~e reco~~cy ~r,1the :~udi~ the. para--)w.~- 1 

dro~prd,. -:. . . . . \ . . ! .· ' . . . . . .- . _· ,. , ... 
1, ' '· i (1/J) Page ;,21,: P~ra>) 39.i..{oss 'of wh~at- .. In this easel )t had .( . i .·• :I 

.·j beeµ-tioticoo !~at ·a$ainst · t~e .. ~,broi·· ba1a~e, _o{_.7 i?iP<>~teq, .- an~·, .. , . I 
.-· .. ~ I 

.. '. .. ~~ ( ·I 

L 

• .. : ) 

.. 



4 

.; Indigenous wheat of .66 maunds, 4 seers and JO .. chittanks-and S, 
maunds 37 seers respectively there was, actually ' no', .stock at. the : 

r godown on 16th August, 1960. The office concerned had been 
asked by Audit to obtain the sanction of the competent authority to 
the write-off of above loss. ' 1 

· , 
. . -; \ . . 

At the meeting held on .Znd February; 1967, the Department 
staJed. that on verification of the departmental record, it. has been 
found that thetotal shortages were 11-18-2 lll~unds and not 65-4~10 

.\ · maunds of wheat as pointed out by the Audit , Department, The 
,, Comptroller, Northern Area, Peshawar had been asked to verify the 

position. The case is .in process pf finalization and the result will be' 
.reported after some time; . A shortage, of 5-37-0 maunds __ .has, 
however, been written off by the Deputy Director Food, Peshawar 
Region afterproper scrutiny. · , . · · 

The committee· asked the Departmentto give justification for 
the writing off of 5~37-0 maunds of.wheat and also to report progress 

. made on the remaining shortage. · · 
( . . . 'rhe oepa,rtment - now stated that. the _ storage • shortages .· or- 

5;.31 ~0 maunds were written off by the. D.D:F. Peshawar Region 
· after· proper examination .and scrutiny of the cases. .It pas -been . 
reported that the stock· as stored in .hof climate. for. more than one · 
year i.s effected by insects. With regard to the other case of 11-18-2 
maunds · the , departmental proceedings are in progress: The· 
enquiry Officer has been reminded to. exedite hisreport. · · 

J , I , , ._ · _. I , ., ' . : . 'I\ 

.··Th~ para. was 'deferred to be taken up .alongwith 'the accounts 
forthe year, 1962'."63. ' - - ' '1 . ' 

I • - . - 

· , (21} Page ·521, Para. 4(}-S-hortage ·in imported wheat+ Inthis 
case shortage of '101 maunds 31 seers and S chittanks was found in 
the office of a District Food Coatroller on _ verification I during 
standardizationof bags in September, 1960.: ·The case -as per Audit 
Report.was stated to have been referred.to the Regional Head of 
the Department for · orders. · · . · _ ,1 " _ ', 

·· ' ' · · . -. , i . I 
.' At the meeting held on 2nd February, ·1967; the Department/ 

· stated that the · shortage relates: to _ unstandarized consignments· of; 
imported wheat supplied by the Central Government. The matter· 

. _; is under correspondence with the consigners.', . ,.. · . 
1 

- . . The Committee then directed tli~t progress should be reported 
. at 'the 'nextmeeting of the Committee, '.--: .. 

!: The Department now=reported that the ., amount had ; . been · 
written off. The para. was dropped. ' '., 

. _, (22) Pag"e 522, Para. 42- .. · Misappropriation of ,Suglir- .. In an · 
· office of the Food Department.' 630 bags of 70J maunds _· of Sugar 
worth Rs .. 96,957 at Rs. ·57 per- maund were placed at the disposal. of an official. The officialdid not account for the quantity' in records. 
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,The case cts' per. Audit Report b~d been ,:repbrted ''.to. the sp~i~L 
Police by the Department, · . . · 1 •· · . . 

' - . • ' l -, '. -1'\ • ' ". • ; ,/ ..' : -, -- ( ' \ .[ \,, 

. ' . .At the meeting .held on 2nd_ February, 19~7, the Department 
stated that as a result of scrutiny of the accounts, of . Pesni ,.Sugar· 
Centre· during October, 1960,\ fr was noticed that a, consigm:nent. of., - 
6,30· bags of importedsugar receivrd on 28th··Mar~h, ' '1958 was not ·. 

-- ttaken intoaccount by the. Naib-Tehsildar, Supplies __ who_ mis- . 
, appropriated/ . embezzled the stocks. The case was , immediately· 
, regi~ter~d- w1th the ~blic~. The - accused was tried 'in tp:e _ Cpu~t 'of 

_ ~~ss1ons .Judge,._ Kalat} but was . acquitted ~_a re~ult of, ~1thdfa:Wa.l 9f 
the: ca~e by the G:<?:vern~ent m ~onsultat1~n with the La~y':-Pepart-- -· 
ment; Further action 'to ·regulanse the loss and holding _.~{--.a.- 1 

departmental enquiry will be taken on. receipt of copy of the judge- 
ment from the Court. _. ( . ' . . . '' / \ 

.( . -·- ,' ''· . . . . . -' ' ' . 
_ · The Committee .then directed that progress should · be reported 

',8:t its next' meeting. i '. ' '·.,.. . ". : . ,' i 
,· ' . ' \ ,. ,· 

'· '_ ; '.· •.•. • :" . . _·: '. ·.:' \ .-: :- ' l, ··.' ·'·,,.._ ·_ _, . . • ":". ... ' 

. The Department now informed __ that the perSQD;>COI)CCtned._': bas.,' . 
been · charge-sheeted and an Enquiry Officer atmointed1 . The (:om.:: ' 1 
rnittee desired that.the enquiry should_ be completed· and the fihdings 
submitted· to-the. Governmentwithin a: '.Period 'of not rnore than -two , 

, months .. -. . · ' 0 ' ', : · · 

) ! . ' .• The par:. would co~e ·'up,1again at. the tfuit -m~etitig of the Com~ ·•· 
mittee alongwith the .acccun] for 1962763.. . ·: _· ·, :i - · . , \, · · .. 

• .- r ' i\J;lPROf~!TION' . Ac~OUNTS '1961-62 . I. . • : 

. ' ; .'· : . ..,. ... '' · ... ·. ''·.~ .. :.· . ': I: '•. ).:.. .' ·:: i .,·;~. :-.,. .i !_ •• t.1F. 
1 , _ _ (l). Page. 20, Para. 32-:-'Defµlcation of Government ,money qfl!l~ . _ . 

' _ stock in. dfood grain. Depot-- In · this c~s.e a' _ Deputy, Commis .. ' · _ ·' ·' 
sioner reported' in· February 1953 .. a defal~ticin>of Rs. l2,222 · • · 
by a Store -Keeper·_ of :Govern.ment_ Food Grain' Qepo.(' The . - 
'defalcation consisted of Government money amounting to .Rs, 5,992 .' . 

_ .. andof \wh~at :and. empty -1,_ags valuing Rs./:6,230. Q~t., <;>f. _tliis~ _. 
I•· · amounts ·aggregatmg Rs·. ,5,444 were recovered and 'credited to 

. · Govemment in February and March, 1963. -. A ,further ·ai,nQuntof 
_ .-, Rs. 4. credited in. excess in the account ofl.s1,1gar was .also' adjuste,<f 

· .\ ,,against the amouptlof,,deffi.lcatior_. .. ·· ·• _:· I . :- , i. r , 

. , · '- _The St~re-~eep~r-wastried 1f~ a.court gfl~w,· ~nd- :seJ1te11~e4-_ 
to ngorous Imprisonment .of four months with .a fine pf,Rs. _300, or . ,1 

-· .in' default to .undergo a further rigorous. imprisonment· of- __ three . , 
" months. If was also ordered by· the" court 'that,"5.'.l bags of,.', Gur, · 

belonging to the store-keeper an5i: seized by1 t~~ Police .. ~hould_ i t,~ 
confiscated, . Sale •proceeds of this Gut amounting tel)_ Rs. l,887 were 
credited to Government. This. amount of Rs. -l,882 was, however;< - ,. 
paid bi;ick to _ the Store-Keeper ! during the year :I 9,62".63 as)~ result 
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Net. loss wrjtte~ ctr i 7 ,4,29 

l,,.. . . ,- . ' :, ·.·_' .- _ l .. 1-l ·_ ,- ' : . _, '. . . • i -. '\ _-- .: ~· - ='= __ -- ... · 
The, loss to Government <>ccure<i .due.to' disregard of.the_ rules. 

and orders. of Government tegarding'.obt~ihing·of security from1the· 
store-keeper who remained, employed from September,. 1952· · to 
February, 1963- but the requisite security was not obtained from, 1 -, 

him. No1· departmental' action was taken, against the' officials 'con- , 
• cerned for negligence to obtain · security, for. the. reasons' .that .' the .: , : 

· -. District Supply Offic.er concerned was reti~eg_d~.nd'" oth~r officials· · 
reverted or degraded, ' 1 

. 1 ; · . .• • •. · 1 1- . . . . . ' . ' 

·-·. . . . : . . , . ' ' ., . . . ' I - ~-:·_i . - ·: - -:· . : __ . .:,· i. . • •. 

. . Jrt1 order to guard against .the recurrence of such losses in future. 
it was ordered that fresh security amounting. to · Rs. 300 should be . · 

. obtained from the store-keeper while no amount of securities _ have , . 
'been prescribed .in the case .of weighmen and chowkidars. /- · . _. -- · 

i .. ~e. oipartment' explained . that the .Dsputy Comnussioner, 
Kohat conducted an enq1:1iry to apportion responsibility Upon· other . 

. ,, ' staff but no other official was reported .to -be responsible for the loss, 
. Theloss was written off by Government .. ktepi~g)n _-view. the various 

\1 a,spect~:-of the .c~s~ ... No security :is ?~t~riea fronrthe: ch_owkidar~l 
) 

1. as. the responsibility. for the safe custgdy 1oLthe stocks· kept 'under:'. · 
double lock rests .withexecutive staff of the Department from whom 
adequate sec'Qrities. ~re·obtained to .safe-guard t~e_p1:1bli¢ .interest, 

1 
· ·. The ~xplanaiion-: was ac~et,~J. and the par~/was_ dr_._:op_ 1 p_ ed. , 

.. I • 

.~ 

.,. . · i. , _ ;t,,448 To~al, 

v .; 1....,,.._~--;-::----.- , r 

r-·:. 

-__,.. . ...,.......__ ..... 
"" e . ;\. t·. ~e_c?vc;Y ~r~a* ?:1 icl~:.b:Y 'the Police'<durtng . 

, inve~t,gaticn -_· · -, · . . · .. , -· :~_, ,' ;s;,t.J5. · i: cl:~diied in exc~s~ :,n the a~1ount or sngn.r •. · .' - · 3 . 
I • ., .\'· 

'·" Ii 
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i~,877. ' . 
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., 
·. I .(55 

. :; . ·. . ::. 1-·i··. ' ! ' -. . . __ .' 

Cost, of l!uit decreed l.lg.1.h,st; the Store-k.et Pfr 
. . _. '. . . ; . \ . ~·- . , 

r .. 'J2 222. 
.'). ', -t .,·. ,. • __ . __ .__ _ __:._.~ 

: Tvi.11 . l ,-. 

--·~_..,_ _ 
, : 6123'0 

- ) . , 1 .. 
.. "-';., i,9,, i ~ !.., ';,, e- ,, 

. I 

~ " 
1'. · Coi!t o,f whpoti and e~p~y br g1 

. /' .,, . . ·, . .· 
1'. · ~. _ Cdol!h defalcated , .:· .·' . . - ,, I< r 

- of the decis1ion 6f a. Civil C~tirt. .t ·_ The amount of 'Rs. ·'. 7~4.29 as 
detailed below .was writtenoff under orders of .Govemmetitc+e __ ,_·. 

• • J ' - • I - i - . {- 
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.· .. ': .. . .. :<i> }Jgej, .P-9:ra.:x) l,eadW:i,frJ'ai~ .1)'i;o.ri!n/:Na. ;41~4;,tu~t-i.: ... __ , 
·, -1 .,.:out(ay pn·Pr,oyz1.1.c1al Schetrtelofs~a(e,trridzng .. savzng\,:'~, •. :' .' · · 

:,_ 1. --_1:<JJ_?age1 '.9,;·Pafai i2 <1S'Reti¢.with· ptzg{l34--Granr._-iy/x 411·-- ..• 
. . capitpl> Outlay on Provinciai Scheme§ of; .. state · trading~surrende.rs '. :: : r.lJqde:ln excest df sqving-;- ·.' .. , ' . . ,,( . . .· . ' : . . -, . .' . : _1..,. ~ 

·,Rs 
• /,,. ' • : • • '\. ~ t \' · .. : · .. / '; • l. 

\ · " . Amount 'of Savmg ·· · 80,60~642 
< · . · · ,'Arr,.ol'.lnt_S.u~de;ed 1 

·. • ·:,. >· ·2,66,98,790 . . 
.: / ... ·.' : i' 'The.:e:iplaµa~ion: ~f the' Departro~n~- WB.S\~h~t_= ic._' . . - .: . \ ., 

· , . (a) The saving qf Rs. _4-6,43,361 which· works out to. 78·5)1 % - 
J • • • offhe:firtal dppropdati<;>n'inJhe ~barged sectiori,Jva:$ due •.. 

· to thefact' that· the proced11r~ ,for·t4e'calqulatfoti ·of the." 
. a~bu~t of i11t~rest _on c~ptta.l ,, i~~~tm~nt· i~\~ta,te~ tf~diiig{:,. •. 

· ,~~ approved lllC<msultat1on·}'f1th·.theAu41t'an<,t.:Pwa!}~r · 
.: . .-J)epar,t11t~nt~s ;l~tei~s·'.JUIY,, 1962; .· J\s;sU.~~-t~e:.reqµir~~\ 
. ;!-' · meats · could ;not pe' accura~ely: determined . ·• wh,ile _ .pre-. 

·. ·,. partng the·. reyis-~d· budget _estimate ,f9r 'the y_e~r ·\if6l-62;''. ·' ·'· . . . -- ·.__ . . . - - . :. . . . . -. ,,_- .. . -.· -- . - : -._ . _.' .. . < . - ' . . . .. -: .".:',_ ' . - r 
, (b) In-the authorised-section a 'sum of 'Rs. 2,66;93,790 >was;,;.:· ·. "· • 

: · . ,. sun;~n(ieredl because it was. anti¢jp~te4 'that it \vo4J<f n<>t:' . \ 
. be/p:05.sible to, arrange itripqtt~ >upto . '. the' estiniat.e_g .: 

. . /qu~_tiW. p~ovid@d 'fo~. in ~e 1bV4~et,-~(im~t¢S,; · Due to._., , .. 
-. · ;th~, ~e_rs1~t~~t reques.ts~ -of. ProvincJ,al G~vemm_ent,. _the r ... 

:, ~11epiy,po~1t;1011-w.~s·.1mproy~.at t}ie·f~g-end.,10~:t~e:yc~.::;; 
-. ·i .. ,which resulted-in, an-excess expend1t'lll'e 9f.Rs.J,86,3311~8 •. 

,',, (. '\ :\vlricl()vorks 'OUlJO 2·88.%'of the final ·app.ropr;i::itiohi-·: >·~ .. 
~ / J <>> . '· The items :M'ere 'cfroppe<i.'. >·' . ·: .. ···.·: :_ ,, 'J ,, ,: .... ·,,)_,\··, )0 >.:i~''. ... '. ' 

. .i ... :· _ . .'./' rv: _ ne· ¢omnuttee th~~ iadjourne<l fo. -m~~ ·~g~i(:it. 9!oo a.:n1>r. 
,,_ ; · •. .cn Hth December, 19.67. ·· · ·, . ;_ .. (: .' > :,. . . · · 

. ·. . ' . ' . . . ' . ZAIN ·,NOORANf .. 
" ·,. ,, ' . · .. :: \CHA.IRMAN. - .. 

·.-· .. , -: _ '.," , :; , · ". _ · · ·.· St~ndin~. ~om_,;i.itte~ o~ Public· Acc~ujn_~s; 
. · ; .·<-. LAHC?~)> O:: ', i ,. · . · ' : · . ···· ,,. 

,rhe '9{h IJ.~cember/196.1., 

') ,·. '. 

I . 
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• . APPRO~RJ:ATION AccotJNTs- .. · 19.59-60 
.... · (l,)' 

1 
Page3,Pdra'. Sread with Page 158-· GrantW~. ,21:.111du{;t- 

ries-;1-lri.dustries~Other than A+--3(e)-. Saving Rs. 2,8i,S62'·,-,-,The Oe"._ 
partment explained that there was a saving of Rs, 12,1,i,387 and 
not Rs ... 2,82,562durmg 1959-60.in respectof GoverrimentTechnical 
Institutions/Schools transferred to. the Education Department. 

· The remaining amount of Rs. 70,175 relates .. to the Carpet Centre, 
_ , Hyderabad and Cottage ~ndustries• Development Centre, Khairpur, 

· transferred from Industries Department to Small Industri~s Corpora- . ' . . . .· ' _. , .. ' ') .• ,.· ' '-- . ·. 

tion. 

'! 

EDUCATION' DEPARTMENT 

/ 

). 

\. . \ 

·PROCEEDINGS OF THE MEETING or . THE STANDING 
. COMMITI;'EE ON :PUBLIC ACCOUN~S HELD ON 11 TH 

DECEMBER, 1967 AT 9\00 A.M: IN 'TEA ·RQOM' OF THE · 
ASSEMBLY BUILDING,· LAHORE. . . 

. (. ,· ' . . . . (- . 

1. . The. foll6wing. we;e present : •·-' · · · 
\ . . ' 

(1)· Mr. Zain Noorani, M'.P.~ .... · Chairman. 
(2) Chaudhri :Muhammail Nawaz, M.P.A. .. : . . Metnber. 

•. . ·.. . :. '"'- :,' ' .· _\ ,( ' 

· i (~) Cit'/i!f ri MWla0Jmad• llatwar I<h~,, . . . Me~be~ 
(4) Rai Mansab Ali Khan/Kh~rrt ,,M~P.A. . .) 

1 

Membel 
(5) Mr .. Malang Khan, M -. P.A. ,- . .. Member . 
(6) Syed Akhlaque Hussain, , f.Q:A., C.S.P.; Expert . 

. ' Additional Secretary to Government of . .Adviser. 
West Pakistan, Finance Department. • . " . 

(7) Chaudhri ... Bashir. ·. Ahfu~d,, .\ Assistant Byfnvitation. 
Accounts -Officer Office of'the Accp:tinf, 

. , ant-General, ·west Pakistan. ·.. ·1'- 

($) Mian Namdar Khan, . Joint ~ecr~tary to By Invitation, ·. 
• Government of W~st Pakistan., Educa- · ·· · · · · 

. tion Department. . . . ! \ . 

(9) Mr. S; M. Wasim, .C. S. P., Secretary to · By .Invitation.. 
. Government of . West. .Pakistan, Basic , · 
· DemocraciesvSocial Welfare and Local 
Govemment Department . . ' · . . . . . 

-. Chaudhri Muhammad Iqbal,'· S.K.~ Secretary, Provincial 
Assembly of WestPakistan; acted as Secretary <>;f the Committee. 

. II·.. The Committee in, the, first instance· examine<! .: th~ expla- 
"nations of the. following Departments in. respect. ' of .the -items ap 

. peacing in the · Approp·riation Accounts for the year 1959-60, 
'1960..,61 and 1961-62 :·-. • ·. · - -.' ·. . . 

. \ 
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; ·.· The reasons:' f o'r .. the, sa\img' '~fRs. ·. 2_, 12;387 ,_wer~ I given : 'as : . c 
vunder.r--« . .,.·,·' .. (· :\ . . (.. . . 

·'i_,· ',. .. \' . . ·.. . '> . \ 
(i) Certainposts remaining . vacant .. for some· months on 
' ; I account oLtr~nsf~rs, leave and '.non-availabiHty of quali- 

.· .... ' . fled <persons in Smd an,ct Khairpur; I · · , \ , ... 
·I ·; . t. ·' ·1 '. ·. , : . '1, I '., • {,· .' 

(ii) adjustment onaccount pf rent .could' not be made within « · i , h ' I . , ) . t e year; , . . . . . ' · · I 
. (i.ii) a~justlllent · of ~orrt~ r st~ff ·. c~rr.yin:g " 19we; · scale against .· . i 

,, higher, vacant posts; , · · . .v •. .· I 

·,iv) sorile iJriaieHai·'w~r/: not purchased as' '\be.· .Vocational . r I 
, · · Schools did not work in full . strength; . -: . . .. · · · i · ' . 

. I.· :-,(v) some' 'l';A: bills,'. remained pen~ing. due· td· auditobjec- I 
. , ~ ' . . tion; . . , 1 , , • 

1 
; 'I I 

. (vHI i;iop~drawal' bf /Sti~~~d~., on acco~nt of abse11c~ olstu-., ·.' I 
, · , -··· dents and late admission, . · · . . . . . . , , · · · 1J 

\ . , The 1~Xplanatfon of the pe~arttrient for tlie)avil)g of Jls. 2;12,'38'i 
· was c6nsidered by the Committee to be 'satisfactory: . . · 1 · ; : 

• ', '1' ' ' • . • .. / • . ,' , . _ , ( •• /. . • :' • !, " '. '.- -~· ' ,. :·. i ' 
. J'he' contention' . of the Department .·. that. the' . explanation · .. for 

. the. \'saving 'of Rs. 70, 175 had to be .furnished hy the Industries and 
. .I. .. Commerce bep_artrnent (i.e. Smal~ · Industries Corporation) -; was ' . , 

accepted~ . .The Committee directed that the .Industries Department . · · ' 
should explain. the. saving ·,·of. Rs. 70, 175 _· as 'accepted '·bf them.~vide· · 

'theirletter No: 'DI/Audit/ 1~56/67 /399,, dated' the l.Ith April; i957·. 
to the Educa6on" 'Department, at. the· next series of meeti~gs of .the 

. Public ~ccounts '. ' ~();mmit~ee:. ( . This ,,item . > soo,uld; ther~fore, be 
. included m the working · .· papef for the ·.· Industries Department and 
they should". be specifically.told that when the Committee next meets, 
they should furnished full explanation f,qr t'b,e'.saving. ·. \ . t : , · •• , , 

., . . . l . . '. . . :· . ' ' .. ' . ~., . . ' J 

. (2)Page. 48, ,.· Para.11-. · Audit· of ··an:mts'-in.,.Aid~The ··Audif .· 
observation in thi~ case was thatthe cert~ficate to the effectthat- the, 
Pr~ts:..in-Aid were spent on the 'p~ject$ for :w:mch they were meant ... 
and ui); accordance with . the prescribed· conditions had . not .been: 

. i furnished .by the · defunct. Directorate or . public ··Instruction. Jo • 
• • 1 · the Audit. · At the meeting . heldon 24':'Il-,1965, the ;, J?epartment . 

. had stated.-thatt~e··requisite1c~rtificate.had'.bee:Q'·•furnished·fo,th¢,1 , '· 

Audit. The Committee, had; however, desired-that · 'the Educa 
··1iori .Department should supply a'listof the i,nstitutions which had 
I 
not 

1Ut~Jized 
, thegrants according to 1f:he ~OUd~~iqns Ja_td down Of 

.. had failed . to utilize the grants allocated to them. , · 
, · ••• : . . .1 . • ': . ·•. i.. . ·. . ' .. . .," .' - /· r .. .'. - . .. . : 

1 ( . ; • At the meeting held .. on 18-4-1966, amounts of..i unspent giants. 
, for Peshawar, Sargodha, Multan and Lahore regions" Were intimat 
ed but the figures 'for Quetta and Karachi Regions were not supplied 

• • -. • • . • .- J ·.,· • ( •• 



---------- 

\ 

lNo .co-grnt reas~ns have been given liy 
I the Uioal Bodies. for non-utdlizatjcn r the Grants-in;a,id during UNi9-60., 

J 

- l District Counoit, Gujrat 
(Rs. 67,328), 

.2 District-<Jounpil, Rawalpindi 
.(Rs. 113,380);' 

1960-61 

Reaiions !or not. spendirig the .grant 
· during IOB9,~0 .. 

NaJDe of Local Body Serial 
No. 

' 66,508 
_40,000 . 

6,374 
12,713 

1,668. 
810- 

1,292 
5,02,954 . 

••• o. 

.···. 

. . ... 

... ". 

.: \ ... • ·.~ 

l The ~ar 
dn11iJ1g 
which the 
'unspent. 

· grantwas. 
adjusted_ 

Ditto 

-: 

·" 

i. District Council, Gujrat ' 
2. .District Council; Rawalpindi· .. , 
3. District Council, Jhelum .. , . 
4.. District Council, · Campbellpur · 

', S. Town Committee, Miani ... 
6. Municipal "Committee, Khushab, 

. - 7 .. Municipal· Committee, Bhera 
I·__ ' 

'8. 'District Council, Multan ... 
9; Municipal Committee, · Okara · _ 

10. Municipal Committee, D.O .. Khan 
11. ! Municipal Committee, Sadiqabad 
12. Municipal Committee, Kh~npU(: .· - 
13. Municipal .Committee, Bahawalpur 
14. -Municipal 'committee, .Chishtian 

Total 

:.. 

The Committee felt' that the Department had not' 'furnished 
complete information· . as to . the reasons why the . local bodies 
did not spend the amount of Grafit-in-Aid and .decided that d~ 
tailed reasons· why each of these local bodies could not spend· the 
amount, and whether ·.· _adjustments were made in. the following 

· years should be reported. - · · 
. . The Department at.the meeting held. on 1~2-1967 supplied the ··' 
information as under : -· · ·. · · \ -, .· · · · . •·· _ 

as the same had not been received by 'the Department; The Com 
mittee then directed that efforts should be made to · make these' · 
figures available at' the next meeting. ' ~ . 

. On ·28-10-1966 it was stated that the following. local bodies 
could not utilize grants-in-aid given to them by that 'Department 

· iri .full, according to the prescribedconditions :-· .. 
~ S. No, . Name oi Local Body , Unspent Balance, 

Rs. 
67;328 
53,380 
85,187 

1,65,062 
1,78i 

166 
685 

.. I 
,'• 
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, -_ Second List of Excesses and Surrenders .is due with· _ the ' 
Finance Department on the' 15th Aprilevery year and approval of 

_ the Finance Department is received in about third week of. May. · 
Sometimes, back-reference is required to 'be - made to the Finance 
Departmen~ f?r th~-_increas~ of .fun~s. _ .wh~ch ,takes some time. 
Re-appropriation .and Region-wise distribution of the __ funds - re 
ceived from the Finance · Department through . - revised ', estimates 
is made . by the Administrative Department after observing all _' · 
the formalities and working out _ complete details. On -receipt of · 
the· additional funds from the Education: Secretary, the _Regional 

. Directors of Educatioti sanction grants to various local bodies 
a(ter thorough scrutiny. .These Local Bo~j~s are requir~~ . to call 
for __ quotations and _ observe other formaht.1~ before utilizing the 
funds· allocated to them. --_ All, these -f ormalities _ requtre time and 

.at. every stage the . Departtn~t _ ,takes . _ .necessary - steps for the 
- fu11 'utilization of .the. tun'd! but due to, thn~ ,limit> -,funds te'lnaiti 

. _ No. 4: "District Council, i:ampbellpur-_ ,The fun~s - are collected 
· --- . __ by the Department as early-as possible but the amount remalnun 

utilized in certain cases due to' the following factor: -- 
·- . .' ·. . • .. 

_ Asregards serialNo. 4, the Finance Depertment poj_nted out 
that the amount .allocat_ed in 'the __ budget- is released gy the Finance 
Department m , time but -normally these __ funds are collected too. late. · - · -- · · - , 

The Committee - impressed· upon the _ Finance and the Educa 
tion Departments the advisability of - releasing funds. by these De 
partments 'as' early as possible to enable the Local Bodies to 
spend the amount. . · . · . · 

- Regarding serial No: 5 and 1, the adjustments inade.·· in the 
- year· 1966-67 as shown above could· not be explained by .the De- 

partment. The Committee directed that.' full _ particulars Of _ the 
same be submitted to the Committee together with technicalities of- 
the adjustments - in t~e next meetings. · ., 

As regards serial No. 8, . the Committee wanted to know the 
details with - regard to the embezzlement, the action taken by the 
Department and its subsequent result. - - The Committee .also wanted 
to know as to whether the case · was entrusted to the Special 
Police by the Department and if so, its result. As· the · Department 

. could not furnish _ these - details, . the Committee directed that it · 
· should be done at the next - meeting, · 

As regards- serial No. '1-0-14 _the Department- _ could not state 
whether the funds we~e. utilized in subsequent years. ,, -- - 
-........... .. ! -, . . ' 

The explanation now submitted; by the Department · was as 
. under:-. · .- · · -- 
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- . - un-utilized in\ ~rtiiit1 c~~~s. ;, To:'{):Vercoin~:-t~· diftieul~~ this De~ . \ • 
· . partment · sugges~s. lhat ~ the date. ~f subm~s1on of - B~ond _State- . 1 · .. ·. · _, . .1 

. . ment of Excesses Jnd Sun:enders · · to the f ~nance DeP.artment be,. 
fixed a few, .weet-s .earlier. · In case t_h1s proposal 1s.- -:accepted;· r- 

·. this will give . tp11 re time for the utilization·. of tµe ·grants pefore · 
!he close of the F" 1 ancial Year. :· \ :~ : . . , ·- 

• ' :,. ' - • ' ' J ., 

_- No. 5-7. To!V~f C~mmittee~ Miani, and Municip~l- Committee, . 
· Bherw-,-The_, c;on~~r3:ed Divisional · Inspector .of. Schools w¥,1e -- ;' 

. recomtnendmg gra~t for the: next year (1960-61) did not · mention 
<theseunspent bala ce · with the result- that th~ . ·rol~owjng. · grants ··.; 

, could. not' be. - adj ! ste~ · during .the following ·year: : . . . · ' 
-...._ . . . I . , . . , ", .>. , 

. '\ Town Cowmittee, Miani Rs: : 1;781+:.Muhicipat, ..' Coinmittee; '. 
lJher()·Rs. ~85~111· adjus_t~ents in respect,oft~es.~-lltlSp~J.itbaJ~ri.~'· 
were made · as soo4 a~ these _came, .·. to .tbe . notice of . the . Depart-. 
111ene_· 1'.})e D!rect~t of· Eclucati9n,. Rawalpindi; .• has. been asked to '(. 
c_on v.ey.th~-.- .d_._i~p. le.4_,isure_ -: _of .•... th_·.e · .. _a __ ··._. cJVe.·rnm __ en .. t t.o. >.th __ .. _.e_·_.·_ .• _I_;_n_ s_pe_ ~tor.·o_ .. _f ~hools who d1cLnj>t ,,pomt out the unspent gr~nt .balance: .lying , -. , .;/ 

_1. .with these. Local JJ,od1es. in time. "In.order to avoid such .irregu- 
\. ·· 1arlties,. the. -P~~~o~i. of Educatio!1,·· Rawalpt~W? is_-~eing·_·, ~sked,,th?r 

, _befo!e · sanctto~in~i the: ·grants· ;the.: Diy1S1on~l. ~s~ectorllns-: 
· ·pectore~~~- ~f S~~ot~s 8:~ould bt: ~uected ~Q furp.1~h cert1~caJes for ··. "· 

t.oti_a·l. :_ut~l.1Zar1on:._o_ r __ gran __ t~-. __ a_ .. ·_n_ d lli_,_.?_ as_.e · of u_.· _n_ s_ pen_ t.•·_· . gr· .. _a· t;its. ill. e .. ~_.· , S-:_< ~ ·$ary adjustmerit, ~h~uld be.made in the subseq:uent years, · ,. '. 
· - · Tech~cialit1e~'. 4t adjustmen{a~d 'the p_r~ced~re"fo/>,etep.sing_ of - 

_ grant-. The proced-gre for· the release of grant ·provtded _ through . 
, regular budget is t\l~t. .first ffi:Slalment Qf grap.t- -is released jn ad- . · · , · 

vance to the . exten~I of 50% of J'1e" total grant sandtiop.e~ in f~v.9ur. · · · 
of.- a Iocal body d~ ... · .. _ g-_ the preceeding year.. The · ·: se_co.nd'.'instal-.\ 

\ m_ ·en_· t i_s_ r_ e·.leas_ e __ d afte'_· __ .th. ~·-_a .: cc .. · o.u. nt~----_.o._f .. the __ ··.L.·'oc al~B_o_ ~:h.·.e_ .. s._··,.· ': a_t. (ch. ec,k -_._·._·.·; -'~'On-the.sp~t by_th: .Se~or A~cour1tant .of.Re~1on~JP1re.ctprate Qr ·. 
arepresentative of·tie said .office and after adJµ~ttp,ent'of·· the un-. .. 

. ::b_·~e_1:_._n_t_._·· ~t:\_~_-_:f:ip_!~_?-h_O :_r.iint!_alo:f_Pr:~_Io~~~ y-a~~~--1_:_,d_·:tr_ ~~i: __ -·~-- S:~ a_':J0_it_ t_J·.·. . 
-agamst th.e. .~urrent eat'l's grant .. _ltt the event of a:,saVIng out of · 
the, ) __ .a· n~. t_i_o __ ned- .. 

1Bud,gtt 
- a_._. U~ttnent :_ .. )~.a·f·· ter . rele. a:s_- _· in_g_._ ,. ~9rm_ JI· · · m__ a_ i_n-_ '. ·_ ... _. . .··, · 

·. tenan~e grant) ~pec1~ .· eqlltJ?°:1~nLgf~nts· · ar~ • also . ,sanqtionec.t ~f o,r • . ·, , , ... , .• 
' .· ~~;d:n th~nacl~:~11r4h~kJ~~~ci~~~if ·. §~11-1:r;!:i~l~ J;~~:- :~; . . .: · . · . 

the Local. Bodies to 4void Japse of .funds ·but· sJue to the len_gthy' ,, 
proc.edure invo~ved Jn ~e . ,purchase of e<tuipm~nt/stores. articles, · : ,· ..- 

_,· e!c,, L09al. ~od1es;us.~ally ,ut~hze ·su~h. gr~nts.-, d11;nng_tp~· ne~t ~nap .. 
91al · vear ~th·the aqpro~·.al ·. of t~e_.D1rector, of Educ~hon ~onc~rn.;·.) , ,: 
ed. The procedure :~pr the, adjustment of ·unsnent, ~ portions of 1 - .grants sanctioned in.~~pect 9f new. ·scp:emes is · also-the. same· _ 

, · -~S e~pJainecf ·above m ~egard tO t,b~ :normal, inajnten,anbe ·gr-ants/:-__ . . ~ .... -J!"_:: . ; ' ·'\:· -· . ,: '. · . .-· ·, ··.· 
r :I, 

<!l+ .. 
::i[i 
:r ••. 

·, 
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. No. 8 District Council, Multan-: So~e persons referred the case . 
to the . Pakistan Special" Police due to party friction. The matter 
"fas· investigated by the Pakistan-Special Police but nothing could 
be proved . :agai:1st the concerned officials. The matter remained 
'under in.vestigatit'm for more than 2 years. . It- was in l 961 that . 
concerned officials were acquited honourably. The record was .. 
received back · from .the Police jn March, 1962 and necessary steps · 
were taken to utfu7,e · the grant soon after .' that. Accounts of the 
District Council were also " checked. by the . Local Audit Fund De- 
partment but no ersbazzlement was f ound. · · - · 

-' No; IO-Municipal Corsmiuee, D.G; Khan-The' grant of 
Rs. 6,S74 sanctioneeduring the year 1959-60 was notpaid tothe 
Municipal Committee, ·D. G. Khan, by .. the Treasury Officer 'for. 

· want · of authority from the Accountant-General, West Pakistan, 
This fact. · has been confirmed by '· t.be "Directer, Local Fund . 
Acco.uiits. The questi:,,~ of. nmai0i~ng the above amo_u~f 1,1nspent . , 
and its subsequent ut. lizatioa, 'therefore, does notarise. · 

(1) · Municipal" Committee, Sadiqabad. · 
(2) Municipal Commi'tee; Khanpur. 
(3) Municipal Commrtee, Bahawalpur. 
(4) Municipal Commietee, Khairpur, , . ,. ,. . .. . 

All the grants' paid ·t,, these 1 
· Local, ' Bodies during the' . year 

1959-60 were utilized 'in ,f,·111 arid. . no: amount . remained: unspent. 
This hasbeen confirmed br the Director, LocalFund Audit, Multan .· 

· Region Multan · · . · · · ,~ · . · · , . . , · 
. ' . .· . ~ . . ·,.. r, ' 1/_ . -, .~· .'. . .. 

· The explanation was accepted and . ·• the para. Was dropped. 
' APPROPRIAn·1N Ar:cooos-· .. 1960-61:. 

· (;!) Page. -345~Granr_·N-,~ 3~·-Devefoplflent-K,~5(6)~· _Ad4itiom1/ 
Scholarships/or Lawrence Cc/tege, Ghora ceu-. Excess Rs. 27,0QO--- 
The Department at the. meering_. held on V2-1967 had .stated 
that the original provision of Rs ... 12,000 was not surrendered to. 
Government but it was . re-approp-iated by Finance Department 
from "K-5(6) Additional Scholarships for.Lawrence College, Ghera, 

· Gali" to the proper head "K-8-Stholarships-Additiopal Scholar- · 
ships for Lawrence College, Gh:Jra Gali" under theirU.O. 1589-Bl- 

.• 61, dated 23rd June,1961, wheo the financial. year· was about to. 
close. The Principal of the ·C 'ollege ··had. already incurred an 

.. expenditureof·Rs.(27.000 againsrthe provision' under . the orignal 
.. head i.e., "K-5(6)-Additional· Scholarshinsfot Lawrence College, 

. Ghora Gali". The .defunct Directors of.Public, Instnictions, West 
Pakistan'. failed; to get expenditur e of Rs: 27.000 transferred 'to the 
new head. Had this been done· the flgure of Rs.27.000 would have 

'appeared, against the -provision U oder the, new head 'instead of the 
· original one. The saving of Rs. 15,POO . (Rs. 42,0ro-:,.Rs. -27,000) 
was due to the ndn·,.availability' , if eJ\gible -eandidates , 
. ' - . ·' . . . . . ,J 
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• .. . ' : : ,; . . .... As_ regarqs .:the irst part, th~ -Cb~¢ittee ac~epred', the ~tplanaw·: / 
:.'1 .tion given by the. ~J)~partment\oufop~erv~_thafthe .Department 

. , hali·stillto:fix·. up:-responsibility on p~rson wh.o bad . failtXI.,to}get 
. the-expenditure 9f 'Ri· ·i7,000 · transferred to new· head. ·. T_he Coxn'." , 

-mittee directed that ·the Department. should .take qepartmental · 
', .. a~tjon agains(the c,oncet,ned ' officer . now .... ' !\S.·.· r~gards p,~( 1say~µg 

·. . o(Rs . .15,QOOJhe.'.Co~ttee asked ,t~e_Dq;>art~~tJof11rmsh._de·: · 
. ( · : tails as to bow the advertisement was Issued; what was the µumber..:of 

. . . -·~·· 'applicadbns; and how tnatiy 'students were .selected, . · ':. : . . : .. . 
· - , .1- -, · -The explanation submitted by- .t~~::Oepar.tjrient was as under~~ - 

\ ", ( . . . ; . ' ,. '' . . . ·-' . },-:- ·:: .--; . '· ~· \( ~ J . \ ·.. . -~ ' 
· '.(a) The· Directorate. of Education; , · ::Labor~- Regiop which ... is · . 

. Jh~ parent. offi~ of .the defunct . office: or the Director : Qf ( · 
PublicJnstru.ctioµs, West.Pa\istan, has '_beefi ask.ed · lo:,: 
locate the officer 1•• at fa ult. and <· convey him - q.isp1e·1:1.sute . 
of Gov:ernmeilt, for, the Lapse and also direct ·lilin . .to · 
be more: careful in future: .· . · .. :. · . . <" 1 : .. 

. ·,. ,:·.,; .. • . ·•· . 1 '· , . . . :.,.: . . . •· • • .. 1 .• 

(b)> The •Schplarsp,ips;.were ex~~nsively advertised Uir,ougb, ;s 
., · newspa~rs 'of West Pakistan. · Jn )dl 52 . ·appli~tionS:· 

for.award of' scholarships were . .received by thePrinci-. 
,... -p~, 'Liwrerice 'College, (}hofa.:~CJali .. ·. Out-of 'thes~·. 49 .. 

, applica~i9ns were f <?r f!Jll.scholarship~ . of Rs.. 125 . 1:er ,., 
mensem • ~nd , 3 ·• applications: we~e. . f<>r· .half. schoh1rsbips . : ·· ·· 

. of Rs/~2:50 per me11sem~ ca9~: .·· ;out ot 52 apl'!i~at!q~s; . . , 
,,pan4ldatei were found< ~ligible on. the basis· of wnt· · 

,; ,-Jenj~st;iptemew, age, arid ilicame, etc. -<>. . . ; . 
• v • .Subject':{o: , .th~·: actio~-- ~eing·_ tilkeh:<;1,/~~e'Departµi~~t~~g~nst ·> ... 

· " the--'officetatf atilt ~ ref erred to ii) (a). above, the .para .. was dropped:) · •·· · 
... ~·,- •• ,_ ...... ~. - ... - -,- • •• ' ./ - .... - ,· -, \- : ;--:.. .. • '. ~ -· •. # .... •• ·.,. 

.. : t: ... • - 

· - ·· · . (2) Page 346~rant No. 35-Development .. K-5-(I 3):,..;.Pitrchase 
~ ·· of equipmie,:zifo,:: G:ir(s' High' Schaol: Q1tetta :all:d· !1oys3r:ho-ol-Quetta -, 

. . ; '(.::· · E~cess Rs. .. 4,23?.4f5~1J1e item ;was.last- co~~<iered ··. by -the. Co.m'." 
1D1ttee at its meeting held -'°~ lstFebruary, 1967 when.. the ;oe~_ 

.. ~p~rtment had :'stated that ·lhe .: _ Qrigfnat:·-Buciget Provisi0,ns of 
·• · Rs .. 50,0000 'was · ·. re-appropriated' bi.the , former Di.rect;orJ>f Pub- '. 

. Uc Instructions; West Pakistan; for meeting , .. the~ expenditure . sane~ 
- tioned by· the: Government . in -ant'itj.pation -~tth~ . . provision · pf • 

.. , funds during the year 1960-61. The v~_riatiori ~as__due to the ... fact, · 
. '.', .' · >: .· that the Audit1 Qffic~ did not ··· book· tlie expenditure scheme· wise 

.• . ·. l :,c->~nd minor~h~ad;.wis~ .... 'I'he offieeJadJo book\ the e~tire _e~p¢~~i,- ..• • 
·, ture under ?63,-;B-Development" iµ".three.a categories; 1.e., ,~contm:- 

·. ·'.. gericies"; ''Or1tnts-in-Aid and "Stipends_·~. ···/The exp~ndhute 1n_r¢s~;1.: 

-., pect of variou~ s~hefues under t1'e minor heads. K-2,·K~5~ K:.ti·_ ... and. 
K-7 was booked undpr .Contingencies/ 'It Wl;{S-'-41tiite .clear . tha.t;~it . 

· .=· was O a case of -wrong -booking , by'the' Audit'Office for which the · 
·' <! .· '-I>c;patt~ent.:w __ l.~s ... nql a;n§_weta\jle. : :' ·_\ _;·>·. \ :• '' .;',: ; , .•. ' . ' 

'1 . ·. · .. ....__ 



. . 

l. 

/ 

The Committee was furthe~ inf omied that the official · · who had 
supplied' incorrect •. information earlier has .been warned. 

The e~planatiori ftirnished by the Department . was .. "accepted 
Ind the. item was dropped. 

Full particulars of the expenditure were given as belowr-e- -· 
- ··Rs. 

Contingencies- . ~ -: K.2. - 58,340 
Contingencies K.5 t'JS,7.~8. 
Grant-in-Aid -~ , K.5. Jt,000 
Contingencies K.6 '. · f ;39,055 
Grant-in-Aid K:6 . , },39,0~5 
Contingencies- ·K.7 2~1,;003 - 

- . 
. Scholarships . , K.8 4,91,205 · . 

l,· ,·, ' 

.Total .9,23,14f 

127, 

· ,:- . ·· ]'4e t\:udit · pointed out that the Departrilent should have had 
::.:the expenditure reconciled monthly with the Audit.'. T~,. Depart 

· ment maintained that this ·: had been done. The Committee 
e, ; observed that if ·.the·. explanation , of the· Department: were to ·. be - 

accepted than the Committee failed to see how booking under 
wrong head could have been made. The Committee had then 

-. directed that it, would · Iike the Department to enquireinto this mat-' 
kr further · and to-investigate whether the explanation given to it 
,ras -. correct; if 'not," to- take necessary action against. the per 

·&On concerned for supplying 'wrong . information . to . tlie · Com. -: 
mittee. "The-Department was ftirthf!r asked to intimate full 

· particulars of the expenditure and to get the- same reconciled with 
. the Audit and to 'report progress to the Committee, · · · , .: 

, - . The Dep~rtmenf now .explained that the expen.ditur/ was · re- 
• .eonciled . by tfie Director of Education, -Quetta, as booked by the 

Audit Office. The Audit. Office booked the , expenditure . under 
63-B".'De:velopmenf K-Education in three. categories vtz .. (i)· Contin 
gencies. (ii) Grants-in-Aid .and (9) Scholarships.instead of Sub-head 

· wise schemes-wise and there was no · alternative . but -to reconcile 
the· total expenditure under· the Minor Head- (K~Edueation) with 

.., .tha] as reported by the concerned Drawing and Disbursing Officers 
in Quetta Region. The· Director of Education, Quetta, has been 
asked to .. convey •. the displeasure· of ,1 Government to . the' persons · 
who 'f ailed . to get the expenditure classified properly at the time 
of reconciliation· with Audit Office. The total expenditure as 

. , worked <Jut by Jhe Department tallies with that booked by -~he 
Audit Office. It cannot- be 'bifurcated at -this stage as the accounts 
for the year,· 19~0-61, had 'been.closed.sincelong; · .. .. 

' ' 
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-, . ·, •· .·(3l Page 347' '.'tlran; No .. 3S-De;~l<Jp,rreririK.~'(14)i--Pu,thas. · .· 
of 'Science Equlp~ntfor, ¥iddle.·and.!High _Schdoll-8//)cess.· .Rs~ ·. 
3,~,00()-a-T)le item wa~ · last considered , by the: · Coll,1.tnittee -at i~ . 

( meeting held on 1st -February, 1967 when the Departqi:ent stated· 
; that. the · original Budget • grant of .. Rs. J,8t960 :'i · under ·. the ·. above . 

·: ,he!td; was. r~"'aRPi'Qpti~ted . byJhe •· fo!mer,Dir¢ctor 9fc pµplic Ins- :-: · 
" \ . · t!llctlons . as .1t related:. . t<?. . spc1,al· · uplil't' · · $cheme~· , flDd-i was: nQt ' · 

likely or to be spent ~ur1ng the ye~r-·, l~6P:-61'; , Itwas a: ·case'of~ 
.. misposting-in the Audit Office and discripancy•, could 'nofbe· .re- - 
· .·. conciled,: as the. record of th~t, ~ffiee·wa.s· '1~str<?:r~4: by fire a· f¢W, 

yearsago. . _ .··. . .· .· . -. '. . . .. . ,.·· ·. . 
.' > The Co~tee· then ·desited:that further .attempts should · ~e . . 

made to .get · these:Jig1.1res reconciled with-'A,udit.. .The Co~mittee -·. 
also desired that-"thed\.udit- should try-Jo.make 'seme-nrore efforts· · 
to trace the record· · at the~ end 1, 

• • • • • -. • • • ' 

' . J'he'' Educitiort : Department: .now: . ,ipr6du¢ed' 'letter 'No.' ' 
.. 5~33/61/12672-B, dated 25th Apri], l9~1 fiom·th.e.Director Public ,' 

· Instructi9ri, ·Wes~ Pakistan, · . Lahore- t,o: the ... A.e<;0untant-Gener~l, 
West Pakistan; whic.h showed that' a sum of~;: 4,99',960:ihclu<;ling ~. as. 3,87,960 pr.ov~ded for .the purchase of .Science .: equipment for. ·, ·· 

. Middl~ and. High. Sci~µ~e Schools ,was. re-:.~i>propria_ted.for · certain . '• 
other schemes, Ihis meant that so far as the sum: .of Rs. 3~87,960 '· 

· -: pn>vided for.: the pµ!ch~se. of Science .. equjpzn~µt·_was··••·.conqemed 
the amount . was nqt·, utilised 'for this :, purp6~:· \Jt was net clear 
how the · Accou9ta11t' Q¢neral~s figµres '. (whitjt later on· Wer~ ·accept~.d 

1 b_t·t····· he .. ~du.c. at·fo·__n· :. D. _ep~r.~lJl. enr th.emselve~):·.is·h. o···w·· .. e·.d·. ,.tfiat l·_·.h. e. ~e. has .. · b~n · an expenqJtureQf R$. J Iakhs and. ninety thousand on this· very_ 
Headi.e, purchase of Science equipment for·:· ¥iddle. and . High 
Schools · and thus there has been .an 'excess· - to: this . extent. , The '" ·.' 
Co~ttee decided.'lhat the .. Budget Wlllg' of. the Finance l)epart- 

. merit' should convene a meeting of. the· officers' of-the . Education .· 
, .· DeparUnen,t and the' Accou_ntant-Genet~I to resolv~ tpe; difficulty: 
, -: TheEductien Department shtould submit. to Q>mµuttee · an. expla-' . 

' .· nat.ion ',in.the light <>t what ·. transpires at "the 'meeting i ·.lietween : 
r .the Finance · J)~partment; . Thc:f Edtt~ation- I>epart111e11t . and . the · 

Al.:ldit., -, . , ,, .,· · _\. ·.>: ··,· f . ·.; .\>,·:··. ,, • -~ 
. , , ·. · ... ··. The .• iteni · wa.s def erred _to· 'be . taken ·UP -along\Vi.th the. · · accounts '. 

'for 1962-63: /·· · ". t · · · . ··· · ·· · -, 
.· .. ·._ ~ ·_ ,' .. · .. --->· -- ... _,:···. · ... ':._,-.1 _- ·.1._,· ". '. ·.· .·: '._.·· - : _, .-:-· ... _,;-..~:. ~ {·. -',- . : ': .'· 

.·· .. · : · (4)-Page 50; .Paragraph 65:(ii)--:ln this base in contravention _of 
rule~a sum of -Rs~ 590was paid·as,insu~nce charg~·Qfa\.Govem;;., 
ment 'motor._ vehicl~. qut of.. the :Government account w,11.ich · according 
to the .. A1,1dit required· to ·be r~gu,larised·with· .the. ~anctioil' of,. _;the,: 

· _Govenmi~nf .·····,,< .. , . .. ·.· .·.·. . . ,·\',,,:I· ,i,--: ···. · 
. , . The pepartment at the meeting held·, oa·1J8th J;'ebrµary_-11967 . 

stated that the motor velrlcle 'in question ·:was .insured· .. with'. ''tlte· .. 
Pakistan Ge11eral _:rps~panc~, ~orpora~fon. ~~d;_ .'As' per, ~~ru~~ori,,·:.·, , I. 

) 
I 

..» :·., 
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• • -v (5) Page 59, Paragraph 87~Audzt of Grants-in-Aid-In this 
'case certificate to the effect that the grants ate spent; on the obiects 
fQr which they were meant and in accordance with· the prescribed 

· conditions had not, been furnished to the· Audit by the Director of · 
- -_ Industries, _ West Pakistan. · '- - 

· As the meeting held on:'! 4th April, 11967, the Industries -Depart-'·- 
ment had stated thit. the .certifieate in question had been subnµtted 
to the Accountant-General.West Pakistanby the Directorate Techni- 

· eal-Bducation, When asked as· what 'actionhad. been taken against t , 

the officials responsible - for , delay, the Industries Department ~as 
stated that as. the subject had been transferred to · t4e --_ Education 

___ Department · only · that Denartment' could supplv · the _- information. 
The Committee directed that the Education - Department should 
repert to the - 'Committee, .·. the action taken against . officials -- 
responsible -for the .delay. ~-; - . : . -- . ·: . . -- . ' 

.. : ,The Education Denartment n~w stated that the acti~li. against 
.the officer responsible for: not furnishing' the certificate concer,:,.in~ 

· prop~r utilizat_io_n ·of grants_ -in-a_i~ to,. t_ he Audi! within the time hmit. 
has · since been taken and the disnleasure of Government has been - 

· ' _ wnveyed to· the officer· r~sponsible .for the delay: · · · 

. _, ., . - - I - 

_issueq,-}ide Gove~ment letter _N~ V~I-S'/60, 'dated 25th _ Appl ' 
1960,, this concern was _ authorised to undertake_ Government 
insurance busiri.ess. · · · · · - -r . · - - 

• \ I ) . -· 

. , In. view of the fact that normallv Gove~ment vehicles are not 
insured, the Committee wanted to know the reasons for-which this 

- motor v~hicle was insure4 and -ynder what authority. _ As this was 
not available, the Committee deferred-the item and asked" the 

· Department to report. whether the irregularity had: been regularised. 
' ~. . ·. ·. . . . - -- ' • '_ - .- . I ,'). - . i" - , / : _) '-~ . . , . - ··.·. . . 

_.- I The. Department now fufprmed,the Committee.that-the.amount. 
of Rs, 590 which. was paid 'as insurance charges of a Government 
vehicle outtof the Government account 'whichas a .result -of the 

. -- · audit objection, and .advice of the Finance is _ to be, recovered from 
. the Headmistress concerned,' would be recovered .from - . the .Head- 

· mistress in the near future. . The said Headmistress has retired and - · 
the-Department had informed the authorities concerned, that her 

_ pension should. not be ·paid .pending the finalisation of the case. At 
· this stage the representative_ of the - Finance Department pointed out 
that no pension .can be. stopped after the lapse of one vearartd if 

- . any amount was to be' recovered from bet it would.have to be within 
this period, The Committee .asked the Department .to proceed in 

: the matter keeping this in mind and to ensure that- this amount · is 
recovered at the. earliest.. · · · -· : · 

Subjec,t tothese -observ~tions-·the para, ,~;~s dropped. 
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·· .... ·. ·Tlie Co.nun.it(®., .acc.ept~d the:.explanati~ :of .the- D~rt~cnt 
and the para. was dropped, -,_,: . .. '. . . . '·. . :. . ' . . .. .; ,· 

. . . . ·.. (6)' P(lge ?;'· fara:-l2(el i¢ad wzthrPagef 22hZ23+Supple,nen"taf)t -. ... ;.~::?t :Prpvinc.partly<pr :~ol/y uhnec~s~ary grant. N(J. -18 E~u5ff"~ ~. ( 
·,:. -. • ; ,",•.: <. :· 'l'i- ,,;, .. ··.,-:· 

·:~~- ·t' 
: $uppleipentazy;Qra11t· r: •• ···./·.·,;~. 22~?,470 . · .>, ." 

< ' . • ·· .. saving .. · . .. _· , ; .. ·.. ll;S9,~7l· . ; 
•,' • I :• ' . 0 ~ • ' _\ • . . •. ' • • ~ :,. • ; :.,_.. \ • .• '· - '." ',_ •' _:·. • _ ... ·' • ' ' '• 

. "The :~p~rtinent 'explained, that . th~· saving o(: Rs ... 11,59,273 .. · 
.was nof outot tl,le::-Suf)ple~enJary grapt a,f Rs. 22;53.,470, but it WU 

. ·.?u! df the l'?~al ·Grant 9f ~s,.-.J2,37,18;17-0 o!th~:_;Educati~n:Deeart· . 
: ,mentJor. the year J9~0-61 under the .head. ''37,-Educationn. The · · 

· , : .·,:sa!~~ was I~s.t~~:tt-.10 per, cent for .C:whfch,' no ·expl~a'tiQn \was .c 
.- t'e(}Ulred_, I • - , ( ' ' '\ , . , . , • ·. , . _ , · I , _ • , ' 

- - . . . The Committee ak~pted. the e~p~nation . furnished,_ QY . the 
.Pepa~ment and· _dropped the item. , , ·· I, ·-;. ~ .· . , , · : \. · 

. : .: ·. ; ·• '.l7> ~iigl!' 3~ -P~r,i£ s i~eaii. with page~1 'j43.34~Grani:' Nq. 3~ 
l)evelopm~nr-· Savi{tg ll.f!'ler .K-~ducation-·T'he para. ,was .deferr~ 

( · to1 be considered alongwitk the accounts for the year 1962-63, when 
· :the• ,Departme~t 'shall fµritlsh detailed:explattation· '<;if the ·expendif~ 
s~b-head wise~ (as: printed iq th~ Apptop~~tforr AC5punts).'.'. · ~ ,. - ~ - - .. ~ 

.· ,. '{8) '?.age·l, Para: $1eadwith Pages 245~Grant'.'No: 2~lndus-: 
.· .. ·1ries~',ff. 3(b>..:.....Goverii~eizt .. Vocattonai Schoolf_ .,for< W omen-.J. 

, ·~ ;_ Sqving Rs. 14,138- .. The Department explained. that "the saving .. 
worked, out to. Rs: 31.705.·which was 'counter-balanced by an ex-cess . 

·. of Rs. l7,667Jn. ~~~.;Gpyernrrtent V.ocational 'School, 'K~ain,ur~ du~ =. . 
. te' · embezzlement' of the .amount: by · the · Clerk. of the .SchooL ·· :The , 

· r ~matterCwas ·tepotted. t? the ·Police'~µ 27~ S~temp~r~· 19:6ly :'!11e'. . 
cledc, .. however, abs¢~ndeil, l'he matter ,re~aineg.,under investiga- · · 
tion witli the foUce/AJiti-Coiruptiort Department,· when,.the.eontrol . -~ 

: of Gcvemmerit' Vocational School .was transferred~to'. th<t· Directo- 
, rate of Technical Education . with . effect .- from · Octotjet J 960 -, · 

.Sanct!<>ii. for J?l:'OSecut~~il of: th~:· ~Jerk <?f. th~ schoc;,hw~ jssu~ _by 
· thy Director of Technical Ed,uc~tion,·I<arach1.:on .·3htJfily;- 1g6~:. · \: 

Further progr~s bf tlic:: case was: n9'1 known to .the Dir~toratr "}of r · 

:i d'Technical Education. . \ . ·. . . .;., · · ·· - ', . . \' ·,, ·, 
- .. ·. ·~ ..•... The' Conifuiit'e~· g.jrecteg,'th~t the );:du¢~tio.n ~Departtn.eri( shouldf: • 

· .. J: -'.pursuetlie case. pendfug'in the-Court:oflaw<an(:lta~e.-appropnate .. 1' 

acticin after the 4ecision. of the ~urt S~bject to ·t1iese .. observation,·. 
:tl}e para; .~asJroP~-· · · ,_ . · ·., :· ·: ,- ,:·~- ·:_ · . .· ). · · ., .. ' 

1/. • · APPll'OPJilATION, ACCOUNTS, 196f·62. ~- ... · / .· 
; '.' . (l)..fagt': ~6;.1'ma .. ;1_J-ll- .. Av.dif 'of :.9ra1·ts41t~Aid-In~:t~ .. case/: . 

.\ . . cer,titicate to t;he .effect that the: Gra~ts-,i°'-.Atd_ · _are . spent :. c,n) the· .1 

;- · o1'jects for · which they were· :qieant ', and in ·accordance with 
/. : flit, ~ )~~ h\ltr n~ b~on. ,~~~a ,fg. ~y.ijj\, ' I 

} - ''' • / ' '.-. ~ . .._ '· I : ., 

·,'-,: .·~ ' \. 
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The-Department ·explained. . ·that the· certificates.' regarding 
f-.,: ~~P.erop~~tioh11 oLf !~e GrRat;tt~-in .. ~d in.respect of the ;Ehdedu~tionhal 
I t1tuttons. m t. e . anore · egion have .. since beenfurnis •· · tot e 

I Audit Office ... These certificates could not. be furnished to lhe Audit " 
I' I Office Ill time due to the f olfQwin.g reasons : ' : .) . . .· ·.·.· ' . . ·. 

f .. i . . • . - .. I .• -. . . -~,:- • . _· . . -.--f_·_·.' _,, • .•-/ : ,:--• .\ : ·. /, , / -_ -. 
· 1 W 'requisite inf ormation was -, nor received in i time by 

Director -~f Education, Lahore frbm - certain · subordinate 
· office; · · · · . 1 · :. . 

(ii): The Lahore Region was split ·up into two Regions-p.amely, . 
. · · Lahore and Rawalpindi, during June.1962 'and the staff·. 
. and . record o(this Region was bifurcated· among· Jb.ese I 

twonow Offices. · As a resµlt J>f this change some of th, 
files get mixed up .. In view of the.abnormal conditions 
prevailing at that time tµe _question · of furnishing the . 

· certificate· to the Audit Office escaped the notice of the · ,, office·. · · ,. · ··. · · .. 
. \ :·. ' -· ' ; ) '• ~ ' 

·~ . The explanatfon,of the :oepafm.erit: was c~ccepted and ~e item '. 
was dropped. ' , · , -.. ., . · •• · 

,,. - . . ,i ... . . '. ·. . ' . \ . . . (_:~ . ,,' ·_ .-', 

..:· · ··. (2) Pages 21-30~Para; 11-V-Delqy · in disposal pf Inspection 
: Reports ~ audit. Nores-. In 'this ease certaj.Jl. Inspectien R~orts 

·· and-Audit Notes .. had not been replied by .. the. Department. 
. 1'he Departtnent explained · th~t' the' ·following c) lµ~pection · 

Reports .were received. from- the : Accountant .. General, · West 
Pakistan:.-. - . · 

{Serial N<}. : ·. ... . c _ •·• lnstitliti9n 
:(H"Vocationat Schoolj for, bQYS, Qujrat. . . . 
(2) ~allege for· Home and Social Science, Lapore. . .• . . . 

. , ~) .Govemment Normal School Chiniot, Di,strictJhangi 
. , . (4) District Inspector -of-Arabic S~hool, Bahawalptir., , " 

- · (S)Jamia Abbasia, Bahawalpur, ' . , 
~ .: - Annotated replies ;in. respect. of. Inspection . Reports I Au~t. I 

.• Notes at Serial No. 1-4 have sincebeen sent to the. -Audit. The· 
lnspectiop. Repott at Serial Np. S, did notrelate to t~e Education .. 

\ _ :O~partn:ien~. ;I~ concerned ~uqaf ·, ~el?artm~t and ~s . spch, · - 
r: • Accountant .. General, West Pakistan, was informed. of the· position. 

_The ·aispleasure·of ,Qov~merit~~·. since been·_,co:µyeyed·'·-to th~,· 
offi~ers responsible for not replym:g to . the Inspection Repo,tsl . · 
Audit Notes w!thin time limit co~e~ngitems No. 2 ~nd ·4, · As - 
regards Inspection ~epott conc~tmng item No; . 3. Dµ-ector. o(· ·· 
Ec;lucatiQn, ,RawaJpindi,. has been· asked to convey the displeasure. , 
of-"Government to. officer at fault,. The annotated reply I to .• the 
lnspectiqn Rel)"<>.rt atSeriar.No. · 1;' \V~ s~n(by t~e · co~cern~~ He~.d 
master to, the Director 9f .Iridustries in tune but it was· not disposed 

- .": ·., a·.-·, '<" / / - • . r .·;-. • •- ... ·_." .. ·.'· '•. _,, 
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-_ df by· iii~ ~ithln the time and as such the .Directo~ of-industri~ ha§ · 
· been askedto take· necessary action against Jhe person 'at fault in ,~ 
the-light· ofth~ decision of the. Committee, · · ·: · ';/ ,. 

' . ., . . , __ ..... -.. . ' ' •. i .: ' -_ :· j •. ,, - . ,· \ 

· · ;', -Subject to' the action· proposed by· the Uepatttilent being taken. : . 
,_ the para. was .dt~pped. · _ _ __ . - - ' . . . ~ ,· . . . . _ . _ 

. . ; . :- (3) -_Page' 25, :P'![a( ;46:-Non~Fixat,ian·of Cadre: Stnmgth~The :, . 
Depattment informed :the Committee ~at tlie wqrk/w~s- in progress > 

_ for· compjliiig the records and ~aUy fixingJht c~dnf stren~h ~gd, · 1 

this work was exp~ted tobe. completed . within . -. the' ·. .next · _- .three 
mopths time. . The Committee considered this-at 1engtb>and_ sought · · 

. the advice of the Finance'. Department as. well' as )the. '. Accountan- 
- 7 ~en~raj'-s O~ce_~d direct~d-.tJ}e De~artinent Jbat w~e-if_c6ntµtp~d 

. _ its efforts to_ finalise -th~ fixing of the cadre strength, m the meantime 
they should. supply to th.e Audit; the audit circle-wise: and scale-wiser . · -. -- 

- number of.posts. 'This should bedoneatthe earliest · · · ·--_ · -:.: 
,, ·· · - Subject to. this observation., the para. w-as dropped, . 

'< ~,,..._ - • • • • • • ,·· . I -- • • . -, I. 1 ~ . • . : ( 

. · , (4) Page .13, Para, l~lnfructuous expenditure'--'--In this case_.a 
· · Laboratory Attendant. in a Governmeqt College fcjf .Women .was 
• .: f promoted· as a Gasman With' effect fromIst November, 1959~ agai.n~t 

__ -, i · ·. a post san.,9tibned b.Y. tlli;'. -Oovern~ent in-No.v~lil!:>eiy 1959, alth~u~ - 
· .. - ' n,o ·ga,s .. plant pad· been installed m that colle.g~- 1n.November, 19.59, · . 

\ - • 
1 or existed _thereafter. In the- absence· of. ga:s~plant, the promotion· · 

, of the official to a post· ~arrying higher scale. 0(1'.~y--was ·not· justµied. 
_As/ a _ result- Of -thls' promotien and ~the· appointmenf .of .~· · 
Laboratory:.c-Attend~nt in the r¢sultant·-vacancy with effect from ht· 
January, 1960, 'the :pepartilient incu.rred inf~ctuou~. ~;pe~~itµre 
aggregating Rs: ·2,s17 upto 30th April, 1962. 1 

• _,. .: . : 

· - . Af'the sinc_ttoir ofoexpenditure in i:r~pect·. i;,£ the" amounr 
invo1ved had been received and' admitted by Audit, the para; - wa, i 

- . · - 'dropped. ~, .. . · "-' . \ _ . > · . 1 · __ - _ • 

. ·-. . ._ . . • ·. - • -> ; •• ' ' ,- •• - -· • - . • '( • 'I- __ -. / 

_,_ .': · (5) 'Page ll--~4, ·pafa. is~Splitti_ng ~UP. of Pu,:chfis:e· pn[er.,.;_;_J,n · 
this· case the Audit had. observed during- local: a1J.d1t :of-the .accounts · 

--of Technical. School that Purchase .orderwere - fr~uently split' .up · · 
-·with-a view to avoidthe.sanction of the.higher authority:by.keeping· 

, . ·the· amount .of' each purchase under ,Rs . .SO(),. t}le maximum.Jimit 
uptowhich the Principal of _t.he schoo\_was tqipower~-; ~o- _incur _, 
contigent 'expenditure, "Ihe sp~tting_ up of purchase .. order· ,!as 
-µ-regular .an_d contrary to _ the Financ~i;,.LRul~: 
_ The Department explained that t];ie. Finance · Department · has', 
been requested · to con~one the irregularity , Th~ · displeasure. - of 
Government .is also being. conveyed to ·, the Headmaster; concerned: 

- The explanation was accepted and- the.. para. .. was · dropped 
subject to the _con~onation 6f the irregularity .. · · -- . .. _ , _ , .. , 
, (6) -_Page. t'4, Para: 16.----Mistipprqpriation_ of .Fuhd~Iirthis case 
'il' cled(of a·_y()Ve.rnmeilt College embazzled a-. sum: Qf Rs, 5,84_5 .out :~\ 

... 

1- 
\ 



' 

. . . . .\ or the amoutit:-oi tuitioµ .. r~es and .private , unds, reaiis~d by him ) _ · . 
. . from th~ students during t960. ~i is&~i.Ag faked rec~ipt~ -and by not 

· accounting for the amounts received m the relevant cash books; A 
sum of Rs. 3,819 ha'd been recovered from him 'and the. balance of 
Rs, 2,026 was being refunded by him in' monthly instalments of. 

. ~· ~o each .. ·. As a result of departmental inquiry against the official, 
his · annual increment was . stopped for · one .. year. Action . taken · 

:against the Drawing and Dis bursing Officer. was not .intimated. to ~he Audit. · ·· · · · · 1" · · · 

' . . . The Department explained th~t out of the amountrif Rs. s,S:45, 'a 
sum of Rs. 4,619 has been recovered from. the concerned Clerk 
Miss Majida. Mehtab, the then 'Principal, Government .. Women · 
Co~t:ge, Sahiwal, was transferred and posted . in . a subordinate 
position due to her. negligence. · · · 

1 .' I 

The Committee. asked the Department to explain: whether the 
· transfer_ order of the said Principal, from Sahiwal to her· present 
appointment, had, any mention of the action .being taken due to her 
negligence or not if not, bow they could· at this stage state in the 
explanation .submltted to the Committee that it has been · for · 
negligence. The Department then · admitted that no 'departmental 
action had been taken and her transfer had been. a , mere, normal 
transfer: The Committee felt that in the absence of. any depart 
mental inquiry wherein .either she would have been held guilty or 
exhonerated, it was neither fair to her nor was· that in the interest of. 
the Department itself to have attributed negligence to her. ·· Had the 
Departmental 'inquiry .. been. conducted and had she .· been found 

· guilty_ of negµgenc~,jf would, have been possible fot the Depart 
ment to have taken suitable. action against her 'and perhaps recover 

.even this balance amount .of Rs. 1,226 from her -. All this was not 
done •. with the 'result that it is· very douhtfui~whether the outstanding 

. amount can be recovered.. · 
. . ', . ·., 

.·· ' The Committee therefore, directed the Department to .have,.· a .. 
·prop~r departmental. inq1i1iry conducted against the said: Principal - 
and in case she is found to be guilty to. take suitable action against 

r her and: to see whether this amount can be .recovered from. her.. 
' s'ttt>j"ect to the said. action i:h~ item . was dropped. .• . . . ~ . : 

. ·. ·1. :.... ·, "'". . :·· <..· • \ 

. . , (7) Page~ts, Para.11- .. Misappropriation of Rec!!iptJ-lli 
this case a .sum of.Rs, 1,366 realized from the studentsof Govem 

.ment School .onaccount of fees arid general funds, etc. was mis- · 
r • appropriated by the Clerk of the,Bcho~l. .. The, nt1s-appr.(?priat~on . 

was facilitated due to lack of proper supervision and non-observance 
of rules requiring .immediate deposit of the .amounts received. 1 The \ 
amount was recovered· from ·the official beforeverification of the 

·~ . accounts J,y the departmentalauthorities -on ~~5th Noy~mbe~~ 1?61. 
' ·, The case . was, therefore, not· reported· to Police , f qr 1 investigation. 

As per Audit . Rew rt the increment of the clerk concerned was 
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, . - .:;,·:,- .· .. ' : ' . I.;':.:· -. •· 1~• i I . > .. /: .: -~ ,, / .. , .... · 
prop~ed to _be ~tOpJ?ed and -die Headniast~r .c9~c~rnc_d;. w~ ·warn~·. - - " 

_ to. be more careful Irrfuture, . .- . - , .. .. . - ... , . , .: - . 

~~n;;l&it!'t11~~="!~:0\~, &; ~~~the, COi)} ·. , ·. 
' · · · _ The .comnnttee feels it is not out of plac~ to nia.ke the folloWing, , ', 

observations : -· . · j • • -_ J -, __ , 

-· ., ··.(!)~at itf.its opinion.the act~9ntak~n.: against: .th~---- Hea~k-,.'. 
_,, masterand.the clerk 'concerned is - too lenient.> .After:. _ 

-, ;· c all tajs~pptopriation of ~hooLf~ ,Or its a.ttepipted .' 
.. 'c.· mis-appropriation is.a. very serious ·thing and" a .·mere. ,· 

. , . warning is riot sufficient{ · · · .,. · -, _ , _ ., - , / 
(ii) It ·isi.no! in the interest of the institytion where they were . ->· .r . 

;-workilig not:of-the.J)epartmen,t th~t~they~should..:continue to work -togetber;-:Jf .~oth 'of -them are to. continue in 
the. service of the. I:>epartmerit for some reas.on thaf is · . 

. know1f,only: t<i the D,epa~m~tit, ·· they must 'in the opinion" .: 
,. of ·the 'Committee i b~ ~}>lit up and transferred -from-.the.· .- 
.. -. , _ "' ~ · · institute where they attemp~ed, embazzleinent: , · - · : 

· _ Subject_ to the above: observations and the pious hope that the· 
Department will now act in the matter .as per Committee's. obSt,!•: . , . 
vations, the para, was - ~roppeq.; ,. - · . · . · , - . · · 

. ·: ·:: (8)-Page :15, Pdrii1 is~U'nauthorised .eipenditu,r~7In,t.his~.case " 
:,a·newtypewriterwas purchas~Jora:.sum of. Rs;.l,430 by 'the-Head~· . 

· .master ofa Oovenunent Scho6,Lin - an out-lyjng. 4istrjct iil June,.· , 
196Q,_ without obtaining sanction· of the' ~ompetent ,:~uthority. :1 ' 

Similarly .fumiture · costing · Rs._ · r,032 was _ purchased .. for' the same 
institution durilig:"1959 _witho11f~ptjor "sanction·- of :_.~e,_ conipete,rit_ 

· authority, As-per A;d1t:Jleport, 'the above u11-~utponseci ~p~rcb,ases 
had not been .regularised, : .1 ." · . , . _ • ~· · -w,c 

. . .. The.. t>epartment ,explat'neg' that the expenditure. iit fespe,i, frif· - . 
these· items had been r.egul~~ with the sanction- pf tfiltC<>mpeterit:- · 
authority, 'The displeaseure ·of the ·d.overnment has been conveyed 
to the 'concerned Headmaster who was responsible for the~. jrtegu-. 
l rit . . . . . . . . . . - ' . . . -- ' - ; . '. . . . . .., . ,. a ~es. · ) - .... -- .. .. . . , . . . · ;-: , . , _ , - 

_ .· - Subjec(Jo verification. l?Y ,Audit, the parawas dropped.. .. , 
.·- _ - (9) Pag,e.15, Para.' l'>-lrtt!gul4ct Purchas.~~l# .': this "case :the 

• _ expenditure of, Rs .. ~,985 oh account:-ol · furniture and; Rs; 680 :on; 
i account: <?f scient!fic: appara:t'!s. was SJ,?lit"up·)1y;a: ppncipal to avoid,\ . _ 

· the sanction ofbigher authorities .. - Iii Jhe latter case n~~er tenders . 
·no:i;·q:notations· were (called; f<?rian~-.there wa~ no aUotlllent._of f~9ds 
for the purchase. · ,,...- · -. - - · .. - , -, . . .' ._ _ . ._ 

.: .. The r>epartrilent explijiied. tbar the matter has \<, been recon:).- 
- mended to Industries, Corn.IDerce Jp.d Mineral . Resourc~ · · Depart.. . . 

ment for regularizati<m>of Jhi~Ai-n~ncial irreg~laritY; .· -.-11!~ Director'... .·- - , -~.:-: · ot EducatiQn; Quetta"i$-b'.eiilg aslced _to <:onvey the displeasure of th~. ~c. ••. 
Governmet1t to the-officer 'at fault' in this ca~e.--- · . . ·:c ·1, ·/" - · 
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. . . · The explanation was accepted and the para. . was_ :: dropped 
subject to regularization of the irregularity. · 

• '·, _.;.~ ··' ' • • 1_ \.. : . i . , 

.: 00)- Page 15~ Para. 2(µ.{)utstanding Governinent Duebin 
.this·cas~ feesto the extent .: _of 'Rs .. 3;000 were:. 9utstanding. No 
proper record was maintained from 1958·59 to 1960-6J to watch, the 
recoveries as and when fell due. ' · · · 

0-~ 
- The ine~artmen~ explained that the ·amount 'recoverable from - 

the students residing-iii. the Hostel is Rs;-208 and 'not Rs. ·3,000: as 
shown in the. APp:ropriation Accounts. . · .Finance Department has 
been approached to write off the .amount . of Rs.1208 as it is not 
possible to effect recoveries-from the· students a.t-.'tliis stage .. - The .. 
Director Edtication, Quetta is .being. asked to convey the displeasure ·· · 
of Government to the officer responsible Jor, tµis · l,oss.,. . -: 

Subject to write off of the amount, the para. was' dropped. _ 
-~- .... ' .. ·, . . '. :_, . ' . - \ . . 

(11) Page:15, Para. 21-Withdrawal to avoid lapse of Grant-« In this 
case .an amount of Rs, 29~630 drawn bv the head of an office in June, 
1962, for nurchaseof furniture. remained · undisbursed up to 30th 
June:·1962 as furniture was actually purchased and paid for in July. · 

· J 962. ·. .The amount appeared. to have been drawn to avoid -lapse of , 
'budget .gram which is againstthe ·rules., , · ' ·. ' - : . 

,· . Tp:e_Department·explairied that:' a sum of ,Rs. 29,630 was placed. 
at the disposal· of Inspectress · of Schools; Quetta' by the Director 
Education, Ouetta, for the purchase of furniture · for the Girls. 

.Schools, on 28th June, 19621atid assuch it was not possible for the 
concernedInspectress to effect nurchase within.' such a short time 
after _obse~ng .. nedC$sacy codal-formalities. · As -the fu!11itu_re [or· 
the Girl High Schools was absolutely. necessary. the funds m question 

· were drawn· for utilization in , the interest of . Education Institutions. 
Finance. Deoartment- has been approached for the. regularization of 

_/ this expenditure and the Director Education. .Quetta has been asked ta fix resnonsibility for-late release of funds and-take disciplinary 
·. action against the person at fault.-.· . ' . . ' -. . . ·. . . 
- · Subiect to ·r:egularisation_by the Finance Qepartment and veri 
fication by the Au~t,:the para. w:,s dropped, _ · ·_ .. ·. ~- · . . . , 

, .(121 Page 15,-Para. 22 (z~fJliting uv of Purchase Orders 
In.this case furniture costing Rs. 8,392 and Rs. l,270 was purchased 
iir, 1959-60 bv the .. head of two Institutions. 1 This was not within 
their competence and so the purchases were split up to avoid sane- 
tion of the higher authority .. v, • • • ,' ' ' . . ' . 

-· T),le Department explained that . .- the . amounts . involved are. 
Rs. 8.6-32 and 1,140 respectively, The mater hasbeen referred to 
the· Finance . Department for· regularization o~.the purchase worth 
Rs. - 8,632. As regards the -purchase of articles worth Rs, l,l~, 

·-sanction .has already· been- accorded by. Director Education, Quetta,'. 
. ,:.Th~ ,Dir~ _Educati"ri~. Qu ... ~ta .is ~~ing_ 11$.]ce.,4 ttiJro'n. ¥ey .t~ ttl~"' . ,'pte~ure. _of .: G'oV'et'tnn~ffl . tq "tbe~ ~WcerttW offi~e'r; ' ' 

•. , . . • . . . ·-.- l-·· 
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\ .. ·subject.~o regitl~1sation: by.}in~nce DepJrtlll~nt 'and ·v~rifica~ .. - .. :: . · . 
. lion .by Audit, the para; was dropped.- , : \ . . . ' · . 1 

.;· \-.: .' .. · ..... -: .. ·-, . '. :'':·'·· .... · ... '. . ( .. '; . ,', ,,;:_·. ····· ... ::' ·.:_:;.- .·. 
~.: \, .. {J3f Page 15_; Pa7iaj ·2~ (iip~plittinf· :up qf furcfiase,, qrder~, 
-In this ·case furniture -costmg Rs, 4,446; te3:qbing_ materials · wort1l 

· Rs: . 3,040 and juteJriattihg worth R~ .. · 820 ,were -· purchased by th~ 
' - 'Head ofa,nofffo~ .jn'lµpe,11960; The pui;cliase ,qrc:Iers \vere -. spli~: 

-up •into. 12 items(3"ite$ and 2 items respectiyely to' ayoid sanction , · 
.. of hfgherauthority(·.• Even ifthedifferent ·items: of furniture; etc,. 
were ' purchased ! for' • different 'schoels - 'as - claini.ed; -·,.the - . ;; 

- benefit of bulk purchase: against purchases in· S-QlaU lots was lost. ' 
, \~ \ , } , i • • • "' r- • , , , , ·( I : - •· • ' ' ,' . 

', · The Department explained that the· position was _explained : to· '\,. . 
..... .: .the Comptroller, _Southerµ·Atea, Karachi.by the Director Edu,cation,, ... 1 

. .· .. : ·: • Queua_ and .in ·'{te~ of liis · exj,lanation .· tht} audit '·qffi~e has dxi)pped.:i :,: -~ . i 
. :, " ,.; this. objection:· .. t 1: • \ • • · • · ·· . · • • :. · • • : · • » · .. · 

. . ·. . .. ::,) . : .. ·, ..•• '·· ' .·· .; ' . . l. . ·. \ 

The. para. \Was dropped. . - .. · . .~ -. . . .\' , . . · :" - i · , ': 
0 ( .:' ); {I4) 1Pqge·J~;:.fara. ·23 (iPJ.rregular. ,Jtxpertditure-4In· this' case - ' 

. '/rent. of school b_uildi:µg was; paid, by Jhe':. tread ... of 'an - institutien at : .. '. 
')Rs.· J9~ per 111oritllf rom ~arc!), 1959 . \\'itb.out . the sanction of·: the '. 
:·1compete:t;1t'alithority.,_ J:h.~ 'expenditure lip to June, cl962 ': worked ·\.' . 
'out to Rs. 7,644 and was· awaiting.·sanction:: · ·-·,-. ·, · .. :. , · · • .. ·_ ·::: 

I . '; . .,,,~, ' T)le Department e~plained 'that the' e-xpe~diture. has' since been: ': ' :;;, . 
. ' regularised by ':j$suing '' ex 'post' facto . ; .satictfon.· The0 Director . 

. . Education;;,QUeftajSJJeing askedt,9 CQ~VCY tb,e, displeasure I (Jf the .. 
'Goverrunent to the officer af fault. . . ... · : >-. •· • ., . . ... , . 

• .. : ; Subject\o\r.erificati<>n. by Audit.of_ the' · -r~gbl,rislitjon of' the . 
, expenditure, the; item was'. dropped'. · . '. r • . .: · :., :, - .··' '. .: · · ,':[t, 

-,. / '. · .· · (l5}-.Page J6, Pqrd)~23(il)~lr.regular EifenditurF-In -this case \ 
.··• .: ·· npri-offlciat priblicatipns··'woi;-th 'Rs. 1 -73Z. were .: purchased _by ... the : ,, 
_., . . fleadmaster of a high .. school ~,in·· 19,61-64-: without san¢tion · · ot. - 

y ...• , .. wm,petentJ1tithority/ · The-expenditure hadnot,been.tegul9!ised. t. 
'< . . ,. . ·. · .. Tl;le Department explaip.ed that °tbe ¢~~ -b~s .. been . re,ferred to., 

"the, F;inailce · Depa.Jtmet)t. for . regularization and, the Di1"ector . 
·B.d··· u. cation. , Q .. · uetta.js.b,ei. ng··. ad._dresse~.· f.C?r ... · .. : cpnve·yµi .. ·· • • g. ·. tb.,e:·d·i ·sp._ leasu .. re _ of Government to the· persons respons1~le .for t:ijs-lrr~gufanty. ; . , · . c 

. . •· Subiect.~to regula,isation by- th¢ Finanpe ·arid vedfication' by th, ·. '; ~ _'; 
·' . ' Audit, the· pa.nf w$· ·4f6pped: ·. '-/ : . ., · . ~-:. . > ·. /!~.: •· · ···.. .. , : · >· ...... ._ 

. · : (16)-1'ageJ9~ _i·Parq1 · 23. '(i{J)-1f.regular ExpfM,zfi,,re~In this .. 
. , case experiditur~ 'f ot .·the. ourchastf ·of a·· s·h~:hli~ria to exb:ibit · SChOQJ · · 

:; , PI'.Oducts. ~t cost ~f ~f •. f,Op.3 w;as .· incurr~d . withti4f-~he '.s~!l~t~_ott · of ... ., .. ,.. 
. competent authQr1ty.::+ · .. - . ·. · . , ,_ , . ·. , . :. . . ·. . :<. . . ' r·. . . . . ·.· . . .. ·. ·.·. . ... - : ' 

•. 1 ii ··The Depaitwen:_t e,_xplained "that the matter ha$:been. r~ferr~;to'/' . 
the Financ~ ·oepartm~nt · for regqlarization ··.a1,1d the .. Director,· . 

. . , - ..... Education is' being ask¢o for. conveying tije:.displeasure of · ·.Goy~ril: .. , · -- 
. . . ·:' rrientJo the. 'pet'~'()'h tespt>n:sible for. ihi$J.r,rCJUiarity~. .· r . . ;,, . . . , .· . " . . -< . . :.. : ·.. . . , . . . i . . . :'r\ '1:: ::> > 

:"t .· ·· .. · ':'·.; -· 
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. ·:· . . Subject jo \regtilarizatioii: by the Fi,nattee /0 'Department . find 
. ·veri~cation by the Audit, thi para; was dropped. · · ' ' · . 
. .. .. . 0 7): Pag~ 3~ Para/ 5 read with' page 96-Granf No. 27-. ·. 

'·D~velopment-16-Edqcation-Savir;ig Rs. 69,52,019-. The Depart-· _ 
.m~1;1t explained that the datails . of .. expenditure ·. booked · by· _ the r · 

.. Drawing. and Disbursing . Officers. as· supplied :by· . ~e -. Regional 
. Directors of Education show. that there· was saving of R$. 17,25,8 lS. 

Ai thi~·savink Is'Iess than 10% it is notto be explained tothePublic 
· Acc9unts 'Committee as. per 'deeision of the· Committee, ·. · · ., · . · · . . . .. . . . ·.\ . . . . . . 

: Subject to veriflcation and reconciliation _ 'of! the figures: . with. 
fhe Aµdit,:the para .. was.dropped. · 1 

: ·. · · .: · '· ·' 

::BASIC DEMOCRACIES, SO~IAL .WELFARE .AND LOCAL, 
.. GOVERNMENT D];i,PARTMENT 

I ,.- . . . •,, ... 

· APPROPRIATION AccdUNTS-· 1959:-60 
• .. ·.. ·.' .: ·. , :. ·. .·· .. _.r ........ ·· .. . . ··. ,·.·, '. •· .' ' ·' .· .. J 

t . . : . , l't1ge · 2J 8,. Para. 30-:---Lo!s ·. dut to :fire-. . In· t:his · case th(? offic~. of 
· the Dev~lopment Officer; Village Aid~ was reported to have caught 
fire as a' result of which an almirah containing the records of :. the 
accounts was. .burnt.. The cash book -for the .peno~ from the _ Ist 
April, 1959 tothe 4th July; 1959,jt was stated, was also .burnt.. The 
exact amount' of embezzlement has not. so far been : determined: 
TJie,tecor4s for the period from the .Ist .November, 1958'{0 4th July, 
!9~9:c~ul~ not be maµe.ayailable. and the audit of. that. period, 
therefore, could not be conducted> · · ·.. . ,, · · · 

.. . _f,_ .· . _ ' : :' . .. . . :• . . . I·. . '· : '·, . - J. . /.: ' ~· . · · ... ·. , .. · ;i 
,:: ; . Af its Jneeting held on 24th November.. il965, the, '..Com.rtutt~ 
~BrS -nµonne,d .that departmental inquiry ': ' was . being: · held. . The 

, ,C9wpijttee,. pad .then directed that 'the r~sult of the . Departmental .. 
enquiry should be reported to thee Committee. The Department at 
the meeting held ort Ist November,-1966 stated that ·· charge-sheets 
had .been served upon the ,Developmen:(Offi.cer and e,xfHead Clerk.. 
The fo1111'¢r was working in, th;e Agrictjlture Department and · the . 
'latter in the office, of. the. Deputy ·. Commissioner, . · Peshawar, The 
:Assistant .PQliticat Agent,.·•. :North Waziristan,: had been-:appointed as 

· ;the Eµquiry Officer. The Department opined _thatr some time was. · 
b'ound.to be' talc en, before, the Enquiry is finalized. The Committee 

· t~~ti. directed that.the-Enqtiiry ·. should be: completed.as early a~ 
possible.and not later that six monthsin any case, and the action: 
'taken , against -. the i . defaulting ·officials.·· 'reported back to the 
Committee ' - . I . . .c • . . ,· - ' . i .· 

. • •. ·- ' . • • (') . "" • 'l <.. ·I . . . ~ 

... •· At th~ me~ting' held on 12(~ September,' 1967, the: explanation 
I _giverl 'in the Workiµg· Papers wijs''.that,:.: ;, . . ' :: .. \ . ; 

: •· · .. · '.'The Enquicybffl:cer··4as .. finalisedthis case andsubmitted · his 
yrepqr~ to Government as up~~:~ · ... · ., . _ ) .. .. . -.i'- ·-· ... .. . - ' 

. , · (i) That, Dr. ·A_kbar Khan, the then Development Officer has 
. Been found to be incapable to hold any post · of- res- 
. ' ponsibllity and may, therefore, be 'debarred froin 'hold 

ing such a post in future 'a'.~d, his two increments may be ·- . ' . ' ·. ' l .:, 

.. , ,. 
I· 
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' ~ stoppep. Thjs punishment might ap~ar ·,. ~it l~ent 
but th~ .c0;S.e ~as been. prop~s~d, keeping, i;n view_ t!i~ faqt. 
that this .enquiryhas been hangmg over his head like the 
sword .ot Democles for the last 8 ·years· although he di.~ ' 
not enJoy Boon. · , 

- . -- 1 - . ,.- - . - 

(iiY T~at Mr, Nasir Muhammad the then Head . Clerk-cum 
. Accountant mai be· removed, from _Government. service 
' because he has beenfound to be .re~otisible. for setting 
· the record on fire in order to succeed.in .embezz~g the . 
amount of Rs. 70,000 of Development Fund. , · · · 

I , . ' 

Further action ·in the light of the repprt or the Enquiry 
Officer is being taken by t~e · Department _ in consultation 

1 wit)1 pther Departments concerned and t,he question 9f 
writing- oft' the - embezzled, amount to: · the _. tune of 

· Rs .. 70,000 is also being referred. to the Finance Depart 
ment for. concurrence before' necessary action in this be-. 
half'. ued," ' -- - - ' 1.S ISSUe ; -r • · ' . · , . • • • : 

The Committee considered the explanation pf the Departtnettt 
as contained.in the working paper as well as the I one given. sub 
sequently to. the Committee at _ the meeting' .. 1 

- From _both· the 
explanations, .it was abundantly clear that the responsibility of the 

. . , Development Officer was being ignored. It was not an acceptable 
excuse that an Offi,cer who was over-worked or> who was holding 

. -: ' extra charge in . addition to his own duties, could, commit I snch' an 
irregularity Without being -held responsible just because he claim¢d. 
that he was over-worked. i In fact, every. officer ,who is in the 
employment of the Government must at all times be'vigilent·and·try 
to fulfil his obligations according to the rules laid, down, and when 
he' accepts 'to hold additiona.L charge, he cannot escape all the . res 
pon$ibilities.of the j9b he holds. The '. Committee.was not satisfied 
with the manner in; which this case was being handled: .It, was also. 
beyond - the_ understanding of the 'Committee as' to how the Head .. ;, 
Clerk could set fire to the records in his own office and at the same' 

"time be responsible for Jhe burning of the vouchers· in the office . of·. 
the Comptroller, Northern Area, West Pakistan' Peshawar. , Furtp~r 
rnore, if !h~ vouchers in the; offi.Cf of the Comptroller. Northern Area 
were rmssmg, . ,It ,. was difficult to understand , as JO how the . 
accounts reconstrueted ·by the Department subsequently could have 
been verified by the Comptroller. ·TheQ Committee, wa.s- of the· view 
that this matter. deserved looking il?-to afresh· whic~' c~uld only ( be 

, clone if the entire case was handed over. to· the Ant1-Corrupt,on 
Establishment._., The Committee asked the Aceountant-General .also . 
to verify as to whe~er 

1it was a· fact that the vouchers and r_ecorq ' 
were· missing from th~ office:of the .' qomptr<>l\er,- Northern: ,Area;::, 
and if it was true, what was the, method by which the accounts wel'o, 

~ verified, · · · · 
/ 

l. 
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_· ·_ The ~partment now ~xplained:th:at the case ha~ been referred 
,.t_o the Anti~Corruption Establishment and the result was awaited. 
;: . The para, was.deferred to be takea up alongwith the accounts 
.for ,1962-63~ ·· · · , ·1 · • ·• . · ··· ':': 

. ' . ·.APPROPRIATION ACCOUNTS l960-61 
. _ (1) Page 51, Para. 84-=-ioss-bfStores by fire-In this case in· 

in:'. office stores' worth Rs, 3,005 were .lost due to fire which broke . 
J>ut on 14th September, 1960. The loss hadneither been reported 
to the Govethment nor to the Audit as required under rules. · : 

· ... Atthe meeting held.on .Ist February, 1967, thev.Department 
explained thata fire broke: out in >tl).e defunct V-Aid 'Directorate, 

· Quetta' s store room in th~· afternoon, of 14th September, 1960 -. ·. This 
. store t'.oom; which. was a tin built garrage, was situated · near the 
Secretariat building. The office ·chowkidar had gone; to a/nearby 
mosquefor saying his prayers and the incidentwas promptly report 
ed to the local Fire Brigade by a resident of a .neighbouring bunglow, , · 
Police also reached on the spot and the fire was .brought under. 

, control. As a result of this fire surplus. and unserviceable store and 
furniture valuing .Rs, ·J,063·i5'(which was storedin this_ storeroom) 
w~s guted ... The: causes of- this fire were .investigated by. police as well as the local Authorities. The police report about the. occurrence of this. incident 'stated that:-. ' - ' 
•• - cu··oust bins wet¢ lying, .near the sai(i: godown and - lot . of 

' · torn out. and waste ·papers· were. found scattered around 
, . these dust , bins. . _ . . . . · 

(2) The.iron sheet walls of the godown were found to contain 
· small . holes. It was possible · that same passer by throw . 

a pieceof bur!}i~g cigarFtte/be~di n~ar,the gedown .as 
'· · a result of which the· waste papers I caught , fire. which, 
\ ~ gradully spread into. the godown. • . /. 

• 1 (3) No one was suspected.of having put the godown on fire 
or making a mischief.' . i · _ . · . 

The. Commissioner, Quetta Division had also confirmed that. 
ac¢ording to _the circumstantialcircumstances which, ·-lead._ during' · 
depa.rtxn~ntal enquiry later held : - . , ·._ . 
< ·. · ·. (z) this· incident took place. acckl~ntally; . . . .•.. _· 1 , 
0 

•. " Jiz}t:heloss due· to.fire was not caused owing to negligence or · 
: ·:' . - · 'carelessness on· the part of a1;1y government official; and 
' · ' { iizl. all the articles, shown in the, stpck ·.· books to. : have- been. 

· ·. stored. in the saidgodown were completely 'destroyed or 
. · rendered un-servicable .. ·· " . . .. · . . . · · , . 

. · In view ofJhe findings of' the po~ce and 'Commissioner, Quetta . 
. , Division's report ~anctfon to Wtjte olf wes accorded bythe Dcpa_rt~ uiont. : ' . ,, . r . 
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, '.; /fhf C_o$nitte¢ :t~en, observed ·. that ~~ough. ~~cf . atnQ-qnt . in. 
question had .beea wntteµ' off y~t · the·.JCoILtiD'.¢tee :/elt: -~1t~at' _·the · 
Department had not, under the rules, reported the loss either to the'. 1 - 

Audit ~r Jo the · Goverrinle11t ifnmediat~ly ~n - its: <>CC:urmg: ·;-The 
loss, however, was .repcrted · after· a period bf 11'. months _ . The"· 1 

· :CC?~tt~e. directed that the Department' s~91.dd ·, .. ta~e' disciplinary.· 
. :act1011 agams~ .. the person or persons· resJ)<?ns,iple. f or l).O~- r:epo~iftg. 

·· the matter to the .Am:ht and Government 1n t1mei: .· ·> , c ·. · ... , · 
.. · .· Th~ D~partment DQ\V informed t~e.Co~ittee oi~t the 'Pfli~et . .. I) 

responsible lll'· the. ·ma~ter has since retired., The 'para, was :droppe,d. 
(2) Page 58, Para. 85---0pening· Persohal h'ahk.a~~o'unt :with Gov- . ~ .. 

ernment C~sft-· . In an office, heavy amounts were d:iiwn from . .tbe , . 
~re.asury. and de~os1.'Jed .with the National l~ank; ~f .. Pa. le. fstan. in th~ · , 
name-ofarrofficial.' -At theclose of the Financial year 1959-60. the 
balance'. ih the said'Bank was: Rs. l,43,,8~8 .on. 31st .. August, 1960 .· 

· w1:tlc~ rose to, Rs. 2,01,127 through further ! d~p9sits .. O~ 
winding up of the DepartID:ent on ~0th June, ~961. the bank balance . 
as Rs. 15,SOO .and the, cash .m hand amounted to Rs.,15,1()9, Instead · ). 
of d¥posifing the total ·pf Rs. 20,975 .into treas4ty th<fwhole: amount 
was: taken away by.the head of tp:e. defunct c'.[nstitutiotl on' the .plea 

· of setting old claims for-which no account had .been . rendere.d' >tm. 
the auditinspection. · Besides, the office used to k~ep 'equally lie~vy , 
cash balance in handi, e.; Rs. 4-92,29~ . !)~· '30th_ Jpne~.· 1960.··· 'and 
Rs. 49,S85 .. 011 30th. April, 1961. AJ.ldlt : had , pointed . out I such.' 
irregularities and , the oflic~r concerned had· . prol'Iiis~d . to . avoid · 

;. recurrence ~hereof but the .irregularproeedure went. on upto · the J 

close of the office, : . · 

.I 

.1 . 
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At the hieeting held. on Ist . February, 1967, -the. Department· 
explained P1.dt the Development officer never d.rew from the Govern-: 

. ~ent t~easury any a~ount. for expend~tm;¢ on development sc~eines 
till these schemes bad been duly sanctioned , by ... the Development 

.: Area: Advisory Committee. .The amounts were dta\,Vn. · only when 
they were .required. for .. disbursement . to the Villag¢ Councils: - 

' in -connection with execution of· the development schemes jrf. th~ir: 
· 'respective areas;' But as, in lnost of the> cases; _tlie· Village C611rtcilf. 

:.;. - iir:;~ ·7;r~o:21;ir:;&;;fu~1m:~F-~ifc::!t~~m=;1~:11ttt · 
, I ) a receive the payments, the amount in. question 'had to he retained by . 

. the J;'levelo:p·m~ri! ,Offi~et w,ith · hi~. iAs a ''j1;1~tification. 'for op~nitig 
a·ba~ accou~t m t~ National Ba*· of P~k1~tan ,for ke~pmg.,: such 

I un-disbursed amounts, the. Department· explained. tha~ 1t. was done. ·. 
in good :faith fo_r. safe-guarding the. Gov~rnment m<>DfY· , The b,nk 
account was quite -clear and ~u irregular . tra11sact10n, . or .• with- 

'· drawal was .made .. The .money was lying iq. s·afe custody. and-. was . 
. operated. upon whenever it w~s· require~ to be. paid .· :t<? : -Vi~a:g~ . 
Councils concerned fpt ~execut1on of the Develqp~ent _PrbJ~ts.· · 1As· . 

, . I ' ·' I '~ I ·, . 
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! . I . ·•. , ·. (~gardsthe: amou:1;1(of Rs 20,975 ta~e~HlW~y\J.~y . ·tne Development . 
. : Otlicer. on· ~he ple~i·of settling old ,cfairrisf' tne,:·Opp~tttil~nt. intimated ·: 

, · .··.· t.hat ·'na,mo11rit;of .ll. s. 15,145/34 h~~: 1:1fre~dy ... ·.·J:,e~.1,1.1.;~.,'pqsited in. th. e .. " 
, Government Treasury: and. the remaining amount; of Rs, 5,829 / 44 

· has been paid to the , . person/Age~cies ' against .. · their. . outstanding · ,, . ,. ·.'.Obi~ridit. The payment vouchers ar~ on. recotq· an.cf .c~;'d be verified 
. --- . .'. . . .·· · .. <L. : . (_ ... --.·,<· ·; ·:.:. _-_' (~ . 

: .. -The Committee then observed thatit was not,intlined to.accept 
· . ::theexplanation:given bytheDepartment.. There.could beno justi- r 1. 

··~cati_on f?r.any •in?117Y belonging to the Govemme~t,be~ng _depo~ited ·\· : 
:in the· ~~son~l account. of an'. offlGev .. The : more. f~ct that . the '. 
·. defaication might or might .not have been made, \V~s· not sufficient 

. ,,. to jqstify:. this. . In·. the -opinion of .. the . Committee, ,rsevere. · action · · 
r · should be tatenagains.t the officer concerned and the matter report- , 

:ed· to the Committee.": The: Committee desired .rhat. ·Audit should.". 
vet;ify .andreport: to the. Committee whether :the .; Government had . 

. · suffered ~ny loss· due 'to this or' not. . ~ .... -. •: , 'i. "' ;. : i?:· :, · .: ._ .. , .. · 
,: , .. ' The I)epartmeu.t now: e~pliunecf:ihat ·~ fefereilce:~~s·m~de : to 

. the Services and General I Administration Deparbri~ht ;' 'fc;>t : taldng' . ·· .. 
· discip~in~ry actiorr.a~ainst ·~h~. ~asir.- Ali,. ·f.C.S;,,: aldn~ith:(:•a · 
· :charge-sheet cont3:1nmg. the. allegation fo.r ', servife., up,o~.-. We1• s~d 

·' , gffi~er~ , The _Service~ and ~eneral J\.dtn1µis_tratioti P.er,~tip·~11t:.i'.W"' 
stead. of ~harge-sbectmg. the officer. concerned merely , called f or!Jlal 

'explanation alleging. that the objections . were .. purely -. of°'. technical. 
1'r 1.. ' "~nattireJmd; no emb~zzlement-or :' n1is-aj)proptiat1<,>n \ :Was · ipvolv.~. 

/f'l\e,,explanationof the officer received through ·.the, Seryi<;es_. <f.ti@ 
. ,µen¢rabAdmiriistration ·.Department. re,ads,asfundet}y ··.· ;: ··.· .:,':L 

~ .. · . The aU~ed· objection. of withd~3:wmg hJge ~ttioJnts' 1to.ni 1t~e Treasury in· anticipation of" demands do~s' 11ot seem,::-to. 
, .. be1 correct as the . amounts; if. drawn so'.. were . 'alw~ys . 

dtawil agafosr_ the sctienies approv~4 i.iji~{'sa:netione(J:iby 
, , the Village Aiµ Advisory Committee and.,wer«f Paid oot1 . 

· . i to·J~e Yillage' .Councils. C~>ncemecf :for. ,¢XC9µt!O:U_ :,_pf the ,, 
. • . projects .. sanc~oned. . This. !as a.>;g~~erak_ pr~Qt~~: t:@ t 

····over the Region.: Full. detail· of<· ~n:).QU~i, ... s9:. ~;wµ, 
utilized and balance kept for ~xecutiop 'of- sol}eyies .,.tJ;., 
were always reported to. the VJllage-A~p:.~clmipistra~1~µ~, . 
Th~ ac<;oun~S wer~ SO tn,aitttai~~d bY. . US : ~S. El: ~ m.aUCl\ff 

. policy, of this· llemo11- "'1~h the mt~nt1~n.. of givi9g. : !~11 
advantage .and .for deriving benefit of this financial : ·~Ud 

, : · to.the most des~rving peopleof this. most-·ba~~~r<:f}.,.,~pd, 
. . . underdeveloped farea{ · It is,. ther~for~f n,:1-entiqn~d '-~~rre . 

· ·: _: 'that- I was· nof .at· fa.ult. iri this; be9a.use _it_:w9:s-pe~g i;1j;,pe 
~ording to 1the. policy · prevalent --ip ,tµis:..:::I!e.~~~~ · : .1 

,.. ,:.Secondly Lhad· fo. keep the ·amount 'fu.<sal~ 1ia,ricts·· as 'I 

) J11y .otlic~ wa{sjfuated in 'the t~n,iate: :cot~ :of f~e ·.:~ity 
.•. .·.; ! ~~; . ' ... ··_1/'• . 
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·'.and·it was no(a safei place tokeep the money, hence the 
deposits in ·the· National . Bank which. is a . (16vernment 
controlled bank and equal in working to the State· Bank 
-Treasury asit _operates all qovernment funds in· placis 
where Tre_asuPies do. not extst. even. now keeping of 
the B. D.'s' Funds, who 'have stopped in the shQes·of the 
Village Aid is not· considered, to· be an m-egularity. : I 

-. may, therefore, venture. to add. that the same . principle 
and 'formula was applied by me in keeping the funds in 

· Gov~r!lment. controlled .~ank s , and my acti()J\ may ki~dly 
be. reviewed· Jii. the Iight of the · present practice and .: the 
objections be waived and this action 1 

. may kindly be · 
regularised as all that· was done was in good faith and .·· 
public· interest, especially when there · is no objection of 
mis .. use etc., as the funds were rather kept in safer hands. 

· More so, as· the· amounts were kept in the bank in , 'my . 
o~cial' capacity .as -''D(?Velopfuent, Officer" and nofin my I 

.· .. private personal account ... · 
1 

· ' · 

. the Audit infoOU:ed ih~ Commit~~ that, .the . report ,Of the 
Comptroller regarding, loss was, still awaited. "' - 

The Comrnittee>deqid~d that the-para, may be kept, pe~ding and 
1Wi1l betaken· Up alongwitl:i the accounts for th~ye~r 1962-63. · 

_ . (3) Page 58,"Para. ~6-·· Drawal o( money, in anticipation ·()f 
actual requirement- ... ··· In this case during the course of local audit <>f 
the.accounts of a Development. Officer it: was noticed that R. C .. C. , 

. Pipes were purchased for Rs. -~,97fj in June;. 1960, for use on .works 
-. , ·to be executed-departmentally, ·., On verification from. the Stock 

Registei:- in MarcJi; 196h lt was observed that-the pipes in question: 
were. still. lying unused. These were thus purchased towards. the 
close: of the financial year to. avoid lapse of buget provision and in 
contravention Qf rules. · ' · · · 

I. . ' . -· . . ( 

. , . At the meeting held 6,;i 12th September, 'J 967; , the Department. 
c,xplained that the pipes w,rc · . purchased· · on 8th ' June 1960,. for 
utilization on development projects of -local Importance w.hich were 
duly sanctioned and: these' pipes had been issued to· the Village Aia 
Development Committee concernedon ht . August;· i9_6o.,·,nese 
pipes· were being retained in store on behalf of these • Conunittees/ 

· When asked whether .• the 'Village' Development Comtriittee bad 
actually used them for the purpo'se\f~t\v~ch · these were issued( t~~ 
Department stated ·that they wouldth'ave''.to · check , ,the .quant1tjes 
used by the various. Developmen.t :Councils · in the- Peshawar Region; 

, and for this request~~< (pr .some time' to- ;,furnish ·detail to .--the'. 
Committee. . ',~: ,·.·;;- ·_ . ! '.. I : ' •• : • '. : ' . ·, ... 

. ~'.:~ ... ·.~rt",~,~.,.·: ... ' _:·, .. ·· ·:_. ', . - .. · 
· .. The Department/~a~·: explaine<l tli~t. 'the Ditector;_B. D's. · 

, l'oabawar has reportcd:that 30 R. ~. c. pipes. wcrc.purc,ased by tho 

-- 142 
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: pevelopmienf Officer, Village Aid Organization, Peshawar, for · use in- the areas of seve~ Deyelqpme~t ,Committ~s. . Th~se pjpes were 
actuall:y used on various small bridges of. the areas of Development 

·c~~ttees concerned. · ... Proper r~eipts:,;in· this · respect are· also 
•1'ava.ilable on record. of office; He.has further cohfiwed that these . · 

· pip~ were actually used for the purpose f-Or which· these W~re . PU!'.;;. 
chased and issued. ·· . · . 

Subj~t to verification· by Audit.the para. w~~ 'dropped, , 
· . (4) Pag,_ 66-68, Para. ·92;_D~layin disposal of 'Inspection . Re· 
port· and Audit. Note~Ill thiscase.certain Audit, Notes. had not 

·. been replied to by the Department At the meeting . held on ls~ 
February, 1967,-the t;>~partment stated that:-. -: . · 

(i) 'The compliance report of'the only one· Audit note for the 
.. year 1958-59 relating to the West Pakistan SocialWelfare 

C9uncil :was sent by the Council to the, .. · Accountant- 
General, West Pakistan, on 23rd April,· I Q66'. , 

(ii} first replies to the 26 outstanding Audit: Notes partaining . 
. ' to the. offi~s of the .defum;t·Village Aid, Oepartme~t~w~fC · 

sent to- Comptroller, Southern Area, West . Pakistan, 
., Karachi by th,e concerned offices. · Confirmation of this 

< fact hasbeen receivedlrom the Comptroller. · . · , ·• 
I As regards actionfor delay, the Department stated that. the 

Village .Aid Organzations were wound up in June,J961, and: the 
officers working there· have dispersed throughout Pakistan and some, 
of them ·1eft Government service. . It had not been· possible to· .fix . 
responsibility for non-compliance with the audit reports. · 

, As regards (i) the audit bad pointed out Jhat ,replies to three. 
audit' notes' pertaining to the Labour office, .Lyallpur; Development 

· · oflic~,. VilJage Ai?. Gujranwala and Deputy. Director, ·~asic J?em?"' __ 
· .cracres, ·V;illage Aid, Lahore, werealso pending .. The cont~n~on~or 

'the Departmentwas thatthey did not receive .these.· .. reports. The 
<:;onimittee•desiredthat the Audit.should re-examine the three items-: 
The Committeefurtherdirected that the Deoartmentsheuld inf(,o:n 

. the Committee of the acii~n taken ~gainst-"the ·officer responsible' for 
the non-compliance of Audit Notes in time;_ . · ' , , . · ·. . 

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

· ;,: ·.••The Department riaw stated t,hat the ·explanation of the default- 
· ing<officer was· called:·· ·. The Assistant "Director, .Basic Democracies, . 

. ·- Gujranwala, bas statedtbattheaudit.note in question had been dis 
posed ofby him,-:,-vidt his letter dat~d·J8th September, .. 196~ and 

· .. · Developmen; officer,Wazirabad's letter.dated 19th,Septembe~, 19~2. 
· .R. epli.es,~o ... Au. dit .•.. N.o~ .. in .. · .. respect of. · .. th '. e office u ·':'f the De ... p.·u .. ty.!)rrec~or, ( B .. ·D.,:Village Aid,.Lahore bas als,Q been furnished to Audit,- .. vzde. 

. letter dated 10th June, 1967. .r ' · , · , ': • · 

.· : _The·. explanation'· was f ound sati~fa~~ory and tlie . t>ara. .. was 
':'clro.pped ' ' . ' . . ' ' .. ' . 1 ... ' . . ' ' 
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( .Ir}' D; ·3n11·' 'r, a· . . . , :~; ' 3.11 ·. JI'.# ... : . .: '1 .• '. 
r;, '.· ?· , . ~ ·<r:~glJ_ . 9 . ~ .·'f4flf· ··1, V .0. :~ .. J.Y..f, lSC~--~ ·- ··, ... )' · ... .,.: · . · 
/ I . ·~ .. · _. ,.- _ _ .-_. _ . _ , · :.1 - ·:·, .. ·. _.: · .- - -· -·. ': • ·._. · -. _, . _. . ·: • _ -: . r . ,. . _, . . · · ..:·· _ ·.> 

.•• v _ ·.· • -; f if f-l~Cf nsqli~ri,ted;i. • a~d: D.e.velqp~ent- . Gr.a~tt · to .: . Local . 
: . · .. Boties-~avmg ~~- S97656-=. ,;· : . '. i 1 . - ' · . 

'.->·. ,: _'_,·''{ii), ,F';;~~th<!r · Charge~~F,Jcf.e~~ Rs· .. 7, · 60,69~ .; , . , .· 
. 'At the meeting held on iitli September, 196'.7, th~. Committee · 

- ' , ', could not· proceed with the explanation .concerning this item . since. 
, the Department ~acLnot.receive<;l the figures fin;:tllf verified.andre 

.-·conciled with the A,tidiL The Committee. then directed the Depart- 
. in~n~1to·g,e;:tth~m finally ver~fied·within t'Yo Iilorit~. . ·; · . , 

The Department now ·.inf ormed the Committe;e . that ';. the ais- ', 
. .. ctep,a!!cie~. havt not yet 'been reconciled .by the Accountant (;ieneral~ 1 •)Vest Pakistan, and requested thatthepara, · be deferred for the 

v.~~s.e~t. i: _··· .. , .. :, :: . · :· .~ ·. 0. :·· . . -.;._ '.~ . ._: ·.· ... :' > 
..•... · : The·Cpmm1tt~ djr¢ft~d t~at It should come.~p a.ga~n alongwith · 
the· accounts for\1962.;63 and in the meantime 'the figures should be' 
vertified and. redoncilea. :. . · · · - . · . : 1 

:- < · . · , 
\ ... _ ~ - ·.-. _· • ; -~ .," _: • ~ , (. _ _. ,. • . • • .-_· • • ) . • • J- I . ., . . · . 

. ': ·,./_:'J6) :Page ,3;. PanL} read )vlthpages . Jt6~3'17--Qr.ant No .. 35,- .: 
1)eYelop_meJ1J~~D~V~Aicf and ,C()mmunity Dev~lopmdrzt -Saving a,f 

'more than .19.%'-z-Th~ para, 'came before the· 'Committee -at its· 
meetingheldon ·l2th Septernber, 1967, when the Department' asked 
fQr .more time.'.toicollectJh~ informatioh .. ·!The Dep<1rt)I}~t1t 1 once 
-again .asked ·for~)ti~re time .as the records could not -be traced bv this . 

, ·tune. ' The,:pa:fa: was, .de{erred. to cqme \Ip . again alongwith the ·: ' ' 
acc.otints:'for the.year I962-t5J;·. , 1 • ' • ,, ' "· ;! , 

• :-. _ - .. '··," ,· ••• ·'. • • • .' • _ '.. • _ _ > I, ·.. . _ _ .. _ _. . . . .· .'· .' ,·. . (. ·~ 

· . (7) page 506'-Grqni No. 42-Loa,is and Advances· by the>. Pro- .. 
'· r!n.cfal G(Jvi{rn,merzt~B-:l~Loans to ·.Municipalities Port. Funds/ . rte., \. 
Saving of Rs. 9187,675/ l,17,000-.. The Department-gavethe explanat- 

. ions'a:s.rinder':~,.: ' , < . . '. . ',· . ' .· , ' , 
,"'' .'"'' .. ·. ,; ·•,. ·•• , '' ·, ' ·.'. . · .. '.. . ,· ·, ! 

· -~ : :· • (l) B-:I-(1) Loans to 1rf 1!.IJ:.iff.piilitie~ . , .. , 
. , . · · ' .. ;-. · ·,Gra~t,:': • ,: . ·,: ,·'.:'r 'f·::?:l~·' · , ' .. '.... 8~~3,;300 ;'. 

'I <. i :·, :':Actual Ertpen<iiture ' · .. ; 9 : ; • . ' fz-:) 1,54,375 ', . 
· ::.-.,· ·· ·: ... sityiillg.:. ,: , 'c . ,.,· .. ... < : -r~r9,s1;'61s, ·,: 

, ;. 

0$hi~)~udgct.provisi~ti 
11ti4erthe head "Loa,~s to M~nicip,~ljties:: 

is Iinked w1th·the;Budge~J,rQv~&l9ll·under_head 70-Cap;ital. 'Outlay, , .: 
S\n~ there.was; saxing ~~f.J,~~;~~ia,:'70;-rapital ·qu~l~y" l~ere ~a(,··· . 

. . correspqp.dmg: ~~v1,n.g. un,<le,, th,.~ ]J~ff . 'Loans an~, Advan~es which 1! · 
l/3rd of ,the .actuc;tl e~penq1ture under tlie.he~d ,70-:Capital Outlay, · ., 
The ~~planation u.n~¢r. the head ,'~70~(:api_taL ; ()~tJ~y"- ~as . a}rea.<iy .,: .. 

, 1been given py the_Pubhc,Health Engm~J?Ipg:I;)ep~r~m;~11;t.· :.-_.·. · .' ·· . 
'•1 .. rhe position of actual.expenditure ~f.Rs.,T.~4,.37~,i~.th~tqnfQf the I 

total .amo;unt Ht sµip1o~;J.t~.· f-~.,:l8Q.,OP01s ~09k~q 1~ the .. A:ccouptant 
General West, Pakfata~· · Circle pf . account and Rs. (~)', 74,37~ 
is· bookM irl tne South~rn>'.Area ;Circle, West Pakistan, ·Karlchi. 

·.,. ·. ··1_.j • ..... ··.,·:' ':l:':t . ' 
•• ·.·-. 'i ' .. 
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. . . . The positi~~ in. resJect of'. item No. 1 'and 3 has been explain 
ed under head 1~'B·I(l)''. ,, Sofar as the amount qf Rs. 2,00,000 is 
concerned the Comptroller; Northern' Area, West Pakistan,'. Pesha- 

, war has stated that this amount was booked byhis office ·.uncjer 
' · the head "B-I-(2)-Loans to District and' Other Local Fund. Com 

mittees" for the: District Board M:ianwali. In' 1 QS9-60 the Mianwali 
District was amalgamated with the' Rawalpindi Division. The · 

. sum of Rs, 2,00,0QO was therefore, written back and .: transferred · 
· toCentral Audit Circle. This explains the saving . ofRs, .17,000 

shown in the Appropriation Accounts 1960-6r., . . . 
, The explanation of the Department was , · accepted and the · ' 

iteitfwas .dropped · . · .. · · · . 
· ,(8). Paf(e 514, Para. rf (i).:.Misapprdpriation of. Government , . 
,Money-Rs. 53.,643-Inthis·casea Clerk in the Otfice·'of Development .· 
Offlcer resigned and later on- took, payment from the N ational.Bank 
of Pakistan fraudulently; . . . . ~ . . · , · · 

' ·• ., · At the meeting held oD 12'."9 .. t9(i7 the Department , explained 
, tb.,at in April, l9~J' Jh.~ ··~ijSC' of. fradulant .drawal of .Government 

. Total.··.'.; .. -1,17,000 
" .' ... , : . 

/. 

+3,000 

. ··+-80,000 

. . . . -2,00,000 .. 

. . ~· 

Orant Nii .. 
· 'Expenditut~ (-.·) i,17,000 

.. . Saving . . . . :,. . .. .. , (-· ') l,J 7,000 
. · _The position of saving of Rs', 1,17,000/ and its detail . is as 
under : -. . .• ,; . , : . ' I O . . . < . 

I 1.' Accountant-General West Pakistan . I 

.. Circle, Lahore. . .' . · · ' 
2. · .. Comptroller; Northeril ··~a 'Circ_le 

. Peshawar. . · · · · 
3. Comptroller; Southern Area, Karachi 

' ·,. ,.·.,_. .·• · . 

I. 

I I 

'I 
I. .' ' . , : • -'. 

The expenditure of Rs. (-·: ) ,80,000 was . wrongly. hooked • by the 
'Central Audit Circle· -and was accordingly withdrawn: from- the· 
minor head ''B-(1)" and adjusted under the · minor head: "B;.J: (2):' 
The. expenditure of.Rs -. (-.) 74,375 comprises. of two. am8unts- · vii; 
Rs. (-. · .) 3,QOO -and Rs.(-·. ) 71,375. The· figure of Rs . .71~375, was 
also wrongly booked under this head : and · was withdrawn · from · 
this head and transferred to . the. head.' -"Advances to Cultivators." 
Simil~rly Rs;(~ 3,00b was also withdrawn.from -this "head I and 
transferred to the minor head "B-l (2) Loans to District' and other 
Local. Fund· Committees-Loans to. Sanitary Board Moro," . . . . . : .. · ,•, . ., . ' :. . . . , 

. · · : (ii) B-/-(2) Loans to District and Other Local Fund 'Com- 
mittees-« · . · 

· 1 

·, I 
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· money amounting to Rs. 55,~42/ 87 was detected, ',In compliance 

. with the provisions of rule i34 of the P$.R. Vol-I;' .the necessary! 
reportaboutthis fraudulent embezzlement waspromptlysentto the-.,' 
Accountant' General, Wes:t Pakistan; Lahore... It 'was Ai$COVere4 · · 
thatthe amount was embezzled by presenting at the treasury as inany • ' 

. as 20 contingent bills for the var).'ing ·. f':IDOUDts /anging. between. 
Rs. 612 and 7,600. It was established that .a Junior Clerk, _namely: 

'. Muhammad Rashid Akbar. was mainly and directly. involved in the 
case.who forged the signature, of,_ the.Develcpmenrofficerv: .. Aca$e · 

. ...__ · was registered with the Police under sections .409;;465:·arid 420 · of)he·'' .· 
P.P.C.) in May, 196L . This case wassplit up into 7Challan(out of · 

· .which the accused has been convicted -by the Special Judge, -Multan . 
atSahiwal in .4 Challans.', -In each· of the conviction theconvict has 
~ee? awarded 212 '\years·, rigorous imprisbpmt:!1-f aµµ .,al~p witl1 t19e . 
which comes tQ Rs. 37; 700. · The .amount recovered from certam 

. persons bas been ordered by the Court. to stand forfeited to Govern- . > ment after expiry of appeal/revision. ~s· regards 'the -recovery of ', 
~ 'the fine imposed on the accused the information is still' awaited from> · 

.: the Special Judge. The sanction to the write off of the amount will 
-be accorded on receipt of the informaton from .the Special Judge: 

. Multan. · . · i 1 ., ' ., . J 
I . . . \ .. ~' . , , 

The Committee, 'then directed that further progress should be 
reportedtoit. . ' . t . . - "'.. • ' ' 

.: _. ·· ~The Department, now explained that the.-Direct9t,·B.~sic Demo-_ 
cracies, Multan, has reported that a fine of Rs. 37,700 imposed on 

. tqe a~9use~, namely Muhammad Rashid Akbar has, not been paid by. - "; 
,him and he is undergoing .imprisonment. He .has also not.pref erred . 
any appeal. against .the judgment of ~peci,al)hdge, Anti-Corruption; , 

.Multan dated the 10-7'."1963. -An amount of Rs. 4,100 · recovered 
froip the dancers arid at, preBenflyinµ; in the·doublelocku£·,Treasury, •. 
Sah11~al has . also not bee,n deposited into. Government account. as 

-· orderedby.the court andthe correspondence withthe Police __ Sahiwal .: 
. lS In progres~ ·; '.' _ . , 

The .. explanation of the.Department was accepted and-the para .. 
WaS dropped. ' -. _ ' \, , . sc , ,· . . • · I • .! . . 

- _ (9f Page'·SJ4, Para. 17-(il}-Mi~approprici~(on -. of Govemmeni.: 
Money~Rs. 3,5~:--- · -. ,· , , . - . . ,· . : /. c ·, :• ' ,.· · 
... _ · ·._ In this. case· mis-appropriation was suspected .iin the :offic.~ .. qf · fi. 
Development Officer and on the request of the Department special 

. audit was conducted , and mis-appropriation . found>,· It, ._. was, made· 
· possible by-utilizing the Development F~n~ iri · _pri~clia;§e· of other 

. articles and by fictitious .payment and receipts; . . ,, · · . · ' , - •· · 
. -·~t-t4e. n1~ting•:held·_on ·12-9.-.1967, t~e· ··pep~ftml11t·:·~in,l~_i;eJ·. 
that .m conseouence bf the detailed audit of accounts of Develop- . 
meqt 9~9~r' '¥~llEi9e Aid~ Ali pur cartief ourt;,y)he' }~cq<?urtts Qffi.p~J\· : 

/.. .. ··- -. - I - I__ • • .:· ~ :;·\- ." ,i): l"":\, . .. s- •. }~ ~- .. _· -~:f:", ·.-.,I 
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Vilfage·-Aid Organization; · · the . Development Officer. co~cemed · 
namely, 'Mr; Gohar AH was· .prosecnted ..' for an -. embezzlement of. 
Rs.: 3,544; The Special Judge, Anti-Corruption.. Multan· . had 
awarded . him two years' rigorous 'imprisonment . and, , a .. fine _· of 
Rs. 5,0bO or in default to undergo further 'imprisonment for· 9 

. months. The accused 'filed an appeal in· the High court against the 
said orders, which was · rejected., He had gone.in appeal.in the 

·. · Supreme Court. , · · · · 

. . . -TheDepattment nowexplainedthatthe appeal of Mr:. Gohar ~Ii . ' 
, waspartly allowed 

1by_the Supreme Court to the extent ox; reducing . · 
the _seI1tence on each count to imprisonment for. the period already 

· undergone by him running concurrently while maintaining his con-. 1 

viction. ' . . . .. ··., .r 
~-·Subject to write off of ·the· amount embezzled, the para.was: . , 

propped. · · .. . · . · · - 1 . 

< . (10) Page 530, Pa;a. ·70~Recove~v of arrears of rent-Rs, 5~000-- 
Inthis case a sum of Rs. 5,000 on account of house rent · was· out- .. 
standing against" various Government Servants of Village Aid Train- 

'< ing Institute, who'. were provided residential accommodation. - .The ·. 
office concerned had .beeri asked by Audit to expedite recovery. · 

· , .At the meeting held on 12-9-1967th~ DeparttrtenteXplained that . 
under the Village-AidProgramme, workers-were tr,aine~ for extension 
and Adult Literacy campaign and for the purpose' institutes were set 
up ih West Pakistan. One of these training Institute which was es 
tablished atPeshawar was a residential institute .. The Instructors as 
well as thetraineeswere reqriJ:ted to live within the-premises of.the' 

, institute .. 1 The arrears were due· from the -occupants for period· from 
Ist July,.1959 Jo 31st.August,, 1960. , The Director, .Village-Aid ·•. 

I W'esf' Pakistan, Lahore had. pro11osed for: providing them . rent- . free .' . ·. 
· . · accommodation iq. Government Training Institute but the · · Govern- , 

mentdid.not agree and turned down the proposal in August, 1960. 
This showed thatthe arrears of rent pertained t6.the period for which 
definite instructions from Government had· not· been . issued . and ·' the 

. , Director, ,Yillag~-}\id in the. meantime had requested the Govern 
ment for. allowing .rent free accommodation to employees . of } the 
Training 'Institute. , A list of the defaulters alongwith the outstanding 
amounts was sent to the Comptroller; Northern Area, Peshawar. The· 
recoveries in respect of the. officers and officials who were posted' in • ,) 
the Training Institute at that . time· were eff ected from .. the: pay bills . 
The remaining staff which comprised gazetted officers, had either .left 

. the.services or were transferred to· other departments. on the abolition 
, · of the Village-Aid Organization and the. recoveries of arrears amount 

ing. ta, Rs. J,6l0·32'were still outstanding against them. Since efforts 
toreeover ·the amount.fronrthe officers proved futile, respective 

. Audit· Officer$ had been requested torecover the arrears pf. ren,t from 
! .•• ; \ i 
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·, the officers concerned. Thk .· Committee then.directed that progress 
_should be reporte~. t? it. · . .. . · ; . . 

_ . The Department now explained that out :of the. outstanding 
amountof Rs. 3,610·32. a sum of Rs. 2,201'3} has been recovered 

.. leaving. a balance of Rs.,· 1,409 .outstanding against . the ·. following 
officers :- - .· . . ' . ' . . . ; ~ . 

. (H.Mr. Ha~san Ali, P.&E.0; ans.w. ': . .Rs·. 264·00 
'._. , ·;& L;G. Department, . . , · · 

· (2) Mr -. Muhammad Shafi:·.·· Rs. · 396-flO 
v i (3) Major -Mir .Haf eezullah, r Rs. 56.0·00 · .. · 

(4) Mr.' Badi-uz-Zaman. ..' . Rs •. 189;00 - / . . . . ' .. 
-. . .. . . . _ . , Total : zRs. _ l,409.00 
Mr. Hassan Ali has further paid. 4 instalments. each of Rs; 22· and; 

-thus he has.to pay a balance of Rs. 176 which will be paid by the. \ 
officer in due course; , Major Mir Hafeezullah · has .. since .. retired 
from Government service. The Accountant General, - West. Pakis- 

. tan was .requestedto effect recovery of Rs. 560 from· that officer but 
he shofed inabpit).' .. to do S!) as the . O~t has . ~~eady retired .. 
Hence the -Principal, : Basic .Democracies, Training · Institute, · 
Lalamusa has been issued instruction I not. to issue No Demand· Cer~ : 
tificate of Government dues to this officer until and unless heclears . 
the dues. The . Director, Pakistan' . Dey~lopmen( ' ·A,ca,demy,. 
Peshawar.under whom Mt. Muhammad Shafi is working, has been. 
directed to effect.recovery, The amount of Rs: lij9 shown as. out- 

· '. standing against Mr, Badi-ud-Zaman has been written! pff by · the. 
· · Commissioner, Peshawar--- vide his memo. No. 4553.:55 / A4/9DPD, 

dated 24-4-1967.,, . ,· ' ·· / · , 
Subjec; to verification by Audit; the para. was dropped. 

_ (11} Page .531, Para. 73-0verpayinent ~f · Transportation 1 

ChargesRs. 218-lntlµs case, during the course of local audit ofthe · 
account gf a DevelopmentFund.of a Cornmissioner, it was' noticed' 
that atruck owner was overpaid Rs: 21~~ Acc6!ding to the accepted- . 
quotations he was entitled to charge Rs. 10 per trip forthe transpor-: - 

- : tatio1;1·0.f-1:11amire from,one station to anot]ter.; This rate w~s clliuig 
ed With differentink to tread as Rs. 13 and he was thus allowed trans 
-portatior{charges at Rs. lJper trip instead ofRs.10 'originally quoted , . 
.by .him resulting in over-payment. , The officer. concerned had been. · 

. ask~ci. by Audit t? investi~ate' artp.recC\ver Rs. 2l8 paidIn · excess, . ' . 
· : , At the meeting held on l-2.;9-1967 the · Department explained . 

that M. 'Ghulam Sarwar whowas -appointed,..as contractorfor trans-v. 
portation of Farm Yard Manure from. Municipality dump to Nursery 
Farm (a·distance-of2! Mile~)h~d himself q~ange~ his.quotedrate · 
from Rs. lO to Rs. 13 per trip before the quotation. was finally 

.· approved.andafter he was told that loading and u.n~Ioaduig cbatgc;s 
- . I 
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sh?tlld b~ included in this-rate. The above change Jas jiot made by 
any official or after the rate ~as finally, approved and that no other 
contractor was prepared to transport.the manure at the rate ofRs.13 • 
p_er trip above, . The Contractor actually agreed . to . transport . the 
manure atth~ rate of Rs. 13 per trip orily after .he was told that it- , 
was a Public fund which was' being spent.on a Fruh PlantNurseryin I 

-the Interest of all the .Za~indars- of the District. A written." state-· 
· -ment duly attested bythe 'Director, Basic Democracies, Dera Ismail 

Khan had been obtained ori'29th March, 1967; In ·1:view. of 'the 
/po~iton explained above, thi's was really-not acase offinancial 'irregn 

. · · Iarity and overpayment of charges to the contractor but was.)l ca~e 
of adopting incorrect procedure of making necessary correction in the 
quotation. · · ·· · · · 

' I 

_ . . The Committee I then directed .that action taken against _the offi 
cial. responsible for adoptiag incorrect procedure for getting the 
correction made -in, the quotation, should be reported to it. ' 

. The Department now explained t~a't the Contractor ha~- quoted 
Rs. 10 but had changed figures· to Rs. .13 afterwards, Afterwards , · 
did not mean, hours. and days later, but at the moment while submitt- . 
ing quotationsafter it wasbroughtto his notice that loading and un 
loading ofmanure.will' also he his responsibility. The E.A.D.A-; had 

. full- powers for the purchase of manure at the time of taking and 
accepting-quotations.' The charges of~. 10 per truckload without 

f '. . unloading were of course reasonable but the charges i;of'-Rs. 13 with · 
loading and unloading wereconsldered more reas()n.able'as load of 

., . truck of manure from 'Municipality Dump was 'a much: difficult j_ob 
l than its transportation by a truckforthree miles. The·E.A.D.A. took 

,. the rate of Rs. 13 as most reasonable and beneficial to Government 
and therefore accepted, _ . 1ri· view ·of_ the plantation work the ;r~-invi- · 
tation of: tenders/quotations would also. have taken mofe days which 
could not be afforded, .Besides it was known that nobody else was · 

· prepared to do the job of.supplying andr transporting manure. As1 

-~ suchthe re-invitation of tenders/ quotation was not done. , .If is· also , 
. ·Stated that even µotations tenders are nofcom ulso _\.where the 

1_ 
t:' 

I com . ete . ri mks and cert1 es a e rates are reaso a le. i(l!Q?, 
t rates were considered. most easona le ra er e · 

'cialto the Government. The reasonability of rates stan good today · 
'·even and can be verified. . '(. .: ' ' . .• . . . 

J .. :. !he ~xp1anation ofthe DeQart~ent 'was acce.nted and the para 
was 'aropped. . . ' . ' · · 

''-.. •: . '.. I . . . '. . ·. ;· .\ . \ ' ·.· 

-. . (12)· P.cige 5,31, Para .. 7~--Stdiionery-a~dStQres notaccounied for. 
Rs .. 4,224-,-In this case articles of stationery and ', stores costing 
Rs. 4,224 were not accounted for inthe relevant registers. Consequent 
ly the receipt' and issue ·thereof, courd not be vouched· for .: \Tho . 
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··. , tfsptjristqil,Jty:,f-Offijilut~:-t~f~@ntain_th~·proper a,cct~Mts-.an4·fO:t-.t'1•:·; 
--- ·- .. _ loss, if any; as pefA,~d1t R.~PQ,tt, haµ tobe fb<~g by t~J~.¢partwent: ._, 

.. · . .Ai 'the in~eting'/b.~ld :on' 12th" September; 1967 . the Departmeiit. ~· . 
.. explained,Jhat-the anrqtu~lof Rs.: 4,224 was spent on · purchase ,_· Qf-· 
thefollowing articlest> ... : ·· · · · ·· :: ·· · 

··'· ··;· . · .. .-- ·.· .. :\.··.·;- ' ... : t- ' . 
. ; ··\ .. (i) Coal.', r: '" 

__ .-. _i (iiYPetrot,. - 1.<.. - - -) 
: -,·. :(:~, :(iif) ~t'a1ionery,ftc~ __ , _L .. _ · r. - '. .. : _ . 

' r -, --COAL: > -~t. w~s a cotisumabie.-article· and was duly cons:umeQ . · , ' .. J .- 
. in the office concerned. The account.of the coal'was p;iade.av:ailable. 
to the Audit, who were satisfied and objection has.since been_dropp~d' . ·· 
b~ t~-~In. _ . _ .· </.. ::- _ - i' . : \ -. . ' · : . _ ' . e 1- : .. . •• . 

. : _ •. _PETROt,:'.: . .The' petr9l purchased has· _ dirly been accounted 
_ fdt in, the log books; of the · yehjcles, hr-which the _ petrol. was consum, 

. ed.: The log Hooks are available for verifi.catiqri \- aridhave _ .been - 
, _ ch~l<-~d pY t~~ ~ud~tj1at!Y.:. ·· _ .. · _ _ f- · · >\, _ . __ · ·' . . _ ~- ... 

· : · .. }FfA'fIONl{RY/o -The :artfote_s;of ~tati?n~ry.· have, duly°be.~n~ · .. - · -· 1 

taken on stock, the accounrs ·of_wh1'Ch are available and have been __ - 
checked by the a-y,dit' party, . '. As regard~ the printing o~ B~ocks; n(i)~· ,,_. 
compliance certdipate· _ from the · Government ·. _ 'Printing .• ·press, 

' ,l K.,~rachli is being obtained: in: . order to _ regularise th~ objection. .: 
" - ffh~ same willbe pi'oclu,ced t!) the Audit on receipt. :_· The · articles . · ' 

_ \v,~re pµr¢ha~ed.at thefime, t~~ µefunct Village .. Af,~1 _ Ofganizati~n ·_ 
existed. . Because of the .abolition pf that Department in the yeat · 

> .;19.61:,' the officers .who made.the purcha~es. are~no longer in p_osition_; . 
..' ,:~>:Either theyhay~_-joined 1oth~{Dfpa:i'tments or gone- _ out of 'service ... -~ ._. :., : _ .. _ 

: '· It has, Jhetef.ore1.not beenpossibh, tofix responsibility· Jor, non- . . r, 
-\ --· · production of thestock .account at 'the time of audit inspectio~\:~. -, : . : -:": · · · - 

' ,.·. · '.. : .. . : _ _ . • _ ':· - ·.->~ 1 ' ; ·.~ •• '.<'." · .- . _ . - _ . . . ·. , . _ ;' · -. ·1:./~ . . . ·. ~· j · . 

. _ _ .. _ AS"Jhe Audit L)epa1tment had made· certain further ohset.V,~- '. 
. , · tions 

1 

which had, not been, attepd.~d to by ··:th~ · ])epartment, the. · 
' · Co:tntn1t~~e: had deferred the _para.•-, - . 1 - - •. · _ · __ · · 

:· " ..• -.'.:'_':the Departm~tit.116w expl~ned. _that _,,th¢ 'obser.vation of" t~e, _ . _ 
_ - · a~dtt ha:ve.s~nce·,. be~n ·-_ complied with· hr: th~ Director., Ba$1e · .. -1., 

Democ_rac1es, Qu.etta~ ;, [he C!)mptro!}~r, ~oytherm: :A_r~~, ·. Westc· ;.. · -· "" 
Pakista.n:>was· requ·ested•-•to depute auditors to ·ve,rify'.the· com'plia.nce: .- . ~· \. 
The _Comptroller,_-Southyrn- :,Area,·> }Vest/Pakistan/ ?bas_,., irifox;rii.ed --. __ . - 

, thafno audifpa;rty is ~.t present at Quetta ,and. the., ·COlllpliijn® SO, 
, mad~ by _ the Director will ·be. ·verified' at the tit:pe of , ne~t visit ·<Qf · : 

. ~Jatiop,,_._by_tpe_~lidi,t party: _ The tion-cpm:pliance, certifi(tate·recetv~·-.,.,, 
~4 . .{t~i.;¢ ~µ_p~pri(~*P~#~~ (}'ovenri~tmt Press. K._~rachi l1~s .. also ;he.en : 
fot-w,atcte~0to _t4e Com,ptroller, ·Snuthern· Area, wy~t. Pa:kt1stan~ ; 1 · 
77arachi ·. · - ~ · '· ·' · · · .. · · , · · · · 
~ • ' I ' ) > ~ ' • • 

_--_ c. ; ·Subject·t~.-Yeritiditfoh ~y-Auij~t,th~ P8:fa\.,~~sifropped.. ·. \. 
. '- . Jr 

:-,'• 



(1,) Page 13, Para. 12-Misappropriation of Gdv~rnm~nt M;nev-. 
Rs. _3,990-. In an office which· had to be wound. up at.the .. close. of. 
June; 1961, medicines worthRs. 3,990 were purchased in the 'last 
wee~ _ofMay, 19{p. No record of the receipt .and consumption of 
medicines was available, The Department failed to explain to Audit .. 

·. howand why medicines worth about Rupees four thousands were " 
. · consumed in about 5 weeks and 'why no· record was maintained to 

show their receipt and disposal. · ' 
.. The Department explainedthat the prelimin~ry enquiry info· 

this case as required by Rule 6 (1) of the West Pakistan Govern 
ment Servants (Efficiency and Dicipline) Rules, 1960 was .entrusted 
by the Commissioner, · Querta to the Assistant Director,. Basic 
Democracies, . Loralai, The Commissioner, · Quetta Division 
forwarded the report of Enquiry Officer and his . 'comments to 
Government. · ·The' comments · of the Commissioner are as 
under:-· · · 

Np record pertaining to the transaction O(the, , insecticides 
in question worth Rs. 3,990 was 'deposited eithen in the 
office. of Assistant Director, Basic Democracies, Loraiai 
or ', E. A. C. Lcralai on· the closure of. Village-Aid'. 
'organization: There existed no entry · of the insecticid- , 
es either in the record of Supervisor or .Village Worker 
Village-~id., However, the Supervisor/Village Worker 
during the course of Departmental enquiry stated that 
as the Department was about .to close.mo entries·. were 
made in their record, and what . ever" . matedal . could 
usually. be utilized was used by them.in .their' respective , 

. ,1 areas. 
Under the circumstances, the Comhliss1oner Querta Division 

observed. as . under : - . ,, . 
(1). The maintenance of proper record in respect of Govern 

ment store was essential from ·· both the.' accounts and 
audit view · points; . . . -. . . · · 

.(2) .It was in.eumbent·rupon the administration bf-Village 
-Aid to have the accounts . audited by. the respective 
Audit · Circle; · ·· · ) . .· · 

(3) In ·the absence of (2) above coupled \,'ljitll. 'Ian~ ol'. 
considerable time and the statement of the 'Ex-Village 
Aid Workers/Supervisors as given above' it jg difficult 
to arrive at a fair conclusion to be able to offer any use- 

i 
ful comments. .. \ . . .. . .· 

It is evident from.' the enquiry report and eomrnents . of 'Jhe 
. Commissioner that -no proper record of· the entryfm: Jhe.tran~a~t,:o~; 

·,1 
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~f. the-~edicines .• was maintalned by. '.the f~rmer, Deyelbpm(?rit :offi~1et,, .,, 
and the field staff., It .has, · therefore; been · decided that . entire .' 
amount. of Rs, 4,000 which has actually drawn' from Development 
fund and mis-appropriated through Faked purchase, 'should be , 
recovered from all the officer /officials who are sdll in service . 
portlonately .and credited into Government account. 'Tlie Com· .i . 
missioner Quetta Division has been requested .. to report compli- ... ' : 

. · ance, to Government ... · ,His reply was awaited. 

· Iie Department. assured t~atth~y ;ouid take departmental .ac 
tion against.the officer I officers apart from the recovery· of the· amount 
involved. The Committee directed that the para., should · come up - 
again: beforethe Committee with the accounts forthe year 1962-63. 

. .. .· . . . ,· ", .· \ )_ 

(2) Page 13, Para. 13-lJrawal of amount over and above the· 
. Budget-« In an office a· sum of Rs: 1,04,028,Was spe~ on, develop 

ment schemes against '. the sanctioned budget of Rs. l,00,000 dnring 
the year . 1960-61~. According to the minutes ofthe District Coun 
cil the. estimates' for the· construction work · had to be prepared by 
a. competent . overseer and get a pproved . from. the -Chairman of . the 

· District Council. The Accounts of the above. expenditurehad to 
be maintained as . prescribed by the department. It was, however • 

. 'observed. by Audit that no estimates were prepared, no approval 
, was .. obtained from the .Chairman.rno accounts were maintained and'( 

, no completion certificate or .. completion reports' obtained to indi 
, catethat the work hadbeen completed. Jnthe -absence of the· 

· 'relevant records 1it could not -be ·verified; whether 'the entire 
. amount had -been spent on the schemes, and whether the same 
. had actuaJiyjbeen completed.' '. The drawa~ of excess amount o_ver .. 

, and abov:e O the -budget ·grant". was also against the rules of .. with- · 
drawal of money from public funds, · As i:ler 'Audit Report no · , 
steps appeared tohave been taken to regularise the e~cess expendi- ' 
ture of Rs. 4,028. .: , · · · · !.' 1 1 1 i1 - 

\ . ' . ' The Department stated that the Comptroller,' Southern· Area; 
West. Pakistan, · Karachi, had already agreed in _ 1965 to drop this 

· · para. and as such the Public Accounts Committee might drop this 
item. · · ' · ' . 

i52 
·' ... ,, . 

. . .· . ... .• • r ' · .•• _) 

The Committeein this .caseobserved 'that the Oe'partmeq_,t 
had · stated in their explanation that the Comptroller, 'Southern .. · 
Area had agreed to the. dropping of, this, para· but, obviously, 'i(· 
meant that· the Comptroller might have decided to .drop tli~ oh- 

., jection .. That too was donein 1965' while the.Committeehad ask 
'ed for the explanation. from the· Departmentqn 22nd April, 1-967. 
What the Committee would like to know is on . what grounds the ..: 

A Comptroller, Southem- Area, ha~ 'dropped '·· the obje~tjon and 
wheilier the .. · estimates .prep.ared~ approval : · obtain~· .aceounts 1i 

-, ' 
. ."( .. .·'-. . I 
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'. maintained and the completion certificate have been produced he- .. 
fore the Audit Department. ; The Committee 'deferred considera 
tion of the para. arid directed 'that it should come up again with the 
accounts ·for the year .1962-63.. · · · · . . . : . 

. . ·· '. '(3) Pages 27-30, Para .. 11-V Delayin dzsposril :of Inspection 
Reportsand Audit No_tes-;,:In this case certain 'Audit Notes had not 

.· beei1;replied -to by .the Depart~ent. . From the explanations sub· · · 
mitted to it, the Committee notedthatthe Department.hadreplied . · 
to three . Inspection Reports only'. . , Witli. regar,<!l to the; balance, t~e 
Department undertook. Jo reply at an · early date' and to supply 

· copies to. the iAtjdit .. · . , . · · · 1 
· ·;; .. 

The para was dropped, 
. . \ ·, . ,' ... · . . . . . . ·; ,:: . . . . 

· · (4) Page .3,· Para. Sreadrwith page.9q-Grant NQ/27. Develop- r, 

ment~D.-U.illage Aid 'and Community Developmeht-e--Excess Rs. 
.. 12,76,292-. The Department- . explained that information .from the . ; 

.· various .. offices. was .·: awaited. Hence this para; may: be deferred .. 
for the time being. ' . : )1 • 

·· .. The Co~ittee · notedthat this. explanation hadbeen '. called 
... for by jthe, Committee eight months. back .. and . .as I yet . IIO 

·. ·· ' . progress' had been made, The Committee 'f~lt that In.case the Re- .· 
· i gi5:>nal Officers were not .supplying the required .. 'info,rn;iatic;>n ln- 

. spite: of repeated requ~sts >fro~. the. Depart~7nt it · was, a t proper , 
case · where some acnon was called f oragainst the :persons; res- · 

. ponsible for the. unnecessary.'delay, . . ; . ..· ·.. . 
; .. '. --~ . . . . ': . . ,' -. . . . . ~ : . _: . . . : 

I Subject to these observations the para; . was · deferred for .: con-: 
sideration for the next. series of meetings of the Committee. · 

' 1 ) I : ) 

(5) · 'Page 3,'Para. 5 read with page ~1-Grant No. 27 Develoti 
ment-Si-Miscellaneous; Departments..:-Saving·Rs.·l,12,995-' · · The De 

·. k . part.rj:ient explained that the reasons fdrthe saving of Rs. l,l2,Q95 are . 
· as under i-« ' · · · · · · · 

\ :\, 

(a) ·The 'provision of Rs: 15,000 · kept · for the ;: staff of·. the 
· Blind Institute, Peshawar could, not be utilised .due to 

non· completion of its .Building during the year .1961- 
6.2. which .· resulted in 'non-establishment of •· the institute. 

• . • I . ··, . .•. . . . -. . 

-· (b) The saving, o{ . Rs. 91~986· is. due to .. vacancies .in ... the' 
( .. Urban ·community'J)evelopment Projects ..•. This was the. · 

' '. 2nd year . of the . 2nd .Five Year flan for the introduc 
tion of the Social Welfare . Schemes> in ' the . Provincial · 
Development~i budget. Eigµt new projects s!anction¥~ for 

. the year 1961:~2,wer~ es~ablish~dye:ry:la.t~. Que to the 3:d~ 
ministrative difficulties _.and non-availability ·;of t~e Soc!~l 

.. Welfare Officers most· of the posts .could' not be filled-in, 
The posts of· Auxiliary • · W~rker~. · · Cl~rka : .and Peons. 

. " ' . . . . . . . . ~ 

I··. 

1 · 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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could not be. fill¢d in 'due to. the ~on-availability 0.f.suitabl~ 
hands · and \also , due t9 the ban ilnpdse~ · b,y the Ser .. 

. vices and General Administration, Department. . _ It was , 
-for this reasons.:that · the ten posts of:,:-Socia:1 ,Welfare 
. Officers, 29_ ~ux1Ha:ry .wqrkers~ 7 'Junior·Clerks and ··6·· 
Peons .re~a111:ed vacant .throu~~out the year, The Urban 
Commuruty Development Projects could , not as such be , 
started, right from the he~ng '·o.{' the financial . year.; 

, . . (c) The 'saving ·. of Rs.· 6,009 relates. to the. Remand Ho~e , 
1 

, · at Lahore. Due to1 legal obstacles .the Home could not- . 
. 'J.be 'established from the anticipated: date and as>. such" .· 

,, ' .' the savings .. under reference resulted=on .account - of'· 
.· pay and contingencies. ·. . . · · . . · · 

• • • . • . ' ,, I I 
. . The explanation wa-s "accepted and the para1.>w:as dropped.'. ·., 

.· . : ·(6), Rages I,26~121~Gr~nt .. No, 33 ··· Miscellane;us;.:___(i)/F~3~• ; . 
Consolidated and Development Grants to, Local Bodies~Siiving·R-s~· · _ 

. 1,16,565-:---(H) 'F.-4-0ther. phafges-:-E~cess R:s. l,15,?74TTh,e ~e1.: .. ;. 
_ partment. explained that inf ormation from the· VllO.OUS-. Commis- .: ~ · 1. 1 .. sioners was still awaited '. and requested the Committee' td give more ·.' . ' I 

. t.hpe to furnish the explanation'. ' . . . . . . ·'. . . . . . . .· • 

. The Comniitt~e made the same observations as' in the caseot' , 
item Ne. (4) above, · · · \ · · 

. (7) Page 127-· . Grant No. '33- Miscellaneous=d-a-Local. ·. Gov.: 
_ ernment Inspectorate-Saving RsJ' 55,655-The . Department ex-: ·, 

1 . d h . - ( I? aine t at-. . . . , · · . · ,.. -, .. . . 
. . (i) The Offices of ~\Te Insp~tors of Local Bodies alon&'With' ' 

· staff were disbanded with-effectfrom JbS-1962; -. _·· · . . . . ( ' ' 

_(ii) Th¢ post of Inspectors of Local Bodies of. ~airpur .re~<>· 
I mained vacant' · with . effect from August, 1960 .. · 

· . Hence the pay and T.A. .of this officer was saved; .. · 
) . .. . . . . . ' . . 

(ill) The expenditure on T;A: and contingencies which, would 
·. 'have been -inc4rred in. one 'month by the five· officers .. l' 

and the . subordinate staff was saved; · · 
(iv):Economy in expenditure u_~~er ~'T;A."'. and, .~'Co~tingeµ~,· .. 

. · cies" was observed according to the standing instruc- 
tions of the Government; · · · 

\ . 
(v) Full sanctione4 strength of the 'Staff . was not. appoint~ 

. ed,· and · : · · . · 
- ~ ':, i I \ 

. (vi) The posts ·of· Inspectors of Local . Bodies, Lahore .. and 
·.. · Sargodha remained vacant fi;om · July, 1_96l to ,'Octo- 

ber, _1961. ,_ · · , 
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LAHORE: ' ZAJN'NOORANI 
Th.e 1 lth Dece'mber, 1967. CHAU™AN. 

Standing Committee.on Public Accounts. I 
: ... :.: , :-t4W @ :t _- - " . ' 

,I 

I 'The expfanatiori,of the Department was accepted and the 'item 
.was, ru:opped; . · · . .. · ·.· . · · 

. ,(ij) · Page 121--Grant No .. 33 i}vfisc.ellanJous-J-13-Soeial Wel 
fare-r-Saving" Rs. 49,754--:As the Working · Paper for this item did 
not contain audit comments, the consideration of the item was 
deferred to be taken up alomyith the accounts for 1962:.63. 

.. ~9) . Page 137-Grant !'lo·. 42--:-Loans ~nd _ Advances · by1 · the 
. , Provincial ~overnment-A·l'i-. Saving ~~- _. '3,00,ooo-· T~e J?(?pat1; 

ment explained that the Accountant-General, West Pakistan m his 
\: letter dater '24-11+1962 had 'reported" the actual, expenditure -as · 

.under:-, 
·':Grant 'No. 42-Loans and Advances by the Provincial Goy~. 
·. emment for 1961.,.62". · ) · 1 . 

·.: ' . . ,. ' ·. 
"Misc. Loans arid Advances". 1 • 

( ' 

"A.:J2-Advance for construction of Pakistan Day Memorial · 
at Lahore·Rs. 15,00;000\ . . . 

"B(3)-:-Advances under /'Special Loans ~'B-3(7) Loans to La- 
hore ImprovementTrust Rs. 2,00,000''. ·· . . . 

: !J'nis loan· was given to the Rawalpindi and Hazara (Hill . 
Tracts) Improvement Dust Murree and .not to .Lahore .Improvement 
Trust as reported by the Accountants-General, West Pakistan _in-his · 
letter _dated23-l-1965. I~us it would. appear that thy expenditure 

·.of'Rs.·7,00,000·had been mcurred against the final. grant of Rs . 
. 7,00~000 and thus_ ~here was no ~aving: , ' t, _ _ . . •· - ·. : . •. _ .. -~ 

. The. explanation was accepted. and . the. para. was dropped. 
:m. The Committee then adjourned to meet again on Tuesday, 

the12th December, 1967 at 9.00 A.M. ' . 
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APPROJ.>RIATION ACCOUNTS ·i960-61 . 

·· • i' • (1) P~ge·511~ item:.l o/~nne~ure, theiroi .Govc:rnweniMoney~ · . \ 
· Rs; 2,86~At the meeting. held. on· 31st January, 1 %7 the Depart- · 'i. 
··. 'ment stated that .Government money and ·case-'ptopert'y, pertaining 

to· cases of corruption, pending ill .the court of Special .Judge, Anti~ 
Corruption Establishment, Hyder,abad to the tu~ne of Rs. 2,865 / 11 / 3 . 
had, been stolen from the custody of Mr: N azir Ahmed the then 
Circle Officer (now D.S.P.) Anti-Corruption Establishment, Sukkur. 
According to the · pepartµient case under section 380 P.P.C. was 

, , registered 'and its Investigation ~aken up firsr • by the, Local Police, 
., I •'. .'· . J ' . I .,..' . . 

(. 

\ 

-·f. .. 

. _.4' 
·. , I 

· (4)'Rai·Mans~b0Ali. Khan.Kharal; M.P.A.·:··· Member. 
(5) Mr. Malang Khan; M.P .A. . . ·.·. . Member.· 

·(6) Mr. J .: F. Ellahi, P.ClS.,' Deputy-Secretary;' Expert· ' 
. · . Government of West · Pakistan, 'Finance Adviser. J 

Department. . · · · 
. ·: (7) Rana Muhammad Yas~, P.A.'& A.-S., ByInvitation.. 

Accountant-Generaf, ,West Pakistan. 1 

. . . (8) .Mr. Iqbaf Moeen, CfS.P; .and .. Nawabzada . By Invitation; 
\. · .•.. · . Muh,a~ad, Yaqub,«. P; c .. $.~ ·· D~puty. ·· · · 

Secretaries, Services . and General· Admi- 
riistration Department alongwith Direc- . 

-tor, Anti-Corruption. · · 
· - (9)' Mr. Amir . Ahm~d Khan', · 'Secretary to By Invitation .. 

I Government ··o~· 'West. 'Pakistap, . Agrj-, 
. culture Department. 1 

· ; • · · , 

i· :- Chaudhri Muhammad· Iqbal, . S.I<:; Secretary; Provincial' ·· .. 
Assembly of. West Pakistan, acted as , Secr~tary of. the Committee, 

·IT. The Committee took up consideration of the explanations ( 
. of the following, Departments. in respect of, the items appearing in 
_- the Appropriation Accounts for". the y¢at · 1959".60, · 1960~61 · and, 
1961-62:-- I , ' ) .. .,, 

SERVICES AND CiENBRAL AQMINISTRATJON ·. .. . DEPARTMENT 1 · . 

Member, 
Member.· . ·1 ·. /, 

·\ 
'Chairman.'. ·. 

., PROCEEDINGS'. OF 'THE .' MEETING ;OF THE ,STANDiNG' 
' · COM.MITTER ON PUBLIC ACCOUNTS HELD ON 12TH 

DECEMBER, 1'967. .AT 9-00 A.M'. IN 'TEA ROOM' OF THE 
ASSEMBLY BUILDING, LAHORE, : · · · ·i .r . · · 

, •. .' i_ -_ ,.)1 

I. The following were present : -· . 
(1) Mr.1 Zain Noorani, M.P.A. ·~ .. 

. ·.(2) ChaudhriMuhammad Nawaz M·;P.A. · . 
(3) Chaudhri Muhammad.Sarwar·· Khan, . 

. M.P.A;·.. . . 
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then by the ·Crime Btanch:,:a~d lastly by the Sp~iai P~licf Establish 
' ment.. The Special' Police. Establishment held .Mr .. Nazir. Ahmed 

. . responsible for the loss. The matter· was. put up to the -~OVl~Clfil 
Anti-Corruption Council on 24th June. 1965 <. The Council decided 

::.' that a departmental enquiry should be made .against the · accused 
officer, by the. Special' Judge;cum-Enq.uiry' OfI:icer, ·_ .. · Lahore. The. 

, accused Officer, was charge-sheeted by the Directorate, . on , lOtli 
· · A~gust,. 1965. The accused failed to· send his. explanation to : . the 

· .· charge-sheet .in :a period' of. over: 6 . months; ., The , gepartme1;1tal 
· enquiry against.him was entrusted to: the SpecialJu4ge-cum~·Enquiry ""- 

'Officer, Lahore, without · waiting for his· explanation. . , 
The .~ommitt~ the~ observed that this iteip. requires f~her 

i: 1. . detailed explanation ~y tp~ J)_epartment as ~overnll1ent: m,on~y and 
1• case pr~perty. perta1m1;1g tc>\ case,s Qfi corruJ?bop pendfu..g m the. court·•· 

of'.Special Judge, Anti-Corruption,' was stolen at a ·time when case 
were being prosecuted. . The· Committee desired to know as to what 

. happened actually to .those cases in as much as wb,eth¢r any oneof 
. those caseswent-by default for want of the said.Goverament money , · , 

and case property, The .Committee also, wanted to know. as to how 
!he -Citcl~ Officer wa( pr~m10ted _as '.P·S.~P., ~ftet this th~ft. . As full . 
information was not available with the Department, the para. ·was . 
deferred to .be taken tip again along with the accounts for 1961-62 .. 
when the. Department was required. to furnish I ~eJailed 'information 
including the result of the: d~partmental · inquiry. . .·· ·. • . · 

, :: -The, Department now explained,that none of. .the .eases: · was ·. , 
adversely affected. because .of the . theft:·of the' '·case .property, 
Mr. Nazir Ahmad, Officiating Deputy Superintendent pf Police 
former Inspector, '(Circle Officer,· Sukkur) was the complainant in 
'the , case relating to · theft of· Goy eminent. property. · · .Th~ complaint 
was filed in May, 1962 and wasInvestigated first ~by the Local 
Police, thenby. the Crime Branch and: lastly by the Special. Police· 
Establishment, The · investigation was finalized ,,by. Special, Police 

· Establishment ,and the . fi:ti~l report .sent to the Directorate, of Anti- 
Corruption Establishment on 28th · April, 196~. · 'th~ report was · 
sent to . the Anti-Corruption Officer, South,~rn Rep.on, Hyderabad 
for comments 0;11 Ist July, 1~63. . The Ml;tl~Cortuptigil Officer had 
expressed the vie~. t~a~, tp.~ .re1;>ort _of ~pedal.· ~olic~ Establishment 
revealed that n9 mve~tigatI<;>n w~si -c~med out 'into, the matter' and . 
the reportof the Special. Police Establishment was based on surmises 

. only .. The.report of the Anti-Corruption .Officer, Southern Region, , 
.Hyderabad was examined in detail in -the Directorate, Thereafter' · 

~· tlie relevant Lfecord waaobtained fro~ fhe _Speci_al fo1i9epstablish~ ~--·, 
ment. ·· The matter was further examined in . the Direetcrate and it · 
Vra1l' at t~at time .i.e. on l~th' April, 1965 thatjhe. misconduct <of· ( . ' 

.Mr. Na2J1r Ahmad 'C~tn.e to light. The Jliatter was . put UP to the . 
I ·Provincial Anti-Corr~ption • Council on' 24th: 'June; ·1965. The ' 

.'. t~Quru;:il decided- taat·-a departmental enqujry sbmi,ld:~e made agaipst 
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1 :_.:-the accused officer":by the Special Judge-cum-EnquiryOfficer, Ami··: 
: ·corduptio,11 Establishment-Labore. . Theac~usedoffi.cerwa~ charge-" 

sheeted and· the enquiry was entrusted .tothe Special Judge-cum-: 
: l!:nquiry·,Officer, Anti-Corruption' Establishment, Lahore which has; 
. not so far been finalised., 'In the meantime Mr. Nazir Ahmed made 
a-representation on technical· ground for the 'withdrawal of the case, 

· this,. matter '.is pending with the Law Department, · · .. · · · . · 
• 1TJ:le question· 9(prmnotion. of M~· 'Nazir ~ad. to D:S.f's 

.rank-was taken up with the Public Service Commission m December, 
1963 as he was never described as· an accused at that time. Conse- - 

. .quently he was promoted to D.S.P. fiµk with the approval of Public : 
.;Service Commission on 14th March, 1964 i.e. one year before his 
. misconduct came. to light. . 

. ; f' ' . . • 

The Committee.decided to defer this para. to be considered 
.. along with . the accouats for· 1962".'63 when it would like to know, the 

.. outeome of the reference made to the Law Department and in case \ 
.. it is. decided to -proceed against .Mr, Nazir· Ahmed, the result of. the 
.proceedings; .· · . .. 1 

· . . · ·. ·• • . / • • · 

(2) Page 525, item 58 (iii~Mis-appropriation of Government · ·. 
·Money-Rs. 2,280---:ln this casea.cashier.had absconded with money. . 
lying' in ili,e Cash Box. · . · . · . · · · = 

' At the meeting held on 15th April, 1967the Department stated. 
that Mr. .Zia-ud-Diri Cashier of the Directorate of Anti-Corruption 
Establishment, ,West Pakistan, Lahore absconded ·- on 29th May, 
1962 with Government money .. \\7,hich was lying 'in the· Cash. Box. . A. 
case F.1:R. No. 237; dated JlstMay, ·1962, U/S. 409: P.P.C was 

· ,registered at Police Station Old Anarkali, Lahore and mvestigated by 
the docal police. The 'accused was sent 'up 'for trial in the· Court of • 
.Special · Judge, ·~Anti:-Co;rruption Establishment; Lahore. ·. The Court 

. foundhim.guilty U /S.409and 406 RP.C -, and convicted him onBth 
.September, 1965 on both these counts and sentenced himto 3 years. 

1 RJ .. -on eachcount.tegetherwitha tiny ofRs:2~500.U/S. ~09 P.P.C., 
or in defaultti monthsRiLand Rs. 4,000 UIS. 406 P.P.C. or in de 
fault .6 months further, R.I. . The substantive sentences were ·. to run 

. concurrently .. Mr. Zia-ud-Din preferred an.apoeal in the High Court 
of.-'Yest. Pakjstan,_Lahore·which is still pending .. The quest!op . of 

. writing.off the Ioss'tor recovery. of the amount involved would be. 
-~ decided after -the appeal · of the convict was decided by the · High: 

Court. 
1 

.' .: . ' • • · 

\ . Th( Pel?artn;ie:nt now explained. that 'the case is still pending 
before 'the, High Coutt.' . _ , ,, , . 

"The item .was deferred to be taken' up along with the .accounts 
~or the year 1962-63. . · · , . _ . : , . . 

.. (3),Page14;- Para.18read withpage 16.5-'f3ranf No. 12-·. 'General 
·.'Administration-.· 17(1)'-(l~Pay of Officers--Exooss- Rs; 3,48.41 g_,.,... 

. '.At the meeting 'held 011 · 3 ht January, 1967 .the Department aid not- - \ 
.... ·:.., \ .. . . ' . . . 

' 
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. In the Central Circle of Account 'there was. a saving of 

Rs. 65,983 which is due to the fo]Jowin\ · reasons: - 1 • 
) . 

, .(i) 18 P.C.S., Officers could .not be appojnte<Lwitli the result, -, 
lha.t a saving of Rs. 3.3,QOO t.ook pla~· - . . ' . .; ' ' 

( ,' ', 

.j 

..... 

, 159, 
; 

accept the.figur~s of the .total expenditureas' appearing in the A;p~o 
priation.Aecounts and stated that the-Local Officers have been asked to arrange reconciliation of figures.to find out mis-classification .: 
According to .. the Audit the figures of -Expenditure .: shown in the 
Appropriation .Accounts had, been confirmed by the Services ... · and 
General' Administration Department, on· 31st October, 1963. The 
reply 'Of the Department was .that the figures \were· confirmed . wit~;. 
out verificajion by the Department, on the assumption that ., figures 
intimated by the Audit were correct . The Committee 'then observed 
that there was much confusion mtheDepartment which firsngave a 
blanket .acceptance ' to .. the· Accountant-General and then wrote to . 

\ . . the· Commissioners' for the supply of actual , figures; 'lt 'seemed to 
-; ·· the Committee thattheDepartment never took anyinterest ih the 

.monthly reconciliation. Tue Committee desired ·that the Depart 
ment should again impress upon the Commissioners and " Deputy 
Commissioners that monthly· reconciliation should be .done in tirne 
and. without 'fail and the .final figures furnished. to thc:f, Services and 
General Administration Department The Committee .asked · the 
Department to approach· the Finance Department to assist them in · 

·. solving this difficulty, If necessary .the Finance Department might 
.·· approach the Auditor-General· to · have the" Accounts"· ::re~opened so · 

that if there was any .mis-posting, it should be regularised, · " 
· The Department now stated · thaF'reference . was made to . the . ·.· 

Accountant-General and 'the Finance I Department. , ,After · due 
consideration; t!he Accountant-General informed the Provincial· 

/ "Govemmentin ,May;.,1967 that since the fig~res: of.·actµal' e~~e~di~ t 
ture amounting to. Rs. 29,33,569, as shown. m the· Appropriation- · 
Accounts had been confirmed by the Services and General A~minis 
tration · Department, the· question of· approaching ·• the · Comptroller . · 
and Auditor-General to have the. "Ac-counts" for 1960 .. 6J:.re-opened~ 
did 'not arise,' The Finance, Departmep.t also: agreed With the· view 
expressed· by the Accountant-Generah · , Despite the .. faci: .that · both 
the Accountant-General. 'and' the Finance. · Department .. have not 
approved the proposal -for t~': · re-open,ing of these. <;>lq .•• "Accounts", \ ' 
all· the. Commissioners of Divisions . were asked to . carry. out recon- 

.: ciliatlon 9f the figures of expenditure. for the year .}960-61- and 'also 
of th~ subsequent financial years so that the 'mis-postings and mis-' 

.. ·classificaJions· could: be .detocted. As a 'resulr . of ·,··rurther.:·.· re-> 
-. conciliation carried by the ;Conimissionets" of ,Di:visit>JJ.~the following:: 
position has materialized :-. . · . ·· · · · . , ·, \. 
ACCOUNTANT~GENERAL WEST PAKISTAN,. (CENTRAL) · 

. . CIRCLE OE .ACCOUNTS 
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. (ill "Ihe Sargodha Divisi~11 was inaµgurateµ'~itheff~t.from 
· 9th Decemb'er, 1960,. Mianwali Dis_trict: which was , 
formerly,.~ Dera Ismail Khan Division; was .. transferred 
to· the Sargodha Division· but the .. expenditure thereof" 
amounting tt;>" Rs, 26,497 was booked in the Northern· .1 
Area against· Pera. Ismail Khan instead of Sargodha 

1. 
. • Division. resulting in th~ ~vin.g of :.Rs: '26;497. : · .' 

1 
'. 

(ilif In, the concluding months ·. of the" financial year. l 9q0i.6 l; . 
· . ; · certain C.S.P., Officers· in the Junior' Scale were promoted 

. . to the Senior Scale 'and . they were actuallydrawing less 
. pay thanold P.Q.S., Officers who -were drawing .higher 

. · . . salaries, resulting in the s;iying; of1~>.6,486~'. . , · · ·· 
.. . SOUT~RN AREA,· WEST PAKISTAN, KARACHI , 

.; The book· ef.Apptopnation .Account~ for 1960-61.shows that' . 
. the 'excess expenditure, in the southern a.r~a Circle of Accounts was ; 
Rs. 2,54,465. •· The Commissioners; Hyderabad and .Khairpur. Divi- . 
.sions have .now rerortecl. that · . the .. ~~cess \ Was Rs.. 67.,7~7 .. an~ . 

1 
. • Rs.': 84,833 respectively, .· i.e. total Rs.: .1,52,5591.· The variation · . pf · 

.... Rs, J,01,915 between the two sets }Jf figures 'has, however.rremained 
' · un-reconciled .. The Commissioners have stated ·that the .causes of 

excess were ,as :under:~' -, ,· . . ' ' '. ·.·· . . ' ' .. : 
. ·,.. . , 1· I , 

. . . .· - . (i)· HYDERABAD DIVIS{ON '' ' . . ( . ' i, 

', · .. · .The excess is d11eto the f~ct thattwo ofp.cers were. confirmed 
with retrospective. effec~ and they were authorised to .draw.difference or their pay 'from the dates of ,their confirmation. Assis.tant Com.;;. . I 

. . missioner . (under . t.rain_ing)_ was 1~~t11ched · to Deputy Commissioner, · . 
. · Hyderabad, he drew his pay ·du~g,the year ~unde~ r~v1ew. 

' . . (ii):. KHAIRPUR DIVISION . :, ' . . ' I 

. . . : 'The excessJs due to the fact that Deputy Conedtots· and Deputy- ' ' 
Comnµssioners had · i pee1i · ~oIJ.fitmed ,in tlieir: , appointment as, · · ' · 
Mukhtfarkars from the year 1947-48 .. The result was that several . 

I officers who were either' in service Or had retired, drew difference.of 
, .pay in the end of ,financial -y:ear. 196.0~61 .. The o!fice ?f the 1De,pt1ty 
.. · Commissioners who gettberr provisions regularized m . the second. 

, statement of_ excesses an&surrenders, bad. n,o -, knowledge .of>.the ·· 
differences to be drawn: by the Deputy. Commissioners, " Daftardars ·· 

· and Deputy Co)lectors,' as (heir pay was' revised by · th" Comptroller, 
Southern A,tea, very fate in: the. financial year i.e, iii May : and June; .1961·· ' . . . \•' ' . . 1 

, I ,• 
', .. • .. \ ,! - ,. . ' •' ' .I. . .. : .•. 'I. -· . . .: . ' 

. . NORTHERN,ARB:A WEST PAKISTAN, PES~W~ 
, . , The, excess of ·Rs. 55;983,in Peshawar Divislon is due to , the . 

. following reasons·:,~· . • v ' i r .' /;. ·.;: : .... ' ,> ,.I 

(i) post of. Assistant-Conunissioner$ (und.et. ~raining>_> and , 
.,. · .. payment of arrears on account' of .fixat1on·of pay-in the' , Arm'Y. Sc~e. . '. '-, · · · · · ·· 

.. ! r ; . 

.'\ 

.I 

i' ,I .: 

\. I'• .. ·. ,-· 
1 ... 

·• I 

A .: . ; I 



. ---------------------------- ..... --- 
->, ' ,· 

.( 

'1 

( 

;_!I:: 

r-. 
., .,\ ,.·. 

'·· 1: 
,. .I:. 

1. 

I .. 
•. _,. J 

amount 'in · the·· 
;w~c4 .. · (s · being ; 

(' 

. : t- . l,. 

! .•. 
(· 
! 

r 
I ~ .. 

. '·i ., 
:'I ,·. ) 

i. 

I 
1· 

'', ,: . 
'; 

., 1 • ... · 161 \ " . . . . 

I ). •·. , . 1 1 ) ·.·· . 
.. · •.•. , - .. ·(ii) nus-posting . 

. · - . . (iii) i ailu~ of th~ official - to ' tal{e certain 
· :. '·. ' account thrQugh oversight, ·_ ~tion for· 

J · · take,. . . .'. · . ' . . 
I' . ,_' ... ·. 1 .·;(iy) Pilyment~ ~f leav,d1alary.arr~~ ofp~y., 
I ' ' . r· DElA' ISMAIL. KHAN· DMSION .. r• 
I .r· · · · ' : ' · .. · ; ~ ·_ !\ · . _ ~ . - i _ - . 1·. , "·' 

1 , . The excess of Rs. 55,831 was due t<ftht:, fact that the expenditur-e · · 
"incurred by the Deputy Commissioners, Kohat end ·Mianwali .for . .c., 

the period fr9tn 1st July, 1960 to 31st December, ,1960 had. also been' 
booked ijgai~t tbe "Accounts" off his Division, r _ • • : • . / , · 

.· .. : Ql.JETTA AND KALAT.DIVISIONS : ,:!r. 
·.,.r; _( . • • ·' - I ' .· !'. . 

.. · ... 'TnJ1 doribnissi~rs, Qu~tta ·. ~nd' i<alat Divisions have. ~poi-ted- i: ! 
'. \ i ' 'that, figurQs o[ expenditur~ as ~ince_ ·reco~ciled ~th the Comptroµ,et, 

Southern Area, West. Pakistan; . Karachi, are .. Rs. 1,82,164_ a~d 
Rs; 1,05,912 .respectively ... : The total excess · ~ respect 'of the 
divisions, therefore, works out to Rs.16,208 aa against !,ts. 48;168 
showii in the, Book ·qr Appropriation Accounts> The; ., causes· of 
Variations bef\VOOQ the . two sets · Of • figures remain un-reconeiled ··. to 
this date. The ConunissioJ;ler, Quet~ DiV,isiQn, has reported th,~ 
thete "Va$ an excess of Rs; ~,436 onaccount of payment of leave -, 

/salary df' Captam Sulta~ Ali,' ,As_s~stant to Political . Agent, Zhob , · - 
· dr,a~ri on 15th- June; 196.1, . as ·~utborise.d by· ~e - ':tomptrpller, 

\ ~:outhem Ar~; West .P,I?stan; K;ar:aclii. The,< excess of _Rs. 12,772· 
m respect of Kalat D1v1s10n: was due . to the fact that .~~b,Qugb -. ., the 
Districts. of Chaghai and Lasbella had been transferred to the charge· 
of Quetta and· Karachi· 'Divisions . respectively, front Ht !December~ 

· i 1960 .and 28th .February, '1961, yet the expenditure th~repf .continued r 

. -to be. booked ;in, .the ."~CC'qunts" <>,f ~~lat i?ivision right .up Jo the.'. 
t' . end of the financial year 1~60~61: ... Further, m the second statement , ·· .of excesses of and surrenders finalized in the middle of April, 196l, . 

j the pffice .. 1,?f t~e Commi~oner· Kalat Divjsi~fi? due t?:; an' omission 
- ~ on .. Jts p~rt, . ,neither accoanted for tJle budgettanoeatton for. thes~ 

1 
• • t~o districts nor, took.Into account any. expenditure even, for . t]l.e 

~e.riod . .these remained. attached with· his offlce,. . :The result was that 
tne ,e~p.e~!iliture remained unprovitlecl for ihtpe revis~d estimat~.. . 
The' Exp(;nditu.re·:for ·cb.aghai · and .. Kalat Districts fo.r·.the period· 

-· .mentioned. above, comes. to R~. · 22,430. . However,. the expenditure 
" : after. the period mentioned above which, s~ould have been· booked · 

, in the "Accounts" of Quetta, arid Karachi Divisions, is not · knowµ , ' 
·- · to the ·I;>q,artment ~ no s~par~te -figures were maintained by ·the 
." ·. Kalat. Divisio~. · · . .. . i · 

. , ( . ' \ - 

· The Committee observed ·that in ,view · of the fact that it· · Jias 
not-been possible to re-open the accounts as pri1)ted in the ~PPfO· 
prlatic,n;· ~~~ raftet ·tlieir . h,aving • beepr . ~ed· . by .. ~ th~ 
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,•,, ·,' . fl '._r{ ··.·· . ··' .,:. ,. r : ( .. '>· -". · .. /_. · .. o' . 
Departnie.nt; the Committee· will have tQ·pr~ on the .J;,asis of.·. ..1 

· .the figures.submitted t,y:.the 1J\ccountant-Gen,eralt -The Committee, ·. J 

• 1 . however, wish~ to observe that the pepa.rtment should have. taken . 
· 'very severe· actionagainst the ·person concerned who accepted the J ·1 
· figure$ submitted by the Accountant-General withouf having them _. 

1 
.1 

verified. The' Committee, therefore, directed the Depa~meilt; to · .: 
pm-point the-l"esponsibility.of: the person.cc;mceme<t•. and.' to · take \ 
severe action against - him. The, same· should be conveyed. to the- • l 
Accountant-Geiieral's Office, . The- Committee,-, however, in. view · 
of' the 'position .·· mentioned . above decided . to . recommend .the . 
r~gul~tiori qf .tltb excess ~XP~~diture of R~ .. 3,48,419: .. · 

' • _.- .- - • _ _ • • ,' . · • . ,, • • __ I . ; ' . I . - / 

.J · , (4) Page 4~PrJra. ·g read With; Page 164_;__<1,ant ;!yo; 12-' 
· G(!neral Administrqtio*12-1-(0h-Excess, Rs.·-10,S-53-.··.·. The Depart- . .. 

ment explained that the excess .was due to transfer to . the Basic 1 . \ . 

Democracies Wing of the 'Home Departmentto -thestrength' of the. I 

Services "and .: General !Adnµttistratioti D~partm~nJ .and .. consequent . ( I 

drawal bf thetpay.of Officers and staff from theservice head.of the > 
Services. and General Administration Department. If.. the · saving · -, ,-, 

· of Rs: 21,41~-shown at page J~2,of .the A,pproptjation 1ccoun! for · 
''Seryicesand,General Adµumstrat1on, ,D~martment~'. rs adJustecL 
against this excess of Rs. t0,553, the net · saving . -is . reduced to 

,Rs. _1q;863 for which no ·exp~a,nation: is necessary. . . . · 1 , · · 1 \ ' 

- . Th~ .explanation of th~· Department was ~ccepte<i- and the-item . 
was dropped, . . ·. v •• • , • • • • - - , • 

/· -~ f' \ ' ~- 

.. : . " .. (S) · Page 168----Grant : N~ .. · i2-qeneral ,4.dmlni$t;atiQn-:G:.. 
· 'Mi$ce(la,:ieo~s-2.2:Miscellaneoltls-(5)-·· Cost o · an of 1, 

.Gov nt· Aire ~Excess Rs.· 3 -The De~artment , - 
· explained that e ·. ccounta t-Generaf,. W~s,t Pakis~3:n, has 'point~ , - 
outthat an order of Rs .. 7,06,378 had. been incurred in excess of tfil 

. budget allottment of Rs. 3~73,000 were l:ls the facts .. show an entirety· 
,, different picture. · The . record of ·. Government - shows that . an 

· amount of- Rs. ·7 lacs was sanctioned by Goveniment f9r .the import 
· of an Aero Con:,.m~def·aircraft for -use. by ihe\Gove~or, West 
Pakistan du$g 1960-61~-· vide sanction .No: 1'~13/ l3'l59-Il; dateci 
the 9th November, .1959~ The contract entered, i between the 
Di~~or of· lndust~es, .: ,West Pa~st~n, , I (Supply' .· :Wing) .: and the. . " 
Supplier· MIS. Nabi .JBakhsh and Sons Mcleod .Road,' Laliore . for,· .1 

the :iniport'·of'_Aero. Comander Air-craft had · however. been : for. 
, 1. Rs. 6,96,173. · In view of this the original sanction which was, fqr\· 

~,\: 7 lacs approximately bad, theryfore,. been.'reduced ·to Rs. 6,96, 17'J ·:. 
· as -per price of the1,.aircraft quoted in· .the conttactf0vzde revised." '. 
sanction .. No. T .;13 /13-59:-U. dated . the . Joth 'November~: 1959. ,., . 
Subsequently . the Accountant-General, - . West'.. Pakistan, . authorised 

·Jh.e Manager· State Bank of Pa~i.stan; 1 Lahore • ......;.v.ide bis letter· ':'· 
No; GA/GH/?81,dated.~el~thJa:nuary.)960 td open-L.C. IQ a4y, . , 

•. bank: of W'8hington, U.S;A, lll; favour of thennanuta,cturers· af:the'. s: ·=· 

,· 
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~i~ on· account-_ot ihe va~ue _ot the cqntraci- tor the purchase: .01 
aircraft, J Thereafter an amendment to the contract bad to be issued 
due to the cost of certain assessories raising the amount . ~ 
Rs: 6,96,173 to Rs. 7,09,676. Further to the expenditure incu ·. ·. . . 

· on the import of aircraft an amount of Rs. 13~503-was also sanctionea · 
by G~:yern~ent,-. vide No. T-13113-59-U, dated thel6th May.-1960 
for .!his aircraft. .. The consent ofthe .Accountant-General, West 
Pakistan; authorizing the opening of\ L.C. for Rs. 13,502. in favour· 
of the Suppliers. in Washington. was -also issued,-. vide . his letter · 

, No. GA/FI C&D / 1383,--dated the 25th May, 1960. In. view of ·facts 
and figures given above'!" it will be · -see~ that 

I 
an expenditure of Rs. 7,23,p9 had been incurred -on theimport of.th~:Aero Com 

mander aircraft for use by the Governor, West· Pakista!Ji and. the 
· ·Accountant~General, · We-st Pakistan; had authorized 'the opening <>l' 
the L .. c. in 'favour of the suppliers at Washington, U.S.A. This 
being the position it is not understood· as to how the Accountant 

- General of West.·Pakistari,_ had ·pointed out that the expenditure qf 
. · Rs: 7,06,378 had -be.en incurred in excess of the-budget allocation, 
. whereas exp~diture_ has bee~ incurred -in •. _ accordance with .tlie 

budget allocation. . · · . · .. ~ 
·Thd Audit-·poirited out -that originally an amount of Rs: 3 lac 

was provided - for· the maintenance of Government Aircraft. This · 
was increased to Rs. 3,73,030 -by obtaining a. Supplementary Grant 
'of Rs. 73,03Q, The Department has explained that' the expenditure 
. incurred by them was sanctioned by Government for the purchase _ 

. of Goyer~ment Air~raft. e sanctions attached. to _.the WotkiJ!g 1+~:. .. 
Paper mdi<.!a e · t a n was sanetio · n ea! ~··.:.J- 
an 1c1 ation of ·- · . .. _ - · . . financial ear J..·..-f.. __ . 

~ O a _ _ - J. to wbicb the exce~s _ retat~; . . . _ _ '-; .IUsJ, 
lh,e explruJatioii wa.s accepted andr-the item was ·droppecl. · 

- , APPRO~RIATIQN Acco~l96f-62 - ' . 
(1) Page 4, Para. 9 read with page 53-_. Grant No. 12-Generql- ' 

-Administration-Ass-Mtnisters-« Excess Rs. 2,053-. The J)epartment 
explained· that oh the suspension . of the Provincial Mihistry in 
October, 1958, certain pay and .T.A. Bills of the defunc~ Ministry 
(Ministers and Deputy Ministers) were held. un due to 1rton-issue ~f, 
"No-Demand" certificates, To - cover such charges, provision h'a~ 

·- been made in .the ijepartment;if.RevisedEstimates in each of the 
succeeding financial· years. , During 1960-61_.· t~~ amount. of 
Rs. 16,000 and R.s. 9',00Q were specifically provided rn the ~ev,~_ea 
Estimates to cover suchcharges under !he primary units of ar-,'?ro 
priations ~~Pay of Officers" and "T~velhng Allowartce", _rec:-,,ectiv~-., 

, , ty. - It Wf1S, . the~efore, t~~ presumptio!1 · of t~e .• department - thit ~ll 
, outstanding claims relating to the. penoq nnor Jo October, 1 ':>S~ b~ct 

-:-·:~~ -been settled. As such- no additional' funds were obtained ftn~ tbP. ' 
:~ -~.~:_, Einance Department during 19~t·6~~ and the excess of · Rs. 2,0!3 

·; •:'I :·,r remained un-covered._ · ·. ; · . . -- · . - 
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~~i - ·1?The ~xpl~~tjon of the Department wa.s a<,C¢pt.ed ~ the.,item 
'.wat~~pped. ".-c_-'·: .:·.~ ' .. · .. '. . ,: ::·(' .. -'/:(;!; .. i, i'. ;:'.'',·;. 

::: : .' <.2)~ Pag~:4; Pata, 8.rteild with _ page .54f-f]:rant ·No, -12-G~,rertil ; .. 
:_~_- ._. d. __ m'!"'s. tra_,,~_·.· n .. · . ·_1_2-_ ~l}-(() .. ~.·.Ex. ·. ce_ S$ .. • 'Rs. .'.. 2;0~,631..-._ +J.he_ · D_. epattme .. · n_t , ·_·. -:expfamed that against the modified _grant . of ;rts; 24,93,580 , :the 
tq~ellftrtlent Incurred ·an expenditure ·df..Rs.- 27,00,211 Jea,dhiJ :to an: 

· :':exoess''ofRs .... 2;06;631,-._. The casehad been ~a:mliledat length ,and . ,, 
· ·-'ali,old i~6fd::·and :registers fdt .the period ht·.question have . been· .. 

. ~,ch~~ed ';t<tdeterllll:Ile, the _e~~tcause o( this ~arikti9ft~ . The Vlhole . 
]bf::lliis:~cess~as1taken p~ace dueto more expendi~<,under. ,the.:· 
,:'Primary· Unit of. Appropriation ''Other Con~gencles". _·.the· · 
:·9ei>)i:tmetit_'s . ~rigi1lal all~tment_ ~or .,':Oth@r:1_· C:ohtblgell,cies9'·· during 
1961,.tiZ-was Rs; 5;21,710, 1t was· anticipated ai Rs. 8,76,040,· (when 
)4s.~Iteviseti~ Estimates· hadbeen framed) b11t the. aetual ·ex~di.~ 
'·s,tdod at Rs.: 11;09,899.:. ~ Ip.spite ofJ4e Japt that. the l)eparttnenfhad 

. J,tt>vid¢ for. an exces~ of_ Rs. 3,54,330-the·actual exp~djtur~ has far.: 
.. ;" exceed&i lh~ expectations :of the Depattment.· · . · · - , • . c · - \ . , :~rt .. · tf{~-eipt~iiiti<>h pf. ~e Depattment. W~~-p~ and' .ta~· .1te~ · ... 

I. was dropped,'. I.· I I . ,:,_ • ,, .. ' . . . . ,!; . ·. ':·· ' 
_\, ·~ (3)., Page t,J'qra.'j re(l(} with. ppgtt s1l-O,:aht if_o. 12-: Ge~etal. ,, 
·. _ .. 4Jminj_s··. tran_. -·.on·f-·G.· -M_i·s. 'ce. llane_ o_ us .. 21(.iifrSavi_n_, t_··_.·. n_:_ .$;.·: :l .. _-7~1- ... 31_~.· • The __ ··_ - . :\ I;)epattm~n~ ext>lained that in, __ · th~ :West P~~ista_n't:;e~ttru, -Gtcle of . 

. apcou!1t thesaving was Rs\ 6,2:76 •. There !as a1,.~8.iVit1J of '.Rs.,if,4~5 .: 
..•.. only in. the Squtll.ern · ~ea audit. : }'he. ~i,.ytng ~as, clue to U~e· grant ·· 

,, -, . of, less awards than odgnally anbqipated. . . . ·.: · 
·-. . .' The 'explan~tion . of t~e' Department was '3CCtipted and the . item 
·wa-sdropped. . · .' · ' ., · · _; -~ .. ,·: ,'- ,,. 

\ '. .·. {4)· Page 4, Pdra. 8,read witfi'page .'s1'~mnt Nq. ·12-General' 1 

-. Admfn,i9!ra,'tion,/l2-M-iBfellaneo1r1~·(ii)-Cost~qf :,paintenan_c,e of.. qov-. _ 
, · emment.A ircrr;di-:S~vzng · Rs. 10;95,157.JThe.:Department explamed·· . . 

; \''• tha,t'a.~m'(}f ~,s' ...• ·.·,14,43,660wa~ prdvidect, ibl\te·_ :Budget .rot-the , I \,' 

. mainten~e of'Government-Air.;;tJraft at.the diST)osal oftlte Govern- 
, .. m~nt". TJiefa~tµa(e~~naiturtwai Rs, 14~2~,917.' ·Thu$· .. th~ was - ) 

a,saving ofRs. ':20;743 c,n}y.. . · · . · ' · . . · · 
· \ -, · · The Audit4ou~<f not yeri,f'y the .coti~n~i1on o'f th¢. -~p~n~~nl 

-' .aue to,desfruction ,of record by;fi,te in the. Accourttartt·~netal's 
... t.m,,. . ,r•·. ·, · .. i. ·-,1. .•__.""· -~ owce. ) .· • I / • 1~· ~' • " : •. '• •. _,,, • 

~ .· .. ne.-exp!anatio~ or th'e Department ~a~ accepted and the Pl'.lra: 
' was dropp¢<1 . .'. :-: . , · ) .. 1 · ' · ·· , · · . , · ''i '. 

. . '\ . ,.· ,,·'·AGI{ICULTURE:bBPi\1!¥~- I.' 

- , .. - ~'. . • · ... ·· ·: · ·At,n6i-mno; ·A:CC'OTJNT$ .. ;;196r~ .. ( - \I.. 
, ·', - . . - ··: . ·· .. l _. .· . : - . .. . . ., , . ·. - ·- . . .- , ', .:/~:. '_·.:·-::~-: ::·. ; .. :· . .· • . .-.·. - i,. i . _ J '. .: t 'L. 

~- ·. fll. ·.·Pa~ 3,, Para; . S 'r.f!iitJ.\with ,P;are.1 :~1-;-;G~f1:1# N/, .. 27- 
; : 1 , .~ ''fJevelfipnfenf ·O,-A-grictif~ur~S,f!Ving ,·Rt5< ~~3~Jl:.~8~~ The . · ;Df,!a:!t·. 

, - ment explamed thJt ~ccord1ng t,o tlict .. st:ate.m~nts:.of . actul\l 
. :· . .->. . f - . . . ·_ . ' \'. : <.-. ;,:. . .-- ·' . .' ,, . • . ·'.. . . . ;,._, ".' -, 

'J I , 
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. iej~cfit~ recievca:frein 'the.: audit Jmces the:·e,tpentUfure ·iAcurred 

. _ ~Y theJ)epart~e~t!-~ · Rs. _l,~8,~2;·~31 . 'anq -riot R;s: 98~42~S45 as. 
r lllC<?QJ<>Alted,. · 111- .. the _· · A.ppropriat1on .A~o,nts, -thus , there · was , a · 

:1savmg; of.Rs . .,q,11,~_0I .only., The Audit. ~µi.i~ed tha~ t- 
. expe~di~ shpwn rn t~e a~(?ll:llts. , was correct. .. .: . .. 1 

. ) : .. ;·' '.:t~e ,expianatioh'.giv¢tt. ·by.Jhe · pepattnient:J"or the 83.~_g '()f · , I 

. ~; _30,?1,,601 w,s ~ under:'~ .· . . 1 . • ,. • <'. ' i 1 • . • .; I 
· i · ,·: , :'<i), Rs.)8,1~,4907-Was due to._· ngri~r~ipt_ 'Qf de~i~s: .hn 

· ; :.. · · . · -accouat of:·the stores, plant. protection I equipments, · 
: : . spate parts., etc, purchased tbfQugb the · Supply · De,. 

••1 ,. ~- panme,nt. · The store ,as?ctually re~iv~ during the . 
. '7 t • , ~: µnder· report; /. · · -.,. ·"' ; , . . i. · .! · 1 .: . < 
· · \ (ii:Y ru. ·1;20,627-Was·due to the rea~ons that -the Ulttmus . " 

, · _ 1Potato . Seed ·~as procureq· .-frorn abroad,' ·the· ~st 1-of · ) 
. ..• .> . ~ < wbicJI was not: debited . 4uri~$}h~ Je'ar .. :bY the $upp1Yi · \ · 

· Department; ..1 •• , • ., -1- .. ,. · · ·· :. ,. ..; ." i:.;. , ·1 

(iiif Rs. l,74,980-Was due to the trans!er .. of Agri~ultural 
.: '. Research Work ilt Lyallpur· 'to: !·the·: ~est ·Paldstap. '1 

' . .. . · .. ··Agricultural ··universi~; ·. _,. ! .. ·.··•· t •.••• ' I .. 

. (iv) Rs, '48.,S13~Was,due'to the facts 'that' .the i,ossessio.n, 
. ,. . .. ,, : '.of-.tl,l~)amt' ·P,ufch,:_ased. tor ,~stab~J~hmerit 6f_ Soil ·. eon;. 

·. . · , servanon Research I Station at ·Guuar Khan·· could · n:~ 
... , '. . be .faken/artd consequently the a:niount -kept for various . 

soil conservation works 'could not be utilized; · \ 
. (vf Rs: 6~87;1S8~\Yas due· tO tli~· reiison. that certain . ~osts 
'. . .. of '.Gazetted and . non-Gazetted such .· as :Assistant 

, ;Director, S6U. eonsetv~tion, Ass,ista~t · · Agronomist,.· .. 
Rice Botanist~ ·Millet flotarrist.~ Lib~ri~bs • .C ·Batriologist, • 

: Assistant ,Botanist·. Maize. A~cultu.ral Assistants; St~n~ 
, . ' · ". · typist an<fFi~ld ,. As,sist~nts .could not. be:' ftlled'in · for. 
«. '. . want->Qf,suitable eattdidates: E:yery efforts.was made to 

• · ,ffl1Jn'tberpqst$' butt9·no success; · , .. ; .. , '_.: , ', 
'. "(vi)';Rs. l',83;987-'(a) Rs. (SO,()()(},.-,Irtdents ft,r :the purchase' , '. 

· I · rof stot~. -w~re' placed :with th~ Su;pply , Depaqm~nt l,ut : 
· -the .r,eqinred stores could· not te eurchased dunng the: · 

·.. .. y~ar because of their non~av:ailability. at -that ··time; 1and 
:,<bl ·-Rs. '33;987 /·was· due , to certai1.1 . t,osts 1,-avtn.g remahted 

· \ Vachntt viz. .' One'Research ': aiia evaluation OflicPr. One 
· :Tra~tng and ;'CJtilmtion Specialist~ : Two Lias-on .Officers, 

. ,' i , 'One.1Mechanic,, ·. One Ptoje¢tionist~ "One Sf6re · Keener; 
, One 'Sound Recorder; ;ane ~~sistant. One Stenographer, . on.~· ,:"ypist~: One 1"eehnical · Writer; One· .. Photographer 
~nd '6ne .Trai!ling Specialist. ' .; . · . , . ) 

'(vil>. ~Ji,. 36}i~Was due to .tb~. ·ta~ ~hat at th~f ji~e · .th~ 
I ' . office or the Chief Cane Development ' emcer . and , . ,- . ' .·~ , . I,: j 
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,· C~~ G,onimi~ioner ,waii~ ~e pr0¢e8s1>f ',b~ st~~ 
· and as .su~h some . posts' remained vacant. -· · ·' · 

. .· . : . - ·. ·. . .,-,-_ . . . · .. · .. · . 
· The explanatiOJ:t Qf the Department was " a~ed ind' the, item 
was dropped_ •. . · -~· .' · · : · . ... - ·: 

,· \ I • I . . - .. 

(2) Page 4~ Para. 8 read with Page .91'...;,_<;rant· No. -22-Ag~tul- · 1 

: · ture-Ea,cess JU. 34,80,SJQ-.-+The · Department 1 'explained that the 
. ,- 

1 
· excess·.was due to adjustment of_ previous, yea1; debits, : · · .. · ... ·· , . 

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

\ I ,; . ···.·. \ ', The explaritt~ton of the Departmen,. wits iccept~ and. the Jtem 
,~as dropped._ --• ,, : · : ·• _. .·._ ....• '. .· i __ .. · ·· .. ·.'.·:··: ·•·· .··'!. ~-- · _ .. • 
'., ·· ._ . (3) Pa~ 4, . Para. ·8 nm/ with r page 1;3l-'."-0t.t1nt: N(). :37-Ci!pita( . 
outlay on- Schemes_.· of Agricultural. Improvement and research . -.-Em.rs. Rs. l .7Z,44JJJ~ The ,Department ex ta.ined t at th 
wis uue to · ad stmen O e deblts for t e nre,yt'Q S y_e· rs. . ... · . 

·, . . ·.· . . . .. . . , ·I. . 

·.· ·~~7C~~~tfiDenLWBS ~~a~.~····,,\ 
. :< :: "(4) . PageJO, Para. o-,-;.Em,~,iditure not :(1CCO'Unted .for~ In 

-. 'this.ease a sum of:Rs: 17.639 drawn On 'seven- -contineent; hi1Js: 
· in. September~. J 960 in an ·office .. was not accounted for in. the Cash-'· . 
. Bo.01c. There was i1p til.'opf of -payment of:thi~ i mo~evto tb~ nityees .. 
conBemed.1 The ommission was pointed out Jti Local Audit held '-· 

. In ~ptember\· tR62but ne rer,Iv was receiyed~ . •'. .: _ . . 
. . The Deoartnient exnlalned 'th11t.1 ont of 'totat seveT'al . A b~fract. ... 

Bills said to have not been 'accounted foT ;n the cash. llO<\lt . one ~ b~ .. 
·. · stract :,bilL c>f Rs. i 322.50 dr~+,,;de T.V> ,NQ. 23: dated · 15th 

· September. J%0_ nertains to Mulchtiark~r: Kil)l"O ·a:nd, ·rest· of. tte 
~ , six abstract bills 'have' properly been accounted.for in the cash boot( :· - •.' ne 'para .. was· 4rop-r,ed. ,._ .. ·. · . : \• .· '/ ,, . · , · . :, : , . 

,, . (Sl· l'a,r,e io !'!l~a/tl~Pad~v .veed$.Tes~ acr.f)untv1f6,_:;_I11 Otis. 
case th~ stock'. Iedeer of paddv _ seeds in an· .offlr.e.- .~how~d\. that· . 

. . -· .. 20.000·maun_ds of padcfy ~eed~w~e_p~t"c~~~ed __ Jor_~~~ .· 2.l0.000. ': 
, ·' : No proper account of. the. dis_t~'bution or ~to~k wa·s !Tl"'nhin~d ~nd·. 

•• '. 
1bence sale.nroceeds _ -co~ld not-l?e 1verified on fhe" de~tb of/ 'Extra . 

. Assistant Director of A.mcult11re Inchatee ." \ Tt was . noticed after ' · 
v •• pl1ysicafverification .• of stodt1 tli~t ou't of ?0 ~ . m~/ Qrtlv ; 7;3fXl .. '. - .. · 
· Maunds~ were actm:Jllv avRilabte .. and nothiflai W;;tci _· le'no'!n about ·. 

the balance of 12.700 tnaundss >It \ya~ also nnti¢ed:tbat . paze . 32 ·--· 
: . of stock-led~er contafaine' t'1,e aclcnowl ... defement~ of· the, ~e:ents:to. . ,, ' 

. whom p~ddf/s~ds \Vere ~Ve'1 (~: ~R Te . 'f{as . ml~dnl! and t,age '.30 
was m.atlced as· paze ·:n; .· .. Be~ide~:'21 b~le~ of· emntv . j?Unny .ha~. 
rostirt~ Rs.12,600 were·a,~o·i~~ned to-p,ear1ent1w'1111h·: __ ·~re neither .· 
returned nor cost th~or remf~Pd int<i -t?t·~ · · Tre~sm:v. , 'Thus .· an ; , 

'. amount' of Rs. L4~ C>SO .n·.,~.~50 posl o'f 11. 7M -maund~' of. 15aitdy 
· ,, -seedsJm~ Rs:.12,600:~ :accoi111t·pf ·eJ11pty·&it~Y- ·.t~s)- ··wa}· ,not·,.. ... 

- ~ l . - ... ··-y~~- f·'_. .,- ' ~-.!!; 
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. . . . . . i 
· The Committee directed · that allefforts should be, . made· to 

effect . the recovery as· soon as possible. and subject to verification 
· - of recoveries by the Audit the para, was dropped.· _ . , ·... . 

. (6) Page- ll, Para. '3-. Unautho,j.~ti°.P((Jrhent-• In· this case a~ 
. 'amount of Rs. SOO was shown· as paid to an agent on account of 

· ·incidentiaJ charges of ~~OOO maunds _of paddy seeds. . Details regard 
ing' incidential experiditllre or ~ton_ of ~the competent_, autliory.ty 
for thi1 · · t.rwacti011 did not, ~m. The CJrCUmstances under_.wb1ch 

) ( 

. . \ ~ \ 

. .. - l 

. •~un~ fot ':.and ~.·appeared ·t~Y . ~ · :]iaye ':bec,1( mis- 
.~app.ropria.ted. j .· . i ·.- . 

\ . 
The.Department explained that soon after· the. . death of Mr. 

Abbasi the Extra Assistant Director, Agriculture. J acobabad, . a 
departmental audit. pertaining to · 20~000 maunds of Paddy. Seed 
.and 21 bales of Gunny bags which had been purchased by deceased 
officer, was conducted as back ,as May. 1961 which had establish- · 
ed that the material stood in the. names of 12 N.C.S. Agents. The 
Department. had started taking . necessary steps fbr recovery of 

, Government outstanding dues .more than a year beforethe receipt 
of. audit .report: from the Comptroller,'Southern -Area, Karachi, 
First notices for recovery .hed been issuedin February. 1962 while. 
the auditreport from Comptroller, was· received in. March, 1963,. 
After issuance of the notices, the majority of N.C.S. Agents had 
filed civil suits · against the Department on one ground . or. the other. 
Thesecases remained sub~judice from 3}o 4 years. .• The Depart- 

, ment had been well defending the cases as all cases were decreed 
in favour of the Governmnt. · Some Agents have gone in appeals 
to the High Court whichare.presently . sub-judice andGovernment . is again defending these appeals.' . Where the agents have not pre 
ferred any . appeals: to the, High Court, the Department has' already 
moved · the Assistant Government Pleaders to· obtain copies of 
decrees from District Courts concerned so that the decreed amount 
could be realised through theRevenue authorities. In one.such case. 
the 'Deputy: Commissioner has already, been requested 'to recover 

'· . the · decreed a:0;10unt from thelanded property of the , defaulter . 
. Respecting these, a~e~ts 'Who had not gone to the , courts of Iaw, 
~he Revenue authorities had, been requested . to recov~.r the Govern'.'. 
ment dues from them as arrears of. land revenue. Recovery, from 
one agent· amounting . to Rs·. 2;875 was made. Enquiries made by 
Revenue 'authorities revealed that rest of the agents turned out to 
be paupers. They challaned two .such a ents imder secti l . of 
the Land Rev nue · t em to 1 1vd jalls for terms 

· s. · or r · , zy o . es ; . e 
ue · au_ ontl ' :ve a rea moved 1to' make goo t e · 

ses from t e sureties · of thoSe agents, 
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. the. pay®nl~f'Rs .. 500. was made,· coU!d not, t~erefore,. ~-~AA~-· . 
. . ~ . ·,. :ea . ·. Reply . to . the. audit. obsetvaJfonjijcl'lided: iiiTtberA,q~f'~ -::rt .. ·· ( 

issued . in M~ch, 1963:was not re.ceived. · ,, .. · · --~ .. - >:-'.PJt. ·• · 
1 

·: ·. . . Th~.~partpie1't1 repo~e~ _·-~hat" --~n,Eµq~iri ;Q~r.:ba,i·l,ee~ 
· :,fp~in.,ted an~ a11:·etto;rts yv~µld}>t, made-to. re¢pv~r'"~Q _aro.QYnt. :,1 ,,.;- · ··· 1 

., S~l:>1ect t9 · vefiiic~t1on. of recoyen~·.the ·_ par~ .. wasP{QpPe4· .. .. , . ' .. _· . 
; .·. (7) !fflge n,,Ptir~~ S~A,nount Fl!<feiy~d'but:not;:accqunte(t. for •. ,' 
in · the cash boofv-::-.The Accountant-General stated, that <the · records . · 

. bad been produced.to-thelocat aupitoffi¢e·to·tnelrsatisfacti0n:'F,he 
. ~ara~ ~:drdi>P.~· i.. : : : : . · · :.::· . ·_··. 1• 

/ ·.·.,·.· 1'· ·· · · 
'. •. · 1(8) .. ,page 25, Par<,,. ~Non-FiaJation .9f'Oaqre . strength~T:be . . ;: 

,• Department explainecf: that . .th¢. cadre 'stre~gtli' of . ~lle '.>l>irectbra~ 
. dfiAgricillturehas'been:fixe,t · · ·, · ·,, ,, °'\·, 

., , ). The para .. \V~ Ql'O~peci: . ' . .: · 
:, . : · . __ .. _ ·: _ - . _. __ - · '_ · .. _ _ \ _ · _ ·. -. ._'._ ... , _ _·:_,. __ . , ·._'.-.-.-.: ,/ :,___ _- . . I' 

· . '-(9)' Page21, Para. 1}1-V .. pelay ·ilj Jlispo,sfil,:··of '.lrt~pection -~ 
;. ,Rep(!r,f~ ~rip :A.udit ·iyote.s7T,e· Depattnledt>·~xpl~~-,t,Jiat··only · i 

. reports. ar~ outstanding · In -~U;th~Il'.l Area:> 1. : Instrtictions . .have been, , 
1 . iss\ied .to expedit¢ ciisp9s~l:of pending audit :tewrtsca.ng. : to tatce: . · 

1. ®tjon · against .the ofti~ia.1$,resp9ns,ible for deli\y.) · ,' :. : . ,; · r 

.· :, : -,n~· l>af~ .. was '.<J,ropJ)e5L· ' ., ·! • ! :, ·<· !; : r : i . . ' ,. '!. ,· .. ·· '. . \ 4 

. • . UOJ P~ge 4,.Pata. 8.:fedd 'W,i{hipage-~~ra,rit-No~ i$-lnd/JS!,"! . . ,.1 
nes-'/J .. fisherzes,--.;-E{J)eess I R~.. . ~,2~The· Departm~nt .. explam_ed 
that tli;e ex~s of expen~it11;r~ of Rs. 76,89~ was .d¥e :Jo tll,e· Iaw ~µ~ . 

, P1Y of:4 Vehicles for which. order ha4. been pla~. in'-the preVJ;Ou~ 
y~. . The amount was. adjusted during .tlle y~ar .. _ 19~J-{;2. :The :, 

< · . (:~cess· gf Rs.7,355 wa.~ d~e to book a'.dju~~~t 9{ .p.f¢vi9~~ .years 
. like claI~. of Telephon..e Department ~nd~meJiailw,y.J;i)epartment, ; 

. etc. : ~ Th~ expenditure: incurred by .the , · s.taff. · of , thi~ .J)Jrectorat~ · . · -. 
. p~d~ ~e aµdit.J~1dsdicp9n. ofihe: _ C<?~Pftoll~t. ·SQ~t~ern JJea,\1.,", i '. 

Is within, the ~~n~t10ned ·grant· v for the. ·Y~ar. ¥nder,: .rev:ie~. ·Trµ~,·. 
s_avhtgs· of Rs.J2,250,was -due to the fac.t: -that:: certain. ·posts of.· . t; 

.· ,. As$istant .Wa:rden· of Fjsheries, Fi~heries'. ~eseaicli" . AssistaJl.t ari4;,, · 
·· · ! Fisheries Deyelopment · Assistant remained .. vaca.nt- for . wa~t . :-qf ~ 

,_, tec~c~·hands1 ;· Jll.e·fish~ry Watchers could.al~~q~.be-~pptji,t~ .. ~.- 
. because of th~ . non;.appomt~ent Qf .the Ass1~tl;ltlt Wjtl'~ ()f ·• 

· , \', ·. Fisheries; Th~ 'eff(!rts'to fill in the .. posts· .were..' i:epeatedly1 ·~ctd~~- · 
... throµgh theEmployment,Exchanges •. J Rs. 14,000 .w~e r~~sted.Jor.., .. \ 

· . ~b~g~~,t~i~~~~~ 8bajl~n:lriie~tt~1:J;,~:~~i:~!i~*!ri:1t~~t- .._:. . ·., 
dated 23. May, \1962 and received in 'the Ditectorate on· 3l May, 1962 

· ., J'h~ s.a~ction_ w~s. ~olllll1ubJ~ated)~- tJie· 1rt~~t P.,~el~pqient. 9~c~r, · :: . 
' !Qi~han, on·. ~th J1merJ 962~ Jnit:.~t reac~cd .lil~ :o.n 2:,tli 1JU:ne~. :l 96.2~~t, ,. · .. -: 

. , , ~h.mu,::Kagh~n y_~ey~ . ·MenCfsJhere was f;S~Vln~ .. ot'.R{ J:1_,76.~·~r ..•• ' · , 
· ·, .. The exRlana~9n :of ·ttie·.Department .was, ~cepted and. the; item{.,, · , . 

w.as'.moppid_ • ; ~:: __ ·: · .. _· ,·. · · :.,.··- ·)· ·,:_ r.X~ ~<::~f'r:_.·>· - .. ;.~;-~·· ·:.:t· 
; ~: ·... •. ·.~l .. ". I c~ 
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, · Pqge J, ·Para. 5 -read with Pages' 363-6~ran't No.· 35. 
Developme1'{t-RJndustries-(i).R-23-4dditional Staff Jor the Direc 

- .torate of Fisherie~At the meeting held on 13- September, 1967 the, 
. : . • 1 Department stated that' Rs. l,33,2io. were provided In .the Budget 

Estimate · for . the . appointment · of · 20 · Assistant : W ardens of· 
Fisherie~ and 100 'Fisheries Watchers . to . control · the . fisheries in: 

·. divisions: of Peshawar, D~ra:Ismial Khan, Bah~walpur/J{hairput, . 
Quetta and Hyderabad .. .Due to paucityof Science .Graduates ~ in 

. Nort~ern· as well as iri the Southern· Zones the st~· could .. not be 
· appointed; I Hence Rs. 84,940 were surrendered through the . 2nd · 

<, Excesses and Surrenders . Statement. A sum of Rs: 14,000 was kept 
for the' remaining 3 months .on the hope that the iricu.mbent~ might, 

.: cbe available 'but the .. Assistant Warden of Fisheries were not avail- · 
· able.': and hence.the Watchers could :notbe.appoint6d'aSthere was -, 
none to control' ) and supervise 'the· workof the Fisheries, Watchers; 

. which. resulted in-the saving. In, all "·6. ;Assistant ··warden~· of· . 
.. , Fisheries and their staff. were appointed which resulted in the · ex-, 

; penditure of Rs. 33~964., · · · · .· · 1 
· . • · · · . • · · 

{ •. . ~ ,- " ; ·• ,· ';. •.• • ~ : ' . ' • • . I 

. The Committee was. not satisfied that.Science Graduates were· ·. 
· not available in Southern and Northern Zones 'during · the period) 

. in· question. · TheDepartment was given an· opportunity to . sub 
.stantiate from · their records, as .. to whether suffici~nt .. efforts. were 
· made to · procure. . and, recruit ) Science ·. <Stadu~tes; but . the' 

. .Department.then f~le,d to satisfythe Committee on 'this.aspect of. 
'the cas~. · .. .: · . 1 - , . . . · .,. • < . ·. . -~ · 

. .. The Department now stated that- it did; not get a chance to· 
show the record. to the : Committee. · Record . shows 'that great 

_ _ efforts were made to recruitthe s~aff b:ut with iittle success, Twpnty 
· posts of Assistant Ward~n of Fisheries and lOO Watchers were 
sanctioned, · The qualifications· for the 'posts· ofAssistant -warden 

<:>, of- Fisheries were "A Natural Science. Degree (BSc 'with. Botany arid' 
Zoology) and Fisheries Training for . a '. period of not less than .J 

,·months'.'.-· The 1posts·were advertisedinpapers, 'The Managers of· 
the Employment Exchanges were also.requested time and againfor . " 

. recommending suitable' candidates. . . 1 . • . . •• · .' · · .. 

. · .· . The Departmentfurther stated· that according to the ~genda · 
, co~municated~:-vide Agriculture Department No., 7'(264) SO (FM) I 

_. 67~ (lated 1-9~ 1967 the examination of the explanation/in; respect ofthe 

· · •. f~f~i~t;t~!sJ:~:r:~rw:J~!:cia1~::ourii8~~~~·i:i-~iir:~6!e!r 
· 'Fisheries Jvas .. riot exp~tec;Lto be present in-the. Cotnmitt~e. 'Room 

on 13-9-1967.. He was however' informed over phone.at about 1.00 
. p.ni. that Fisheries f\ceount,, wa; · being discussed., On . hearing it .' 

he rashed to (.he Committee but the discussion had hP.en over before 
he. 'reached there. · · · ' · ' 1 • ) i /, ., ·. 

i :; 

\ ·' 1,.· ' A,l>PROPRIATION ·ACC.OUNl's---,.1960-6L 
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. . The Conimi:ttee 'took strong. exceptj.on tc;,. the remarks made, by.1 . 
.. $~ ·Depar~_~nt, ih ~9~ ~econ,g · para, of ti\¢. 'above explanation.' ·•,The ·, 
. Comµijttee ppµit,¢<! ;Q:t:i;~ tmi,t no 'such date ofprogt;amme as,';niention"'. · 

· .~· fu the explan.E;1.U<>n)~a¢ be~1,1, fixed bY tJi..~ Cqnim,ittee·. . ·13th'.as well . 
. ~f l,41h S9ptemb;µ-, ~p~7 }:lacii}?~~n flxed by t,he Committee con_si~~a,- 

._. · . tJ~n qf tije ~xpla~at10i, of Agrfulture Departl!lertt_. · .- .. If the F~henes 
-r- : wi;ig of. the Agnculltu.;~ JJeparttn~At had .been. n$lec\ internally by 

th~ circular is,:ued, byan~ther.J,Jran,.~h of tfil1 D~pattilleijfit'js fo~'the 
Sec::re• t ... a·l.'J! ,1. Agric,ul.· tu .. ft_ to. ..1,.k~ neces .. ·. sa·ry·· ... · .. ac. tip.. n m .th·e. · m'~ .•. tt· _er. . ..'T ... h· .. ·~··•·· . Goi;mmt~~ as sµ<th'. _h~ n.pthi:ng to do ~th/ ~t,. . . .Th¢ c~~1ttee .Vl~s . 
of ;tp.~ view. t;lt~t ~lie tup~ of. the _Com.mitte~. was UD.P,eses~arily wasted 

,l;,y tb~ :b~p~r:tmcmt .by submitting irrelevant explanat10:r;i to .tij.e .. 
Go~~ee~ :, With· l,'egMds · .. to. the . Department's · ex.plaJilation that 
sq.fficient ~:ff orts ha4..' been .made, the Committee was satisfied I and _ 

'{ij~ Pa,t:~.was dropped~: t · .: ·. ·· . - .· .. ,',· · .; ., . · . 
. · ·: . (2) R'-24-;-Devefop!'lffnt of Fisheries in : W arsak: ·vam.-S9yfhg r · 

Rs~. 46,9iz- ... ·~t .the meeting held on_B~~::1967.tpe, ~epar.0!1e:Q.t · e~ 
Plritned:.that ;Rs.- .1,67,~()() .. were provided m ;th~ Budget Estunat~.for 

.. t.~e·ye~rJ960-61. against the . scheme eµt~t~~ar. ''pev:el~pment .. of . 
Fisheries Warsak". Under the second Excess-and Surrender state- . 

. :in~nt, Rs. 1,00~61() iv-ere s11-rtenc,i~re4 for the reasons- that the p'o$t'. of the 
·· ;ftsheries. D¢velopment Ass1sttlht, two Head Vfatcher~, .·two• Palvers 

and nyo CI~arn,e:rs. r.vmain~d vacant_que to non ,av.aila~ility of~ien.c.~ 
Graduate fro:rnthat 'Zone.:, . F,'nrther Rs. 84;310 were · .that the 
Aquarium, Laboratory. Articles,' Machinery 'and Installation oould.. 

.not. be purchased during that year.. The reasons for non install!itio11- <>f' · ' 
/Aqtiilrium and purchase.of Laboratory Articles were that nQ.suitabu, 

.. ,' ('acqomrnodation, could .be, provid~d- by1 the Autborities:-Incha:rg(? .pf ,: 
. .-· \:1 W~~k , Project.· . ¥achit1ery· _ (Cans) and _ Aq~afiutn ' _Iµ~tallatjQn, 

·, · -~art1cl~s·could not.bepurohased fpr want: of,fo1~1gn ~X;change,,_sanc 
.• tion, \Th:t.ts. tl!e Depadm.ent kept Rs, 67,~80 forexpenditure diiripcg 

1 ._ • the year and not, Rs. \lA 2,340 as. entered at page 364 .of.the Appro- 
·• pri~tion, Accounts for19607~l. Out of Rs. 67;288 a sum ofRs .. 65,418 
. were spent and thus the. saving, ·. . ' > . . ' \,, . : . ( . ,), 

. " ... ··. _The Cp~jtte~)1ot'.'being satisfied with: the manner in ~hich' 
.. th~ <1te:m, had b~n. exphu,ned ,asked the ,Department to explamjhe 

'.matter· orally. ,the Agriculture Department .had.-.intimated.to -, the 
. : ·commit.tee on 2nd September, 1967~ that as, Secretary· Agriculture 

';.; was proceeding,abro~d on some imp9rtant work he could not atte~d .· I 

: tlie ·meeting of.the Pablic Accounts Comn:dtt~e but the followb1g: 
... !three officers would rep:tes~nt 'him.:.- . . . 
' ,. . . '· ... l'. Captain Mupaminad Ashlaq. Joiµt: Secretary: .• 

. . , . . 1. i. Conimarid¢.r .AbciuI J+atif. , pepµty Secret~ry; ancl .• , · · 
, .. ·· 3~ Syed Abbas.Hussain.Shah; r>eputy-$ecretaty; .. -.· ·. 1 . 

. . The' Deputy Setjet,ey'. C?llCe~ned. who had ~eer(~uth~psed( by . th~ - ': 
S~etary to. represen~ hun. with regard to 1<;1sb~i:i~ D'partipent an.4 .· ." 

'' .. ti ·; I ' ". . .. : .. 
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. 'Yho .had. ~een permitt,d. by .the ~o~ttee to.d~ so, .~xpla.it1ed h~i. 
since he had re~tly been associated W'.ltb· the Fisheries he was not 

, in.a p~sjtion to add further·~~ the expla~at1~.,submit.ted',1ready. He 
. also stated that since the Director of F1shenes who had been aske<i 

'by the Agrich1t11;re Department to be present i~ die· meeting had also 
·· chosen toremaia absent, he was helpless in ~e :mi~t~e~:" .. , '.NC?.~ans.. ,1 

factory explanation for the saving was given bY. .. t.he .· Department. 
' ! . It was now stated· that the Department through the 2tid Exc~SC$ 

(ind Surrenders Statement surrendered Rs.1;00,6101wh~re11-5 Fmance 
;t)~partment accepted Rs, 1,00,560: Rs. 45~000 was re .. appropriated for i 

.. ':'the purchase ofhyo _bajldings W!tl;J)n the -grant, It wa~ intimated that , 
· Wa:t:sak Dam Organizatlou served ·ii neticetothe Fisheries Develop- . 

· ment ·otp.cer in March, t~6L . The Fisheries .Development Officer" J 
r 'negotiated with· the, Swiss Boring .Company for the purchase Qf two 
building at a ·COSt 'Of. Rs. 45;000. At first th'e . a:n,:ount was 'provided. - . , 
under. :~3~~-Development· R:..24; "The Government sanetion for the 
same was .receivedon 9-6.,1961, under · No, IV(2-.t\) .. so. · Fb. UI- 

:(5,)., 'White working out .the·':grant the 'flepariment \v~s not. ib a 
. pbsition to: say whether 'Rs.·45,000· would be sanctionedor hot. . As·· 

· ·soon as tJ:ie san:ctio11 was received the Finance Department ; was 
t'e<)'uested on the 13th. JUTie~ 1961; .for tbe re-a,proplljation of. said 
ijmount. The. Fisheries Development 'Offieet was ~sked;-:-vide.No. ·· 1 

8071-82, dated 12,{5-1961 toenter an agreementfor the said purchase • 
. ·' ' .. The Deputy Chief Engineer, ,:w.Af\DA: btcu~ied . the .) building$. ' 

. · and thus arose dispute b~twee'd rM /.S . Swiss JBorlng Overseas Corp., 
. and W)\PQAir' · arairlg \he 'tiwrt~ .. 1bip 'bf1h-e butldin s proposed 

.. ··'to· be. ·putclia~by· the Fi$1ienes J~et5!{rtroont •. · ·:A.t 1aJ on 1017-61' .· 
.. -the Swiss Boring overseas cbqt, regtetted 'th~h' 'inability to sell these . 

' . ~~~;i~:~::~~Jih1&1:! 
·.droppeC,. . . · . , 1, , ' • . · i ·, · · · · : 

' •. ' ''. ; •.' . \ ,. .. . "· .. , : '. .. ·. :, \ 

., ' ' ,. !J,P~OP)l~TION )\CCOQNTS-1959-60. , , . 
:. (1) Page 4l, P~. ·s, v ou.tstq~9ing recov,eries-:(>n }h) ,. 28tli · 

February, 1959, a sum of.Rs. 4,90,597 .on accoµbt of sale (>f fores~ 
\' produce etc, -was awaiting recovery from 'diff~ent _pbrsons, clep~- I, 

. ments, etc. This amount including a-sum of Rs; 71~813· which ,had (·· 
. been outstanding for a period exceeding one year. Out ~f Rs.' 71',811 

~1 sum of Rs. 37 ,979 Was recoverable from ··.· private . persons. . -The 
. reasons ·for delay in recoveryand thf p.l,'ogress~m:ide v towards re 
covering the outs.tanding amount had not been mtimat~ by the De- 
partment to Audit. ·· .. · . · 1•. • .·1 . · · · . . . 

1 . ·, '," t . ' • - I '- .'; r .. ' .. • '. . ·' :, _'.' , 

· At.the meeting .held on· 30~11 .. 1967 t~·e tiepartm~n.f.state~, ,th~~ _ · 
,·' ,. they hav~ rec~vered · Rs, 3,851426 and· that the audit .has .ve~1fi;~ 1t. 

~; i'/ I', • 
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, The jnfotmation· .called for. at 'serial Nos, (ii) .to f'{) above was 
also placed before . the Committee. ·. ·: .· .' : · · · · · , · ·:) 

. ·., -The Committee n()te(i. the-progre~s-_of'. etfect.ing the. rec()verres 
-.: and decided todrop the Para subject:.to,ye.nfic.ation (jf the recoveries 

) already eft'ected._arid "?th, the d~rectio~. to',the D~pa.~ment, to contlmie 
·'- . . . . . . ·1 . 

... 
• < 

• I l .., 

-. \ .<i) 'With< n Fot;~t l)c,ptt: ". '31;195·95 . . • :ll J95 · 95 I . .· -~-· -· -· ·- 
_. 1 •• (b) Other'Go~t .. Depttii. i3,508·8i > 7·,!96· 74 . . f6,312;07 , 

.'· - r '.fci'·Priv.tie -, intVv.idual$,, 4ia5,892'·40 · 4,23,466·92' .. ,: . 12·.425'.48' 
: '·'·. · ::.·· · .. · · ·T~t~1:·. :I .... -: 'r. 4,{}0:597_:rn · ·:4.~l;s50·:~1.··.: 1'· i:?~,1.#·fii; · 1 

.Rs .. ' ·Rs. 
r: ., 

•. .! 

•.·· .• :·-· 

' ! 
.·, ·, 

. f ..,. 

. - - .:. ;·_ • ' } ' I ·. :_ . , 

·when'. asked what part of it was recovered from 'Government .De-: · 
partrnents and. what-was recovered from ; priavte parties; the' depart- 

, ment was unable to furnisb details thereof. The Department, how 
ever, stated that the total 'amount of Rs .. A,90,000 had now actually 
Increased by about Rs. 7,000 and that the Audit could' again .. verify 
the total amount; -, . :' . . - . . .. 

. . · The. Committee -. then' d~ferred ~on~id~ratiotr of. the .: whole ·'item .. 
anddirected that:-. . . ' . . . . .. 

. (i) The 'Department should. give final figures in respect of 
· each item and· state as to what.the final amount is. . 

(izlln the ~ase'of"any credit.given to/Gov~mment.Depart~ · 
,. . \ 'ments the. Department should su~ply the. list of -th?se 

· Government. Departments alongwith the amount which 
was.due froP1, each of them, < ·· 

~, . · . ·. (iii) · Inthe ~ase ofcredit given tq private' pa.rti(i~ the Depart 
.ment · should furnish· details region-wise giying names 
-of', those parties to whom .not only credit but also con 
cessional rates were given,' details as to who authorised 
it .and why, and' what action pas· been . taken against ! 

. the officer~ who gave credit 'and· facilities o.f conces- · :. 
. . . ·sion~ rates to privata parties., . . : . . 

(iv) 'the relationship of the private parties with the officers 
<>f -th~· Department, . r . . • 

r (y) lhi' case any' recoveryhas been- made': .:fropi any \ party; 
:·;·- ~- . · :· ··, ·'tlie dateon which the recovery-has been made, should 
r . · ,. · · · -be' .given by the i Department - and also the· dates .. on 
• - : ~ i · . 'which .·credjts had- been given, · 

·:: .. < . Th~.lat~--position now:giv,eh J,y_thi DepartII1¢~(aboutt~_e· orit- 
, ~: ;.staqc;ijpgs. w,a~ a~ f ollows : ~- : ·. . . · · · · . . . ., -. · ... · \ - ··. · 

. \ . : 6~ts~;.nding against. : ':):'o~~.] Arrount~ ,, A~Hsll;nt -~e<'~~;ri~ ... Br'ir;~.l;· qut- . 
ojitstand,ngs. , 11 pto date. .. s' DI}dnig:.:, i 
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.. ·their._efforts··to- make recoveries.of the-.outsan,ding amounts andi_get.'· 
· it verified by-the Audit The Audit would verify the recoveries and 

· bring ·the.matter back to the.Committee, if necessary: ·· · 
.· ,• . . ·- . . . .. I . 

. . (2) .Page.41, Par~~,9-·· In this case a/sum ofRs.. J,05;692 .. on 1- . 

. account of 'Sale 8f' timber. standing tr.e~s? · other forest p'.f~d:1,1ce, . etc. 
·and _ miscellaneous ·receipts ·was. awailing .recovery on the. 28th 
·.F~pniary; 1959. This includeda sum of' Rs. 87,383 which had 

.· been outstanding. mi that date for more than a 'ye~r. ·.out .of the. 
fatter amount asum of Rs. 38;264 still remained toberecoveredin ' 
May, 1960.. Theprogress made towards the recovery bf the remain- 
ing suµ1 of Rs. 2,18,309 had not been .intimated. · · _ . · \.; , . , 

' . . , . ·- . . . .• .' l 

· .. . · 111 the meeting of the Committee held on 30-1-67 the - .. Depart 
>Irient'~ad sµbmitt~ confused. explanat\on .. to' the Co~tt~.· ·. The, 

Committee then . directed .that the Department , should state as to , 
. whatamount. pertained .to '. thy·prepa'.r{itfon·_peiio4 •. out 'of. the ... total· 
amount of Rs. 3,Q5;692 and -what amount accummulated · after parti- · 

. tion and give details of. each .itemunder both the .. categories. The .\ 
. · Department should also give details of steps that have been taken so 
· · . far to recover the necessary amount. · · · · 

. \ .... ; ··' ... ).. . ···{ . ' .. : . ·, ' . ; :: •, . . .' . . .. ·.'·- -__ .· : . 
.. ·. The Department· now. placed, before .the Committee statements 

·, ,co:qta_ining the required. information, The 'balanee: .. amount .out- 
· . , standing relating.to. ·prepartition .period.ds: Rs.." 2S.,703 /56 .... The 

·. balanceamount relating to- pre-partition: period is;Rs; 29,840/6_8. · .. r 

.The remaining amount '.h~s, been recovered." .TheDepartment.stated _ 
_ that action is underway (or writing r off. the entire! . amount of' 
.. , Rs; .25,703-/ 56. of the· pre-partition. _period.. As ... regards .the .. post 
·., partition outstandings Mr. Abdul.Hamid, Contractor against whom 
. Rs .. ~9,8~0/ 68. is .outstanding has filed a ·Civil. Suit which is pending· \ 
... decision.'. ,.... •. .. ·. ,, , . .·. . . . .. ... ·,. ··: . . . , .. _) 

.... ·, .:.Subjl!cttoverificatiori of.the -recoveriesby the, Audit, the item 
was dropped· , .· e:: • • • .. ·· ,. · •• '. • ·" • • · 1· · .· 

, :} . . : (3) P~g; 4t~42::Pa11~.··ui1rt-this case,;i1:1 a:forest range, half the 
·. 'costof the ·co~struGttdri of bunds 'by land . owners .as an anti-erosion, 

· ' -measure was to be paid bythe Forest Department in .the. form \.'·of 
. ':}resh supply 'of ~~ment .. As a result larg~ ·qu~ntities of cement ·were. 

· issued to the various land owners, 'However ... .the land 'owners, who 
-were supplied 2.1i9 bags :of.ce~enfvalufog·Rs·:'t2.,90T during the 
'period from ·May, '1953·to March, J 959 -did not construct any bund. 
'Before July: 1958 the beneficiaries.were not required 'to execute. 

· agreements _to construct thebunds ?r to refund t~e-cost of the cement: '. 
~s per audit report 1the·a~.ount sti11- ~wa1ted·!~overy~ from the p~~i" 

. sons concerned. According. to the information .reeeived by Audit 
. in. May, :1960, the Deputy Commisstoner had .1'e¢n;approached for 

. · makingthe necessary recovery. . ' :' i , · ··•· ·· t . .;' .: • - . '·o .. ·. i.' . . - 1· ·. . .. •, , • .. (-'. . . . , 
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,· At ,the :qioo,ing; beli on 30.:1-!'967 th~ Departmen~ ·. had ··slated,, 
that. the cement was supplied to the private land, owners for the cons- : 1 

· 

truction of bunds and spill-w~ys in their land qh fifty fifty basis. The 
beneficiariescould notconstruct the bunds .and the cementissuedto , 
the .them ,for the purpd~.e could :11-ot ?e shown; aidispose~ off. . .-- ,' 

The case was ref~b;eti to 'tne 'Collector, Rawalpindi District to · 
effect recoveries under .Section 82 of the Forest Act -as arrear of land 
revenue: ·. Eighteen: reminders I have . beeh>issued . thereon. . The 
case' has also: been referred tothe Commissioner, -Rawalpindi Di~i 
s~o~ by the Chief Conservator of Forests, I.J1hore';Region~-- vide his: 
No. 4848/A.V .. _17,,dated 17-24966 to impress uponthe _Collector; 

. · · 'Rawalpindi to recover the· 'outstanding. _· ,,Jle · Commissioner •. Rawal- 
. pindi' Division directedthe _C9llector, Rawalpindi to expedite· the 

case,:.....:..vide his endorsement No, AG /1744, dated .2-3-66~. The, Divi- 
sional Forest .Officer RawalPi.ndi .sou~h has also co11tact;eq __ · th~ 
Collector,· Rawalpindi. persoi)~lly .who,'. has · even, now failed to ;efi:ect 
recovery within.a reasonable -perrod. The case would, be taken up 
with the Board of Revenue, West Pakistan, ~ahore·. · · : . 

' . ·. . . ·' ., • ~-·. ·" ... ' . ' -: • . j :' . ·. . ,.. . • -- . . -·- • I I 

· ·· .. the· Committee then observed. that . the expla~ar:ron .of the De"'. 
. 'c. partment 'stating that the cement issued to the beneficiari~ not 

.·' .. -. having been used .could not beshown a~I di,spos~<l'qff_di<t rip~: .see~, .. f: 
, to· be correct. . If it 'Were so, it. was a de.ar case <>f · procedural ,rregu: ... 

. larity. _ No ~ment 'could 'or .should have_ been ~slied.\Vith~'1t· first 
haying·.be<!n.sh9wn in th~ bock.as.such, fh~:C~tii~ttee: (llr~(~d 

· that the Deparb:nent[sh<>11Id · once ag~in _ check -th~ fit~" and . papers 
' relating to this item and :tep~tt', b~~k the, ntat~er to me Committee, as 
to vvhat ijCtµa.,. happettdec.l:, \\11th._ r~gardJO teC?vetj~. if any/tJte 

I COI\llll~t,t_~ .n9ted !ha~ ,. t~e DeJ>attp,ient had be~n ~ting. , to t~e , : 
Collector, Ra~alpmdt'. since 1960 for the. recoveries. teqqesting ~~m 

as· well to receiver the amount as arrears of land .revenue· but no re.r,ly 
from the Collector was forthcoming. The Committee de~ed tliat 
. th~ Department- should ft1rUier · - pursue - the . matter ditectty· _with · the 
the Collector, Rawalpindi as. well' as throug\ Board. of. Rev~nue.. The' 
Coltec.tor .shoultl also Be asked.to: attehcl the netf,ineetif)g: of the 
Committee, _ The r Secreta,ry of the Committee· will issue notice· to 

. .the Collector to -~)tend the meeting~ Jn· case 'the Collector 'recovers 
' the amount' and intimate this to the Department· before the · next .. , 1 

.. , .rneeting of the Committee, the Department should . inform the' ·. 
Secretary of the. Committee. · , . 1 , · , ., .• . . · 

' ·. . . . As the. Departiµent\ua nbt )nforin th~ ' ~setnbly . Secre~ri~t . ~ .. 
; .about the tecovery ,o(thb ari)otint~Jhe Collector'Rawalpindi was ask- 

ed to, ·atten~ the Pt~ent- . rneettfig . Major Mohd .· Ashraf, Collector 
R~walpip.dii. attended the i;n~edtjg today: The.Cti!}lrrrlttee was, now 

' 1 '- )ntormed, by the Department tb~t out of a total number of ll2? bags 
·· of cement the disposal of ,1089 had been verified bv 'the.' Audit leav- 

, Ing -balance Qf,1040 bags .the value ·tl.f :which .wotilti: be .Rs, S,l6S·60 . . .• . . ,., ,.· .· .\ . -,··. .. ' . . ' . :, 
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The Collector Rawalpind], stated 'thaf they have been successful; in· 
makuig the .recovenes .. _: An amount; -0f Rs. ·4549'.51 had been: :re'.'°·. 1_ .: 

coverecf1leaving a. balance of Rs. 71~109 .. , He explained the reasons 
for the delay ·in the recovery of this amount and stated that 'he had· 
alreadysent his reportto the Board of Revenue thatthe Lambardari. 
system was, not fu:qctjonirig successfully in Rawalpindi .so fari as the 
recovery. operations were concerned: . He had.. therefore; suggested 
that either· the Lambardari commission should 11e increased· or· re-.' 
covery peons should be sanctioned in the place of those; Lambardars . t: .' 
who 'had resigned. . ' : . . . ' • . . . . ·. . ... ' ' I . 

. Subject to verification of the recoveries made so fara:nd on the 
· assurance of the. Department that efforts would .continue' to recover 
the balance, the: para: w~ dropped.' · · ' . '> , ·. · 

· (4) Page 42~ Para.11-Inthis' case a sum.ofRs; 7,2l8 on account 
· :pf sale : of forest produce etc. was awaiting .· recoyezy . on . the 28th. · 

.. ,., >:February,'J959.· Out of this' a.sum b(Rs.·6,992' had peen outstand> 
t , j,ng1 f6r1 more than a-yea(:whioh ineluded.asura 1pf Rs. 3,506. recover- 

able from private persons, . Th,e reasons. for. delay.in recpvery and . , . 
: the. progress. made towards: recovering the outsbtn~ing :~m.ounts had 
not been _1pt1mat~. by the Department. to the ,Audit : · , · : 

· ·• At the meeting held on 30~l-67tlle Comwittee. had. dropped the . 
item except in the case of the ·amount of. Rs. : i.,380:which was stat~ 
to.be ·outsta.nding··_against. the Potesfco'ntractor.,.on account of reauc 

. }i<>1:i of standing lreesin · which loss was cau~ed 'fqf: JNhich he .. was 
. responsible, .. The Department' has stated .t1iat the contractor. was 

· .. .issued' riotice under Material.Law Order No;'-.1041A;_butthe recovery 
could riot be ,eff~fed~ The case 'was . referred to: the Collector. Sial- 

. ·' kot District fortec?vering .. t~e ·. cm1s,t~mJiiig~; -~~:. ~rreaf . ~f Iand 
revenue under Section 82 of· the· Forest Act , As the ( whereabouts 1t~~~ 9i:n; cou~~ not be ,'· traced '.tqe '' amount. ~a~ . \Vrit~ei1,. of! on 

<<: . 1The 
¢omriiittee · then direct~', th~t .th~ Departmen! should .. ex- 

: .~lain.;}sto v,rherher prop~r proc~dure ~ith~rregara·:tgi, .~civer:tistnient ·. . 
etc. was 'followed at the time of re-auction. of.the.st~ptdmg trees; due ( ' 
t,o wliich the loss occurred. · . . . · · · , · r 

· . , \. ,_ .rhe . oeparonent ·n~"' explained that ...•. pr(i9er· procedu;e· w.ith . 
, regard to' advertisement etc. was followed; at the· tim~ of re-auction 

·. >', of .the standing: trees. · ·· : .··. . ·· -: ·. , \ . · . 
. ' . Th,e Explanation of the Department; \Yas ;accepted/~4 the 'para,' , . 

'_;was.dropped •.... · -, , . \ · ': · · _1 >' . :' i' ': · :. · · -. . . . .,::? 
. , · . ,., -,: IU:' · -TheComrrrittee then adjourned to: meet again . ol?,_ 11th 

December, 1967 at9.;.00-:A.M: .· . ,·. . ',·. :' . · :, ·. , .. 
i. . ' . . . ,.· !' 

. LA.HOR'tt: ZAIN, N.PORA~l. 
Thl12tk Defeinber,,19~7 ... · .. ··· . , ' \ -~IIAI1Uvt~N. : ·•. · . . •' 

. ., .. · . . .. . : , Standing (:ommz,t.tee on Public A cti0"11lS-. .. -v, 
·, ! \ ~ ' I • .:, 1'• 
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I •. PROCEEDINGS OF THE MEETING OF THE STANDING 
"COMMITI'EE,,ON PUBLIC ACCOUNTS.HELD ON ·\3TH 

. DECEMBER, 19.67 AT 9-00 A;M. IN 'TEA .ROOM' OF 1HB 
. ASSEMBL V BUIIi,DING, LA.HORE;- . t, . • 

I. - .Thefollowingwere present-:- ... · · .·:i · -·-· 

(I) Mt. Zain Noorani, M~P.A ... ·. Chairman .. · 
(2) Chaudhri MuhammadNawaz; M.P;A. . : . _· Member. . 

1 

. (3)' Chaudhri M~_hamma<i Sarw~r Khan;' Member. 
. M.P;A.·.. . . . , . ., 

' (4) Rai Mansab ~ Khan Kharal, M.P .. .A. . . . Member. 
,, . ~ 

·_ (5) Mr. Malang Khan, M.P.A: . ' . . . Member . 
. (6) Syed Aklilaque. Hussain, T.Q:A./ C.S.P:~i. Expert 

-, ~Addi(ional Secretary to Government of .· Adviser. 
West -Pakistan, Finance Department, · · · . · . .. 

(7) Rana· Muhammad Ya~in, P.A. & A. S . ., .By Invitation:. 
. . Accountant-General, _West Pakistan'. · · 

) . (8) Mr. ·Atttjr AhmedKhan,.Secretary along- ·. By Invitation: . 
.c,with-Cqptain Muhammad Ashfaq, .JQint · · 

1, Secretary, Government of West.Pakistan,:· 
Agriculture ~epar~menL I / • • \ . 

i . . -, . · .. :~ .. >. . :''. . . • _. : . • . ! ( .,/:. . ._. _': .•.·. • . ~ ' • :. ". 

f4audhri Muhainm~d Iqbal, S:K., Secretary.Provincial Assemb- 
ly of'Wes; Pakistan, actedas Secretary of the Committee · · 

. n. -. Th~ Cbmtnitteetook up consideration of the explanations 
-ofthe' Agriculture Department in respect of . the. 1.following items 

.• appearing in the. Appropriation Accounts · for-the years 19~9-60~. 
1960-61 and 1961"'.62:-·. .. · , 

.· / I . . . . . I . 

.t · APPROPRIATION ACCOUNTS.; 1959-60. 

. . ' .(l) Pag_~ 42, Para, 12~Slwrtagelloss bf Stores~Iti .t4i~case ht. 
the stores accounts .for July, .. 1958 of a ·. Forest· Division, · logs .· 
of w,pP<t firewood, slimps and bricks etc.; valuing Rs. '.3,83,058 were' 
tepo,tt~'. not to be ,at site. , In reply to the 'audit objection it .was 
stat¢d in -October;: -1959 that .the shortages represented accounting · 
dift'erenc~. · As per Audit, this was, , however, not - 'correct, as a , 

· , .. special staff deputed to reconcile the discrepancies, was 'nor able to 
'locate any differen,ces.·. The. shortages·ne.e<f.ed.to . be _il)v:~stijated 
and made good from the persons responsible; · ·. '• - ... · · ·°' · · .· . . . The ~attetwa.s last conslde~ed by the Conunittetfat the meeting .. 

. held· on JOi-1~1967;. · As .there was difference between the shortat?:es 
.· :_ .. shown by the Audit and those admitted by the:~_ Department, .. the 

para was deferred 'for Settlement. between. the Department and the 1 
• 

Audit.( . . . . ~ · · , . 
. , ' -;:,' ', 
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I\ f . -, • • . . ) i. . . .. / . ·_ .' ·• ':;. t '. \. . .. ': \ .·· '-.' .! 
· . The Committee noted that even at this. sta¥e .the Department 
had. not been able to get the 'figures of shortage verified by· the Audit. · 
The . Department 'Jex plained . that they had produced •the· ~ntire ; re .. 

1cords but, for certain reasons, the Audit had 11,ot beenable to verify 
the figures. The Committee felt: quite distressed about the delay ·of 
seven years in the.verification bf.shortages and decided that all it 

· could do at, this_ stage wasjto give· nonnore·, than three months from 
·'· 13-12-1967 to the Department to getthe shortages verified . by. the 

Auditand to initiate action for the recovery of Government dues.1on 
thisa'.ccount without waiting for the: receipt .of the minutes . rof the 
meeting of the Committee. · · , , . 

· · The Finance Departmentsuggested that when Wotking Papers'. 
are prepared relating to. this item for the' next series of meetings .of . r : 

the Committee the losses shotrld be shown by cubic, feet as' well, as 
money value ofthe losses. · t , , .; .· • ,· ,. • 1 · 

I '. The para. was def erred again to be takep . rip i:,alqngwith the 
-, accounts for the year 1.Q62-63.· ·•· · . ' . · :. . ,' ', · . · 1 . 

· . (2) Page 42, Para. 13; item··(l17Shor.faf!e of Chil. 'Scants, Firewood, 
. 'Rosin, Kail, .Billets and Charcocdwortti Rs.1}'.41)15-This item was. 

· discussed. by the Committee. in the meeting · ~eld_ on 22-4~67 when 
the Department had stated that this was i 'case of mis-posting' and 
not a case. of shortage. . The discrepancy was due to the incorrect I 

posting' of timber form 7.. As. the timber form had not been pre 
pared correctlv for .a long period of 5-6 years, it was a cljffi.cult job 
.to fix responsibility for the)ncorrect·postillg of Hmb~r forms. It has, 
however, .• now been. ascertained that seven officials were, responsible 
forthe wrong post~ng of form No.,7. The'.appi-ppriate action ag-ainst 
the.above mentioned officials would be.taken after the' timber forms 
have been) reconstructed, ;. \__ • \ __ . 1 

I 1! · 1 (, , \ \ 
· As the Audit wanted to have an: oooortunity .to verify these 

facts. the consideration of the item was deferred. . - . ' 
. . The Department now explained that the audit had pointed out 

shortage'! to the extent of Rs. l,41,775/37. · Mr. Taiatr1mal Hussain 
\ WPFS-(U).who. was demited to recoirdl~·tlie timber has verified 

shortages tothetune of". Rs. 89,7Z4/30 ..•... Sb( officials have been, 
• _qhatP-e-sheeted1 for the above shortages. The reconciliation done bv · · 

, 1 \ , , ' Mr; Taiamrnal Hussain, WPFS (11) .was p1.Jt up ,to · the External 
·~Audit. Part:ifor·verificatipn.- :T~e'shorta~esjn. !espect of ·tim'h~r 

and firewood have not been verified by the Audit, However the 
j· -~. :_ · .. shortages.in respect of Rosin, Charcoal and grass havebeenverified 

, by the.auditoarrv. . · ., · ; ' 
s: · . · Subject to verification -hy the :A,udit .and the Departmental 

action the item w,as 'drontJep,. . ' .· .. ' -: : . ' .. /0 ' • ''. -i :- . u 
. . . . (3) Page 4'2. Para. 13, item '4,)-Shortaf(e of ·15~721 Mau11as t:Jf 
· '. 'fi~ewood worth .·Rs~· .39,,303-· ·At· the. m~etit:tp:· .held' .on 22~4-1967 tlie ( 

_Dep~rtt,nent stated that -an ,enqukv:1)1ade·~nthe maUer hiq ,:reve,~leq 
tp~t n,i .(~ct firewood worth Rs .. 39,303 was nev~r convertedicarried; 
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- • \ 1 . • Exce _ t of Rs. .13 _ . . . _ . ade. lo(the, .:- Mtractors for 
'work not.do .; _Orders- of reco~yw¢~" --_ J :, \' st ll.. azar ' :, I . 

-~ c· uhamnia or'est. Ran er, after en ui . > b 'f t -- · :.ere · Ufflj. ea· ,. "' rt - e GoVerm:n~nt ho advised that the .recove s -<i> _, euna. e 
' 'lrom·the contractors. ,The COiltractoi•s)bowever· :'to; ~ay;:t e 

am . . . . . . ·. . werea so_ ex . te _-- rom' . : . ' . _- - .... · . vrce- of' 
;t,aw:Department. T e case ~as then und1ir.f coiisid~nation1-f0t.-·wr.it- 
ing-:ofFthe loss." , ,:,'1 \ _ - · · . - -, ·_ - - :· · - · - - -_- -- · - -- 

- - _.· ,. f . - ·-, . - I . 

_- __ ; _ . : , From the ~xplanatiqn."fµrnish,ed h)\~ht(P:~P-~rtw.~~t",:~cl :sl)fp,1e 
- · ·ni~nteµ orallyitappeared to the Co~tt~--\b:a.(;ttµs·w.4s •. a:;cascfof 

fraud,!comn,.ntted bythe Forest 1~.anger ·pQ$'~il;,l;y.,/hf,_~olf~floratibn 
with:'·t~e ci:>11tractor1.c~nceniet1: _ l'he (;ortunirtee -. ti}d;botf~l 1;~!is~ 'i ( 
fled •• with the - CXp}allatlOp __ furnished - by the- t)epaI'tnlet)t ,a11(l _ clire¢f~d - . i _. · 

that a fu,rther enquiry be·1 conduejed intct_the, tn,Jitter~~n~ Jl ¢0,#)plete, .'. 
report submittedat Jhe.next·series ~f · ri1eetfug~:, Th~ :Conunit'tee 
also directed that steps I should be taken tcrtn.al<fg_Q6d tl!.eJ<J.ss· that -- 
)ia~~-en_ caused to tp.e9'0Yernmen~ due'to the, ov'ewaym:ertt;1nade;to'_/ 

-- the contractor by. the Forest Ranger. . ·1-- • • - ., • , · 

• -_ ;The 'Department ·;now stated thlit th~ questTun 'Of ~::revision «. - \ 
previous orders' is .under consideration. • . -. '_ i , ·, , I ' ' , , 

- ',. __ T_h~. C:o~~tee::obsei\i~d:_thai ~fwo1µ~-,~e t~> -~:p(?,V:~~y:_t~e 
1>r9ce~mgs against -fh~ Forest R.a~ger .were qua§fled and on _ what 
gi:o~nd~. WhetherJhere: 'was any technr¢al_ Ja\v.~ in "the :i>roc~sf of ' 

• 
1 

, tile· inquiry, if so, why was no d¢~p(rvp. ihq~ity ord~red 7 ', l:fi~· iteril 
. Was. def erred to comp·_ UJ) - .8:g!1iri for. co:rfslo,eratiQtt': at. the next, ;series . 
. of meetings @f the Co:gi~ittee alongwith the:)1cco-unt§ ·rot lt962"'63. 

·- _ (4) fage42,:Para.; __ 13~1t~m (3f·Shortage.;qf ~3-Qirl!ii#ydrµ_ms_arufr. 
. ,- _1125· enJPty ~ins worth Rs. 11? 7_32~t the lllC,~tip~J~ld. '?f.22,4-1~6? ~ 

-the :Q~part~ent st,a~e9 J~~ta Ql~s~IJ:.f~resf qJµ~f::\Y!~ 4~putecl_,1to 
- 11,1ve:ibgate wto this shortage. . A¢.co:r{b_ng J~ ~~e .Jny~s-~mtt~on. made 
by the sai~ officer, there was no physi~·a1 ,~hQr.t~g~ '<jf. einpty;',tiJ!s: - t,e"'. 

1·--' 
cause discrepancy of 1125 tins.1w.hich. haq gc~~qe&cJye_ to ., wr.ong , . _ ,. 
disposal having, been shown in the form had. b~_!l l'.~Qll~iled. ,-tec6n~ 

1· ,, - eiliation would b~ got verified bj,'.the ?\.µ4it.-:· -T~e.rt;/.:W~s1 oJ:tly· .a 
short~e Of .237 empty .drums .and steps,ba'ye_ ~~n. initj~ted. for tlie-; .\ I 

'\ . recovery 'of the ,price of the drums, .butfhe' defa~lting mlicer, · w.as 
· not co-op~rating. · · : - , . _ · . . . . -: -- . · / · : - _ '. :.: - . 

_- · · The C.ommittee:took a serious-noteof-the ffoutifag .of.auth')nty 
:,· and directed that Jf the· officer was 'on deputation he sliould. be .recall- 

>- e~·at once.and necessary actien takento ~tfect;,the rec~:v.eey .. Of--_ the. 
- «lrums, ·'Tot~ again; woul~ _be. supjec(tb veri~cation .bf,the:Atidit . 

__ - 'The J)epattmen,t:µow exp1aitted-tliat·as regards;the··shortage_of · 
- .. 237- ~rums<Mr.: Abdul_- M.ajiq·~.a~ \VPJ:4'~'-f!I) ,was·:· dl~ge-;sheet~k 

__ but - was · exonerated' by tµe~ Enquiry, Gfficer/1 • • f'tJrtl:ter::probe-mto-t1ie: 
~hOJ1age·is in-pl'O~essi · .- __ (, ·_ . -- t , '_ ·. ;:.: - - ·1. _ -. 

. . . ,' ,. •. j . . • t '1 , . \ 
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,· '.l'P;.P . .- !t~W,,.~~s ~.;fe~~~,tp ~¥- t~~~n '~~ at. th~)1,¥xt:w~ting 8f t~e 

· C~nm:ntt~e .. alc)Rgmth a~_ounts of-1962-63 wh~n the Departm~~t 
~ha'.11. report furth,er p.rogress: . . . . · 

' - • ·. . . ·1. · .. _. . : .. . ~-- ;"._ . \. :1 ' . . . ,, 

. (5} Rage :~2, Para, 13-item .(4hTim]Jei · worth: Rs. 3,06!4--Ip. ·.th.is· 
.·~ascf a contractor .claimed.that he .had: converted 55.7 cft; ~mber in, a 

i1ip,~i:~"~ ·. n.~.tunp.er ;~vatnqt tra;nst)Qrted i111me.diate1y: · T4e. slip . r 
~urt¢<:l:.~411t.~as)>J1,.fl~d. '{he.lqss .8:~· .. per.·aud~t,reP.?rt. h1ad .:t?.~P . or~e,req lO/be rec.o:v~r~<tJip~ tb¢'·Ra11ge Offic~t and '111timation of 
re.cp~~ry w~~ ,~wa~tep. ~Y .t\µ~ht. . ·. · . ·· . . ., \. ! · · , 

· , 'At tJie ~ting'.held on 22-4-1967, thb .department sfated,,,tbat·, 
: tl;rer~ . has .. been some· ntisumiersianding in, the ·· calculatlon of. this 
~ount: TI,le,.amount pertains to 158 No:i 306 pf(. 'timber, 1 Accord ... 
mg .. to-the market. rate of Rs. J per cft. the total amount comes , to 

·•.IQ. /·9·J· ~· ~whi .. ·.·ch::h.·. ~ .... s<'bee. n.reco.vered,r;:. there··' is.•. ·.th·. e~efo.re, no .. b .. a·····.tan ... ce ... recoverable. · This ,wqUld. be gof verified from•· the Audit who have 
· alr~4Yc:beeP., .req'llest:ed.to do so. The Co~ittee th~n, noted with a - 
g~qd. (le*.I-,~t~~~m that( tb.e q~partm~n.t. in. its ~,1eplan.ati(?n .. had 

· 1 s,wt~drt~a~ · the: .~.~<tvery of Rs.' 918•, which was the amount wor~eci 
o.µt RY)k.h~cf.~b~~n.·affeckd,by them, Or~~Y it 1tYas stated that !bi.$: . 
1'.eRQxer.y,.o('lu: .91.~c.hiid not been made m full and ithat a sum ·of 

, ·~~- 3~fJ.<>nly.had.~,n re,co.vei;:ed .. This" case neeged• a ·thorough 
prp~~,~tl,;t,µ~.-,D~~ept should, niake.fres.h.·e11quiry. into thewhole 

· lfflltt~r ·.a,~d ~tUe, .. ite,.m ish<>iµd cg~ up again, : The Committee tqqk · ~ 
V:ef}':.:Seri()hs;·~e~ .. Qf the:.ijgbt~qear.ted 111aµnf!r ip, which the explana 
tion had· been · furnislied to' it · and. directed t;hat • · disciplina.ry · action 

.should' be tak¢n against the Qffiet:r, who .prepared and furnii,hedJhe 
. oxplanation. in, the ,first · Instance. -· · , , ··.·.· . . . · · 

,, . . ,. .. . . . ) . 

· 'I;h~ ~onuµittee. gi;re~te4 ,tbflt.the · ~on;ect qµantity that had -been 
<, • ~~Jlv_ert~c\ ;~y ;~e·,Ap:qlfaR,~t ~~ouJd be ,·erifi~d. ~Y the· Audit. . I( the . 

· ~iJdit •. ,~~pt~ t!Je)igµr~ ,of 39:6. cft to. be corryct, the :11ext questton. '; 
wqi4(J, be ~~ to, hpw· .t}le value, of 306 cft. had been worked oµt , to 

. Rs. 918 ,by tij~ D~p~i:.tpient while the value of 577 cft. had been work- 
. eq,"9µt ~cJ'.:R~.· 3;~4J>Y,,t};le .Audit-.while. preparing the para, wlli~h 
<obviously mu~t ~~ye1 l,~e1.1-.on tpe·:b~~ispf Jhe records .. of the .F°'r~s,t 

.Oe:part~ent: · . : . . I ' 

'lb¢J,Ill.~p~tmeut now. expressed its regrets 
1an~ 

informed the 
GommiUee::tb.at ,Jhe entire , Section. was. responsible for: ···giving · the , 

e. ~P ... ·l. an .... ,.tion .... :·w·hi· 'ch·· .... ·.;hA··.d .• ;.·.in .... adv··. e·.rt·'·e·n···1tly· .. · ·. been.·.·s·u· q·.1111·.·tt~d ... 1to .. the Olmmittee .. :-The Committee noted the r~rets of the Department .· 
andidite.eted:that they• .. should'be.;more careful-in the future. The' 

Comm.ittee1h@,wev.er :noted that this JlJ.atter 1'ad 'not beeri finally . 
'settled ,as .yet~ . :Tbough a period qf 10 year has lapsed,,reconciliation 

·-: wjth the Audit .lurd :not, been comp1~ted. It was .obviously not . a 
Sw\tis(i\Ot~ 5,tj!e pf ~ijr0·ijt1.d:tbe,:<:;9mm.itJee withed to record that 
tb)11)t,partm~nt QQnCemecktbouJd :at.::allJun.es ensur~·. th~t fi$Utes are r. 
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verified with the Audit at the e~rliest a~di:]n ~ases' , where there is . 
'uncalled for delay, action should· he taken against the 'officials res- 

\ 'ponsible for this lapse. The Department ~h,:nild. now get the figures: .: 
· verified by the Audit and report hack· to' the .. C.ommittee in · its next · 

meeting when the accounts-for 1962 .. 63 are considered. · · 
• i .I I /' ~ i : .. .:-,' 1: :.' ; 

, ;,:(6). Page 42, Para. 13-item (5)-Shorfqge,_> of 550 Mounds of 
firewood 'wortli Rs. 1,.100-·. At the meeting held on 22 .. 4-1967, the .: . , \ ., 

I _; Department explained. that th:ey; .had .askeq · the Collector Rawalpindi '. 
r • . on ll-f-196.l to' recover an amount of 'Rs~ 481 /.4/.: the price pf 550 . 
. , maunds of firewood fromthe Forest Guard, !Mushtaq Ali who was 

· discharged from 'service; as arrears of land .Revenue, · The Depart- 
ment was asked to explain. as to know the figure of R~- l,100 which 
was previously supposed to .. be the price of. 550 maunds of firewood 

, hadbeenreduced.to Rs. 481/4/- -. Tlie;.Departtrient .was .further 
.direetedto take all necessary steps toeffect 1the recovery. '· . 

' \_i: The Departtn~nt how ~tated that' dudng 1\1:ar~h, 57 kachwfirewQod. 
was sold @ Rs. 0/75 '·per maund and.pacca firewood @ Rs. 1 per · 
maund from Sehrbagla . Range, "The loss on account . of shortage of · . 
'550 maund was consequently 'worked out :at Rs.:;0/'8Tper·maund .as 
firewoodwas kacha andpacca mixed. ... The: value of.the.firewood 
at the rate given above worked out t~) Rs. 481/ 25: · The ·securitY.. of: 
th·~.·.e .. x.-F· orest Guard .(R.· .~.30. ) .w.as •adJusted····· '. to··.*.·.·. ~.1r. d·.s the .. out·s·. ta. n_ ding .. · · leaving a balance of Rs. 45l/25i A reference has-been made to ·. ,, 

I • • the. Collector Rawalpindifor.recovery .of this 'amountas arrears' of .· 
land revenue. ,. . . . 

,';. .. I . , . . . . . · .. ' I . .. •; ,I 
. . · Subject to verification .by Audit -- of'. the value. worked out and 
the recoveries made by·'the,Departm~n.t, the item.was dropped . 

. :; , (7) Page 43/ Para. ,14-ltem · (l)-shortqge/ of'. 828 maunds of 
-firewood worth Rs. 1,000-At themeeting held OIJ 22:..4-1967,. the 

.Department explained that there 'were some: transfers . from the 
.' books of one ~or~t Division to another; on account of re-organi 
zation. in 1956, a year before the Audit took placeand 'thatthe, loss" 
presumably was due to wastage in transit, and dryage as is amounts 
to about 6% which is common in almost .a.II ·such·'casei 

i •. \ • . • . •" ' ' 

The question that arose was whether' while working out the- " 
shortage in their own books, this loss· in transit and dryage' had been 
taken into account ornot, and if it.was 'taken into account, the: 

, shortage could not be hadtwice. The Audit was of theview that. 
;this musthave ~ee1fta~en int~,l;l.~COUllt in,,worki?g O"Qt the Shortage. 

, TheDepartment contested this view of the Audit. ... The Committee 
, · ·dec~ded that.it would like this pointto bessttled' for all such future 

.. cases· and directed that an officer 'of th~ Audit Department' should 
· be associated withthe Department to verify 'theifacts, 1 • • 

I I. • '. The Department no~ .explained th<J,ti'in<all'13,4591 maunds of 
. firewood were received UJ t);lQ depot from 1{?0 to, 2/ SJ., '. 12,632-J, 
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maunds.were disposed' otf, .. ,827maunds and 21. 'seers was·"tlie·: tot~, 
shortage constituting 6·1 % loss 'in all. The shortage was not taken 
• ,' I . • . . • ('. : . I . . I 
Into account twice. . . · : . .· 1 . , 1 

·. . ; . , 1 \ • . ,'I . ·: , ! - . • - __ '. . ~, :·,c . - i 

, ... ; The Audit.pointed out that an Officer was deputed.to verify the 
fact but relevant record was not produced :to him for verification by 
the Department; · .. The Committee noted. that records .had not been 
produced to· the Audit despite the clear directive ·of the Committee, 

, This was 'a very· sad state of affairs, and the Committee asked -. the 
··. :Oepartmen~. to'.l,oo~ into the ~atter at. the .Proper .Ievel. andcensµr_e 

that proper actioni is taken against the per~{). or persons' responsible 
for .not carrying · out the directive ofthe Committee,' H · .: · 
\' .. i. . : -. ' ' , ' i. I 'i .) ' t 

. ·. The item was deferred by the Committee to i come up. again. at 
its next meefing · alo~g~ith the accounts fo.r ·196,2.,63 with the hope · 
that the Department would now produce the, records to the Audit · 
and carry out the instructions as contained in the Pilblid Accounts 

. Committee's observations· at the previous: meeting held" on · 22nd 
· · .April, 1967. ·· ' · · 1 · '. ·· · • 

' f ·:: . ! :,. . . . . . 
. .. ···.·.. (8) Page 4\ Para -. 14-ite113 (2)~SJJortage of· 17.~7'" empty tins 
worth ~.,.3j00(H..-cAt the meetmg held 011: 22nd April, 1967· .the 
Department state~ that this shortage · of 1727 empty tins occurred.fn . 

: 1956 and not in ~pril, 1957 as stated in t~e Appropriation Accounts, . 
/1 Mr, Abdul Ghani Cheema who was then .Forester and.was holding 

.. the charge of this Range was asked· to account: for the shortage. - , He . 
shifted the responsibility to .another Forester.: Sher ,. Bahadur, 
Action wits then 'initiated .. against· both and at one stage the case was 
referred tb the· Conservator of Forests; Ra~alpindi,fot:. the write off. It w:a~ f urther stated th.a(th~ case was registered with th~ Police to 
investigate the loss. . · ,· · · · ', , , " 

' ··.. : .• . ' .: . '.'1 . ' . ,'I'.··. :: .. ' .. .' ,. . ·• .... ,JI 

'. , In' the oral examination it was stated that the Police had.replied •.. 
in 1964 that this was not . ~ case o'f theft' arid J:iad suggested that . it 
should be referred to the · Anti-Corruption. · Department. Thi~, , , 

· however; : was not done. . Ultimately1 the: responsibility was ~hifte4 .· . 
.. to Forester Muhammad Hayatwho had been screened out ofservice · 

in 11~59 .. :. • I !• . ; ·,J .; .. ' ;, .. ' '!; .. ·.:\: .•.... '· .' 

·. , .• .The Committee then.bbserv¢d thatitwas ain~g that the res 
ponsibility. had been shifted to· a person who· had been· screened out 
of service· and.that too five years afterh~ had left :the Department.. 
Tli:e Committee did not feel satisfied . with. the · explanation at all and , 
directed that the Department should look into this matter once 
again, as on the face of the explanation submitted t<;> the Committee 
it. appeared that. some one had, thought. it appropnate to take an 

· .easy way out of the situation and had.therefore shifted the responsi 
bility on the shoulders of a person ,~po b~d already 'been. screened 
out. . It. clearly· appears to be a case of '~g~ve the dqg a bad. name - 

.aJi'1 hang it" ... · The· Committee also. o]?~rved that this .. dtem was 
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i ~~~~~J~~~=;~·-~,~~.~jt=···'·,.··· .• ··. 
r

.,· , Department. to re-eaamine the working paperrfpr,the n.ext sen_e~ ;o .. 
·.meetin~.b~t,th.~ .• s~. m.·· .. ··. ~,.in .... co .... m.· .pl .. ete ... ~o. rt,of_..w. o. rkipg:.,p~p~r,h .. Jtd ·bee.n .... J'{es;~~ect,to t~e\~<>JWnitt~ foi: this .. ~et~! ,The .-s~retary .of(~h~ 

! > Oepatt111entw¥.lf:S~Qd'to.l0Qk.mto this.matter.also.« ·, . ·. . · .. -, · 
. ,,, · · .. ., · ',{~J)epartinem:now,''infoiuned,the Gommittee thafoµt of ·1127 . 

, .-.tiqs·,··d.J$P .. P· s~_ •.... p. f. :5 ". "7· .. .' ~. tas .. ,:!tac.:. ~ ... · .·o· ¥~.-. a. nd ... v·e. r.i. tied.- .. ·· . ·b. y .. ·· 
1t·,h·e 

.A.· µdit lea.· ·. vin. g .. ·.· .a ,:b~lance: <?f-.1200 ·· tiqsi . Depreciat~d. valn:e was worke_d· out to be . 
,: .. ~: .1$8,~'?h-,bas,, bi¥n:ll'.~avere<Land :a~Justed.· > .' -, . ·· .. 

· • , • 
1 A.udit pointed out that -the .recovery of ~- 158 . had. been . 

:. -...,~eriJi<:4_bf~udi!-'· =, Ho~v.er,-t~ 9ifillo~al o~ 527 tins co.iiJ,dinot · be 
.·:ve.dtifXi '. by ~:t\U~tj,,~?ther})•.131;\~plent. <lid i1'ot :Prodil~e the. ;recoi~:;tq 

. ·,lh~ l~p,ec,~gr(ffli~t, W:ho ,VISit,ed .. th~,offices ,-m;Augl,lSt,·•1.967.. .· 
. .·. rn1e1 Q&znQrltfee. :linade,·tbe -sa.irte ,obs~loris · ;s. inc ~lie c~e .» .of · 
;(j)~a.bove; -. :' ; , . ·. - . · · :t· :_ ~ '~-1"11·~ ·, ~ 

'·· . (9) Page 43, Pala .. ' 15-item'(~)-Shor;tage)~f 4,l.60'mJJ~nq-s .·of .. 
1 

.: 

. fir~wQ(i4, ,·iyorth. ·~s.;;-8,3Zfh-At.the,meeting1held- on 12.~n.d April,: 11~67 t .1 

. .. ..the -~lwent.. 'eipl~edcthat :~nit.of. 4~160' ~unmr:oCfir~wriQd, 
. ,_ J~,,ffl~~:qll.~,;;~een 1Widtten ojJ~ -1Epr the ~alance• th~ ~<:P9rtl 'l>ciµg '. 

· :w.~t~Jlly, Q1v_tJ\QJ;1,~kEor~··.<00icerabere ,were n<>,,:p~MiRl,e nlelUlS 'to · · 
·' :~v~#fY/t~s.ons,r{or:tl\is11sh@~~e swhich ,wot-ks ,oµt ,to.' ~8·:1~%. . T:he 

::JJiVI~o.~,J/1!'.~l'~~·-:.Offi:terfelt cthat bushes · an.cl ;shrubs -cut. fr~Dl,'.tlte . 
. ".Jl~f~t,:.~~p:t1witb,,,t~prescrlp~<i8P~es;, ;~~~;,hay~ redu~4,:t~~: 

• 1 _ ~ W,~g~t ':.dµpng, oilfY~:Je,, .restGcma; and. -ret.aU, :sales -~eld -at ,~ifferen~ 
j ~~$J9p&·-!W t:n~ ~~~rt)255.. ,- .· · , · . . , ', . '. , · · . •.. ·: 
; . · iffibe:,€onsetlVJtPr7>seenied·'to 'have accepted·~~(: y,~w~:, ~of. :tJ{~ · 

Divisional : Fores.t · Officer although in theview of the· ·collllrlittee 1 11 

. · .t.~' .. ·-e w. .. -~~-'.:h~~~y, .. ia .. ~. y ::iP·l·,1ti.µoal··· .. -: .. i9p{for:. ~t,.,~ :M,~tat1Ge. :-.,of cthexr~.son ~ 
! :that:tJiere W.¢~.149:;p,,9~~~'.m~,i~ to ·Yerify·1 -the· . r.~asons ,· fQI'..:I· 'the _ ' ~h~-g~:>~ ,i • ,: .? . . . . :· .. r / .· : . . . . '\ Iµ ..''~!., ' ' 

.\ . · -- .. '.rrber.t~~;then fdt thatithis,was .as-case;which ·: shoufdi:be - 
°' °'9AA.lnlt9.,:;~~·~·.t:esp,o~ibilityI:·~ed{for: .. '.tb~ccgh'ortages"atip.:,ll~es··· 

,. sary act1~m tak~ agaip.st those who are f.~un~ to have been 'respon- 
si_ble for t4e lapses. i, · • . · . • • , . • . _. 

/ · .. 1:. ','·Th·:···': e·;~o.·~.· ·.ar.·.~.~.'·J··.i.r·now.:state(i,'.,that,the·<caseis.,:=~ao.oted:iinto . ' -ra-1fii;:respot1S1bnijt ,,. · · ·· · ·.. = • .. ·· · • ., - ·· · · ·· . ·. · • ·• ·.. · ·· · · · , -:0 .· , · • ., 

~ ~ .~ ';/Qtf~~9m~~t~;:.(omad7tha~:no. mis~~to~· ~pr~~es~_-4as: b~n'' /. 
-~~e ~.,tli~_,~,tt~. ,lh.~pa~.,was.defe:r:red_J-to-"eome µPc:tn the:.next 
sen~ .9f ··meet;1q.g ·~ ,ajg~th-:.the:;accounts for l96~~3 ·and. 'the 
:J;)epMt,tn~t was.:·~J~t~di torfi.1mMse,:it::by: then. · \ .. 

· · ·.· ~ <rlO) Pqge .. =-43iParif. :J::Sl-J.t,e'!Z\(lp-Sh,f!'lf,!ag;~ 9/}4~8 · 8t11tP.fY. tins 

'.;J~.~·~~t:~~~t~~:~~fi~~~~ . ) '·•Jtl ... ov~ · · · _. , ·· · ·· - · , · · ,> · · • 
.. :. \ .... ·-.. . .. , .. . ; '.-:'. ~ \. . . .. ~ .... ~- .... ~ ....... 

I I . 
.. - _, ,,. 
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. . . ... The: Departme~t :now explained that the toUec~ _ J1as, ·. been : 
. alfdressed' by Divisional Range 'Qfficerr Rawalpindi · North" :Fores~1 

_Division but 'no reply has .been received. · .·. / · , · 
', ' ' The Committee made -the )ariie bbs~ations·-;ts· :in·,-the;."case· of•, 

, item No~ (9) above. · _ · .· : , .. . , . 
. _.<(11) J>agtt· 43, Para: JS-hem· (4~$hoftage· of. 1308 ~m,pty tin~ 

1· worth Rs.-2,6I~Afthe-meetirig heldoh 22n:9 ,April;:·. t967 ·the 
.i . Committee had made the same ·observations :.as-in:Jhe :case, ·of item, 

. No. (9) above. 1 
· · •• 

· The Department · now e~plain~ that as a. result of- enq~iry 
made Chaudhri Ghulam Husain, Forest Ratt~er (retirM) was held - 
guilty~ , Acc,o,dingly depreciated value pf · 1308 empty , tins . was 
worked out as, Rs. 307·25, .. This amount has been recoveted-Jrom 

· .thesectlrity ,9f retiredForest Ranger and adjusted. by Divisional .. 
'Fores; Officer, Rawalpindi North in his 8/6Tac~unt& · ·.· · · 

, . The: Committee wanted· to know . as to ·liow , ·the _ depreciated 
'value of l,308 empty tiri~ ha.4 been W'orke4 out to Rs. '307·45. This 
information was not available. · · · · '{. ·, 

The item was deferred to be taken. up alongwit1l the accounts 
for 1962:-63.' · . • . . - 
, · (12) Page 44, ~arti 18-;Suspecte:d Misal?pr:qvriatio~ <Jf StortJ,~-- 

. In .this case .2,30() tIDS · valuing Rs; 4,600 and 383 drums valumg 
Rs, I 15,320 were found to have been 'shown' as disposed, offin the 
s.tores a~o~t·of ffai'n,1 for''July. 1958( ·-n.e.r~ovecy-,of:t~e,·co.~t 

. was not traceable in the. Cash Book. of the D1v1$t0n norhad it- been. 
deposited .in the treasure. by the Range Officer. the matter as- per . 
audit reportwas under investigation of the local Officers,and results '.. 
ofthe investiga.tion were awaited .. c '. · ·· • -. · • · • 

· .,_ · At the rlieetin.!! held oii 22nd April, l %7 · the Department stated · 
that a scrutinv of the record showed that Qureshi Saeed Alimed, the 

·. then Range Officer; was responsible for th~ alleged· misanoropria- : 
tion, He was -requested a number 'of times to explain for discrepen 

·~ies. or~ t~ make_good .Jh.e losp ~~t · ·1he di~· µef the~ _clear htqtself n.or 
, made goodthe loss. Th~ I>w1s10pal.Forest-Officerwas the~,adv1s 

.ed .to scrutinize the record once again thotovghty and.:get'the·cas~ 
_ . registered with the local Police, if. necessary. He exonerated .the 

Jlange Officer from· .the charge of shortage. The : Conservator of 
· Forests.did not agree with hi~ arid furt,er consid~atfon ··of· the 
mitte~ was in progr~s. ·, . , ,. '.-· . :/ , .; 

. The Departmeh~, µow stated that-« . . ( , •.. 
(if the shortage of "¢m~ty tirur has .been ' recoticilea and will . 

' be got verified, bf the Audit; and >; ' \ '' . ' I ' 

fib as a result ofenouiry inad¢.-·Mr. Saee~ ·'.Ahm&t Forest- .• ' ' 
Ranget was .Lheld fesponsibkrJor -the .Jos&'' of · 3,23 1 (Not r 
3~3). drums. - - . · · · · · .. .' · . · , 
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)5 l~St~ll_llents f;oin I 3rd .: _-1. 
November· 57 to 22nd ianuaty .58 ... - ·' · . ' 

... I' ' 

2;:., 3,'instaI~ehtsJrom 13th· Augt1~t 
57 ~p- 3fst, J?ec~~J,e~ 57 .. ,· _ :.· 

/, .. . : i 

. . -, . '·.·· . \ . . ~. .·. 
_ Payments Wt!re maile; itz 
, - .. ,·_. '. /' . - --- - - :,.,:1: _! 
. 3 ·• fos(alnte#fs 'fropi, _ .23rd,_ 

· November;. 5'7 _ to ·_14th<. 
D~cember SJ1 .- . 1 . 

. ·;·- .•. \···., ........ ··j· 

Payments wrre due ir/ 
[. -" :\ ... : . . '... ,· .. '. ,"\./ 

: ... \:. ,.__:' . :' \ ,.: ' ) ·, .,·• ~· 

1. . 3. instalments from 13th August 
- · ·157 to Decembel57. ' 1. - ,. . 

_.. < _,,._ -·:. . I· 
'r-'- ··\l 

,I 

1:1· j 

,, 
·, 

_\. . 

! . \ ., 
I • 184•(, !) 

' . ' I 'i ',.' f f, I · .. _.-_- - ',, ,,' , ) ', -- iJ .-.- , 
The cost or drums has been- assessed as .Rs. 2, ~10-00. qut of which 

,\ .~· SOO·QO has bee~ .recevered' and adjusted.» 't!1~- person who has 
- been found responsible for the loss· has - filed ,fJ. Civil suit and," tJier~ 

fore, further recovery will haveto' pend.tillthe decisfon,19f theCivil I 
;I Suit. , I ' . ' )_.. ' ' : .. ' ', " ' • ' ' .'· .. "' ;;/ ,"" 

' . ' - . ·.,. . , .'- : . - . - , ·., - . ,I 

. I. I; '<.Stibject to tec~tery aqd, verifl<;~tioµ of the, 's_am~ bf 'the J\:uclit~ 
the para. was dropped. : -. · : _, . :'.\ , · . .! 1·• · .. 

!, \ i . ': I '• 1 . ' •. ' . ·}" I . ' l- .. 

• I (l3)' Page 45, Para. 23-· Remission of Penalty-· In thts case in a.' . . '. 
, 1 Forest Division a contract of .standing trees in 4' farms. .was sold . 

'for Rs .. J~l7,800: '. TJw contract provided a.penalty ofl % qf the .. sum , 
due fQJ' _ 24 hOUTS Of .delay: aftet _ Jhe expiry ofa grace •. period Of 3 . , I\, .: 
days. - Theamount could be realized by confiscation of:field timber 
and the security deposit. : .If the failure to - payment extended to 20 , . 
days' the purchaser wasliable 'to· lose all cl~ims\for' trees and timber ... ' . i' 

.' In addition 'it6 the' liquidation ofdamagesas a.result.ofthe cancella- . · :.': 
. tion of: the contract. '.The' following. table pompa:res' th¢ maimer in 

' ' which the payments, were required to be', made by the', contractor . ) Ii I ' 

· and the manner in 'wbfch these were 1ictually made: ~ .. . . 
! ,. . Ji, ''\. 

I . ! 
\ 

" 
' I ( ' · . ; ( ·'1· :·). 

3 instalments, 'from 13th f\ugrist. ' '5 'i~stE:tlll1ettts from, 24rt~1'. ., 
to 3 Ist: December 57. · · ·Ja~~ary 58 to- .13th April · 1 

l'. ',.\ .. , - . t 58. , · .: ' , 
·1- 1· •. ·1 . ,,. . I 

i" . ,'. . . - -- . . : . ·. • .. . . l ( . . . ' 

· 4.. 3 insta}pients from 13th Aµgi;ist s ,insta1ments -. from· 13tl)l; -. 
511 to 31st December, :SK -- ', , · April, '58 · /tp lst Sep- , 

· I . ,- . ·. 1' ' ·-, , • : . tember' .58, : , , ·. ', , : - 
. • -1: r' ... t. . ) ,.. _ 

' Acco1rding' t~ the __ abdv~. ~elltion~i condition oJ thi eontractor, tb~: ·. 1 • 

., c~ntractor was 'liable to ~ :p¢naf ty of Rs. l,23;4Q2.' · : '.fh(}'Conservatot .: 
. 0.11 th~ 18th March, 1958 extended the· date ,of payment of theinstal- _ , 

ment to 30~h J\1,J:le; 1958' and imposed a: P~.Q.~lty. : :Pf.' : Rs. -i 500 only , . .i 
• .' .-· .. ,, .• · 1',, __ ' · - . .. •· - . .-_ , •. ·_. __ -.-·1,--··,. 'r-, _:- , i -~-- -·-,·-,. 1. -~ _ 

/c·· 

y' 

._· .. _ \\ 



\ 

' ,.~: ... •, - . . 

. ';, .. .: : :,;r , 

I. 
t (ii), In view of the above, the clause had never (been used 

by my predecessors .\th<> ·:were<:charging ,, noJDin~t 
:int~t in the.µ-discretjpi,~:;_ '_. : i·: ; ' : ·. . .. •; ; 

. .. 

t .. ' ' .. ' ,, . . - • ' 

. The Department now .stated that a· copy <>f the decision. of. the 
. -Committee was sent to ·the. concerned officer. for compliance: His 

· .reply' is as follows r-« . . . .. · · . · 
I , . . .. ·· . , "· ' -- . . , . 

~- · · "Without prejudice to any explanation which I may offerafter 
· · .. examining your office records; J am · to request,' that the 

Public Accounts Committee may be anoroached at the 
·• next meeting . to review their . 'recommendation ' on the 

basis of th~ following features :.-. ,· , .. r 

.. (i) Recovery ·of .interest-at the 'rate of 365:% per annum· 
is. most unreasonable and: illogical. arid tantamount 
to usury, had probably been relaxed by the Govern· 
ment, but the .agreement. deeds were not corrected. 

• . ; • " ·1 • ' 

. ', 

' ;-_ . . !• \ .· ' . . . 

·· · The Committee thenobserved that an: Officer .. who .. was·n~t 
authorised to give remission of penalty as provided for in the· con 

.rract; 'arbitrarily fixed the. penalty. of. Rs. 500 instead. of I · % . per day 
-on the amount due, which would come to Rs, 1,23,402 and.recover 

. ed this amount. Moreover although the -.. time for l)ayment was 
extended up to 30th June, -. 1958, the payment was actuallv .cemplet- 

. ed on 1st Septem,ber; 1958. · Considerable loss .had, thus, been , 
-eaused to Government; and undue favour had been shown . to the 

.contractor, . The 'Committee felt 'that the loss caused :1:6 Govern 
-ment should be recovered .from . the officer concerned 'and the .pro- 

. -gress reported to ·the Committee. · 

\. 

, . , idep!lvirig the Gdvern~ent o~ . a le~timate . c1ai~ _o( Rs~ l,22,98J,. · 
,_ against .the contractor, · · ·, .. · , : . 

, . . / I . . J • ~ ., 

·- ·. At the meeting held on ?2nd April, 1967 the. Department stated 
'that .the contractor was granted .exteasion •. from 3l~t December, 

.:1957 to 30th June, 1958 by the Conservator . of -Forests, defunct 
. Lahore Circleunder the terms. of agreement 'after realising the 

' . amount of penalty imposed by the competent authority for granting 
· such extension Accordingly a -penaltv-of Rs. 500 was recovered from 

. -the contractor and adjusted in ·: account of 7158 :; which· . was quite . 
justified. It. was further stated that the spirit of the agreement 
:Clause made under reference' was to imnress .upon the contractors ' 
-to clear all the dues in time. The under-lying idea. was not to. impose 
heavy penalty upon the contractor. The nrovision of l % penalty 

·proved useful and from fear of heavy penalty contractors had gene 
'rallv been paying. their. dues in time. The· .. · Government had not 
-undergone .anv loss because the entire 8JX).Ount' of: Rs: 1, 17,800 bad. 
been recovered in total. · · · 

18lf I . 
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. - •·. ,, ' 1mf1tr1~i:;i~i,~i~-~it[ 
;;sJ;,,,_rfi\t . ~- -~ < '. i},f Je ':?;te·.-stipl11al;~•P( tne.,~Ja~~ ijth.<>¥g1f Jt_cpj;;;, 
.. Lr .: ,., i,,.-. · tim.1ed to. app~ in,_the· itgr~µien.~, ·prestu.nibly to . 

. ,: .. ·,,~,;ptev.entdefault.;·>· ::' c' . :;. /_,,,,/,\:<; .. ,< ::-::, 
. .., __ .. : ;_ u(v~~w. ·o(Qitf -~P-<>Ye.1,f~utes,,_in}\ ~.Qo~: ~~y ,pl~e· 
· .. : be v1ewed> in th-e context of ~ispqsals o(. Iliy ;predecessors 

"-' : :_.' and. su;:ces~ors .'. -As . it was .. th~. esl,aijUsh¢d'., :_pti,ztice.; . In '' 
.. ;'\_ ,- :the: ,Qep~rf.frent1tq _char~e _ gom,jial.jri._t~~St,\in,:dl~;egit.to· . 

-- ,··,;,Of t~~;tlibgica!._olau~e5 •• µie <PubI~q-A~c?¥nts CoffilJ\4t~ 
. . ; ,· m~y)ktnd1y rev.lew their recommen,d~ttqti :~~t ~rop_; t~e- , · 

--_-· c- '._-' castt;!1J:·'->·'·_ -- .. • .-'. .. - _: -_--·-_·:s.·:;·~-,>:,,, _.-·· ··._.x:, ·· \· 
. _- : : _ . e)fhe. Conunitteei <lit~ted that the -Aq4itip_nal,-Eifr~ce•·:s~ret.ary _ ·, 
.- · · . .'fi1.rid,_:s~c,reta1i ·1gncu1tu,re,. 'shoti!4- _join.Jy ··Illake 411-;1~-~uit1 Ante>' ~his< - 

· -:-, · ·,}na,tt~r;:.~~d ·eifirirln~t~~e follow4lg_~ointsd.!l.·p.0:rti9µ,la.t{:;-:t:- ., t :_}. \: . 
- . · · _ (1) wbet})er there- has ever been. a relaxat!P-n. of the _claus~ m , .. 

. , : .· . · the \Labore R~~ion? . - . -- _ - t ,,- -,. .'. ,: - -. -·- . .- · · < ,:.- 
. (iiYwh.e.th~r,the '~ase:was sho\V:Q to th~ Finance:·l)epartment :) '_: · · : 1 

-- .• r __ -~ .. anif.,:the J.:;aw.Departlllerit -ai-~11y'"stig~-1-:·.::·· .. ; /·: ·.'-i.-'(·- . ---~1 

(µi) _,,,_.as_-_ t_- __ h __ l_r,e_ .. _~_·Jiy.re.I_ax __ .a!io __ ·_ n in_'.-; ~.e i~--- ·_p_o_-.-_s_.- -. 1_:.:._:t'Jii~_·P:_J>(_ t_he•'.pe~ __ at · W __ -_. -•-- - , :a~d,1 !f .so; w~s01t • brought inro effect w,it}t ,.,tl3:e approv~l 
• - -: _ - .: >--· ''-: ... ',;Of,the-Fµian@:Pepartm~t.1):-: .. f:· :-·,. ·:·-.<·_},-.:. > 'h--, 

._-- , .: ~-; -. ,''.fh¢ .. -4\gditiprial ·.Fina.n¢e &ecretacy, - : ·~o-c.itf!iti~ting ... tbe.jnqui#/ 
:< -_:,should 'obtai.n:t"l;i,e finaJc·opinion'·of:,the Law1Dep1.ittment and submit 

- . '·:·· · ·-;~ ::r~or, .t<.> t1i~ :_tiom~!t~-'.at iW next. ·~e1er9r .'. ~¢eti13,gs_ .< "1i~~r !~e .. _ ,; 
· - . · - ~- ,~~~9unts, for J ~).~7-63_ ;.a.~~- takeµ:'.UP1,!'Y Jlle ,Cqn,i'tpjtt~.o : . ;1Jie;''Y9Tkitt~ , 

, - e: papers J9r, the ,~xt ip.~~ijng wilt- be_. ~repar~.\_:l?-¥ the;;·, ~gn~µlt~re ·· . 
. Department on th~ ,ady..:ce of th,e Fmance 'Departµient., ..... ~ - _ .. '; .. . , 

~· -'· .(_il4)._ Page ~' Para. 2~Non-recovery ,of;_(;overnmenL dues-, ~- · , 
- 'i1µs para. was ~eferred. tc;, .be, -t~kert ?P _ag~in, al~~g~ij-1..l:he ·acco11:nts .. 

for 1962-6J··~h~~ the I?,epattment wJll report' Jhe progr~s. _ · ·. - .. :,.' 
... _ ~-..< ': ' : (15) Pake/~~' Part1~:f re(J(/·'wlth pqg¢/J94~!ira~i 1Jp;'3&+.M.is- •' 

r. ·- t .ceflaneous.._F.-4'fi>.?hi!r eJtarge~COff!p~nsati9,.rr ~tq -.Marketf:ofr!mitte,r \ 
·; - - '.Ytivin.1r,Rs.~:25~QQOSJ11~ D~partmept explain~ thattne pfovfsibl).'of· ,: ,, 

~" _. .-··;_ ; , ~ Rs~25,0?0 ill thtJ3~dt~t: ~stir.nat~-'f()~ 1959,:@: :¢c:,y1(\#~t.b~:~tilized:: ' ', _. -~ 
, . due<to)ate sap~~1q~ of.,,gt'at1,t-;Jl,,-a1<J to,:tl:i~: Market,IQ0,Il1n11ftee~-: :'1'be : . ,_, 

--~ 'Finance--Depatt111ent __ were _mpved_. Jo.· agree:,to,:: the:·, _·re.;;gr~nt,of<this , -5. : _-- , 
·_ :i,amount·d-uring'bie~ext fin~ncia:l·-year:.1960,:61 in.:cidditi<>n to·th~'_,grantf .;· .. _"., 

·of, Jls~· 25~000 ajready _ proyided - fm: thif r~ar {l960f6,l). ,,;,. Tliis · wa,s: , ·. 
--- ,/.,agreed to by W~F.inati'7 Dep3:J1n:tent._:--· \; , , -_--1 \ >·-'.<·i,,-~'/- · __ ,'. :' - ·- · · ,': 

: , :. ·_:.·_--"'·The ~xol~at~9!1,c>f::ll>:~ {)epattme~t !as: ae¢ept~. an~ tp:, it~,,:(0/-;< 
·- :'Was dro~ :-. ; :; :,;· :-:./.', '. -' ~:: . '! . ;, .?_ · J:{ / <· :, ;\· ,.,,· ;;' ; :,i,: - - :, .\. ,\, 
. :· - ·-_- :, , , _'APPR:Olf~no~.Ac~uNl'S:t960-,1.· : - r. 

t. ' . : ,·· . j ~ ' . . . - . ·.c • • . . ·. . . , . '. ~ ~ .. 

.. . (1).. Page--3~ :Para,. _s read With pages 3l8-32~Qrant · }Jo. 35.::. ... 
Devel'opment-Etfo,rest~Uie Department -,~e.xpl~ed Uie excesses./ . 

' . ,;~Ei~fi~~~~~1~~~-~~~~;,. 
·•:,;;11:~;f ({ 
'.I :_,,'.\.: 

- . I ·:: ',, -1. i; 
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. '. .. .. ; .. :. ( .. ·.,·,: . .: ·.-;-1.:>•, '., i;·,.:: .:'. .... · ·. ·?···;~ ';. ;_'.~ -. ,· 
. fo{)be'. .purchase of .a j,JaqtJ~f {~?;mbef'sea:s~~g Kµn, ~e. ind~~ . ·. 
fox. th~ importof l!lachirtecy w,~_":.,la'.ced witfr •. .the -Director .of Indus- . 
tnes but.the machinery. could Qbt be 'arranged during fl,re year and 
the- entire amount was· surrendered · in 1959-60. Aa': amount · of . - . Rs:.1 40,000 _was sanctioned to meet 't)le running . charges of t_h,e Kiln ·.·• ~ 

. ,duruig the year 1969:-61,., . A's:, thtf:'~iln· itself: could riot h~ i~s(all.~d :··.;. · 
. in 1959-60 and/the .running charges ofRs, 40,00Q were surren9~r~d · 

.. ~J\;··:~~~n~~'t;;:1~!:gs¥.i;!~:;~~ri~. ;a~-?~tlii\~~ {~ _ 
any;;,:expenditur¢ underthe .above .scheme during. the -year J9@-·~1.-, ··~ -. 

· At the time of reconciliation :noic:eKpenditure, was sho~Ii under:.f4e\~ . 
scheme .in the books of. the ,Audit Department. · Further; rto Intima- .: 
tioli ~bout: the. adjustm~rii _of the expenditure by .the _Audit .Depart- ".< I 

.f · .ment was.received by this. Department, · It was only ·on the publi-. ~- 
. cation of .the -Appropriation Account that .the Department 'came _to 

know that .the above 'amount .was shown against rthe , . Department. 
This.discrepencv .waspointedout to the Audit'Peoartmen_t, bufthey ·. 
did. not -reconcile the discr~pancy on the · ground that the accounts ;- 

·tor:.J960-61 had been closed.' · ~. ·· . ·. ,. _ .'. . .. . 
. • ·' . • '. . . ' . . • ... :;. . :~ : - . - ' j ·, .. .· 1 ' . . :. ', 

' E-1. Continuance. of Kohistan Forest Divisionin. Hyderabad 
Region ·(Sa~ing). Rs. 43,602-. · (i) A sum of Rs. 3,000 was re~aoproodat- 

, edIromthis scheme to E-5 Continuance of Coastal Zone Afforestation 
Division bv. Administrative Department -but' the 'Audit Denartment 
ha~ not' ta~en· int,o a~oPHt this transfer. while working o~t final 
grant of the scheme. -, .. - . -: . , <:.-· • . . ;1 • •. • . , , :. 

: .- ·. 1 ' • ·-: . '.·._. . I _.•, .. , . I, :. : • •• - . , '_-.· .: .'. •.. ~ ·t ,' ' .• . • '/ . ::. • ~~-. ·, \. ,, :',. · ... ; .: : ·' . \ ' .. , '. -(' 

'( (ii) A S.UJ'.ll of Rs. 20.602: . was kent for the. pavment of cost()f' 
Jeep; etc.' for.which ail dndent was placed with the Director of Indus 
tries. The Director of Industries had nlaced the contact with ,M ls. 
Eastern. Automobiles (Lahore) Ltd,·· 'The Director .of 'Industries 
Was remirided.-· vide former Conservator of ' . Forests, Hvderabad 
No>-~5/2J/3790;_ gated· 26th November, 1960, 'Divi~.fotial. Fore"1f.. : . 

. Offlcer. 'Kqhi"1tan ·No .. ;42/1507, ;dated_28th March, J96r and.C, F. . 
·· -Nq'. .3$-Xl-2(921.3. dated 13th .Mav, 1961;· for . the earlv , sunplv <>f . ', 

Jeep; . After : repeated. reminders, the, Director . of Industries . had · . 
)'etj!ie4 on 18th lv!av,.1961 .that the Vphicle.hallb~~n.sbitioeci_from,,-: 
U;S.A.. The Vehicle. was however not received before the close of 

·•. th(financial year ,an?. consequently the 'fynds ,reservecf'fot the.pur- ' 
pose could not be utilized. ·· . · . · · 

. . : . . .,:. .• . ~ . " . . . -~· .\ ' . , . --- 
. ._ E-2 Continuance of. G. '·M. Barrage : Afforestation.·. Division." · 
(Savin~)'Rs. 1,40.41.2-It has been reported by C.F.GM Parraee now 
that the correct savina works out ,·to'' .R..s.<1J8.2ff? a11d · not ·. 
-~ . .'t;4Q,412 .' _R~asm1s for Jhe .. ~avirig'_were given.as: under :-· ·.. _, · .· 

.... · .. (i) Rs .. 53//'}.4 D~mtzrttrtio1? of Bnunrlbties> Sowit,.e and\PTqrit~ 
.. . irzg-f{~):Pu~-f~;~hort-?,~~ of labt.>ut'; (pe target ,for: the- 

. year. ~.,;d4 nQt 1,e\achieved. · , ·· 

'· 
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· .. o,f3 Rs: 41,s9~ .aue to the r~c; -~at Puhnc _work~· .. Dep.:t~ ... \ .: 1 

' ·· . , . · did Il"Ot. supply; the fttll I qtiota-Of water fixed for tlie '8.fea;, '. ' · I 
. Th,.~_bill.of :wa~ef. ~ha:tg~)iin~h~$. ;t<>lU.:~~~5.96~~7.Yl~r.' .. ·... · f received as -agauist Rs. ~Vluu· originally anttetpated. •·· . · . . 

, . .• ·· _:>·(ii) Rs. 20,133 .. The ~aving'is du~jo·tb,e.f(lctihatl2 la~ur:"· .. _ · 
· '. falldlues!to . be constru~ted during . the Ye8:1".;COuld. J'.\O~ l)elci>nstruct~" , ' :',. · 

· duo tp non~availability of coµtr~tQ1'$ and .shortage.,o,f:I,b.out; . ~ :,, \; '; .t_ 
· . · ~(iii) . ks.- 779 due toi non:.supply of ·typewriter ·by:·· ·tli~ \Industri~ ', 
D'epaPtment ' ' , - . . ' '', ',\ '., ·:::·;J , ' • , ...,., ,.... . \ \ ... , - , 

.. ·· .· .•. E~l4.,-~:fflest I P~kist~~ . ~tinge lmprove~t ?~Cfu,mt?+5$inJihg .~.u 
· l;07,S7~ The saving is .due to· th.~ followitfg ··r~ons;: ~ ',, . .: ·.. · · . j"< The. ind~~l$ amoun.ting to Rs. 2;Sj,s6p·were' 'plp~e?i' '.Wit~-tlt~;:, -' .. 

. Dir~tor 6f _lnd1JStries·~<>r the p~c~ase of·::· ~~C>t,e .. • _arti9les·:. · · · A,g~tf:r r 

-the .above contracts_ the st9re . articles a}llOuntmg; .to ~., 2,()4,602· '\V~'·. ,. 
supplied and this amount· was .adjusted by the ACC<>Wltant~G~netal,. ;: . - / 

. in the account of.June Final of J96()~6J .. · From 'the·~~Y9 # ~P~ "; . \ 
that the store articlesworth Rs. 78:,940 were. not. supplied· dUl'.U).g. the;:. . . 

.year. and am,ount .. reserved for. the. payment . Qfcost .o,f store· articles':.;' . 
.remained .. unspen,t_. ... .t\'.~tim of.· Rs .. · f6,494'was · kept for the .carria~·.· 

,. of .requdiilng store artj,cles,Jrottr Karachi Jo v~rfous,·places ·. withµt. · . -: 
.• _ the .country and payment <>f taxes and coi;nrnissjo;n:.tc> the Firm. ·;As · :. · · 

- t\:; '')t;the ·~dented store . arti¢Ies were not ;received during. · the year, . the . . . · 4 

' -: -· -: amount reserved f<>J.' ti)~ purpose could not. be-~tilized.· .. Rs; 12],40';: · 
' . could bot'. be, util.iz~d as the 'worlfof sarij.ta,ry fittillg zjld \ electrifi.ea: . 

,tion could. ~~t ,J;,e done due to· late completi~~ of ~he build,ing .cluti~ ', 
j the tjpanc1a~ year, . · . . ) · : ... , , .. .. r ·: . .. · • .: _,< . · 

· .E--17 Watershed Ma_nagement- Surve~Sm,(ng Rs: 45~213-"Th.e~. · 
sa~ing is due, to non.:supply of-Jpiee Jeeps' · dutfug -the· year by ·the·· 

<, Fitm MI s~ Eastern: Automobiles {Lahore).<. . ·. _ . . ~ , . 1 

-,: .. ~J3 .. t9 Dry !A.Doreitatiqn . .R,ailwcty:' Trac~, $~ving'-. R$tqS,37~ .... 
· Acco,rding ·. to · the 'figures ,given in the Appropriation .. ,Accounts, 'there- - 

-t. is~ saving of Rs: 5,376undertwssclteme<.but flCC<>1;ding···to tb,e· · · 
· · fj'.~µr~ .booked iµ: the :accounts .. of theDepartmeyt_. tltere J~'. np savin~ .. -,. . ., ' 

11rei .Audit Department· had sbo~n less . ex"enditJire.,:fhan\ actualJ'y-,_ .. 
· - booked by the: Forest, Department. _This factJ)'«'as· .. , noticed' ~f'th~: ;, · · 

time 'of reconeiliation of figures, The , Audit . Dermrtmenf -was . - · 
requested to copfinn:we figures. ,after/ adjustiflg! '. Jl)e;-variatipn: ·by:: : 
a .Special .jburnal ·entry. but :they bad shown 'theirjiJf:lbilitv· for. the ··· 
re~son tha! t~~ ''Appropri~tion Accounts I . for 31960-61;. . bad. ' be~n' 
pnnte<f.:·· _ :-·; .. _··.· ··.-,_._·.·-.;;_,,.· .·· __ ,·· 

· Subject to verification by Audit in the c~e of B-f.,' the item wits· 
dxopoed. . ._ . · ·. . . · , · . · ' ' . · · · · :· 

. '(2) Page 1, Para. 12 Ji) read with P.af!es lOO.lO~:--S1!pp(en?~n:. 
tary Gran( proving. Parrlv unnecessary-Grant No. S-Fm·e.\'tc:- ......... !The 

., Denartme~f-ex~laihed th~fthe. net savii1~ \J{Urkso11tto Ri 2.Rl $61 
· ,an(J·.not Rs.:S,~2~466{· ,- The ·pep~ept \\'~ .. t~~, :t~- ~!eia~ .. ~.> 

. . . . . ~ -;- '""'_¥ ...... ~ - ·..-=~·=-», --.~ -· ;- . : . ,. -~- .. , 



,iit 2 .711Uo 
; : J,f .. 

. ' ) 
Saving wa11 duo t.e U:,e foJ.~- 

. J oving faots.r- · 

Ci) N"il:adJu,tmeiJt ar eatt. 
of F"'gfoP of a ,I.aun• 
of Hydua'bad Di"fisJou. 
He. ~o. QOO. '. ' 

.' . Cil) Non-puppt.v of ;/P(JpS 
w,thil time ~s .. -1,112,llllf •. 

(i 1'i B.J. (rii) MisedlaJJl'OUO. ~.68,4·20 l 2,1>7,873 , .-ll4'1- --Miner cHferenl'-f' •. 

Paving was_ due 1o tbe foot 
.that suJipf en.ent&1y 1,1int 

·wH ,anetii\n.ed h1te ard' 
oa:r,sl'lluenUy Hie . wrJk,· 

. eoi.ld not Le carried aut •. 

8,UJ;5UJ .-53,0Q!I Psvi:rg' w118 due ·.to Jato 
._ ·1 rerelpl af r.tmct'~n d thf'"' 

SupJIIEnentar;r g1ant. 

jJ0,0'1,.]IJ7 1::.....1 ,'17,411:/ (ill B,l. (I,) 01ga1Jl,ratioll, Im -GJ,84,61i(' 
· prove Dl!fllt and extellsirn 

' qi Poreats ·,· · · , 
,(• 

,I 

·\ Rs. 

4,89.210 ,(i) .B I.;(Hl) P11rohai,eafDiTI' 
· • lftoolr, lftote~ Tools and 

~l>fa11is. · · 

.Rs. Hs, 

{I.ii) BJ. h1) Ct>Il'D>iJnioatioD" 
and Buildings. 

Actual 
E:x-pendi 

tu,e 
.' !fame af PJ'ima1ytrnit 

. · . i .. :· . 
Out of the above primary units .there had been saving only 

under the primary units given below:-. 

l,01,740 
. 1,430 
180250 

. ! ~ .. '~ :. 

13,14,730 ..... 

S,000 
·9,03,290 

8·6·00·· .•. : - . 
. ' . :· ·., ' '' ·. 

•' .... ,-l·_, 

Total 

.. • 

-·; 
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. ...iy cases where theY, -~adJ~~U!Wecfi1~X~ : amounts by · Way of 
~J>p~eme,i.ta.ry ·grants,,~ :Trli~ ~J?plem~ntary .. grant - was ob~. ::,er the followmg pnJl)ary '~:ts}(>! the . amount». noted agauist . 

_· Primary. Unit · . Supplementary Grant\ 
BJ.. (i) Timber and other Forest produce ),14,420; 

.. ,-:,; 1 . -< removed ftom ;Forest by Govern .. 
mentAgency. · ... - · 

llJ.: . {ill Timber and· . other ·.Forest produce 
removed from.': Forests by· eonsu- 

· mets and purchasers, · . _ 
B.t (iii) Live Stock, Stores, Tools and Plants 

, BL (iv). Organization; · Improvement· .and 
. Extension of Forests. · · at (v) _Communications and. Buildings · · .•. 

81. · (vi) Miscellaneous. . ... 
B.2 , Jallo . . 

J 
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~J~fM~i1&~~~~~~;~1~~·#k;ij1V;r.•··. ;~~·~s, 
- , ·· Jl:Urifig~·~arcn: May·and June,·1960 .. ~W,i.thout t!ie< sanctlop.' ofcon'.!- ·.·,, 

· · . petent: a1:1tli~,i~.Jt pu;t _of ;,th.ce-~abgve ·gtl~n~~tj\2,9¥ ?~~gs/of:,:t~e:,l!t.}.:J,,. 
. , . were 'found. to.be lyu1g -.un:-µsed u,1the. stock m, Aptil~,:i.1961 ... Thjs. : 
jn~jcateci tha.tthe stock, was indent(?d far in. 'ex~~SS:; ~f1>th¢.:irrttpediate, _ 

. - · req~ireme¥,\s,)1;esulting' !p,,, ~j;ln.~ary , bl1o~pg1;, -9,f. \ Qov.~~~t. ·t. ;, x . 
'capital whicli:wuld be .. Wivesteo. elsewh~re~:iq 'a:' mo:r~ .. ptQfita'ble .. ' . -. 

·. ·. channel. r 'Simjlarly an expenditur·e of Rs .. '. 1&~'3.5~. s w:~· -~ in.curraj. :in.<·---' ;-c' 
the. same- Division on the..--Pu:r:cl)ase of . 3, 11,000 . bW11f ,hnR~ ;: -arid , ,_; '.' - 

-·ihefr c,rri~~ l!1-:i¥~r~h;-, ~9~? .~.thotit ?b.ta~n~· (~anetfof fr9iµ.Jh~;f0• t. 
competent I authonty or -mv1ting · :e~~~etet\V,e · .~end,ers .. _._fro.D1, the _ 
suppliers, 1' rn~lanuary, .1961 ·the-Pivis1onal FQrest Offl.cer .infopn- i: :t. . 
ed the'·hig1?.er, authorities.that .about 3 lacs of : burnt bricks; ,Were:: , I ,-4 
surplus tojhe rf:~µire.meiits.· · This.:·showed_ that . dfo .. ;!,ricks ·.·~ere\·>'·. J • <, 

- . pur~hased ~.'liD:D~sarily · and, the·_exp_endit~e involvect~potil4 ~.e: - - , 
... · ~avo1d~d. ·-r:": < ·'i< J ·._ :/\ 1 .,, ·' · r' . . ·- - ·•. · · ,: · - 

' •. I • ·~ At the. meeting held on· .14th September; 19,67, t~~' Agriculture/<. ' 
~ . . De~mwent,~pJ-~itled,•, that" the -. cementwas·: .s,uppp.~ .'iin':Oile!Qt(·., 

··during'1960_ ~gainst·.thejpd~rits placed <-.·during. the. ,y~at··.1956i5'J,'.,r. t' 
, .•·J957-58,.l9~8'759 ', and 1?59,,60 forthe con.structionof)Pill,,w~ys '<>ti, :..: 1 

' .·· subsid.i~ry basis,'. constr~ction :or boun<:iary pill~s, sitiking .· c,f' we] ts, .• 
. : ·on,'G.T~·Rdad;\·maldngrof·cba~els,and·. water. st<>rage'···tariks>·fof 

.- . irrigation· of plantati«;>nJon:G/r .. ·.R.oad: :Due to _cllairge Qfpolicy i'1t. 
· .respect:' Qf' execution of JS_()il Cpnservatiou · works :-.and<.:. Artti,,Er.osio~ · ·· . 

. works by the J\griqultute D~paitmerit ,~11'.d: transf~t ·9tQ~ ... T. Road .. to. .. ·:, ... 
· Public:Works"I)epartfuent~- the 'cement, could :notbe· consrimed,.." >: Conseq}ientiy·,ilie I>ivis1onaLEoresf Officer' /teferred the 'case fo-the: · 

: Cqp,~~fltot;,·.<?t~o.#~t,; .Lahore' Circle,"; for . d~p9ijaL ,9f ,-,~11rplti$,, 
cetnenti .. -Aftn:~,'.cement usµally: losses its. utility,;within·a Pe.ric,d of:' 

· .~t~ ,mb~~~~·,:sr cqwd not 'tetch.;b~tt!r ra;tes 'in ;~~ripen -.auction.· ·111~, . 
. Consexyato;r.of ·f?!~ts~: t~ere.fotp,·d~d .11qt agree.~o.seli:1t.- _Hc,~ever· ,. ·;. 

:-.wgfJsf~J!1s:,j::~7;:~i:~ i>t .Z1!e~~:et0b~~~~ti:te~%~ti'.·· '. ·,,:: :: . 
. in \91;1e$tibn~wa$: ·repq~e~ t? be :um-serviceabl~e:dqe' to }ts -~tqrage 'f9t- <.) 

) cops1detably long penqµ~,1~ couldnot: be ut1lis~4 ' -. ·ltjrught.not be. ; 
' : pds~ible at _thiS"Stag¢ to; fi~ the·resoon~ioili,ty_JorJhe Ioss.' ;Howevef\ '' 

.. ·.· t~~~;Di.vjs.· io~a·l·. :F<ores.···(Q. ·.· ~~r.· Jfa···d· ... be.~rt di.i~ted.• · to.· eJ.J)·to··· l'~y··· o. ss.ib. tlh .,·· . .. ·· .. t1e.s 'C>f fixitig; resr,011s~bihty fot the loss Qf cemen~alid .re.Gove:t value: 
'~from :the-.official at, farilt •. ·.· ·As/regards :the:-oricks, .the.Detfaih11ertt ·.· ·· 

. explained: t~at.the'btjcks were teq-qired for the:"cpnst.rµction o(spill.;'\.' ;, , ' 
. ,VlaYS~. boupdarY .. Pi¥~r~:and_·~J%ing0 of well~till q. ':T~· ':Jtoad .. · La(ei .i'\ :- ·'' 

., · .. · on :.th~ S<Jt! <;qµ~~~a.t1?n ~orks ~c,re Jra~~feri:'rl'.J/tJ:'''-'~~cnlt~~C?'.J_-:.: 
. · , . Dep~~ent a11d· G. T. ,Ro~ . ~-·· transferred .1W· .·:enb11p ,Works- . s 

I I~.::..':-:·····-:··:;, :;-.1~ . .-:· '. ·- ,; -;':~ -t·:·:~.'.. "'·'· .. · .. : ·,· I~ ···- . :,:,: .·.: ··:;,-'·- ·. i·::~. :_-f' '(·~·?· ~0:-::/1··;~.':. tj;}'.:~:-.:.t :.;, ·': .·'·/o-.~_, .. ~ . ;~-i;'(f;-; ·: ~ ~ 1-· _ .. : ' 
.. , :...· ! a ~' , 
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. ' -·----~--,-----,---,--~ ----~~-,----,---__,.,.,..-,,;---- -,-------- 
: ,Th~.Audit · Department .maintained thai'ihe pttr6hase .of cement· 

; and bricks was. not covered by. this rule' 'and could, not be . considered 
-to · be included by. the mere presence . of the: word ~Jet~:'' in· the rule, 

:. Examination .of the Delegation Order tjf 1953~ revealed that it relat 
·. -ed.to the sanction of-usual payments under revenue. expenditure in 

· . .the :Forest Department In,the opinion . of . the . Committee, · the 
'present delegation of ppwers rules wer, not very pappily wo~ded~ . 

·,·-·. -_- . :, ' .· .t· !-·-, • l· • _._ .,:._ . _· ·...,. . . . 

The· Committee· then, asked the ··Finance·. Department ·to. Iook. 
'into-the' -matter ... As . regards detemµitlng wlietli~rthe Divisio@i. 
,:Forests Officer could be, considered to be within his. Power and coiild · 

. J,~.· treated · a,s' ~he competent · au~rit)hfor-(the i; :purchase; of cemenr 
· ~ ;.~mc;i bricks .. under,-;the "aµtb.o.rity ·.of. this ::rule, 'it· was;s:pggested. ·that,the · 
··' .'·•) . ... . . . . - :1 - • . . - 

·.-,--. ..,__ --'--- 

. 6, . To ~ancti on aJJ usual pa~Il')Ppts. I ChiP:f'Consiirvator of Fomt, 
."n 9ow•ng, pl~ntJJ>g ·Pto· ;:·undei'- _ Cons11·1"a' or 'nf Fnrbsts, Pi vi-- ;Ftlll· J'ow•1s 
Mhj?r H<>9d 11'1 ·.Fo,relit.s · -~:J~JL- sionel Fotest, Offi-eer. , , 

· n-~v1Jtiy,1n>S.n1JB'··.•Poreat·,t)an.d· .. Bo··- _ .. ·J'. ,:.- .. :·,:".: .: -:., .. 
-·C"pital -. C:,Ut-1a)'." ~ .i.. ~. ·-, •• ·L. ~ . ' j}.=-:· ·; -: '. • . , ~ ·:· 

'$erinl 
No .. 

~----------""--·- - .. 
' Nature of Ppw~i' . 

., . - r 191 

.( 

' 
• .: '',. '' , .·1 -. • .· . ,,. : .. ; . ,;·-·_ \ ." _, . 

Department. · Therefore· these bricks ,could not be ·lltilized by .. th.o·· 
~epR!'ttrietit: ·"The Divisio~al,, ·,Fore~i . Ofllcef intlmat~d. t4at 3,00;000· 
t~unit b~~~s were .surplus and requested.for the~-r transfer el.~e~hete:'· 
.m the Circle. The former conservator ::of Forests; Lahore 9rrc1e,. 

· "req nested the former Chief Conservator of. Forests, West . Pakistan; 
· . 'to-dispose them of b¥ open public auctipn as. their caniag~ .and use 

elsewhere than- Kharian would not be ' economical. .. The· former> 
. ,. :~Chief Conserva.or of Forests, West Paitista1f advised -that the l;)OS;. 

· \ sibility :of the' use of these bricks, within. the Department 'be · examin- 
.. ed.': One 'lac burnt bricks, were transferred. toRoads Forests Divi 

.sion and .the remaining put' to· auctionafter proper advertisement In 
the news-papers and. approval of the reserve rates taker; by the Chief 
-Conservacor of Forests, Lahore Region' .The bricks were sold at 
.Rs. 36 /- per thousand. The Divisional 'Forests Officer, has been di 
. rected tore-exam.ne the poss~btlities oPfix:.Ug the responsibil,.ity_ for 

1 .the loss occurred to. Government in this casei- As regards the .. expen- 1 

ditureon carriage of burntbricks, fhe Department. stated t~at: 'the . 
bri.ks werelying on G.t.·Road at Julliani.Due to transfer of c'iarge 

'.of. Gff. Road to Publ.c Works Department there was no. ~: t-ernat:ve 
'butto store the bricks at Kharian · for ~afe custody: ' The. exnendi 
ture was,'. therefore; justified. .As regards the · question of the our- . 

. -chase of bricks and cement . with or, without .the 'sanction of the 
· competent authority, the Department maintafned that the Divisional 
Forest Officer was competent tQ authorise the sanction, The D.~ 
partment relied on Pelega1io:rf 'of Power Rules," , J962,. page-3'15 
Item 6 which· reads as un~er ~ 7_ · -~:: __ ; _, . , , . ···-- .: :. . . . 

.~--/ :, ,· · .',~. :·d ·1r~~k. ~;· ·. ··-~ ;_ ·~--·:, r . , /'·. . .· . . . ,' '.Li~ wbom dElegs.~f'·a Extent 
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i . . (ii) The pow~rs of\962: are not appljcable i1{thlsrcase ~d ~·. 
· ,:undet; clarification witJi Qle Finance Dep~~nt.:· · x.: ··, , , ~ ·, . . . 

. , . (iii). 'fhe positfon 'abd11t the Joss sustained \V~ ·,$Utted JlS under:;· 
- .. ·,Cerlzent~Respotisibilify . is . still. being fixed.'. ·The officer• Wh(f> 

:::bad originally 'made purchases bas .since retired'. . '.:· ; . . . 
. · . · · .· .Bri,ck~-;The officer held .responsible h~~ sin¢e .. 

sl\eeted 8.ndJurthet action is, underway. ' . ' 
- 

1- 
·.· . As· .. the Fmance Department desiredto .re~e~amine -the .matter.' 

r ifhe. para. was deferred to b~ taken up alongw~th tlle ,' accounts . 'for \ , 1962-63. . · . .·. . .• . . · · · ' · · . · · . · . · - ' ' , 
. . ... j4)}1a~e 5~2, Para;:' 45-Mis;.q.ppropr!a~dn·; ~f ,Gi,tetnmens/ . 

. . : , JJoney . Q!71QUntz.ng ' to/ Rs. 70,9!.J-In·,., tl:rls I ~S,e a:n - . amount Of 
· · ··lb~ 70;911, hadb~en n,ns-:appropnated •.. · . . •· ,, : .·, . .·.· . . : 

; .··.~ ··,r'*t::t~e ·niee~ :~~d ,~P:-l4!11_ ~~}?te~ll·e~{.UJ67 )he. Department_) ... ',~ · _:{z-, 
··~plamed .. tli_a!.~;9fJ~!e!,1~·9f:the·-·.(?Uts.tandJpg;)Jnt0tmls. ,a··,;,/~(:~~i/ 

' . . . ~ • ·. . . ·' \ ' . ' " ' : . . .•. ·.~, •·. . . . . !.''·.. . ~ 

·, ., ," " . ·,·-:· ·, . . .J::. . . 
\·.' 

0 ~ 9~l'l~tioi; all US~&) payment, OD 
:aP110unt 'Of reven: ._e alltieidj~U1'6 
ii" d 811ed in. jiaragraphs e.,.:.10 

: ofthe Pun) \\b: B .1d,.._.et , · M!iriua.l 
('Ihil"!l ~iti ri)· .· . 

. ·,,· '. 

· ... j. 

• ·;SyliJJ 
'Nn. 

, ..... , ' .· · · .. : 1'0 w bout . 
. / .. doJPgated:' . 

I .. ,. 

NatuH otl-1;'owet• 

. ', . 

_, ~ 

) .·· .. 

'· 

./ 

! 
I . . 

·, . .· 
~ /~ .! .'\.·-:.-.>' -, ~ ... :·?i \·:··,: ~: :~~:.·' . _ . .-;: - --~· \:. . . . . . . . ·, ·. ~--- .... ;/' ~ -:. ·.· . :' . .. ·. ·::·.; · .. :.:..\ ;.·-. '.:·;:,·_ '.:. ~-----~~'/.'. . ·._·,.· -. ·,. _·_.;_;,~~:._.>-· ·. .. 

: . '.i~~lil}t~t~Geneiaf_.aJl9·· the. ~jJ1;ance·.-J?~~~J#ent )~ould s~, ~ 
~ut and end'ih~ ,ambtgw,.ty~·~ .·~~-DepartII1,ent ~pcerne<Jshould also 1 · 

· be kept informed. by the .:Finan~e,.Departtµe11t of the, fb)'al interpt~ ._ 
·Jatj.o.n of thisrule ~othat :they were·in a pqsitiOn'.tQ come up again · 

· ; :·befo~e .the Collllri.ittee:. with . further explanatiQtJ/if i:tri,y~ at .the . n¢xt' · 
. -meeang,', · . . . . . . :'.. . :, .. , ·.· . . . " . . .. -. . .:' -. . ,. 

. .. The Committee was now informed. ihafFinan:c~ Denartmertt had . 
. -held tb.a(the expenditure . by' Dlvi~ionaJ, . f:orest . : 0.fflcer- : on .. the . 

i,:purchase.of cement ai;i.d· burnt· bricks is:no(-cpv~t~c::t.Qy· the. D_e,lega.;.. 
'tion of- Powers Rules, 1962/ The officer fo~d: · no I powers · in . this . 
'behalf and acted ' in. . an . un-authorised manner. : The. Finance 

·. 'Department 'had .further 'requested the Administrative · J)enartment 
.to re-examine the'. case ind' submit . detailed' . report .. indicating the 
)teps !ak~n t~ make good the -loss and · to, · pr~v~ri.f ;r~m±ence .. of· 

, ~buse,and m1s-use e>f Pqwei:s. . . .... ·. . . . . -': , ' · · · 
· . , The Department, howeyer, pointed outthat7·· i · ·. :; . > .· ... · .... 

. . _·. , •. (i) -Cement and bricks. w~re purchased' /during .}959 '.bv ·:· th~ , 
_ )J~visiona:_1 For~tQfficer.r~trmw·on th~_powets.pf}9_57\ delegation· 

,order which -are r~-produced. below :-. · · · .' . .· · · · · · · , .. 
. ·.'\ i:-~.,. Powers ofl9S7:Jssuec:l·l>y:,(he, financ~.Dep~nt':,:; 

.. '. 1: ~192 } .. · .. /' 
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arrears of land revenue had been. -taken up: with the Collectors of r 

~awalpindi and Campbellpur Districts and.were .being followed, '. 
vigorously. 'v • , , _ •• -- 

, 1·,.. ' 

' , As. 'no, progress- was reported in the present meeting the para. 
Was deferred to be. taken up at/the next series of meeting of the 
Committee alongwith the accounts of 1962·~3 .. · r· - 

APPROPRIATION i\.CCOUNTS )96h62 () 
- (1) Page-16, Para. 24-.- Loss of Stock-+In this· case 1,91,260 cft. 

of unclassed firewoodwas removedto a Sales Depot of a Forest 
·Division during January-to March;-19621 but only 1.87,845.cft. was 
entered in the stock register: The stock i.e:,, I ,87~845 cft, was dis 
posed of by auction on 12th March, 1962. : The loss of 3,415 cft. 
firewood (less accounted for) of the value.of Rs.: 1,195 calculated 

- @ Rs,: 35 per 1000 cft. (the rate at which the most' inferior quality · 
of firewood was sold during the same period) was pointed out to 

'the Departmental Authorities· during the local inspection of 'accounts 
in January, 1963. · · 

; •. ·. 'J1le :Dep .. art~en. t e~pI_a.ined_· t. hat· the. e.n.t if~ 1J_ss of 3A 1,,5 cft, fire-. . _ 
wood m Dad Fatiana Sale Depotamounting to Rs. 1,123~$0 and not 1· 

.1 

Rs. 1,195 as .calculated by Audit party: hasj.sinee . been . recovered 
· from the Forest Guard responsible. The recoveries have been got 

-. verified by the audit party who visited · th~ -office of Divisional 
Forest Officer, Sahiwal, during June, 1967'.~d a _certificate to this 
effect .has been obtained from them. . 

. The para. was dropped; ' ·.. ;' •. '· ·.·. I . ' 

·. .(2) Pages 16 and 17, Para. 25-JJn-..n¢.cessary locking· up of 
Gdvemment Capital-In this case a sumofRs; 94.988 was paid by 

-the Forest Department in June, J959 to .ra · local manufacturing 
I concern on account of-the .cost of 4 tube-wells at Rs. 23,741 : each,. 
The following irregularities were committed in. this case : ~ .. 

. . (i) The expenditure involved was riot within the financial 
powers delegated to the officer," To avoid the necessity 
of obtaining sanction of the higher authority; 4 sanctions 

. of Rs. 23~747 each were issued;::: . 
(fi) 'The. purchase was .made by the, For6$t Department. dir~~t 

- without inviting competitive tenders ... and. 'ignoring : the 
authorised· agency of the Stor~ -Purchase Dep#tmen.t.·, ·. · 

· (iii) Out of 4 'tube-wells the cost of ,which was paid ·.· to the - · 
· .· man ufacturing concern. 2 were ''delivered long aftei their 

payment had -been. made, . Th~ - remaining 2 .. were · - not · 
. supplied upto the end of Augu$'t, 1961; · •· . >- .-., , _ 

(iv>. ''Th~ payment of Rs,' 94~9&$ rept~enting the, cost of, tbbe- 
'11 wells was made to the suppliers in· advance. obviously ·' 

with · a, view to rendering· fin~tial assistance · to · them, 
• ' s. • ' : I' . ' 

. ./ .r 

,I 
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' 
J" 

i 
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· (v} Only one tube-well could be ipstaneci· upto Mareh, 19~2 • 
. · . · 1t followed: that the tube-wells/ were purchased -without 

. · immediate requirements, resultih~ .m! 1.1nn~essacy Jocf~- 
ing up of Government Capital. · : ... 

,· \ ' ' ' ./"• 

The Department explained that. the scheme . "Raising .. ·. of 
.. Nurseriesin West 'Pakistan" was prepared oh all West Pakistan 

· basis, The funds sanctioned for the implementation· of tJus,:scheme 
I were allocated to four circles . according to' their . :requirements .. 

Similarly the provision'of 4 tube-wells.had been distributed amongst. 
the said circles and 'accordingly the expenditure on · the pureliase of 

'tube-wells .had to be incurred and charged by the respective Conser- 
. · vator of Forests, 'against the ·budget· '. allocation · meant 'for . this.. 

purpose. Four'_tube-wells were required for four different Forest' ' 
· Circles. Each · Forest · .Circfe concerned · was required to· purchase 

,· one .tube-well at its own level by obtaining -san,ctiott of the compe~ 
· tent authority. There were thus 4 separate cases. and Chief ,Conser:. 
vator of.Forests was'competent to accord sanction fdr 'the purchase· 

.of tube-wells.ta Rs. not. exceeding Rs. 30~000'fo .. .each c.ase,-· vide; 
.. · item No.IJI(v) ofAppendix "A" appended to Finap:~ Department' 

letter No.· F. D. SOI-{SR)/58, -dated .5th November,,. 1958. The 
Chief Conservator of , Forests, thus accorded 4 separate sanctions, .. 

.. · one each . for ·· four different . circles. The. Department is . still of tlie ' . 
opinion that the Chief' Conservator · of Forests. . did not split the 

r. purchase ill' order to avoid the necessity of obtaining sanction of th~ 
. 'higher authority. ' Since the Audit Department, did not agree with ., , 

:. the above interpretaticn and advised that the concurrence' of· . the 
· Finance Departmentbe obtained t<? ·.regularise: the expenditur~, · 

the case has been referred to the Finance l)epartment · . , · \ 
.. \. The para: was dropped subject to , r7gularizaticin ,by·. Fm~ce. 
Department. . . . . . , ! • · • . ••· 

I , , ': , . . . .. . ' 

(3) P.age.J1,'Para. 26--fnfructuous expenditur~In thiscase a. 
tube-well irrigation scheme for a . certain· Forest Division was i 1 

. sanctionedby thelate Punjab q~ve~me11f in 1 _January,:~960 .. 'The · .. 
. scheme was. financed by the Provincial and Central Governments on .· 
SO: 50 basts under the grow mode food campaign. .An expenditure · 
of. Rs;' 64,382 iWas incurred 011 the installation of ·2 tube-wells against 
an estimated cost . of Rs. 40,000; . The excess expen~ture 'aggregaf .. 

,_, ing Rs. 24,382·-over the original· estimate was not regularised with 
·the sanction of the oop:Ipetent' authority .. ·· The total. expenditure ·. 

· . incurred on th6 installation, running and ' mainten:ance, · of the 2 ·· 
' tube-wells · amounted 'to: Rs: · 74,3,32. · The .land . attached . __ to _ . -the 
Irrigation .scheme was based .·for temporary .cultivation .but· the .lessee 
abandoned it as the .soil. was poor and, shallow; and the tube-wells 
could not supPJy' the required quantity of water., -Th~scheme:. did 

\ . " . 

. 'l 

.. ·*:· .. ! . ., 

. "' This requires to be regularised with the sanction of · the 
. Government; . ' . · , · · , · 

' . 

i" { 
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Atthe time olpreparation of thi~ schemq theabove fa:ct,or~ were ;,, · 
not considered so sound as to prevent the cultivators ·· tC> , ~me 
forward to. have a lease on. temporary cultivation.: These (actors/. . 
wete beyond -controf.. There were thus. two-alternatives left for the 
DeJjartment i.e, (i} to carry out cultivation. d~partmentally; or . (ii) to 

4 • . . . ' 

)i 

;,-;,' 

not yiel~ any crop and was declared a total: "f allure te~Jlltilig . 1 
~ • 

considerable. loss to Government. ·. . 
I . ·.· . ·.,. ·, • .. 

· The Department explained tha,t a tube-well, irrigation scheme 
.for the. cultivation of land in the vicinity of (hin~ Mallana forest of 
Muzaffargarh Forest· ~iVision was sanction,.ed by the ol~ .. · f~nj~b 
Government under this scheme; Two tube-wells at .a total cost of . 

·. l\s. ~0,000 were to be installed on: 50: 50 basis between Provincial , 
-. · Governtnent and · the Central. Govemment.. · A total .amount. of 
r. Rs. 64,381 was, . however, spent against Rs. 40,000 sanctioned by 
Government. The scheme was taken up with· -. a.view that an area . 
of about 600 acres would be leased out on, '. temporary cultivation 
during the first s·•years in order to get the 11:J,µd levelled and cleared 

. of jungle. {or afforestation. purposes. . It was · subsidized by the 
Economic Council for funds. of the Agricultur,~ Development Scheme 
probably because it. was supposed that it would .help in pushing up · 
the "Grow MereFood Campaign" as well. .. ·· Immediately after the 
completfon · of installation work. during Marq~, 1?55, ,eff9rts; were· 

. made to.lease ~ut the ~ea on ~emporary cultivation .but msp1te of 
repeated advertisements of auctions and tenders, only an area of 300 
acres in compartment U of China Mallana forest could be leased out 
to M/1S Muhammad Afaque, Muhammad' Siddique and ~uharrtmadr . 
Ashraf_@ Rs. 5/50 per acre per' annum .. The· lessees did not start · . , 
the. work. Another effort. was made to attract the lessees' but there. 
was no 'response: owing to thefollowing matµ reasons r=- :. . 

(zl There are large tracts of private .I~nd lying in . the vicinity 
of· China Mallana Forest, which. were available fot. 
cultivation on batai system and dn more easier terms : cm The areas became. unapproachable during summer owing 

· -to , excavation of Sohai canal, wllich •. remained flooded , 
°from July, to. Septem'bel'.; . There, was no intimation .'ol 
excavation-of canal· at .the time o,f preparation. of scheme; 

(iii) The soil. was mostly poor in qu~ty :and out-turn of · 
· · · ~OR 'W~1 .. not,· theret'o're, · e:kpecteg to . be -as high as ' .· in 

other forest lands; . , . · · · · 
(iv) The areas were·nortnally flooded from 'the river Indus 

, during-the flood season and as ¢ch, only one Rabi crop 
0 

• pou.W '1e .raised; . . i ·. 

(v) The locality was heavily infested with boars which did\ 1 

· 'quite: a lot of damage to the agtj.culture crops . Jn ' the· · vicinif,y. . · .· ·· - ·· · · · · 

I 
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. 
(2) Labour· charges. for installation and carriage · qf. materza/,-. 

Rs. 10,14L92-·. A hea~ expenditure of .Rs, 3,329/_60 .had to be . ' ·.- . .· . ' . -~ 

· 1nspite of· b.est efforts the original scheme . and, the . estimates . · of 
works, if at 'au these had been prepar~, could not betraced out in 
th~ office °.f Divisianl Forest Officer, Muzaffargar~ Forest DJvision 

, or the Regional Of!ice and as such. correct comparison· of estimates 
and actual expenditure IS not possible. \ The reasons for· excess 
expenditure, however, seem to be the following r-s- . 

U> Vnder-estima~io,;· of cost of tube-.well. engines arid other 
materiai--Rs. 47,695/i41-· · An amount of Rs. 40,000 was sanctioned 
for the two tube-wells 'whereas the material of tube-wells only cost 
Rs. 47,695. - •' . I ' c - ' 

· ~. . 64,381 ·13 Total 

1,992•87 

{l))Jost of .tubewell and materials 
(2},La,l>our charges for installation, etc; 

· \3). Carriage charges of 11.laterial 
(4) 9ost of bricks, cement, bajri ... y 
(5) Petrol 
(6) :M:isoellaneou.s expenses, Le., construe 

- · tdon of r0nm for -Tubewell and pur- 
chase or Ka lrµl tent • ~ 

Rs. 
47,69.5•41 

I ... 

. 6,812•32 
3,329~:6Q 
a,~so·· 99 · ·, 
i,469•94;., 

\ 

I . 

' ' 

; , abandon the scheme altogether, Departmental.cultivation would. 
have certainly involved a _ Jot 9f. initial expenditure on . jungle 
clearance, l~v~llin:g .. and cultivation and it. was 1. · doubtful if this 
method 'could pay back to the Department even tl;le ; expenses 
expected to be incurred on above works.' The . second alternative . 
was considered suitable and the· scheme, · Was abandoned. · The' 
tube-wells were sent o~e each to Divisional Forest Officer Silva ana 
Bahawalpur for better utilization. In the -circumatances explainecl 

"above it Would be appreciated that the Department did. tfl.k'e the 
work in hand in good faith butthe scheme failed due to the reasons 
beyond control e.g. one could not foresee if the· excavation pf Sohni ·, , 
Canal would¢ft;ect the schemeadversely. The scheme and experi-. 
ment mayfail in one case while they are .- successfully tackled . in . 
many other cases. As regards · the incurring of an expenditure of · .. 
Rs. 64,381 against Rs. 40,000 sanctioned by Government; it is 
necessary ~o have a glanceof the ~ollowt~& break-up of the expendi- 
ture to amve at the reasons for this deviation: -• • 

\ 
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. ln.CijU¢d OD, carriage ·of material only due to the site being un00 

.apprcchable ... Such _a .. heavy . expenditure .. was. .definitely not 
~xpecfod.. · \\7hen .the tube- well engine etc], had exceeded the total 

. cost of the scheJ:?-~ the labour charges also exceeded with· the· high 
lates of cost of 'living. · · , . · 

·. (3) ·Petro~RSir IA69·94'-An. expenditure' of. Rs.' l,469·94 :' is 
actually the running charges and should not have been included in 
the work of. "installation· of tube-wells", ·· :; · · · · . . - 1, 

'. · · (4) Miscellaneous expendtture+Rs .. 1)992·87-· -Itseem 'that' the 1 ;_ 

. cost of engine room and tents · et.c.,: had· not been provided in. th¢ 
. originalestimates at all, but the items were essential.' It is, there- . · · 

_i • . ~- fore, .. evident that all the factors were 'beyond control and none of 
the, officials/officers can be blamed forI it ... Mr. -Jamal-ud-Din, 1 

W.P.F.S. (I) wasthe incharge of lM:uzaffargarhForest,Division.,when 
. the work was undertaken andprobablyheiwas the officer" who ' 

sponsored the Scheme. He has 'since been retired from -service .long 
' ago and as such any action against him for the failure of scheme is' 
.not possible .. ·· The tube-well engines .. were, however, utilized .use-. 
fully at other places, when the scheme did. not prov~a success. . . . 

!·: ..: ;· . ·. . .'. ·-.-' \ . . . :., .. : . ·' . t . . : .·/ ' .. ,· -· . . . .. · The, Departmentfurtherstated thatJhey had requested tµe 
Finance Department to· regularise the. matter, . During the discus- . 

. sion before . the :C~mmi!tee, it transpire~ :~hat a, reference had been 
made not· to the .Finance , Department direct but to _tµe Industries 

.. Department. · . The regularisation .. has not. been done· so far. The ·' 
Finance Department. promised to look iito the matter. The Com- 

i mittee' was of the opinion that a feasibility report should have been 
obtained before the necessary sanction was accorded by the Govern 
nierit. and would· stress that in future no ·. Sl;lnctiQn should be accorded 
without the feasibility report ·being there, , ' - , I . . . 

, , .. - • , · • ·- ( -i ,. '· I 

, · Subject tQ these observations and tegularisation by the Financ~ . ', 
Department, the para. was dropped, :- . · · . -. 1 

, ! . (4) Pages 17 and 18 Para. 'l,7;__0;(!rpayme~t and short · . re 
&,verieF(i) Jn, this case a Conservator/of Forests- ordered in May, 

· 1953, .that payment for earth .workin a Forest Division under him · 
should be made .at the P~ W. D. (B&R) }ates.: 'The payments were ··. 

· actually made by assessing the· cost of work at· the rates higher. than 
those fixed:by the ·Pub~c W9rks .Department .• The .infringement 

'of these orders resulted.in .an 9yerpa~nt·of Rs, 6,599 r . _P.W.D.·· 
(B&R) schedule rates for earth work included both .diggingof "pits · 
and. preparation of ridges .·(Watts)· around. them · for sowing plants. 
In certain cases preparation of ridges W¥ treated as a· separate item 

· and· paid 'for: at rates higher than, th~ .scheduled rates which 
. accounted for) an excess payment of 'Rs/ 3,654 ... · The - total excess . 

• . p~yme11t amounted to Rs. >10,253 · Which :had neither; been' recovered . 
. nor.·regular1sed:,with .the -orders <>f competent authority, - 1 , 

. :. -~ . . . .· . . 
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. .i 'The Departn:ient explained that the 'work -iilvolved col1Sists of . I 

pick and )umper work. According to ,S'erial;No. :3 . of Sub:.Hes;a 
Earth work printed at pages_ ·of tl,leP.W . D •. schedwe.of rates.in wgµe 
during J96l-62 a rate of Rs. 11!60 per 1000 ·cjt was . .admiss~ble.:for 
pick and jumper work.: On this rate premium O'f 14'5 % -is adnlJ.s 
sible. · Theexpenditure of Rs.,.18,084109.was. actually Incurred;" If 
the whole work- had been carried out at the · sanction.eel • rlite .of 

, Rs.· 28 / so (Rs. 11 / 50 plus .145 % preiniumf the lotal expenditure 
-involved-would .have peen Rs, 38,078/33. tnstead of.over;pay'ment· 
as: worked.out by th~ audittherejs·thus a saving .. of;Rs. l~,994/24 
(Rs. '30,078 I 33-· 18,084 /~9): Jnstea,d of ;$ticking to the-. consolidat@ . 

· . sanctioned rate of Rs; 28 I SO per 1000 cft.; this .work fflt$ got done ~t 
. various rates according: to the .site conditio:n and availability Qt · · 

labeur; . Only in -ease of 9~,9'94 cft. earth ,'work, the ·rate of Rs. 3() '~. 
per 1000 . eft. was charged against· sanctia~ rate··M ':R$. 28/SD . 

. This_. jn.ere .. ase .in.·. · .r~te .. is .. due tQ. hard so~ and ) pon ... 3,vailability. ·:. , 91; 
labour; According t~ the above {acts It is evident that. even after 
getting higher rates )approved the)tetual ~o~ was got : don~,. . at .· · 

· much ~he~per rates and no ~er .Payment JS :111volved. · :According - 
.to Serial' No.14 of Sub~Head'earth.work of the schedule·qf.ra~."of 

; Public Works Department a 'rate ofr Rs. 4. per lOOQ cft. on account ~f 
earth work on berms including· dressing is adn:dssible. -lt ·. Is, there-: 
f';>re,.cl~r .t~at in the'Forest Department as:well afP. W>D.·bel'lllS 
making is a s,epant.J;e _ item and. correctly so. .Therefore, no over~ 
payment was made.' · , . . · . · · · · . _ . '. .. · . · ... - · · 

_ (il) In this case it was. observed that the: amount recoverable , 
from the offenders as, compensation ·foi)iainag~,tione\ ,wc,rkea ouf · 
toRs. ·27~ ·at the rates .approval by the Dep-uty Connnissiolier, ·.·out·· ( : 
ofwhich a sum· of Rs. 188 had· been recovered.upto-October, 1961. 
Similarly the amount of compensation In. respect -of· ·cases com- 

1 .- 'pounded ~p.der. ~ection 68. of the_,For~t Act · aggregflted .to Jls~ "!J;9f!I 
out.of which Rs; 1;786:~ould be~~r~ed upto ·th., :elate .: ;specifie~' 
above. The total short- recovenes · rn · these cases 'ameunted . to 

. Rs. 2,209 which were outstanding uptil 30th June, i 96;4. --.. . , ' . 
·. ; .The Department. exptaiaed that 'the1proseeru~on cas-e,sjn'. ques- .· 

· 1 • • · tiqn: were 'Sent to "the court of A- · D. M. Jbelum for :Suriunary ·-trial. 
' As these cases had' ;become time. barred, therefore,. -:these were :riot 

· · accepted ···by· the ··eourt __ w.ho .. desbed · depa~ental ':aetianv··.· ;Jn · these. 
I prosecun,on :cases double. t{lte was propc,~ ·YbY itJre ,Divisional 
~orest (?fficer to· cover' U:e, e~penses fuvolved .in theijuqiciaLpitqceed~ - 

.:mgs. Since the _oourt · did not :.accept the -eases >being ,a \bit delayed 
· - and' the ·accused ·bad hyith~11-0ft'~red ,to: colllP,<>lifid·:th:ese,cases':at:t'.he 

sch¢.thiled .• rat~s; these Were; fhetefofo. comjmlQlded ;~~ngly. .It 
would· thus \ht ·'.seen that no:I~ss.:t:o--·Go'\.'ernm~ttt·was ~.d :b~e 

' the' rates ~e~e dou~led"~rbittatjJty :so . as·;to :get· detetr¢nt;p~JiisbmeJ!t~ ' 
_In· some: cases, how~ver, :less .a.nount :was rec()veired '8.s:'compated· to 

. the schedul:ed rates. As ·agafi?t t~e:-sh:o:rt :recovery.at ·Rs~ ,433,/63 .,, .7 

an amount of. Rs. 1712s·1tas since 0been. recovered. :;For~ balance .· 
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,amciunt,. th~·recovery proceeding$;'ar~'in p'ogress agab;lst the officials 
who were. respcnsible.for less recovery .. · : . .. ·. ' 

', . The· ext)'lanatioa was, considered· satisf actoiy and. the para. , was 
• 

1 'dropped subject tp veriflcatien by the: Au~il ·· · · ;, · · . 
. · ,\ JS), Page .18, ifrara. · ');8~ver ,··Payments .and oustanding · · .. ·. 
· r.ef~~rie~7(a} I~ this.:c~e ~. sum of Rs. 3,8'7.6 ~~ paidin a!Fpresl 

D.1vis1on ih June, · 1960., on account of cost of digging 96,000 pits~- , . 
v~de sub-vouchers Nos~·62 and 80 for Rs.!J,260 and,Rs.·7,616 res- 

. pectively. 'J;he payrnent·was made-at the;rat~pf Rs. 4 per 100 pits, 
,v;hich }n addition to the 'digging work i~Fl?ded t~e al~Qi~nt .and .. 

... dagbeling charg.es. As the work executed did not involve alignment 
· and.degbaling; it.was simple earth work ';involving,.· t,93,800 cft, 

. earth. Th.e total· charges of this work ort . the basis . pf· the . accepted 
;rates V.iz.,Rs. 9 per 1000 cft .. worked out t()> Rs, 1,744 resulting in. an , 

'excess payment of Rs. 2,132i • · 
1 

' ' · ( • 

· .. tThe Department .explained that the different operations at two 
different rates 'were approved in .the. schedule orrates for .the year 

. 1958-~9: whicµ remained in vogue even ·dluf.lllg the year 1959-60, 
They are as under:-·.' . ,. ·:i . .. , 

1 
- • • 

. . (t},Ea,rt.h work on , aco~ur;t of:, the . . - , 
diggir.g q;f trenches, pasela . . . · ' • 

. 1 and khals, etc, ' · '. · . '! : . 1. Rs. 9rp~ % oft. 
t2)· Digging of circular .. pits. with an :> 

· average cubic cqr.ter.ts of 2.1 
oft.. : · · • • Rs. 4 per % pits. 

··.. The first operation viz digging of tr~liches,. kfoils and. paselsis 
generally done in areas where concentrated work is to be carried out 
su~h as irrigated plantations. · Wh~re the second type 1of_ work .: is · · 
dQne · in areas w~ere ftow~ .. frrigation is not .possible, and th~ work is 

. scattered. over di!f erent pieces of land, which are norcontiguous to 
j ,each'other;., ·The voucher under objectioil·relates .to die digging of 

· pitsrin. dvarian Forests where the land. i~ available only: i~ pockets 
and where concentrated wp.rk is .not possible.'. .The labour has to . 

, k~ep OJl moving f!om one pocket of, landito another in order to. dig 
pits for. afforestation purposes. Moreover, under bela technique 

: the pits are d11g 15' apart wherever .the. $c)il .and the depth. of under 
· ground water js suitable. · The mode of earth work . : is, therefore, 

' . esserntiaUy coatined to t~e di~g -of pits 'rather than ,~e dig~µg, Jof 
.tr~nphes. · If the, expen~bture, rs compared. on volumetric basis the 
rate worked outto 'Rs. 20 per 1000. cft, This rate as compared with 

'the rate· of, Rs. 9 per· 1000 cft, for diggfug: of trenches :is· justified on 
the. foll0WU18 re~$0fiS :-·, I , . . ' . .. . 

<H Since the work is s~attereci art' over the area.labour has 11 . 
,' to waste lot of time in' movem~nt1 from qne . place , to 

~nother which consequently results' in the loss of , their . 
J • • • • ''. • 
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. daily wag~· and has .got tobe cofnpens~ted with. a higher · 
earth work rate. ·. · .. · '. · . · ·.• · . · · · · ·. 

· (2) The digging of pits has',·'io. b6.:done with Khurpa ra~her 
· than the, spaqe as in the case of · digging ·. of trenches, 

Moreover, the pits have to be given a .definite. sllape in 
order to enable them tohold water-for a longer period. 
Thjs involves . · extra labour not ordinarily required in 

I . . • earth wcrk.for digging 'of trenches, ' " ! .. ' • \ . 

(3) The riverain areas are normally infected with thickets of . 
kana and· kahi with 'the result that· the digging of: prt ' 
had a particular-alignment ·involving clearance' of. site ·. '; 
and removal of clumps 'etc. which in tum invo\ves extra ·. ·. · 
labour and expenses. · · ' : · ·· · 

. The explanation of the Department .was accepted and die. item · :. . • · 
was dropped , . l . . 

(b) In· this case 'l,45,849 pits of2 cfL'Volume,. e~ch (l .~· tx tx 9/ 
2) had beendug and_:paid for at,Rs:4· per" hundred: pits .. This 
rate had. been fixed .fcr pits of ,21 cf t. each (1 x 3/2 x 3 / 2).' · The rate 
fixed for pits of 2 cft. volume for the year, , 1959 ... 60 and 1960-61 was 
not made available in . audit. The rate fixed for this item of worlt 

· for the year f96l-62 was Rs. -3 per hundred pits. Calculating on 
-this.basis an over.payment ofRs. l _per. hundred pits .. 'had· been 
rnade. .. The excess payment made in this case worked out . to 
Rs. ·J,458. The total amount over paid in . the a:bq-ve ·. ·two. . cases 
worked out to Rs. 3;590 which· had neither been. recovered · nor · 

. regularised.' · . - · ... 
'The;Departme~t explained that 'this. objection is· part: of· the u 

audit para. ~o,:28 (a) as _give~ above .. It ~l be observ~ that the. r 
audit party itself has, admitted in.para; 28(a) above that the schedul_e . 

· rate for digging of pits during tlie year 1959-60 is Rs. 4 'per hundred 
pits charged to accounts on voucher No. 62 and. 80· for the montfi - . r 

of June, 1960. They have worked out an. over payment· merely-on · '·. 
the assumption that since.the .rate for the 'digging of pits. during the . 
year-1961-62 has been reduced to Rs. 3 it cannot possibly be more . 

, than that during the .,ear, }959.,.60. The factual position iis that in · 
· the schedule of rates approved for the year,.1959-60 the rate. for the · 

digging of pits was determined at Rs. 4 per hundred; pits. Dupng 
· the year 1.961-62 when the schedule of rates w;asJevisoo. theopera 

-tion . was . splitted -as tinder and the rates work fixed.·· accordingly:-. 
· , · . . / "< (U Digging of circular pits Rs: 4.,per iOOpfts (21 cft.). · · 

-. - , (2). Both 'shaped pits (2 cft.l Ri,3 per 100 pits. . . . . ~ 
.. · The work has ~eeri done ~cc~rdin~ to the schedule .. of rates 

approved by the competent authority for the· vear 1959-60 and no 
over paymentwhatsoever has been made. The -caleulations made -;- . . ' . ' 

<. 

- 
I 
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The explanation of the Department Wfl:S accepted and the para. 
was dropped. · · · . . 1 ·-• . • • 1 . . ·. 

(d) In this base scrutiny of form H revealed .that .a 'sum of 
Rs. 2,82,862 was· outstanding against various contractors upto June, 
1964. I i ' :, ' .: • 

:. •' I 

The Department e~plaittcii that Jtit_pf a sum of Rs. 2,82.862 
an amount of Rs. 1,59,735 was recoverable from Non-Muslims who :- 

. migrated to India· at the time of Partition. · • Proceedings of recoverv · 
from their securities. and .immovable properties-have been.dnlv -taken 
up in the.courts of Custodian, Evacuee Property but the claims of 

. some of- thein were not admitted as the evacuee pronerties Were 
taken by the Central Government free of alt incum berances. Cases 
for. the writing off of their amounts · from the books of L v8 llt,11T f _ 
Jhang Forest Division' have already been-referred to the · Oo,,PTTt- - 
ment and the decisions were stillawalted.: The rem~i"in.,_ Am.rn,nt 
of Rs. l,23,126. was recoverable from Muslim Contractors.' l~~ees 
and Government. departments, out of which Rs. 1,000 have been 
recovered. I • . ' • --' 

- . Subject - to verification by th~ Audit 'of the· recovery, 1 and the· 
wnte off'; the p~ra. was dropped. - · ·. ·. · . · 

. (6) Page 18, Para. 29-Loss of Gbv~rnment 'RP.vem1~~Arr,;,rti. 
ing to the entries made by a DivisionalForest OfflcP,r i11 li;~ rl'l-i ... ,,e 
report Obban trees measuring 1.58,083 cft. valued At lh 7fi .,.,~ 
were auctioned in a Forest Division. · ., .It was observed dmino- · tltfi! 
local aud;t of tli~ accounts of that Di'?sion 'that'the flgures LS8,~J 

t: 

. . . .': . :i (' 
by the aqdit party' are merely a mathel'.llaticaI·exercise aqd nothlq 

.. else. _: ..' . .. ' . . . . . 
! The item was dropped. 

.. . . \ ' 

. (c) In this case a building was hired for use as Divisional 
Office-cesi-residence of D.F.O. 'in the same Division. A portion of' 
this building was utilized with effect from Ist July, 1960 as Range 
Office;.cum-residence of the- Range Officers, ·. The monthly· rent of 
the portion occupied · by the Divisional Forest Officer . and Range ., 
Officer was assessed at Rs. 93, and Rs>90 respectively, but instead 

. the recoveries were actually effected from them at the rate of 10%' 
of their-pay. 1;bis. resulted in less reco~ery of ~Rs, 1,271 upt_o 
August,,}961. - _ .. ' _ _ . . . .. 

· . The' Department explained that the building in· question _ was 
hired for use as office-cum-residence of the Divisional Forest Officer 
during. the· year', 1959-60: The .case . has _ now . peen . decided , ·for 
effecting recovery from .the D.F.Os arid the Range Officers for the 
Residential portion of 64/ A,. People'sColony, Lyallpur, occupi~ 
by-them. All concerned have been intimated the amount due from 

1 them · and asked for payment of these ?ues. • - 
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1, 

.·• ! .· 
<~~ ........... ~ 

15~,083 ~ . -. Total 

,( 
. I 

:12. 

10. 

• 111. 

10~936' &o: :- · • 
t,_1, \ \, ... 

' Rs. Ps •. 
1 . ,s1,290 crt. ·50r; 0.6. . ., 

• • 52,489. Oft. 46 00 
' 

' . 24,~Q4 Cft,. 45 ()() 
,\\ 

.) 

'\ 
I . . ~ . . ;~'11:flJ,, . , ,: . 

Re. Ps . 
40,695 SJ. 

- : .. 2,4,-145 ~ t· . .. ,' 

Rau:·· 
',_ .. , 

,. . . ' .:- l .,., 

Estimated· 
fir,ewood . 

J 
· O~pft.rtment ~o. 

-; # I ' 

. \.. ·1." 

.··_; ,,. 
Sh. Na~r Ahm:ed, · 
of Lukkar Mandi :Multan.:· ·· · .. 

22,00() I • • J, 

, · 1 
'J ' 

'46 Q{) I· 

45 , ()0 

25 000 . {>. •• 'f :·· :Jl 

12. 

' J ' .. ' 

r . The price was, however, to be· recovered from the purchaser$ on the actual yield -ebtairied after measurement. . . ·' ::. - · , 
·. i· .. , ,./ - ·' . . '"'" - ' ' 1 

. . . -, Necessary me~srirelll~nts: were earned oufanp tb~; ·\)ills for the 
Jollbwing .quantities of Forest Produce were .issued, , to I th~ pur- ; 
·charsers;~. ' , .•.. · , "1 .. :.:: ~~- 

· Sh. Abdul :nashid, 
QfLultk~r \'Mi;indi 
Multan. . 

·, ~t.' 
25~000 

l . .· . •· . I 

.. 
... · 10;. · 

'•. ., 

-~"I'· . ,:.f 
I . ..I.YO. €:,, 
. 'Oompar~ment 

. 202 
... ; . x '.; ··. ·, .. , . . ' . 

, ha~i··been"interpolat¢ . and· altered ',to 76,S20 cft, by oven,vritjng :in 
.the books.of the. Rf;lnge Officer for Jun:e, 1960. The, resultantIoss , , .. 
·of 81,523 cft..of-thevalue of Rs. 39;185 had.neither been madegocd 

. from the official responsible nor ! written'. oft with the sancti<>Jt of . 
Government, · · '"" . . . · , . 

.. . · The Department explained that the sale (c,r.'·sta~dirig trees. o( 
. Obban (Populus Euphratice} from .Compartment. No: 10, . U. ~ and · . . . 
12. of Issanwala Protected f crest pf Muzaffargarh Forest D1v1S1on 1 '· 

· was held during Jun~ 1959 on the. basis ofc,est~mated out-turn in. thp 1 
, names of the following Contractors: - · . ' 1 ----~ 

:: .Estimated: · .. ;. Rate%: . : . .. I . 

. Yie.ld 1 . ':, Oft.. · Name·<-{eont,.acto~'. ··, 
· ·. s4,;clce4 · ' 
Rs. -~s. 
.\50 '06 

I., 

, .• 1 ). \ 

I. 

l I 
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r .. 

'I 
( 

I) , 

. . . 1s,e,, u"; e Total( •• u.&~1 2· o Total •. t;66.3 , a 

1/G ~·j ii/GO 
I 

I/O·~fG/60 
:'I/Gof'f/80 .. 

i Q/Qof !l/80 ••. ' 

~9/» of JJ /&O 

ao/a> of 111eo 

•1 . ,. 

.) 

Rs, 

1.so1 i, o 
],601 14 (l 

],002 8 0 

'J,tM .I.5 6 

JC),39,J Jl O 

. toci, 12 o 

To.Jal 

. I 

·- i>,:nem :Amou~t Dr.Ite.m A.mtU~t I " \ Rs, Rs, 
' 

' 8/Gol7/GO' 920 0 Q ?IC::.of '1/GO 1!00 0 0 
' . 

' 
,:;\ 

JO/G of 8/GO '3,~84' Q 'I) JJ/Qeff/60 PGO 12 0 

21/D Of 11/&Q 1,p'I~ ,· 0 ,°J!Gof lJ/60 4,102 s· /·o 
. I . 

' 
\ -'-"--~--·· Dr;tte;:m 

' · ... ; -. -· ,--------:-,- - ~. . '. :. . . i .· . ' i. . ' • . I I . I . . . • . •. l : . . : ' . . ' 

Dummy entries made in the casli b<)okJor :all these sales and the 
counterfoil: cQpies. of the bills. . togeth4Pr,wi,th ·. Divisional Office copy 

.were also, oblitered simultaneously. 1;he purchasers on receipt 1of 
· the so-called revised bills,' deposited the amounts .as under and got , , 
the removal orders .of firewood. issued t,y ,the Conservator of Forests.' 

. ,' I ' ' ' ' . ' I '• I ' ' ' ' [ 

• I I 
• \ ' l 

C6:Ml'AB't~5' No.JO C0:1111'.AB'IJSB:trT :~o .. U 
\ ' 

---------:-:- ' 
36, 5!)3 .. 17 . 0 

6,563 · 4 .o 45 o o 
Tota.I . ·· •. I 

,. 

. · 46 0 0 lf,Q51 . 8 0 

.50 l O 18,978 11 0 lO '\ 37,910. •.... 
I 

11 ~ ! .. 24,025·· 
e- 

12 14,585 

Rs. A. P.·. · ', ,. 

Amount R .. I' I are··· 
' [ 

Quanti~y of 
:firewood . 

'· Cft. 

.. . .. r • 
\. Comparrtment No. .. 

. ) 
I 

vrilume af site, The Co~erva.tor'c>f :Fores\s i.risp~ted the · F~r~ 
on 19th June, 1960 arid found that tlje measurements recorded .rn ) 

.. Form No. 5 were. actually in excess of\the firewbod stacked ,in the· . 
Forest: He ordered re-measurement of the. forest produce by the· 
Range Officer and 'to issue fresh bills to the purchasers, . The Range 

\ Officer remeas~reci the firewood butinstead. of co~~ting. the original 
measurements .m Form No'. Sand ptesentUJg fresh bills ,: to the 
pur. chas.ers as or.Jd· .. ered. bY,. th. e C.o .. nserv. a .. t.or .. of F. _ores. . ts. ! . go·,·t I a .. 1'ew 1• 

Form No. 5 prepared with revised fig*res. He received. back the . 
original . bills from . the purchasers and erased the original figures . · 
and amounts; /substituting the·Jollowing: ~, 1 , 1 -. ··· · 1 

I 

I ' 

. I 
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]J,,611•48 · . 

•.r 

.:'. ··' 

Rs; .Rs.· B11. '.-. · . , 
s Cit'. : .- , , .: ~ \ . . ,,~.,·~1 li~. GO ]'o%.,; 2J;9Jf·3G .. ]8,9~;H·. - :,,DSIJ .. .,. 0- < 

. 4'7,61J8 Rf, 46% · 210,676•2} Jl~Ol'1:lo 9,623•:72 

.:::2,1~4 R~. 6% _ - . s;ua:a~ \ s;na'..26 · ~.o6rHia'. : 
JIJ,183 ,Ra • .'41J%' 

t·./ : ' - \ 

i-· 

I 

.f 
1- 

I 
.!, 

./-:, -~ .., - T~tal • ,.. , 'po,599 . 

·JO . 

JJ ' 

...... -12 

2iJ9J. dahf28th · 
. ,Janu!!,ry, 1961 

· 28194.dat,d 14th 
April; 1961. .·· ,_ 

28193, datild 28Jb , 
-, . .1auuaty, JeGJ. . 

'.. ·. · .. ···'. :\ '·.... . . : . '. .·. ·' : · '. .: . . . .-' • . . , . : .' i. ': . -. ' ·.: .· ... ':-. ·.. . '. .:~. : '" . '\ ... "; ·. . -". : . 

,_This created lot' of .dµference between the Department and the put- 
. chasers with the result that. they filed a .civil . · suit against the' 
Department in the Court of Senior 'Civif Judge, Muzaffatgarh,. on - 
Llth I>ecember,)961,praying for the issue of injunction'o:rder.r .to. 
allow ' ,tenioval of, the firewood .... The Department .no~ claims · 
Rs~ 14;631-/48 on accountofthe cost of unpaid firewood as above 
, while thepurchasers do not .admit .any such cl~im. . The; Court has; ' 
however, recovered an amount of Rs. 71S77 / S6 against -the , cost of-" 
firewe>o? · lying· inside the for~t ~~d ·the· amount is · lying - .. with . the 
court till. the decision of the case. The Contractors have ·•· since - 

,) femoved the eridre tnatetjal. The !ast dateof hearing was 'fix~d_on 
· 15th June, -1967. Next.date of nearing. has not been-communicated -; 

Bo far. As· so;on as the court decides the case, ,. -the . · amount mf Rs. 
-7:677/56 deposited~ with.·the··. court will _be credited to ·Government 
Revenue. · The court hM since decided the-cases.' 'lodged ·. ·by >th~ . 
purcAasers .and furtheraction ·.will ... betakenin accordaace witti the., 
decision of'the Court. > The loss as calculated by the audit 'i.e., Rs. 
39,l8S is,therefore: notcorrect. _ The Department has.-:taken_ due 
noti9e. ()f, ~variom, I~pses bf wrong. m,4stJre~ebJs/pblit.et~t;ng. the' 11~~\ - 

. . • .. - . . . • ~·-· 1.':· • ·' .. -:· _,_ "· . .. . J, :..:. ··, . • ' ' . .:,• .• 

I ~~,- .... -· ~l-----"-1...:.-_.'-'- ,_,__,..._~ _ _.,,, 1- .,-·, 

· QuaDtHy 
. <tf. 

fl:f\l·wood 

OoIDpart, 
· :me:nt · 

.'NO, 

··\(""· 

/ 

•. <.t.·· 
r. 

. ,_ 

I' 

.. · 

\-.- ' .··~. 

.. / . . \ 

~· .. 

. '··: I 
1-._·;. 

, The Di~onal Fot~tOflicer happenkd to .inspect· tb,e. f~est on ( 
3rd December; .1960 and reported to the . Conservator · of Forests. 

' - 'that be checked a few .stacks and found that a considerable latipide 
~. had .been -, given to the.. contractor .~· the time- of rebordiijg reyised - 

. ., measurements or the stock. I,Ie alsoinformed of hijying.·.noticed 
lot ofscattered wood.lying·hithe forest which had notbeen.measur- . 

· edand recorded int Form.No, S'..· .aer. therefore;-did not ~llowthe . 
purchasers to remove tlie wood: and asked. them · to restack it for 
1measuremedt. The ·. firewood was' . re-measured' -by .. · the - Divisional 

r Forest Officer· on 2,3rd January, 1961 and the rewed bills issued, to 
a the purchasers as under : _;_ , . . . . . . '. ·. 

J. ,I • 
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The para. was dropped subject to · verification and k~ping the· 
Audit informed. about the recoveries. · ·· 

•• 

1• 

• (7) Pages 18 and 19~ Para. 30-Shortage of Stock-(i) In a 
Forest Division a total quantity of_ 1,31,400 Cft. firewood was shown ' 

. to have been carried to a Roadside Depotas against 1,63,400 .. Cft. 
actually obtained as a result of felling ·carried.out in January to 
March, 1959. Thedeficiency of 32,000 .Cft._. on which an expendi- 

.. tur(? of Rs. 1,280 had. been incurred on felliri,g and stacking was 
attributed to drayage and shrinkage. This was however incorrect. -, 
The billets of firewood were made 5-! feet in 'length but were reckon- · _ 
ed. as five feet in measurement, and hence 6" allowance had already ·' 
been.allowed for this purpose. · 

• - -., ! . ~ . I r . . • ·. . • 

The value of 32,000 Cft. firewood viz Rs. 4~590 estimated . by.· 
the de~artmental authorities appeared to be cpnsiderably under _esti- / 
mated. A.part pf thisstack of firewood was auctioned in March, 1959 · 
at the rate . of Rs. · 441 SO per % Cft. The value of the stock at thi$ 
rate worked out to .Rs, 141240. The total loss thus sustained by the 
Government . (including the felling and. the , stacking · charges) on 
the shortage of the firewood amounted to . Rs. 15,520. The· loss 
had not .been regularised with the sanction of the Government ' 

The Department explained that during the period l~/ 58 to 3/59 
a total <>f 1,63,400 Cft. firewood was felled; 1converted and stacked 

. in compartment 7 of Khari Mjrat R.F. .. :This Firewood was trans· 
ported to the Roadside. depot during 3/59 to U /5CJ. . On measure 
ment in the Depot the firewood was found to be l,31,400 Cft. The 
loss thus comes to 32.000 Cft. · Inside the Forestthe staks are made · 
of· Sf height and not length as mentioned 'in.the audit .objection. 
The length of· billet is 2!' · and width of· stack is. kept S' "by fitting. 
two billets of 2¥ each opposite. to one another. The stacks remained 
in the Forest . for a period· of· around 11 months during, 
whi. &ch·shri·nk· age_too __ ·_k p. _iace_· a.t1;d. th_.u_ st.hem_ ar···g·1-·n .. o_ f. 6".in l.leight .. w~ washed off~ This firewood was disposed off, , ' It is · therefore evident 
that1 . market rates had been fluctuating and in the last t . auction, rate 
obtained is Rs. 20 per %1 Cft. . On· the basis <:>f Iast auction· loss was 
worked out at Rs. 15 I SO per % cft after excluding Rs. 4 / 50 being 
carriage charges from Forest to We Depot.. Jn,fact the loss sustain- 
ed to the Department is Rs. ·.4 per % cft.' (Rs. L280) in all; which 
inclu~s cutting; conversion and stacking .. · of. firewood in Forest. 
Instead of this rate the. loss . was worked :out at · the rate of , last 

• J 
{ -, . I .' 

,_.;! ' 

.. r. 

'. • . • •' ., ·,· ', ' . I 

and cash books, etc., etc. Mr. Nur-ul-Hassan . 'Forest Ranger, the 
then Range O~r was charged-sheeted. His explanation· · was -, i1· • . obtained, but the decision was held. in abeyance till the decision of 
.the case. by the Cburt.: It is sad to record that 'the Forest .Ranger" 
has since died on "22nd January, 1966 and as such no disciplinary 
action against him can be taken now. . i. • • • 

···»J 
) ., 



~---·-·; - ____L.__ 

; )' 
.: ' ', I. : 

(: 

'\. 
1. I • ) I. 

• 
. . •· ,·. ·, 

• • , , 14 440• '.\_;_'. , .. <: -~~\ 
. ( ... -~•-·\.·.· .. ·.·.-·- .. ··-.·-~ .. 1'·.-' . ··.,i· 

. -~-< r~.~;? i )I 

. {. 
·.J 

•• Total 
; . rBa.fanoe.-, 

(. 

.. ·' 

" 

'-.'i' 
I, , 

. -. ,' ]'bj·s firewood was dis~s~ off as uhder: - i. - r 
-, . .: .: · ·' '' .. : ... ·. '· . ., ~ .. -· 

'< . V.t·IJ' 

Bent to J~·bbi Roadside ~pot during ::M:atoh 1959 ' 14,'.]tio '. 
Sent:to' .Tabbi Roadside Depot during January 1959 •• , · 9~900 

·sent·'tcrJa,bbhRoadside ·Depot·d~ri:tig1 F~bruary 1959. -. 10,:lfiO 
; .. Sent tp Jab.bi BeadaideDepotduring Marc~}9".>.9 ;.. 28~660. 

" .- BenttbJabbi.Roadside'Depot during October _1~60 1·oocr·· .. 
· ,· &enf t,o' iJ'abbi Roadside Depot duting-.N<.\:vemper']961 3~200· i ,· ' . . . . . . '· . . . ., . -. . . . ' ' : . , .. ' ·:-!. 

~~·):- 
67 810: · '· · . .. ~ . . . . ' 

..,_..-,.,.......: _ 
: Total 

:~ ' . i .(... . - . 1'_:, ;. ) . ' . . 'j . . . . . • . .,= ii ,: . ··. 

·• 1~. auction .. A«c?rding'·to Serial· No: 7(C.ll) of.Appendix.A of finance, :1', 

· .. · 'Devartment. :N9tification · NQ. ·' ·F.D.S.O.I(FR)423f:S8, · dated: 15th 
.November, 1958,. the Chief Conservator of Forests, West Pakistan 

' was competent to'i V{fite 'offJ.osses otµer thaii : of':negligence' arid. 
·. fraud upto · Rs .. 5,000r This loss was not 'sustalned ·by- ., negligen,ce. · 

I and fraud thQrefore it was written off by the ChiefConsei;vator 'of . 
·Forests,-· vide'his No.- 3737 / GR,,_· dated-29th.; March,,11962. It 'is 
therefore confi.rmed .. ~t .. orders ,about wtjting oti.-were issued by the 
competent a~thority after due consideration, · · · ·~ · · · ·· , ,., . 

, .The item ·was dropped' subject to ·V~riflcation by A:u(\it. -- - 
· (ii) · In' i.his· case <82,250 Cft. of firewood was obtained b.y felling 

1 in, March; 1958, in compartment of the same forest division. Out. r · ·'olt~ a total .of 63,510 en: which .: .was utider-:estimated. by· the 
\ ' .lccal authorities to cest ot 4,232 instead of Rs. 8,086 was stated' to 

be reduced to powder, The Joss. of Rs. ·4;232 was written off. by the· 
Chie(C~mservaior of Forests in· August, 1196l stating that lhe los( 1 ,, 
was sustained, as a restllp of failure onthe part.of thelecal' author- 

. rities.to·overcome the labour difficulties~ .. This 'did not appear'.to be. 
· 'genuin~ grou11d ~n: view of the fact·.that t~ major · portion -. of'~e .. 

·.· · firewood was earned 'to tile Depot _ in McJ.l'ch~ 1958 and the remain- · 
. ··.i!lg, .• stock:. could: ha~.e;fs'V_e.y· h,een rrmoved to. -, !1. safet' '.place ... li, ~-~ 

titnely action on the part ot · the local. authorities would have 
avoided the loss~. .: } i .•. ·. l • .. •· ' : . '' :.- ..' ' ": ·, t 

•. i·,. ;; .· . .· ... ·· . ' .. : . -:. :... ··.. - .. ·.·· ':· . .· '·. '. ; ... ,· .. _\_ .· __ .: 

-., '. ·' The Departmenfefplain~. ~hat )h~ foll~wing. firewood: wa$·. ., . 
.. ex,.t;racted.:.-. · · ..... ·.. · · · : ·\, · -. · •. · · · ·' ·· ... 

'.· O~mpartw,e~t ; ·During... ' ()Jt., ;' · .. ''· . 
• r IIi~ • ·.·· -. r ·, ~. March 1958· 1 

... 70~000' · ·· , , 
.. · M,a.y.1958 /2,269 · · . 

·Va . ; - > March 195Sl , ... , , J0,000 .. ·;': 
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. -·~ .:;.·_.I·! :·-\··.· .: :·~·.·· ·., i · .. - . . ..· . _: - I __ \, .· .. ,_,· :' - :. .r~-:_: .. _ .. - ... ·. · ..... · }- .' _ -· ·. ,,:·· _,.._· .; 
.,·· ;~e'aet~al loss~sustained'iS 14A40' Cff ·jnsfea<;t '/of/:63,510 :~ft..as:',,i, 

... ~ .. •pointecrout · by the Audit; 'This -. loss -: has oeeurred due' (,to . ··dtyage . 
:. and borer attack. . . While calculating 'the valuci 'of:loss it was worked ; .. 
out at the rate of· Rs. 30 per % Cft. as sale rate. Jn (act the loss, 

' ' should ·have been ·~orked out on. cost prib~li.e. cuttitlg,• conversion 
and stacking charges which works out to Rs.'.4 pet % Cft. Even 

. .. : if .the ,'loss was worked 'out at· s~e · 'price ~he to,tal . ~!lloµn~. <>f: · loJs 
J. works out to Rs. 4,232~, Accordtng to serial No. 7(c.u) of A.ppenclbt· · / 

.·•A··ot F.D.· Notificatiop No; FD.,S;OJ(FR)423/58~·· dat.ed .. Stb Novem-> 
ber, 1958, t,h~ Ch~ef CQ~':1:'ator of For€rsts,.·w~t. J Pakis~n was the · \ . , . 
competentautnonty to wn~e o~ the' loss, 1 · . , , 1 , 

· · .· . · · The ite~ was dropped subject to verifiQation by 'A1,1dit .. •· -. ~. :,. :· >.'· 
~ .,' ' I ' \ i 

,,. -: · (iii> From another compartment of the , sa1rte .. Jorest . di-vision 
38,6(,() Cft. of··firewood had been carried to a· &ale · depot. Out .· of 
this· 32,.090 cft .. · was disposed oft' during March 'and : December, 

• .·.· 19~9 and the· remaining 6,5.70 cft:- was f ound i. short- ·. -This · res,*ed · 
_, in a loss, of :Rs:· 3,~68 -wlrlch was ,writte!l' o.! ~Y .th~·cm~f Conservator · · · 1 

. of. Forests -, ··.• Sanction accorded by· the qhief ~onservl;ltor, of Forests · 
·• te> the.writing of the fosses w~s 'not .valid · as ihe . W'~ · not ; .. coin.ijete~t · .· 

. to wnte off the loss to an extent of Rs, 2,000; , . , . . . , •: · . · . . .. 
\ • . ' . . ' ', _ :. -- . I, -. . __ - .. ' .'. ii l •;, .. : :• '. . ,.{·:· _ . . . . ;i ' • ' _- . . .. ' '!. 

"r , .. The' Department e?(plained that in this. :c~ijse·too.the loss occur-:. 
red due to shrinkage and ins~ta~a.ck etc., i ThiSloss was thPf'P.fo~,. 

: written off by the Chief Ooriservator1of Eorests~ West.·Pakistan ·· 
' : ~.t:c9-rdit1g·. to''bis powers ... Jn ,this COnnectiQn. aJte))tton,_VlaS ·d~~.WO to .: 

. · -st:frialNo.! 7.C.ii of APr>end1:it A ef Finance .De1,attment .,N,~tification, . 
:·) ; ~R· ~-~'.OJ~),231;5~, dat~_, 5th .• Nov~~~¢r. 1958. ascordin, 't9 · . 

, ·: -. which Chief: Conservator otForests 1s"comoetent· tO write off .losses ! 
: .: .. ·not accurred due tO'-negligence.of fraud/. u,ptcfth.e exteti\,~t.Rs; 5.000./ ·. 
' · The loss was· therefore · written· · off.-· vide Chief Conservator of 
i, Forests, West Pakistan Offlce Order No. ::s11c¢FWP;, dated ~th.,,• 
, . , . July;l96l after-due co11.side~~tiQri,. . . ., ;. ·· ;, .· ; . 

. '. · The item ·;,as clropped subject/to. verifi~,ation:bY Au~t. .: · . ''.' , 
.{8J· PagJs 19 (i.nd 'lO, P.ara.' 31 Un .. autlji,rise4 · empi!nditure~i) . , 

. Tn.'.a·Forest.Divisforithe,foliowmg ,:~xpenditiJr~ was .. foun~lto. baNe 
:~- '; .· \' :. been. incurred· .. for. ex~~ting speq~a,. repait;si to,' a,Jirik ·~o~d· wit~ont . 
: ,· the approval· or sanct1qn of: t1:ie Chief .Co~~~rvat9r of- f 9rests : .-. · . 

. '(zl Ib. . ·2,s10. Ii,,\:, 
. : Jii)°Rs. 2,29S. 

·,,''. (iiil Rs .. 't;'.tor·· 
i I • >: . .(iv.) R~~. l,484 

.. ·.. . nree'. ~ti~ates. aggre~a~ing ·• . Rl 1'12,00Q .. w.~i:e 'prepar~~ fo! .·.this···• 
. ; 1 \ work ·: ~ _scm~n-y o_f ~be ~mplet~<m· · .. ref)?rts : "1~"L · ~b~ '. est!1tt~~ · 

-< ·. i:eveated large. van~~ons y,hif'1' 1ndi~at~j: tl\a.t. ~~th~ tli~ ~t1mat~ 
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had not· been prepaR(i'with a :~riab.l• ~oµnt•·· of. aCC\U"•cy q/'- _ 
'\ -~ · ~ work,...:h,ad 1'0t been: ex:ecµted ·acco:tjling --to tbe ~cation- \ 

:) sho~n. ~herein. . With a view to ensuring strict'-Jinancial' control' and 
.obviating chances of loss to_ Government - the . ·. Divisional . Forest 
'Officer are required to check the measurement pf the work's in prog' -~ .: '. · ress. ·- This-had not been done, · . · · · · · !' · · : ; ·· ·· :.· · · ' '. ,_. ~ .. ~ ' __ .·. <"·, ·. . ..... : . 

'}-- . . . -', _. . . . /',_ · ... · . ', -: (· ' • . .:-' ... .: .. ·. . J • 

the Department. ~xplained · thaf accor~ing to ;~ri~t No.: 441~ of· , '·· 
, th,e rules .2Q.8. of te~porary' enhan~edi · powers' '._J>u~J.is~ed. with '. the_ · . · . 
Government of West Pakistan/•· Finance ;Depart~ent -, Notification .. 
NQFD.S.C).I(S)!)364/57, dated 2nd December,'l9~7:t'1e Divisional . 
Forest Officer :was himself 'competent tJ>: accord ·_ 'sanction_ fot this .. ·, 
work. ,Tpe variation between the estimate-.·and 1actual1work, was .due ' 
to'the'fact. that_.·aligiunerit of' the;,existitlg •-path. was ,charged'· .1,,_ 1, 

<'. to -haye' a; better slope . and. ·gradient .. :·This> vanation/ stands : ·ap,-: 
.: ', proved by the. Pivisioi;ial, Forest 'Officer .who w~ hi~elf'competent, I'. 

!/: < auth<>rjty in this ~se. _ ' ·. • .: , .. _ , . ·. _· > . :_ : ;,., _" ., : . _ . . · . _ _ _ _ ~ 
. · · ., . . . , .: · The Accountant-General's co.titentiotf was ;tbat -the · ;Divisional .·· 

Forest Officerrwa:s no(com®tent .to'<inctir the:eipenditure. · .. . . :i; ol < 
.: -.': ' . : ...• ". • .': . -·.,·_.-:-- "".- •• '_ . . : J J;'.- - :; __ ·-_- .. ·:·.-:: .-.. . _<' _i'. ,: 

. . · The Committee reouested: tbe finance De-r,artthe.nt to loolC into · .. 
:_ th~.m.a!ter and a~vi~e1~he1Co~niittee'' tiii•t~' ~rnt·' theth~ .. die . 

. Di,vis10nal · .. _Forest Qfficer was. corrroetent, or. · nQtt · Sub1ect to these .. 
· Y obseryatio..ns the item was (ieferred to :Pom~ l.!R ·agaih . wjth .. _the, · accounts 'of 196-2-63, "'J .· • I ... ;z. ,• ; ·· .. ·~, ; . '. • . ·. ' ": ·· ' I; 

-.· . · (ii) A contract .was. execrtt~d in the same ·Forest Division for tlie 
·.·_ con'stmction. ·of-a. etride channel' at an' estlmated .cost of -Rs:· 4,S7S.., 

. \with<?ntinvitjng-· c~m~etitive, ,tendC!s Q(' :ob,taJ~in,tt, - ijepa1tµ'rntaf>. .. · 
--~anctmn -')f_the Clnef Co1;1seryat<Jf .of f'o!~~~ _, S1f!1tlarlv_a-~ayment · ---- .. - 
of.Rs:i 43.9 was foiind to have.been mRde11n;June •. 1960 for tlie,co:tiJ.st-·· · 
ruction ·or a. bund .. : Ouotations of 't1tis ·workwbich were colle¢ted<. 
t}Jroufh ne~onal,. and private _negoti~tion . \Vere:·-iir~gµIar!. ;, > i . : : .:· '.· . 

. . . ·, The beo,~P,1lt_ ~xnlafoec,! th~t ·R,ccordiite~ to itenl' ~f of Finance . 
l)e1'attment-.Nofifl~,1ttion' No~. :$.O.T;lFOt423/58.·da~d,5th. Noy~m- '°', ber, 1958 .tbe DiyicrlonalFotest:Offlcer·was.: ,himself comnetent- 1 to> .. , 

. accord· RR-nCtiOTI.·f"OT the_, .• _.CODStrtJct19n. Of .~i~e channel. :• ·ni~··\VOt'k'. :·· ... 1 

.. 'wa~'camed oufl11,f~t<,ff-area.1about·25 mile~ aw~y._fr6m. the mettled 
.• - · _: road: where no -0utsiidet- cdntractor. was a~~il~hltf iri4 ·,therefore' the. - 

,:work was eo(don~.bvtbei l~alrcontractor ~thin'th'e· s¢he(fule of: 
-· Tates; . ·similarN this,' t,und i was . consttu.cted'irt~· Chhi-qil·.Reserved· ·· 

, · :Fnrests whetether~ wa~ no lodsrlne; and transnot1atiot1'.artan2ements · 
.. : and ~~ such n'n:ontsider contractor was avanabl~. :t,,us.\the ~ortt'. . • · . 

. , t.was ~ot_Jon~ aft~r· e;ettinl? · atiota:tion~, loc,al1v~ '· :111,~ ,W~!k',·~~: - liowr ..i 
ever, done within the sanctionM schooule r~tes;\ , . _- :. , , .· . 

. .•\ . . ::·. . . ·, . ' . \ . ). .. ' '·/ . ' ··. . ' •· .. . . : . . . . 
Tl:ie Committee n:iaiie t1ie;_$Rme 

1(loservtlti9ns,a;~ in>the.¢a.se :-or,, ;, 
)_ . ·-· ,_ .. -_. · .. ,, -,._- . . .. ".'! .,·......... ., .,. __ . • . ' .' .. ·- 

jf~m 'ft) __ abpve,· ; · i : . ,, • · :</. : · · · · · 
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.The.privjsion madQtotKarac,lii'Area 'was askedfor invje.~ .of .the 
~. e. r.ger ·?.f Ka. t. ac .. hi .. wi·t· .!1:.~ .. est. :. ·.·.r. a .. ~.is. tan. . · .. I. n. spi~e .. of t.h ... · e . mer. ~er ~f, , Karachi area, the Animal liusbandry;·Departn;1ent .of Karachi Ad~\ .. 

. . mipistration.:w~.not ,gjv~.n 6yerJ<>, -the, "(est; Pakistan ~mal I 
, . · Husbandry Dep,artment:e~en ~p~9:;J6th} .April, 1962 .. In_ .view of 

, this the allocation 'mede for Kataclii Atea. could not be spent at all. 
The remaini,ng saving constituteslesstha» ~0%. ",·· -, . . .· .. . 

. '' ! '. :/ ' . . . ' .• ', - ·. .. ~; ·:.- .: . . . .. : . . . . ·, ·, ., , 

Saving Rs.·44.373-;lJnder rule: I;13,of the .. Punjab. Budget 
Manual, the ~udget estimates under this minorhead are prepar~d.by 

··· the Department whereas·. th~ expenciitil,:e. is· .t~ be· Jnc~rre~ by · the 
High Commissioner, Jor: · 'Pakistan. Tll.e details of expenditure are 
not· maintained by the'.• Deparµnent .. This' is: however. . kep~ on the 

·books.of the Audit office -and. the .Finance .Department. ' The 
· Department is therefore not in. position' to .explain .the causes Qf sav- 

· Ings under this .head; · , . · _' .,. . : . · 

-The' ex~Iahat~Qj\,f' tfie,\pepfrrtm~~t' wa~ acceJted and tbe.item . 
·'W~ pfpp~,d; . . . 

. . ~· • ' .' ) I 

-~; 

-~--- ( 

. Totali · 
· -._ • ·'; Ii. 

___ _...,....._._ __ .......... 
'; 2' '1 ~2·1,23,620 . 

. 
': 

, . 

. 

. 4~51';900 •· -. ~- ·_,: 
·,/~::· -- 

. ( iii) K.arao.hi Ate a.· . 

·- . 

· (ii) Animal B;usb~ndry ]_)ep&rtrii~nt ex-. , 
,oo.pting K:i~rachi Area, .r . · .. ·, .• : , l 1,07,16,020-· 

9,55, 700 · ' .. 

.· .. 
'1 ! 

'·. ·,1 

, :: .The. para, , was d~erred · to cotne·,u1fag$ at the.· next series of~ 
m-eetmgs of the Committee 'alongwith tlte accounts · for· 1962t63. . · 

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

· .. · (10) Page 3, Para; 5. read with pagl 92+Grant-.No: · -2~-- Vet 
ri!Jgry-Saving Rs1 14,19~980-,The· explanation given by theDepart 
ment was as under·:-Saving Rs -, 14,05,607-. The Grant consisted. of 

. provision, . for the f pllowing" purposes : -+ ' : ' . - ' . '; . c .· .' 
· ·• • ·I · • . - . ·• · .~ -.!. · ~ " . R-s~ . . 

• ' 1 l. . \ . \. ,- .. 
, , (i) ,Oollege M Animal Hu.sbanclry ' t• ·. 

'. ... (9) Pages 27 and 2~~Paf4 .. 1,7~·v.l)elay in,;tlisposal of: lnsp,c 
I ti'?n Reports '!nc(Attf/it,N.ote&Irithis ease cert.ain Audit Notes had 
D()t1.been rephe4. to _by 'the DeP;attpient./'T~e·: I?~i>a~me~f explained' 
that 9nly 2 Audit Notes .remained ~nr~pheq. >Chief Conservator 

. of Forests, Hyderabad 'Region 'has been; 'iµipressed upon to clear 
these Au~U~' Notes, · -Necessary- action is /being'. 'tak;en for .delay." 

, The Cqmm1ttee asked the Department to. ex,pedite ·the replies .to the 
;, ·' ;. outstanding Audit Notes and to.Intimate t4e .action.taken for delay ... -, 

,,. . '· . • , ~ ' . ' ' .• • !. ' • 

.. - 

·io9. .· 
I . 

I ' 
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, .. ('11y)a ··},:·pJ :.:r;·~aa-~: .:r) 'Hi:i\'.,,i·-'.\ ;,,,,,${,'t,,, ~~'.i ~I , .•·. , •,,, 
l8fj.,he····.n··.t~f-.·:.·, g.i. e_.·· tJtina.;:~Y4 .. J.'·9,. '..lw.·1.·'. ·.~tn··.i' w..~. '~.if_J.i 8.· ~°tJ ... ·' .. H· ·.~. £:_· ~ .. fj·il.: ..• ~. '.·~~ .. '"/ · .. {i.:.f·i·· · <,. 
ex~Iaijed that· t~y~,~~nli#··lb1~;,.~Ii~ts;~~;t~elli~::~ 
Stateine t' :Ol exteS'Ses, Efttd', siJfi~ders. 'Tli' : "'al1' n !l.';;."" ... ~lib.· .a.~ .. :.·.' 

'(, cjtienilifiiifah'.ced~o~·ru:j,~:+f.SS(tht ''·. '' . '.t,f is ~f .. 
. arti~Ie235.offn~'Co:tisfflhtiottb/titl" . .. 4"" 

• . . ,.t8ri .. : 
· tli~: 6oiis~t · ~!! ·tnei n~,t,,~¥rta~n.t .. : ~·flie·~~i1ts6<fKfr ··. , -~· -:f 111~, : 
~st,nsat· of tfteLt,>@p.aftm~t tt1d'lktt~alJt&d1~ill . .,· . 1'1!itt" . 
when no additional· ex~ndititre .COJMd be incl1ff;,by tn·~, · w· art,. 
ni~nt ·; arllcqlarl ' 'on ' tlle'~ ;:,i .. ;_ruia':allo~lnces~l ~ '··w·· ... " tten- . 

. tion J'as drawn~fo · Pm~~··nepartiftent , fetter· . o.' cl I~ifcts·n;t;1 
dated 30th. May, 19.62, .• · · 1- ' ··. . . 

. , '.The~ ex~1an~i'iofJ?d(tfili1{FJS~1trli!iit·'~*!s,<Jt~~f~,r ,aif,Fttte''It~;. · · · 
,}Vas, 'drop]@. ., 

1 

.'· • :: .: • • • r ·.~:2} ·, .. .: · :. , , ·" ,. ::,.:.:., :: 
. . i (12f/age 11~ far~; ~lnfru.c.~uOl!S :Empentfiture..:.-1!1, 1957~: .. • 
schem~. {o.r J~e Attifictal J;ns,eiµJ11attQ.n. CeµtJ:'e- for, cow~. with : a view -, . 
to. opta1n tap1d,improvemeht'(jf'irti1k atta:·~p·e'tf'''•,Jiv,esfobk .'was···· ap- .. , ', 
proved by the· . Government. of West Pakistan. . . The. scheme could i . 

. .. not be .' it;npleniente~frdue 'tcf cei'taid techffickl '. }ffiffiemfi'es . :<find . was \ \ . 
finally abondbited in ~arch, 1'961. /J)u~-lhi~'~ijo"d an ~xpertdi- :,. •. - .: 
ture of'. Rs: .19,306 was 'incurred'which subsequently. proved. µrl'ructu- · 
ous. \ •,this expenditure could have been avbideq,lf·,ffie·1;~ilifihiess ~f ·· ', , .. , .: 

. the scheme had been judg~~ fu!riuteJy_oefore its approval, 1 by :,~he"'· · Government. · .;' ,, ·· · !, - , . . . , . 
• ' - · -. '·;·._ ,· ·-~---.j \ ...•. :· ., :._, __ • .:-.-.)·. I/ ' • r ,"." .· . ' r' • ~ I - J: ' 
The .Dep~111ent explained that the scheme was . sanctioned by , the 

. FACP .\vi~ the American Experlf~ho agreed to its. Inclusion u~d~ 
.~· . ·~%;;~lt.1::::r~1t::·ei:rJttt~~~~~~?t1I~esf:~lt!!l 

· original estiiir-ate, to illJ~ .. ~e FA~P:.iiid,:.;'.;i!i¥~~);~~~j:~j.,~t11i~ . J, • 

s,c~e~e b.~s also -~e-eti i1m)rove~ by th~ , _Ceµµa) .~,~yern~~~t!!!. 19~ · 
M1mstery of Agncultui:e., ·Jt X~., - th~re(9~e,, ~0$ .. J~ti~ to. ~~~~!.1!1"' · 

"~hat the sol!nd,tt:.ess o(t)le :.~b~nt~J,1Jt.~Tnot been Ju<tged. ,:mm\ltely: . 
before its apprdval by ·me' Government. : . , 

. ·····~~· ef Pt~ation;Orthe Departmen; ,Was accepteq ~ndt~e>patil.' was droppe<;f. · ( ',, · :· . , : . . , . , , , . .: . '. , · 1, . , -, :, 

. ,'(1'3)' Piige ~s~ Plifa_; -4~N'iJn"..'/i?ClJ:tiOf!, 'rJf-Ctidre '. ''$~ntt~~e 
De.partoient expliiin--ed: th~t' ~~~ •t:adre-,,tren:gth''for the~ifferent~z~~1 . , 
and Regfr?nal Offices of ~Ire 2\.nimal:-flus~dzy· f*partment bad , .i 
siribe bee1ffuted bylhe· Fi'tiriif_ce_ ~aftment · .. · · · . · · ·. 1 

.J /~; The pata.·was d:rppped .. - .. · ·. ,• . . . . . -. . ; : ; . '. r-:': \ •. 

. , (14). Page:,.26, Para. 11-11""7Audit . of I Grqnt:in:Aia~ertificate 
.· to die elteclthaf ffi'.e"grarttsrw~e-s1fcmtoit "ffi~Qbjects'fof;w-bicli1they 

· ;w~re· meant' and iQ ac~or<.tano.e with· the . · prescribed' condit,iotts · ~4 
'., /. •. ·., . ' 'l '1 .:·, i: I . ' . . 
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. Member; '(5) Mr. Malang Khan, ;M.P.A. 
. '((j) Syed:" Imran . Shah, c. S. P. and ·. Syed Expert ,. 

Akhlaque Hussain, T.Q.A., C.S.P., Addi-. Advisers. 
tional ~FiiJ.an~e . Secretaries, Government 
of West. Pakistan. . . . 

: . ·. . . . • . ·. . . : . I 
. , (7) Rana Muhammad. Yasin, P.A.· & A. S;,, . By lnvitatipn. i., 

· t: Accountant .. General, West Pakistan, ·· . _ . . , ·. , . , 
(8) Mr .. .Nuzhat Hussain, P.A. & A.S., .Direc;;,, By Invitation. . 

tor; Audit and' Accounts (Work's), West · ... > .•. 
Pakistan. , ' ... 

•· (9) Dr.· Ghulam . Bheek, ,. -Joint ,Secretary 'Byinvitatfo1( ' 
. (Medical),' Government . of· West Pakis-. · · · 

' ., . um; Health Department. ·· · · · 
.. . / - 

(10) Mr. Qazi Aziz Ahmed, P.c.s:, Secretary. :Qy'lnvitati<>n. 
· (Land Utilization), Board of Revenue, -\ 

West Pakistan. . · · : ·' · 
. . .· ~ - • I . . ) • . ...._ 

(l n Mr ... · Aslam·' Awais, I c. s. P., Member, By,In~itati~n. , .. ·· . 
. · Finance, West Pakistan · Agricultural .: 1 · ' 

. · . Development Corporation. · . 1 

(12) -Mr. S;. M. Wasim, C. S. P., Secretary · to By filvitation. 
. Government of · West . Pakistan; .. Basic 

. Democracies, 'Social Welfare and · Local . 
GovernmentDepartment alongwith Chief> 

. Engineer; Public. . Health · Engineering 
Department, . ·· · 

1 
. · · 

·}3) Chiiud~ Muhammad ,Nawa7, M.P.A; ... Member, ,• -; -. i' ~~~ . . I .. 

· (4) Rai.MansabAl; Khan Kharal, f\f P.'A .:~ MembyI"~ ' 

.: L Tl\e· fo~owmg1• were: presenti-i- · . 
I ·' . . 

.. (1) Mr. Zain· Noorani, M.P.A. ... . . ;~. -chairman~. 
. - •.. •r .. ( • , ;· ,'· . . _(· 

, (2) Chaudhri . Muhammad Sarwar ·_Khan,. Member:.' . M~A ... , 

·{ 

'J .1 i 

. ~ ' 

. ,. 
) .. 

.,...· ; !· 

'· 

( ' 

.) f .I-- I . ' -,· .. ' - .. : .. • • , : __ • . ... > 

Chaudhri · Muhammad Iqbal, S.I{., · Secretary, Provincial Assem- 
bly of West Pakistan? acted as Secretary of the ~ommitte~. ·,. , .. .', 

. n:.. ;;me, Committee exan.un~d the expla~ati~ns <>£ :~l;t~:,;l?~~t- , 
ments.m respect of the following items appearing lD-i~e;-; APRr~wri,·: .. 
tion Accounts for the year 1959-60, 1960-61. a~d J9ijl-52.:, · , 

. . • . , . . . I ! .· 

( ·, 

. PJOCEED,INGS 'OF fu ' MEETlNG _:OF ·tm::J;t~I>INO., 
. . . CC>M~TTEJ~,, ON PU:;IJLIC I ACCOU~TS-&Wil ON l4TH· 

· DECEMBER 1967 AT,9-00 A;M. IN·~TEAilOOM'·OF THE. . . . ' . . . . . . ' . . . " . 
ASSEMBLY BUILDI~G. LN:JORE. -, . . . . 
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•. · ·· .• J .:FJNANCEd)EPARTMENT . . . . . . . . 
: ' · _; : bPiHPRIATIO.N ACCOUNTS l960-6L . · · . • . '. . 

(I) Page Sl6, 'fiMiul.22):..Shortage in the· remittance [rom, treasury»; 
Rs. 10,000- , · · · . . · 

1 •; Rs'. ~~O~ 516, item (23)·MisapP(oprz'aiion fro'lll (~e cu1;e~cy che~t . 
1 

•· . The iteiDS were last considered . by .the Committee. at . · its 
: · ···meeting. ·h_eld. on •. 15-4-f967, · when the committee was. informed 

· that cases were pending in the courts. . As the cases arestill pending, 
t·he committee de,cided to a~ait the. fe~ion of the court. 

1 
The it~ins 

wouldbetaken up along with the accounts for 1~62-63, , . . 
1 

) 

; (3). P4ge_ 51~, item (25)-defalo,ation of qov~rnm,ent money~~s •. - . , .1 
'· l,322-. In this case a shortage of Rs; 1,922 had been .. found ·· during . · 

the course Oi surprise visit of D.C. to a sub-treasury. . · .· 
At the . ·meetiitg . l).eltl\ . · ciri.' rs:.:4.1967 : the· : Finance : Depart 

ment , explained : that· · th~ shortage' took place : in . the ·Sub-,· 
· Treasury Minchinabad in . October, 1 ~60: . which . · was . made' 

good · out ·• . of th~ security . of the 'Cashier, Sub-Treasury 
Officer (Both Tehsildar · & - Naib · · Tehsildar), ·· ' Minchlnabad, 
Cashier and Siah Nawis (A,ccounts Clerk),. ,,were. · held responsible. ·1 

· ... . · They were placed under suspension forth-with andchallaned in . the ' 
, -, court of law, The Sub-Treasury Officer (T~hsildar and Naib Tehsil-. · 

dar) and Siah Nawis wereacqulttedbythecourtwhilethe Cashier'> 
.\ r had been-dismissed-from the service. He·(Cashier), went in app~al', 

WpjC~ .. Was, then pending; - . -. . .; . . ; . •. , I .· _ / ..• ': ! c' : : .. .: 
. The Committee. was nowinformed that. the appeal filed-by : the 
'Cashier has been accepted and :he-' ~a~ been. re-appointed 'as 
Accounts . Clerk . and posted to , Rahimyar~han Treasury by - 
Commissioner; Bahawalpur Division' but -as' ·pet' 1advice ·ofth~ 
Solicitor to Government, West Pakistan ~the .: case, .. against -: the 
said .. former . . Cashier, Minchinabad, , can be: . instituted 
afresh, . by regularizing the. ,· prosecution· sanction. ,. The· 

. C-9mmissioner, Bahawalpur Divislon has been' advised to take action ': 
immediately. . - · 
.-. The para~ wasdropped, , 

1 
· · 1 .. - .. :·. .• '. · · .: · 

APPROPRIATION'ACCOUNTS 1961-62 , . :. - 1. 

.s, · · · .: .' Page 4, Para. 9, read with Page 101'-Piivy Purses and; · Subsidies ( 
Ea:c.es9 Rs. 5,04,00~ ':C'he Department expl~ined that_ .• the\BUdget 

· Bstimete for 11961-62 under the head "54-A-Privy Purses" was .adopt- 
.... , · ed as follows"t--.. ·. . .. · . ·· , v : •• • • -- . ·) 

·. · . . . . , . .. . . . . . -. . . ,.,. . R-s. - . I 
His Highness' the· Amear of ~ahawalpur. . · .. ~ ,32,00.oop . 

. His ffiglme~s the.Mjr,ofK.hairpU:r . ,: ~ tti~ . ' 10;00,000 
;; 1 . ~ · .. l{,h~.n of Kalat_ . . · ". . . . . . · . .. 1 ••• · 6,50,000 

• ,v.1...-n"· o f·.Me1' .. - ·afti .. ··2 40.. ,000. ~~- . ._··-.JU~ .••• . ' . · ·Nilwatfo1 :Kharau · . · .. . . .,,...-:_ ; ) 110,000 
·' Tot'al:.;.. .: : 511,~.000 

\ i . ; . . ' •. 
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, (. . . 2~5 . ', . , . ; . . . . . 
.. '., .. :· ·.rec6nbil~ 1:he~~~.:(;t~.~rwil .. h' wiidittlfow~.vet:ln~;,1,;~f~. :aiiJt~am .. , .~ ~._· · 

_ · itru·'¢ted·. lo.'.Y-®ct®,~~~fie ifi§ures1ii?tle~'l_~·,tfie /:Pomiliirtle., :'T.he · 
po~tion. .. will be 'eip1ained after fhe 'recontifiiti6Ji1ltii'l)'ee1ffompfeted· . 

'.' by~··, . " . / .:: , . . \.' . .: . ' .. '_ ,' . ' . . ' . 
·J..: \ '1}1~~€01j!·~·Ittee·(Ureqted that the,'fig~s11sh6illd~o~ ~Ol}~iled ~ 

u9~~¥!):.J' :po~i~le'.c r' :'I'h~ iitem wa~ ·defei't,d; 1to1 ,eaffic':. up!1fB8re · the 
. ·G9rnmtttee· at th-e1,i,.ex~i,tt1.ee~ng. .. . r- _ h . . r r , : • r · • , .' • 

· · ·:~1u5j"JUAff6N ":AeeaoNts, l96ai~1,, · · , , ... 
. ·' .r.'' i (J}'fJiiJPe .• Stl1 Plhiz~~,(; :cll~f}llc~tloif ;b~1i:f.ifllifimiht>,iwn ·•·.\a~ ' 

.. \~tor~t!.i'ts.,j~;'6~J1:.: .. trh~W6tfcin ::'.~atei{fl}ia Cn,ot;;lfeen •: ir·a.rect 
, , pr~rl~ midFn(fd~1tiils\wef~"f~~~d. ''Tlic']f~ni· \V~ ;4~f:fr£ . tp 

.;,be :t'llken,-uP-on · 18th iB~mber ".t967 •n tile 0 B!f)artitf~nt- ;will . ' ·; ' ''furnish 'aetails .. or: (he case, ' . ' . . : ; . . : . ' ·. ' ' ,i' . . 

, (2) Page 523~ Para. . 41~Misiipffioflri'atio_n ··sf G'<ive1fnrhent , , 
mone,,~ . . . . _ · 1 

· .: · . -c(~J'is. 1,Qj.~-' '.. : · .· .. >' · '! ·· ," . 
. ' '{{if ls• 9~5'79~ ,1 • , ::. : • . I, : ,I , . 

. . ,. , • . ·• . bu) . lb. 7,50()_;_. ,· . -. ., . ··. · · . .: · . , r> . . . . . . ·. ' . .' -. I .. 
• ,. , • 

1' 

: . • • • !XW8tki1tg'1P~f'er'iri'res'~~ '·tot:tlieseit6in$ ·also-h114 not:b~ '-,,,rel '. · , ~ 
:.; / 

1 
·,. f'.pat&fptop~dy .. ~Moieov:°~nci>artment liatl n6t fur~.ishcd ·i;any 

' .. · · . \, { explanation: The t,epanmeiit 'was. asked''.f6 ptepa:re· worlgng paper .. 
. in.proper-Ptil'fi>tmd·\in~ future~ ;'fije'i:feYns'"\\refet'd!fffi&i !lcf1Be · taken / 

. ,;,.:e.- •• 9f,L.~ .. ;!.~,Pt).~C?.t11~!1.l.?~7rfw .. ,,h~nh··~h. 7.Depa .. ~#).ent .. \should ··.furnish 
}"14~~~S:wy•'u.~ w'.is'in fE$pecf O tap -ease; .: ·1·,.. • ,,· • i 

• - } \ , ·, I_ _ ;, 1 • ·' • • . ·• • ., • • ~ • .: : \ . • ' f , 

" . • . ' .: ' ':- -. APPlOPRIATIO~ AccetJN11fl 961-()21 • ., i '··., . · • 
. ,1 ; .' ) :,,:.1(6.JJJage 3;'.Par1a~1 '5, reai\vitJi=~flge. 96·-&rant~No::: 'i1:.fJ~Wlb[J-·1 ) . '. ! 

· , .::on,~Jit~N.:Heafth,$ervices7$aving. Rs. 47,39;372~Tbe· Dep,atlmt}rit ex- · 
-, '/~fat£.t~ct·tl:icf'sivu'lg·'as undef :~: .: , · ;· .. , · T: · '\ . ' 1. • 1 · , 

. ' , .. u>' Saving: dl!,e to non-availabilitJnantl 1,1,on"~eipt ·:t5f '·'equlfJitrent, 
· ·' · ·n ;:, 766-::i.&:; · .r '· 1 , ~tc.-ns. i.O; s ~ , · , . . ·, . . . 1 1 

·. : 1 .'· ... "i;Qtva'riousrHo~Pitals/ eq~~fifff~~f~ic. i"\tel:~.:1t9'-r~.J,tifF~~s~~- 
·. _ ::T.· ·.lle. Hide. ii,:fs'.~et'e. ': pr. 'e. pat¢. d ·.tii19.' .~t~~4'ti. n t~e"··· Oir~. ti?! .1t'.>fl.~t~\1§t. 'ti.~sr/1 

·.·· "'Me<li·· .. ·.·ta1.· · ·.-Sto. r·e.s'l;}ep.··.· ... ·• .. · o.--.·t.: 'b.· .:u.· t .. ln··· e.' .. '$'U.'t,p.····'·tf·e·'··.s ..• 'Wl·.~ .. .h.·. o.t~ .. ee}v·. e<i.dftri.·~.g.·.t.be. >etfiurse,.of·lhe·.~. 11~c-e-lijefafu6~i)fcl~i,,s~d' "., <; )' . ,:· · . 

. · ~ ·., . i'J1il .. ,'.Sctvifig_ 1·.(iue' .((~.: ·J,i1y,jtili,a1lab-iii1y ii 'o( 'i:ofelgn •'elii:liahge !, 

'1Rs.t4ll 4,~!v~ii ·tttout1t 'tn6 't11nds·,w.ef¢ ·~rofi.d~~ :Mreign:e=xcha\lJte 
1 

; t"dulcfi'i&fli~iecmted''tor'v~ri'atis Jtims.. /Hence 'tfie'eciuifftijents could 
~~~~·f>~ ~iirchi¥s'ed:; .. / · ·.··· ... , · \' . ' , · .. · · ·· .. : , . i, .. · · '.. , ·. ." .. 
) : : ·'. · (iii) ·:Nonteoriipletioni1f f;Juildings,1 Rs.' 8,08,625--:-t:;e.rtain· ·s~bemes. ::·1vere :to· ·oe·' imp1emeij.ted alter .the bui14ing$ .we~e , completed.· ··Eauip:;. 

ments: etc .. could ttot. be. purchased· ·as C011$(ttJ~t~9,\1. .of..tJ}e · · ~uildfogs / · ... :_ F~ls:·m-: Mnc;l atta ·ccfuld·rlof~·oomi,1'e'ted"ti6fd-ta'i> .wJ) .. · ~uthorities 
·,, z>:r&:&tJii th~ftli~~;:'wt>u1d:hot'&~\comi>le&:cr,un1,1gt&e>yw~,· .. ···. · .. · .. ··, ,· 

. .. \.:~ ~·~ ~t\fJw.);:$qv'i11fiu..e!irjtdeb'i(brJt:,,ailei1J.'i, i_; ;tlit···:j),ii,i!t :>t,.Jieg,n- , 
·1 : ···m'i~('Rs. 1l>~()g,~U ridet: th~ Family'Plat1pini.$chejn~. '8on~ra~~ts 

tn~ Qth.et:, equ1ptn~nts and dX'Uil were to· be ,procure.a , and suppli~ .. 
I ' 
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. .1 by the CenfraLOovernment,_i provision .for whicfr,was made in )>ro- •· ·. 
. . ., vincial budget." These. were received but the debitwas not ·raised by:, 

. ·_ . the· Central Government. . . . ' .· · · '' . i -, . ' . . - . · . . - · - . - . . ~ . I 

. !v) ~av/ng' due 
It() h-on-adj~stinel~( Of . (/:~C()~rtt ... (ietw~en t~ twt> 

A udit Circles, Rs. 19,256-_· · -The $taff under the .~CG . Campaign of 
Khairpur Region 'at Bahawalpur drew.their ·pay from the .Treasury 
Officer, Multan, .an office under A..G. ·westPakistailJor the nionths 
of. May and June, 19~2, whereas t~is · amount' was. debitable ., to· the · , 

\ -Coll!ptroUer,8outhem, Area •.. This paymentwa~ . made .. through · 
· special arrangemcm~s · and debits were· not shown nr the A.G. . West 

· Pakistan Circle nor in the. Comptroller, 'SouthemArea Circle. 1 
-, ... : ·._ . ,·· ·' ' ~'--) ·.·;_ . I • ' . . J • ' ' ·- • 'I • ' . . . • ' · .• F. . .. .1· -·:; ,. 

. . (vi) Saving due to posts having· remained. vacant+Rs, ·• '79,855- · , . 
Under the BCG Team and;·Family Planning Scheme a 'few posts re- 

, .' mained vacant here and there, . · ·. " · · -. _. ' . . 
.. · (vii) Saving on schola;ships, Rs. 20,00~Up.der the' s~IiefuJ 'for, 1 

i 
providing Schplarships to the indigent studentsa sum of Rs: . g6,000 
was proviqed under·N-~ .. · ." · 1· _ _· · · , ·. 

' . , . As this was to) be given to. those 'stud~nts. orily: who becam~ indi~: 
gent during Of he course of the year and as during the .year less students 
fell iadigent;' the saving :of R.$: 20,000· occurred. -. , . · ·- , , · 

. : <viii> s;tng ~~/,~' failure ofJ sti,den~s. -R~. 62,09cr . _! · 
' ·- ·-· . . . ··./ .' ·'· 

. ( i.1J) Saving du~ to 'non-opening. of the Regional office o/M afar/a · 1 

Eradication, ,Lahore-Rs. 2,50,000-- < , . , 1 · • . ·· : 
. ·. . . : .. ·, ... . . .,} . '· ' ' 

.: Subject to'verification .by Audit 'of the contentidri o[ Depart 
ment in respect. of savirig under (v) above, the item' was dropped e . ,, 

; _ _ (2) Page 21:',Para. 33-opening ~f acc<iunts_with private Banks-c: 
In· this case unspent balance of .Rs'. 6~ 373 out 'ofthe ~uipmep,t grant 

I ; / <. of Rs. 21 ;000 sanctioned by 'the Provincial Government inr. April. 1961 · 
· 'was drawn.fromthe treasury on 30th June: 1961'.and deposited-into, 

.·.a private .. bankwithout the sanction of the. Goverhment The amount \ 
, was utilized in. the next financial - year upto September, -.196.1 -. Simi- 
·. -lady a sum of ·:Rs .. ~~·;478 representm..g -. t~e _ unspent. balances · of 'the 

various grants was drawn and deposited into tlie same bank on _30th 
June 1961. Out of Rs. 28,478 & sum of. Rs, 12,246 which could not ·•: 

: i. be eipended '.upto.5thi0ctober. 1961 was \Vithdra"7it· from the bank 
:: : and refunded into the: Government treasury on 6th .. ·-_ October, · 1961. 

' ·. ,The amount w~ · ~eposited in. the. Saving B~,: - Ac~ou~t but !10 , · • 
I interest was claimed for the deposits. . 'Ihe opening of .accounts with · i 

.a private bank was .not regularised with.the sanction of. the Govern- .. ·-. 
rnent, \- . ~ ·. . ; · ' · ·· ; - . . · 

.: . ~ Tiie riep¥tm~nt Qxptained; tn~t..h.efore·r~g~lariza~i_on of the case 
. · . it was necessarv to fix the. re$pon~1bd~t.y' f~r irregularities, Explana 

Hons of the' Officers/officials concerned .were ca.Ued. fot:' but. these did: 
'. not throw; -~~y lig~t .. :011Jbe gu~stipn:; ~ :~enc,¢J(.'W'af c9risi~t:r~d /. l 

·; \·. 
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necessary to: ask a senior Officer to ,probe int9 the triatter~ . Tfre ~"' 
suit of the enquiry is awaited. , . , _ i 

. · The Committee decided that it wouldlike to have a_detail~re 
port about the enquiry made in th~ matter and, ~pe action ~en by 

. the' Department against the officials at fault. 'fl;le report should· be 
made available to the Committe,faUts next s~ties of meetings and the 

: Depar~ment shouldalso. try and procure from the Bank. wher¢, the 
:. _a:c,c~µl1t was ·ur,.au!hprisedly opened; a.detailed statelli~nt of -_acc<>1Jnt,s · 

showing all the deposits as well as- withdrawals «, · . Th1s should . also 
i. ·· · be placed before the Committee at its next' series of meetings: · · · , , 

! \" . . . •· .. ·· . . 1.f • I' 

(3) Page 21, · Para .. 34-non-,:ecovery of . Government. dues· . 
1 • Rs. 29,3~In this case Government dries amoµnting to Rs.' 29,306· 

• • 1 , • were outstanding in respect . pf period from 1951-52. to 1960.6l 
against various Municipalities and Private Bodies on account of 
analytic work done for those _Bodies. \ The d~layin effecting' the re .. 

·-' ! cqYepes ras _pointed out in the At1dit Report Jssueg.Jn July, _ 1964. , ., 
1 .· 1 · · The Department explained that 'out' of tije outstgnding' amount 

~ of Rs. 29,306, Rs. 22,470 bad been recovered so. far but an amount of 
Rs. 6,836 is yet to 'be recovered, .' •.. · , ' ' . · . 
. ', The para was dropped subject to I verification of the :recovery 
.made and the balance to he recovered and-verified by; Audit. · · 

. , t(4) Page 26~ Para. 111-IJ-A'udtt of Grants-in-Aid-» ·. -. 
._) ') , • _I - _,) _ '· _ .. _·-.,_- . -.· - . I 

(5) P.age 25, Para. 46-N on-}i1latio1t, of 'cadr« strength-· .. 
. · Noi)Vorking' papyr_sfor t!aese, parru(Were;subrpitt~ by ft.ie De 

. partment, .. 'Jhe. Committee directed th~, Depa:rtmenti.to submit . ex 
planatiens' 'in. respect or these' paras. at the ,next series of meetings. 

LA'ND UTILIZATION DEPAR!TMENT. ~. · 
! . ··, • '. . _',. \' ' -':'·, ;,_ :· ·-\· 

· . APPROPRIATION ACCOUNTS 1960-61. , . ' . · 
'_·' ! .I• , ·_ .· _,I . _-' ·_.' , •. _· ':,, .: . -.':-· . r . __ i: .' 

Page-.3; Parq,)5, read with page-315-Grant No: 35-Devefopment 
C-Co_1onization-c;~1.,saving-Rs'- 2;04,246; C-2-SavJng· Rs -. 31,519-The 

.Department expJaine.d the' sav1n,g as under : T'" . . , 1 
· • • • .• 

'(C) (1)-.-The actual 'expenditure was: Rs.1,47,188. .The actual 
.saving was Rs. l,391352, on the basis .of above: . actual expenditur~~ 
The reasons for less expenditure are that the original provision, iii tlie · 

r budget was for .Rs, 2.94,000 only. Although· the. Revised Estimate for ... 
additional _gra11t was submitted, ¢xp~nqiture was .incurred very-guard 
edly. Qualified hands were not available 'itt the streng.th,to carry on · 
the survey work, and therefore the necessary number of parties could, 

1· \ not • be embloved, Saving was also effected from contingent expendi- , 
, ture on purchase of stones etc. as a, measure of economy, Moreover, . 

. the sanction for additional funds ~as received late in the month of 
_ May, l 961' and could pot, therefore; be ifu}lv· utilized. ·. . ( · 

. _ (C) (2)-The ;ac,tual .. ex~nditu~e·. was. Rs. 2,07,901 as 
I 
against ' 

Rs. 2.04.261 mentioned in Appropriation Accounts. The'actual_~av- , 
' Ing was therefore Rs. 27.,879. · The reason for less-expenditure isthat 

,·; 



. _,.,- 

. I. 
\ .. l, ' <, \·· 

--.: 
' ,'' c/ \ ·• 'l / 1· i: 

·.1 ', .\ 

.,._ 

• .\ • • ,.. 1,_ • • ·-"\_\··· 

APPROPRIATION ACCOUNTS FOR 1959-60. '1 . .'(· ' ·_·,.. · I\' _- . , 

Serial .. para>No. of ... ' ·. L ,. E.rfe! part~c1.~lars 
, i!{ o. : ·appropr£atibn · · -, · · . .t -, ·· 

· . , · 'ac<xr.unM, . ' < · 1' ·._; 

. I 17 ·(~)3''{5) -. .: .... S,hor.tag~ of store~wcirth Rs.-14;934·12· . ' 
2 17 {a~ 3 (8)1 .v: ,, S.ho;rtage o~ stof(''s_ WO ·th ,Fs. 0;714. \ .. ' · . 

.a -17 (a) 4 (6) , ... Mis approprir.tion of· stores worth .. 
· · .. ( . . Rs· •. 30, 84 6. -: .. / 

1 
' . . .. · . . • · , r 

4;··.· l 7 (~) 9'i(i) · ··: ,' · L!)ss of'. cement· wo.rlli,.B.s~ :.i9,340~ 
: . 5 . 17 (a) 9 (ii) 1,.Li Loss .. of 'cemellt WPrtli' Rs. a:533. 

.6 11(~).16.. .~ .. t. ]v.tisuse of .Po~ers-:RtI· · .2·',100 •.. .' {' . . ~ . . . . - . . . . . ~ ' .. · :...., . ·.. . ,... . 

J ',• 

·:; .. ,· : : .: , . , . ; ·. ,\' i' 1 '., : I • ··, •,. · , .. , 1 i .. ··;::Pfi!~~~:t2t~~o':•a='i:g~!{e·~!~;~a:::~~rt~tr,··.: 
. AN\flC)fflV! . , , . I • '· , • • , . ' . ' 

,t - ~~-' m1.ti ~ i ~ > I 1 ' I~ / 
1 

' ' , , l t I 

I i·r. :-ffih~, e~plan.ation of the D~partment. was. ace.~pted.' ~ct. the ~tem . 
, was,dropped.. -. · 

1 
: 1 · .: • · 

•· . . "" ~. . . :~ . . . ,, ... '· . . . ,. ·: ~ '·. ; • J . 'v 

1 ,. ./fl... -> =: AltPRQP~no~AccoUNTS}96l12/ ... ,,'· . · .. 
•· · '. . . , . . . . -· - r-:_ •. · · .J · . '.': i . · -" .. _-' • •· \ ·I - ::--!··.·:· 

. · · Page 3;, Par«: 5, readwit/J,pqge 96-Grant No .. 27~Developnient. 
. .._:./ <Ji-Cplonizqti:<)n-Savtng-Rs. ·4;33;43~Tbe Department. e:xplained.that 

.·. ·. · :: f~g:::;a;rne~:i~i~t&:!i~l~~t~i0~J1f~{~~:~~~:1: · 
•.,"<1olonization was· fransferredto Agrtcultutal.Develcpment.Corpora- · 

.···. tion and the expenditure' for the remaining period ,of 5 months incor- . 1 · • ~ · 
.. , · porated in the Grant. No. 42-B-3(6) Page -13~ QfJh~ Appropria,tion , . 

A-ccounts, 1961-62 was Rs. 3,&9,94p ... Thus the· .total..exnenditure 
ou'ring.the year .19,61-62 . wasRs.' 12,53;247. Actu4L,saving was.· 

. , '. therefore, only-Rs, 40,493. , · ··. . . .• , , ... · 1 • '. · . · · · • . .. . 

. .' . . The Committee observed that. the excess amount should I'll.ave 
-· beensurrendered in timeby the Department-Subject-to thi& obser .. · 

vation the _P~ was dropped, · · .. :-~ · · . ·· 
AGRICULTURE \pE~ARTMENT~AGRICULTURAL. 

' DEVELOPMcNT CORPORATION ; . · . · 
"'\ ·. ·') ,·' . ·.. J_, • . J ,. : -. '.I -:j ·. • \ 

-, APPROPRIATION ACCOUNTS FOR 1958.:.59. · . 
r ' C Serial Par<i. _,No.~of"Appropriall Brie/paJic1t~~,.~ 

No~ · tion accounts , . · , . , 1 ', . · • , 

.·:.\ I7·(a) 3(9) .· .~: Short~ge·oflll3:iierial~orthFs. 2,922. . . . , ·. • . , L . 

. :•·0.:2\· '17 (a) 4J4,) . ',:.; Undue financi~f'afrlto . Contractor> - , . 
,, ) -- - , .:· . '· . worth Rs. ··q9:···200· / · .- : · ; .. 

·. ;' __ :, . : :· /. : . . . . ; .. ·-. .· ·.' ,, __ . . ~ 
3 :.Item No. IQ (Vi..} .. .', Unduel.financi;al. Md to Contraictor 
·· · Aiinexure; · · , ·.· \worth, Rs\''J,51;~51. 

- ;. . \ 218, 
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(1) Page 35, Para. 17-(a) 27-Fictitious stock: ,adj1fStment~ 
According the Audit note G.l · Pipes worth Rs. 1,50:000. measuring 
2,500 Rft.vwere indented from another 'Division m·' :March; 195,8 .. 
The materialin question was actually received in the Division in the · 
month of September and October, 1958. But the entire cost thereof 

. was already charged to a certain work in· March,' 1958. , Thus a ficti 
tious stock idjustment was carried out. in thelast month of the flnan 
cial year obviously to avoid the lapse of funds. . Further against the 
indented quantity of2500 RfL only 2035·25 ofGiI. Pipes were issued 
by the supplying Division. 'Ihus an excess .i expenditure oil .. 
Rs.27,885 representing . the cost of 464·75 Rft. ~.I. Pipes less received 
was also charged to the work.. . . . -. . 

:. The matter wa~ last considered by the: Committee at it~ me~t'\ 
mg held on .12-976_7 when the Department stated that the Superin- 

· tending Engineerhas given the following. explanations i-> .•. , ... 

. ·· ·· ''The Au~tt has ,di~ted out t~at the full qµantity· 6f 9't\~ 'fipes 
worth ·. Rs~ 1,50,000 w.~s inden_red by Hyderabad · Di~iswn 

. ·. . . . I . ,,·" 

219 
The ·nir~tor ,-: Au.dit :and··· Accounts JWorks)· informed the: Coin 

mittee that the ·working papets 'in fesp'ect· of the above ,, items. • were 
\l , JJteceived · by' him on, 8-12 .. 67f or offering Audit Comments, TheJate 

r r~u,bmissjonJof working· papers -for Au<J_jt. Comme~ts was a clealdi& 
regard of the direction of P.A.C. · arid at the same. '-time it, created 

1, 
._ >trf:)uble for Audit to, Comment ili a very short period. The Member : . 

(Finance) Agricultural Development Corporation 'expressed regrets 
for the delay but pointed oufthat the Agriculture Department did not 
inform the Agricultural Development Corporation aboutthese meet- 

-c .ings well in. time. The Committee directed that· the Agriculture De 
'.· partment should please ensure that th~workingpapers'were prepared 

. 1. , • in time. . It. was observed that. the working papers in resoect of the 
. Appropriation Accounts for. 1961-62 .have ~ot_· been sent by the De-: 
partment at all. · . .· . 1 , 

. · The Member, finance, ·A.D.C. then. informed· the Committee that 
the Officers· concerned with these· items ate now working . with the 
Communications and Works. Departmentand -it ·would, make the 
matter easy Jf these items were taken up when the Secretary, Com 
munications and Works Department was present. The Committee, 
agreed with this suggestion and· decided that these items should be . 

, taken up alongwith the .items pertaining to the. Communications .and 
Works' Department at the next series of meetings. A. copy of. the 
working paper in. respect of each of the above items will be supplied 
~Y the AgriciilturaR Development , Corporation to the · Communica- 
tions and Works Department In advance. . · , , 

I • • ' . . . , •. : r : : • . ., . ! . • 

BASIC DEMOCRACIES, LOCAL GOVERNMENTAND SOCIAL 
WELFARE DEPARTMENT (PUBLIC HEAl.,TH EN,GINEERING) 
~ I . - . . 

APPROPRIATION ACCOUNTS-, 1959 .. 60. .: ·. , 

(_ 
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. frQm. Wri,ur~s· Qj:vision and. 'debited to'work :iii Marc~,,.,:.-, 
. ; 19s~. but-a:~tuajly ·.ih~. triat~ri~1 was: remof~4 f#oi4 Mfti>i#fY~"· 

khas it<?. Hyder.a bad u;i, Sep~~ber/ Oc!~ber~ ·- '. ~~$:fk (.· 1]l9!iJJ>c '· 
· • according to· the A.ud1t this . was fi.cttt1ous · ad1ustment to , , · t=: · I 
<Jt.yojq lapse;·Of funds. .In faC.t this.,}$ not a 'fi:cfiti011S Stcfo,k . , Ii 

.. adju~tme;qt:because what happed was thatthere was short- .. • .. I 
· "age ofG.L. :pi~s-in Hyderabad at .thattime, > Th,ere was:· . ·1 

.. so'.in~stoc~:of'G.L Pipes.in Mirpurlpias .... TheBxecutive: 
"lingfueer . P~I:l'.E. sDivision, -. Hy'd~rabad . :' indented .· this · , 

··r . material for. use 011 · work "LayingJind ·jointing., GJ~ 'Pipes •· ·· · 
· ,it Hirabad in .Hyderabad: · The: 'S.R had explained that . 
. in the case _of.jmported material ~dva:nce actiph for pro- ·' 
., curement ha& got to be taken, so t)l.e G.L Pipes _though: . 

formally taken, overin .' . 3 / 58' at Mirpurphas were not ·. 
· . , ·, ~a,.rryed- to tf1.5 site of. ~<?r~ Jt ; Hyderabad ·unt4it._ _was·. ·1 -' J • 

· · actuallyrequired for laying .,n9-10/58~.-. The.Superinten-." 
. :d!ng ,·1$ngineer. :has further stated: .that- althcmgh·. the 

rr.·. 'material was not sent to' the site or work.at: Hyderabad 
fT:O\rt ¥i.rpurkhas in 3/ 58 it 'had definitely been ·~at:mark ~-.'. 

· . t: ed 1w· Mirpurkhas for Hyderabad .work arid separately · r· 
-, ... _ r1ese~ve(as such; The action of E~ecutive. Engi11eer in , 

iµalnng arrangement of the material m ·'ad:vance and. Not. 1, 

carrying .it.to the site of work 't,1ntiLit was required is in. 
' fact, a wise step because there would have been diffiQulty 

, in getting material when required and. morever · if the · :' 
material had been removed to the . ~ stdf(8 . at . Hyderabad . , · 
there 'o/Ould have been 'a double payment 911 aeccunt of ~ ' 

, 
1 

• carriage from ¥irputkhas to 'Hyderabad ·sfor.e an~ from · 
'Hyderabad.· Store. to sit~ ofiwork.' · The." material 'was 
therefore 'allowed to remain in 'the Government 'store of "' 
;p.W.D; - at :Mirpu:rkha~. and was carried t9 ~ite ,when a~,., 

._ . \I tually required .. ~·Aud1t has· further pointedout' that this. .. , 
material was not· entered in the Measurement, Book but 

'the: '.;PO~ttion, : is'-that according to : Rule (i) .: j\ppendbc°' 
'· Bombay p;W:D. Vol. TI such material was not- to be 're- I. 

· '. · · :-.- corded in), the. Measurement Book. · · · Audit has further' 
pointed out 'that o~t ofthis material .. of Rs, J,50.000 ma~ 
terial tW'orth '.Rs. 27,885 was debited to work in excess but 

'. i I, , ' this: objection is met by the fact that this amount was writ.- 
' I· ten/ .back : in tDecem,ber, 19?9, as .it r= !1C?t.actu_al!V:·, · 

'· r used on work. Jn fact the total quantity originally ear- 
... : , , marked for .Hyderabad work was not.found necessary by . 

·· .subseque~t calculations. .: -This does not prove the transac- , 
tion as fictitious. As such no further action seems to be- '. i 

.r call.eel for". , : i 

.: 
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~- "... .- .. : ' : .. ;_· .... .: ... ·.· . ·.·. -- . ·.· '. ···:,···'. . :( _' .: · ... _: __ : .... _ -.: ·-: /.: :_:"' . ,&gin,~r·was ·'tiot·:pr~pei~/·the~·superinten<ihtg ErigirieJr.:iias ·.been1; ~. 

,ad~~ to ~~e swtao1e;~ctfo1{agal~t the Ofli~rs''t~ponsibie.for this . 
. ' adju~!tb~nt,~~ ·,'8 to· av(>id:repeti~iop. of such1iirregtllar,iti;~ in future.:, 

I . ;l . , 'fhe ; C~tn~j-ttee th~n · observed i~at ihe' :~brki11g. P,apers: :as.· SU~· 
i · · • mitted by · the Department contained the explanation, as s1,1b_mitted 

·. :by, the. then· Executive- Engineer' which the pepartment. itself did. r : 

not consider.to be satisfactory .. The· Department assuredthe Com 
mittee that proper action woulcf be. · taken :; against .~ the officials 

, , ,rrespou~ipJe. for this.· irregularity; The: s~ori~. objection, which .. the \ . > ' ~udit pointed- 01;1t, · was · an ex:c~s. of __ Rs. 27;,g~s ': 0repr~e11.ting .fhe 
.1 · 'cost of 464 running feet 9f. G:J~· pipes. e No ll satisfactory .explana- 

.. . tion for. the sanje was iiven. · The Committee asked 1 the · Depart- ' 
,meht to repprt the act!on ta~en against t~~·,: Offi.ce~/.o~cials . con- . 
1cerned, and also submit detailed explanatic;>l). on · the· second part 
of 'the objection.' 1 

' !: : 
.• ' '. ' ·•• I '/ I ' . 11, I .. . . ..• '.' ' 

-~ 
0.;-, 

, , The Departrn.rnt no~ ~ta~e.ci that.the orig~haL,(?xplantions'd,t 't~e 
! ·. concerned Executive .. Engineer were. not very : clear and lacked "1µ . 

.. d~t~ls; !~ su~p?it of tltj.si contention. · ~he rnpcer-<;has· now ~XP,laj~ed' .. 
his posinonm greater: detail and has brought '1out·· the following IIV'II'nt-s· ··- · · ·, · · ' . · ·, 11· .: .· .. •· ·· · · - ,,· 
~- •. ! 1_·:' ,\./·', i: . f , .... ,: '· 

• I • • • ,· • I. ';,. t . : . . 
.. (1) The material in question· was actually required for · the · 

. execution of the jbb andwas in fact• '. consumed 'there ... 
, I· . ··'. ' . I '. ,. . -·_,J_- • • • 

. <2). Every project has 2. distinct, parts, on~'°collection ,, of , 
material-second · execution. . In.: the ,! present case he .c . · .. [.' . ar~a~~~a material from . tlie ·stqre~ ::or the'. ~4R,ining ,. · · 
Division foruse on the work .andtliis was no cnme, As 

. . . a' J#attei; ·o,f faqt this ~as: quite a(l i appropriate step.. In, ' 
. doing so he .had not violated any rule· or Government · 

orders. \ ·, · '. . · ,i ,. , .. -· , . : •. 
• f .... . '\ .- . • ... • :: . .J. ,_ ,.-. ' :· ;· ' . 

. 0), The difference of 464.75' pipe as. booked ., and as finally r ' 

consumed is\du:e to the ·fa~t. that '. rough;' 'requirement of 
1~ateria,I ~as.-~or:kecJ put in the ~~gi~~ng:, -~ven_in ?~:~e. ' 

1.. of material arranged through Drrei;;t.or of 'Industries .• it. ts. 
'never exactto .inches, ·Materi~l1,is. always /arranged in. 

J : -. excess re .w;~rd: otl any possibilitY1: of -;Ieaving·the~·pr9jecC · 
: incomplete at the end. due to -shortage of material. Due 
credit' for this material saved, waf ~ff orded Jo the . work i, 
and it was' done in thePublic interest." ,•' . . . . • r I 

'_' . . ' . . . _.· ., '- . !! .· .. ·- .. 

(4), 'The Audit has also raised' the-~obj~tj.on for. not catting 
· ·· · material to site simultaneously, , If.he. site was the' streets . 

-of Hirabael b~z.ar of- Hyderabad :: Town., In . case the · 
'entire material had been, shifted] to ,1 site when it, -;was 

,• . arranged.tit' would haveresulted into : .'...., . ' . . .. 
, ···'.-·"; ·r,,:(i) -~~g~~~qn, .. fa~sjn~~!?c,~~~!1~il . , : :: ''1:,:~ .• 'i,,,, ,~·n·• ,;:.····";rtr.,i:· ./ . \ <: i-;.+-,,,t(ii) rroD~b1¢',f(jS$ ·by"tli:~ft:'' IJ,'>ll'-'1:, 7 ·'' ,_. ; ',;l•, .•. ' . c! It:,; ·.• /Jl'f,4~j';, :1 

\ L; . ·.,·-" . ' ' . . (' ~ . : :.j .i1 I \ 

)· ,·1 , 1:·· I;· •;-.-: r ", ,; !~ \• .··:. '·, I~ 
. . I 
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. - (2) Page 18( Para:·. 8-· Non-recovery of Wharfage and Dem~r- . · . : 
.rage charges from a contractor-The Conimitte~. was informed by' the · · 
. Department that .necessary action , in the light of.the observations of 
the· Committee in its meeting ·. held on 12th· September, · 1967 is in> 

I • •• g6~!c1!;ati!~/~ i~~~~~~~~bti~;l,c;~ta!l~i~:':~t:i::!t:~tiZ!f 
. '~e.etwg~~) . .. ::'(:: _· :.::··: :,:/ .. \ : --::__ ~· :·_i_ -' -_ '.' 

.. · (3)' Page 5, Para. ,8 'read; with ·page- l 15ryianf.No. :~1-CivJl 
:works-._. Surrender.R,s,. t92,200----As the.:Qepartme11t had. not been--· 
asked to furnish the working 'paper of-this .ittW11 ,t:h,e '-consideration of . · 

. tbis item was deferred to the: next series of the meeting of the Corn-· ) .1• rttuttee, · · · · · • '· - · · · · ;'/ · · -·· · - · 1 

... c . .-:. . y ,) ;_ .... -..;:.- __ °' __ ,_-_:n·., -> 
.... /. !( i-. ,; ~- 
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_:Ji~f~r.~~~~l~;·~Ut~g~;f~~!Uaterihl.~~;~tl~~~b~. ;, ',:"'.,;-·::-~: ... .. 
' (iv)-. eatjiage at this tifue woµbi ha\,e i' . involved. 'doubfe .. : ;;, . i 

:- _ handliri~~ rsr it 'bad ~o· be''. placed so~ewhere safe,; , · 
, . then shifJe,d to th~ site, . · Delayed carnage has there- 

- ~ore saved the Q9vemment something, J -·_ • 
·:. I< . • . . -_ ''; '. ... · .. ) \ '-_ -. ... {, • ·1 ·. : ' . • : . - •' • ' .. ! .·.. i ..... /· I 

. The stuff was 'therefore intentionally _·not .. removed to site till 
. - such .time that it was- actually reqhlreci_tO" be consumed. ; . . 

• • .: •. -- -', •• I ·• >• !, ,-,. ·,_ -- _• ·~ • • •' ,· • ,, ·.~ • "; . ' , .-· ,,• 

-- ; .5.,. Fictitious :a~justme:11~:in tbei~sue_ -of 'stores.againsta project 
at the ·fag end of ;:t:he. 'jeat f~r· .utilizing the fµnds;. the material may-·· 
notbe.requiredto .. beused i~ the work and the cost is again.written 
back in the - subsequent year by 'taking it on stock and crediting it to. 
the work. . . \ 

i -· . . . . . . . ·. ·// •· . ... • - 
) .such fictitious acijustmelit were a - common· - 'practice ·rn n&k . 
Department in those days, rather they were . encouraged· to avoid " 
lapses.. .It was l?nlY when :tl;i.e Audit took, serious objection to this ·:: 
practice \that the'<t:hlefEngineer/ .. West Pakistan'. issued.a circular'. · 

• directing- . departmental" rifficers to· stop this irregular practice, : Tltis. - . 
1 1:Y{as do}1~ .after ~aref~l '~~tiberatio11i~. the Departmental Acco~nts 1 

~:'. • -· . 

<Committee meetmg held on)9th·January, . t963 where 2 (Deputy 
Directors of Audit Department . a:qg a representative of • Finance (. .. .. 

. Department, were also present. The language -of the circular 'itself 
..: suggests how mildlywaathisact looked up, then. . · · ·. 

·. .6.,· Inthepr~s~~t cas~;-~ven.·tpis 'circular of(tj~ief-in~?eer does· 
. not apply, because 1t was never.~ process of .fictitious adjustmeat, 

· the. material was· genuh1ely sb,arged to · the work' and utilized there, _, 
•·. • { .. ;_,_ . . ··: - ..... · .. ; . - .. · ..... .,./!_'. . ';.. . . ". .... . . • ,· 
/ . Ii'.. The Committee directedjthe l)ep_artment fo'becar~fu).:in future 
I. and totake .inter~st and watch . the worlcing, . of this .- p~tticular _, 

Officer wherever be ts posted ·so.· that he · .may not commit _ such · 
irregularities. : The Oepa,rtm¢:titiilformed the Cdpilnittee \tha,it they. 
had already administered a warning to hint' 1 

· ' · -. -. · - 

• '1 • • .\Th((~ara_ was droppe~. . . 

I. 
\ 



APPROPRIATION A€COUNTSiFOR.1960~6i ~· i° . • ·.·' .: . . . I . . ·.. . , .. 

·. (1) Page 3, Para. s retul with page 4 l 9-Qrant ~b .' 37 Caj,ittil 
o'ut~ay ·qnimprovement, of 'Public Health= 

· (i) Hyderabad Water ·Supply · Scheme+Saving Rs. 3,03,347~ 
,. . a . . . . . . . . . . I • .. 

' The Department' expla.inec,l that there was an ; a;llqtmerit: <>I 
Rs. l 0,5.0,000 for. th~ wot~ of Bulk Wat.fer Supply Scheme a.f Hyder 

abad and expenditure up to the tune of Rs. 9,92,560 was incurred 
«luring the year 1960-61 upto June, 1961. .The main component part. 

'Of the scheme were completed by the end of April, 1%1. Since the 
scheme was. fully completed by the end of April, .196lfurther expen 
diture during that year was not to 'be incurred, therefore. a, s~virig 
of Rs, _S7,440 occurred, The balance lapse. of Rs: 2,45,907 was due 

. to the fact that imported materials were' being received. for the 
project from London _through the .. Pakistan ·. High . Commissioner 

. from 1955 to · 1960. No debits . were · however · received for this· 
material throughout this period,. As required under · rule ,,344 and 
345 of C.P~ W.A. Cod~~· cost of such· material · · was' being . booked 

. simultaneously with the. receipt of material on the basis· of estimated 
cost. · The debit for all this stuff was received in .1960-61 which fell 

, short of Rs. 2,45~907 and was adjusted in 6 /61 · rt. Supplementary · 
Account: This created minus· debit- to· the work in the y·ea~ 196Q- 
6 L . Hence this lapse.took place. This was beyond the control of 

. the Department and neither, was · there any time for "surrendering 
· this amount, ·, ··· · · 

· The Audit pointed out that the explanation of the Department , 
that saving of Rs. 2,45,907 is the result . of . acceptance . of debit . 

-1 during L960-6I ·is incorrect. In fact the Department carried out the . 
· adjustment 'of excessive credits made to purchase during 6/ 56. to · 
3/58 bydebit to work concerned. Those adjustments could easily be 
carried out during 6 /.56 to ,31 .'.58. The' Deoartment should also get it 
verified .that the credits' afforded to this, work· actually relate to this 

.: work as the adjustment carried out does not disclose these facts., 
\ ,· -,' , . . . . 

The Committee· deferred the consideration of . the para. · and 
directed that, iri the mean time, the Department should verify it in 

. the light of the Audit comments and· submit detailed· explanation 
in thenext series of meetings of the Committee · .. · 

· .. · .. · .· (ip .. Drainage work a_t .. Hy~lerqlfad__,.1~1vin~· Rs. 2:~Q.00~ The. · 
Committee deferred consideration of'the item to he taken un along .. 
with the 'item of similar nature pertainirig to. the. year -1959~60 at the . 
nexf series of meetings. · .. . . . 

(iii) Tools and Plant Prorata Transierred+. Saving Rs. 32.998- 
. Th~ Detiartme~t explained that the exnenditnre underT. &.P; is 

booked on ,the basis ~f prorate. · distrib~Von.' •· Since . the . amoant 
allocated for the Drainage , Scheme: lapsed, there was naturally . 

·\:. 

. '·· 

I~ 

'· 
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, ~tr~::.~rJ'e:&d,p . ~~ thls ~1jj I 110. i in .Ji'oj>OrtiOli :~! , 
,w, .. ·'·' I ·· · · · '· . . . ·· · ~, .· · . . . . . 

. '. t·::::"fbe'.:explanation: was founcfto'be satisfactory .and:~th¢item WU. 
4r,~~r~.. ., .. :. : . .< .. ; .. ;\ :·_·:~\;:,· .. .. : . , ~:;·:! '.:· .·.·:::.<.·.>: .. :: ... 

. (iv) Basic Survey for .flfbiui ,.Water 1Supply Scheme-· (a). Preli":- 
1 '.~i~ar~Saving :f~· .9~,flO--<p>,i~~lf-r:,suppl~~f :·~e_ss, !:f: 19~~13,f 

. . .. 'The matter waslast considerecl by, the- Commi~tet:;.a.tsits .nioo.~g , 1 

:11eld·on. 12th1SepteII1ber, 1967 when the Departnient• .. e,*plained that r 
·,he actual ·expenditute up· to the close of t~e Ye.ar in' respect or (a) . 

1 \ - ,wasJ~~-s.}Q;l84 resulting' in a saving of Rs: 79,026i'.nstead·of Rs. 99,2l0 
as intimated, bytp.e 'Audit. · ·.As regards .(~)\ tl;i¢;,,Pepartn,.ent's .cen-. (: , 
tention.was that no such expenditurewas incurred, · · ·; .. . :, . ! - •• , . •. •• '. 

)"\', . ' :·~ ·_·· ·: :I" - . ·;_,:_· ... ' 1-.-·~· .' __ .· :,.-.: ·r'_ .'(\. ., .. , .... ! 

· .: The qottunittee directed _the Department tci get the. figures veri-. I -. i fied h Audit. ·· · i · · · , · · · • ··. ., 
'. . y .-.·· . . . ' . • "; . . . ' ... I. . . . ! . ' ' .••• ./.. ••• . 

. , . The· Department now explained that on veriµcation 1the expen. 
diture shown by the Audit Offices,·asbelow is found correct; · .... ·, ·J 

'· . , A~J. (i) Preli1*inary . Allotme.nt. 99-,210 Exp, ' . ; . _ Nil. ..• . 
. . ;, . . . . ·. . ,·. . . . . ( . ·. . .. · . . :·. ~ 

. A-Hii) ·Water Supply' Allotment NilExp.." .... 19,871 · ... / 
· .-_ · ·- ' - ·_., •t _ · • _ . . ,;,/ · , .· · .,, I, 

' The 'discrepancy was due to the .hQbki~. of expenditur1e in the ( ·, I 

Divisional office record under primary unit A-I (i) preliminary as 
• 1 Rs>l9,873 and under prh11ary unitAI(ii)'\vater supply as Nil whereas,_. 

bookingof e~:pep.ditu~~· i.I! the Audit. Office ~~ 'in· the rev~rse order'. . : 
Thus there was 'a saving of Rs. 79,337 only. Explanation for the ·· 
saving is due to the fact that the machinery' and certain articles could J. 
not be i~por~ed and supp~ed by the.;Di,rect~r of, .. Irldu~tries, W~t.1 .. 
Pa,k1sta'.q; during the flnancial year. .Sincethe machinery was.expect- 

,CJ ed to: be received, dunng the course ~f the year, funds' .. were. not ,· 
1._ ~urrendered. : ... -- •. •_ : .. _i -';, .: · · .. _ .. ·. · \ .. • ··. \ .. ,',: .· . . ,: 

·.The Commi~te~ obsenr~ thatthese _di!ficl!Ities 'and- 'probletjis _ - . ; 
were of a nature, which keep occurring .year in 1aµd year out and-the · . · 

· Department- should be in a: position to anticipate them: , .As : such.. 't :) 
. the jndents could have been .Placed earlier. . Subject to these obser- . 

'vations; the.para, ·~as·dtop1;>ed- . i. .' . .· ,. i ., -" i .. . 
·(v).Eahore.Drdinageand.Sewerqg~Scheme-Sayin.gi~is .. 61~330-- 

'The Department explained ; that the, original ~arif.un,der this Sub- JI 
. Headwas Nil.: A1~tJ~.ofRs.,~1,330 was sanctioned b.Y:t~~;Gove;tn~ · 

ment In: anticinatioti pf brovision of funds during. the course of . the . 
. .year .. ··. Sanction of. the Governm~i. was rt:ceive.d very Jate. ie. . on 

19-~J.1961, but actually ~h~ funds were' received in 1pc~l .currency at 
the,fag1.en_4 of the ye3:r 1.e:on 27-6.,.61. ·1 The payment :(<>~'ar~ .. and 
survey 'of the Lahore Drainage and Survey Scheme was to bemade- 

· in st~rling but as the funds in foreigrl exchange were not available in · 
time; hen~e no payment could be made to MIS· Huntinf! Sul'V'ey 
(Pakistan'Liritlted) in the, financial}ear 1960"'.61, ~nd Jijhds:Jaosed. ·:. 

.. . .· . i 
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!' ..: ', .Thi ~~lanati<>ri was 'fciund. t6 ~-'satisf~tory, aid tbcfit~m. was> ·. 
.'~P-~~.\-. ·_. ·-·: .· ,i,· ·'<'·: .• __ .· .·:_;1·:: .. _-,:._·::·-···_ ... ,> .. _-• .. :i·'._,.'.:( -· 

. · (vO Basic SuryeJ 'for.'·. rurm - Jfate,( Supply .Scl;ze~S,avl!'g 
. Rs .. 37,460-The matter was'last considered by the Committe(f at- lts . 
meeting, held on 12-9-67 when the Department e~plain:ed that ag~ilist .. 

:the g~nt:of}ls'. 37,460 the actlia!expen4i~ur~, upto.he year _·w~. ,. ::· . 
RB. 29,598 mstead · o( Nil expenditure fS:; intimated 'by the Auq1t . · .. ~ · 

.. pffi~~-\ !}l~ actual. ~ving· was, .. h.,-7,862 1: whic~ . was due tg.,_ri~n-· ·; ·;: , 
av,!lability of. materials by-the J)irector,!:1nd\Jstrtes; · !'~! ;;t.>a~stm.,.,- : : , .. ,, ·•·. , .: 

·dunng 1960-61 · · ···. ' · ' · .. · · · · · · ·· · · · · · · · ·. 
. . ' ' • • ,• • • . ,:,. '·.' ' ' • •' •' I ~. • ' '.,. . ·• •I •• • • • ,• •'.: -. , ' .: ~· ' ··: • ' • ·r• • . :::• ,.,,·-, ' ·. ; . :-1 ' • • '. ,,, • ·, I 

· - · ·The Committee directed the Department. to gef the .figures re--.·. - . 
conciled. witlr the Audit. · . _ · ·: · , · . . : !_.,, .', : . . ,, ., 

. . nie··Departme11t ·now: exp.ained 'that tlie .. figures have beett .re-. . . 
conciled, . .The expenditure ·qf Rs; 29,598 has: actually been. incurr,~· -, 

/ ~~_t,'.this Yf<n:k but due to wr~ng class~c_ation .. m~d~ bv the:D!vi-: 
SfflnalOffice, this has been accountedfor u~derB-I(1l(n)·W/S·wb1ch 
cann,ot· be set. right.!t this late stage -1:>eca~e th_e,accopn~, J()r_·~thc,, 
yeu J960-6l have since be~-clc,sed ... ~e saving of :Rs, _7.s~i was- . "'· 

· ~ue: to ~~ fact that the niachinery indent~ _agJinst lpderiJ _No. l2 ·_ <>f . . ·.< .. :.. . .: 
t/6I tot.Rs~' :~4<)(l could not be rnatured1.during the fina11,cial.yea1· . · .. ~>: .. · · 
1960-61.. . - '°:;< . :.;-, .: :: /;;: '··.·;;:-,_(::,.•. ~~-- ·" ·:/·: 

--. ' / .• . , .... : i. . ' "-. ·,.ii .: . ··._,·~··,, '.~; :•. · .. ·· . ·,, ) 

. . The explanation WllS found t~ _be· satisfactory· and the item was 
dropped., ', •·,.. / I .. .·· ,'··· ,; . _,' .: _! l .. '< '·,: /::_,.;; · .... , ,. 

' . : (vii) -. Water ~upof y Sch{m~ in Koh~t. i~an_hu, Dera i ~man' K_han . -.: .. , 
" · and ft/ow~he,;q Build,ngs and Roads .. Divi~on+: -· .,. . . · · .... ': · :: :·.: ': 

• : . _. i'. ·~· • . - ,-. ' . ·. • ' ·. ,- . . . • ( .· . ,. ' . ' ' > :; . ! I :'·' ' • . ., .,'. 

. Ja)· Water Supply"Excess Rs. 2,0ll- ·· ,._,: 
(b) Ji)raina~e Excess k;~':31~9,19 ~~: _ . ·, .. ">. .. i , 

·_ The. Department'explained that. the t6tal grahf-was &. ·ss}630 . 
Aeainst,the a~oye grant· the. Audit.>paice::tuur s;tio~n aii_ci;xpenditnrtf · 

. of Rs. 60,641 under Priniarv Unit 1;31. (i) ·· :.WIS,- while " a snrr., . ·c;,f 
Rs -. 31.919 booked 'against Nil allotmentunder primarv unit)~<n<iii) 

) Drainage scheme. ,<This. discrepancy is q1faccount o( lhe following,,. 
fact?18·~~ ,· < ,: '·. > _ ';_·_:i :;··_:/·:·-:, .. . .-__'. __ ,'-1·, .: ~: 

,_ (aJ A stim;of'. ~S: 29:S?!J.actuallv]:sPFnt on 13-Btural wat~r- 
sunnlv l3(1) . prelimmarv bas··wron!!lv . __ been s:how:n· . 

· against the above work dueio. mis-cfassification. Tak- .. 
. in~ the anio.iint-from Rs.· 6ff 641the . Denartmetit-is- ... 

·, . 'teft with :8: sum ·of .Rs .. 3.f-043 which- is the·~actual ei-. 
! . ·. PP-hrtiture ::iq~·inc:f·:tbh~ work which falls·:. under heal. 

'-'B'-Rural WlS .B<n WIS". , . . ·: .. '. 
,· .'(b) /ti.. sum .Pf Rs. 31.919 show,n- a2ainst. be::i'd 1\/i)(Hi) lrR't1• , , ·- .. ' 

·. ~- age scheme is a~ajn d11r, to -wrono:~~-co.,;~,.-~tin11. · '.·,:Ms . . . . - , 
· expenditure ·wa, a~tuaUy agaihst B6Uii) ·water Supply. · 

'1' < • '• _, • ~ • " ~. "." \ ,.._,"( ': t ;: • 
1 
:--. ~. ,'. I • • • • t • .• r 



.- -~' 

{~)· Jbe l~tat ijXpeliditure tuider the h~ u~det di$cussl~ni 
· i.e.: B(i)(ii) water. supply · i$···Jher~fore Rs. 31,043 ,+r,· 

Ju. 31,919 Rs, 62,962· which,, sliows that 'the :·art6t:~ 
· ,~ ,' ~,me11t ,-Of ·.·lls~ ,$8,630 · ~a$ ,act1.J.1tlly,,b~ utilized, There .• 

, · .Js. ~,r~toy~,R-Q· ta{?~$},,,i,ther~1t4~·~fle~<dj~e,:,js ,s~igJitJr · 
.· · ·}1,11,J#.~fJ~. ,J:))iSKeJ,9~···rJJpcmqi~~ ,-IS :,J!Ue;JO,~e-,:- 

1,J~.ci,rfpat~e:'.YV~e sp~,~Wase$ .. ~~ SQ!® ·:W~r} 4tt.<1 . 
ct(),,.lltt,~rQ,Ut".tAv~~::J~~~c.fit~~~li:funis . 
~~e .. ~~~~ fot·:tbfovgti .. ;~ .... ~u~. 'y~f tjx®SSe&. ·.,,,ttef . 

•.:ftpXMdeis.\b~t w:~~-1.in.pt,. ~lv;<J~ · ft,}le ~~µdi~: . was however unavoidable. ' ClassdicatiQti,cOl'')lUSCl~,... - 
- fication is' .tlie resp~>nsi\)ility 9f Jhe Divisional A®.9uti...; 

.·.rft&t;for. whicJi'-'the· Direetot,1Ai~tc~·A~~u,its· is 1bemg;· 
. . , 8$ted to .take: necessary action agawt1,1µtti. 
. . ·i~'ftte·ttfl~tiott was·f0unci ~-lje:·sati«acti:jry/aijd the··item was;•,: 

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

. 1 . :-•·•' ,JiJliflJ1, ~~- i~lerl:-i$µPP!-Y! in· G.hu/..am: . .lduhtzrnmad,;1Barr11gr. 
'~-~~~g,rltv~ ~~~,~~ 1. 0 

•- ., . · .. ';' , , I . . . . . . 

, ,, 1Ji1{,'f #, a!ld,;tlant Pror4ta~~av~,,jg,J5s~ .;S~l!Xfr :·' "· . . . .. :, 
·. ' . . . ~-· . . .. . ' . . ... .' . . "", . ... ." . ' . .: ' .. .; 

: .; c:71)AJ;>,,.mi~t,~t~tbtltttlu~ wt>rk.w\~itSt,t~utmt ,;py :\th~ 
J\gncjltural. ,Developni~t Corporation and the fun~ were ,1pl~.. . 

'_.~Jly1~tb th~m~~~ .. i)ot;!hr?1,1~·J>u~lip H,ealth.Engw.eerln:g· ... De,.+.'·· . .. mv«:~:t '. ~Jo~1:iori.bJec~ten~,be. ~~.,.· ag~t:. ·Agrttfui~uraJ'. ·, . 
. . · ·fflle:' c-omuiittee deferred · the 'cop.sictetation of 1the items ·1ci the' 

l _ nex~ series t;>f>the meetings whe~Jhe~ sav~ will be explaitled by ~he·.~. 
( Agricultural' Developtne~t '.Coxpo,;aU9n~ ' · , · · · . ·. 

1 
· • · {m) Tntal Surf ender Drainage sclumze: at Hyde{abad--§ii"ender· 
lb. 13,18,870- . . · . ·. . . . . . . .;·_ . 

· :1;Jbe ·&lmtnittee 1lefet1:~ considerati<>n .of tlie1,item tc)/t be'taken·~ 
uP~~brttems ,menti<jnetf .at serial h&>s:11,Ji) &:(ii): above. at ' tlie· 
~~ 1~nes J)f ::ltle~fn:gs. · · " .. .•·· . : . ·· .. · ·.· 1' ~, . ~" 

· :···(mi) ~Le$S . tecovel'J ,·of R_s .. - S,57;C>8~The matter. was·last-;' · 
considered. by,the.(;ommitfoe at it~ meeting;b:eldron ··1'2-9-67 whom~ 
the ,Der,artment explained that. the estimated. ·recovery'/ waft'··,.·. 
Rs. 8,33t300 against which the actual,~cov~tv was Rs. 2,76,2ll1·hence~ · . 
less'recovery·was Rs. 557,089.· _Rs'"2,76,.7U,\inc1uded a .snm of · 
Rs, 19,091 which.'-perl:ained· to number.pf, ,·Ruta.I W:/-S.Scternes· .ln'. 
1luildin!?s .and Roads :Divisions. . . Balance Itecovery;otR.si 2.57:lJ41 ' 

was made on th.e·.basis:of l(3r.d actual ,exn~nd1tur~ (~s. ,7.46,653~> 
insntrea. on. the ._:\Vate!,:SuppUy $che~~·. Jiyd~r~~ad., '(R~coyery .• Wllf .. 
basedon the 1]3rd of actual.etpen,d1ti1re). Jhnce the .e:xpend_itu:r~· 
was less the r~cov~ry }ias also falle~··shorfprooortionately. - ' . ·. . ... · 

' . ./The Dep;rtm,..nt. now explaiJ~ that'BU:dget nro~sfontToi' itedµct 
recoien~i~ µ_s:u~v an4. essentiallv made i:i,c; 11,rg_of' the bu<lP'et 
provision fot the scheme. Recovery °from.· th~ l\,1'ntii~ipal f~ommjt~ee 
is, ,however-, made as I/3rd of the actual e~encHture. . The actu~J' 
expenditure ,on· the scheme fell short of th~ budget allotment an~ - 

.1 . . 

1 .. 

.· 22f.J 
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:1 ~-~f1~ .. _;~·.r ·t.1 .. .- 

··1--A • · .• ·,.. • ., _,.~). ;:, ' 

~~;v.entua.U}f: ~ecove;. of: llrard. $1i~e. (tom--~~ Municipal' Co~~ei_ - , \, 
~~l~o got r~uc~. ~e-. ~p.ving 9$_1, -~· 5;5?,089·. is;' therefore, the 
result o( ,tfrls. less expendi,tute. 90}.the. scheme .. Reasons for Jess/ 

I,, .. expenditure on.the s.chepi~ ~avcrbeen_ explained. against.the scheme 
i -ooncemed. Rs. 2,76,2ll;includedasijtn. qfJ~s.19,{)97 which pertains_· 

:· · ._1 __ 0_. ~--_ num __ b __ er_. o_J _rur .!' ._• __ fll_ :_ w_. a_'t. er __ ·_.-._s_ u_·_ PP i y._,.__s.ch_ e __ m __ ._es::_4t_. _ Bµil. d. m,gs _a_nd J..loads_. __ 
• - 1 _ • • ~~partment:- :;Balanc~ .f,~cpv~[Yif_, Rs; 2,51, 114 '. -w~ made on the 

· . · ba~is'. of--l/,3:rd·Qf actu:al,;~;~:pq1Jw;~ (&s. 7;,46;~53) mc~rred. on ~e ~- 
t"'at~~ supply .scheme Hyder~baq •.. ;, · . · ·i :- : ·--1;; : . _ _ . 

- , . · . . : .' )- ·.· i,The: €Qtnmittee, askedJhe · iDewµtriient·. to; , submit · a detailed 
-t: -: ,statement for each. LocalBody: showing the:tpQrtioq.:ofJhe· amount· , 

. giyen as ·loan,attd' that-•port~on,of it also which was; recovered;. the. · 1 

amounr eachLocal Body was .aupposed .to contribute towards ·it, ; 
.and how much· they did--aet*8l}y·,contrfhriteL <Theltem' wasdelerred- 
to: be taken j up in t~e nextseries:,of. meetings. '. · . _· . · · · l 

~: ,_ · · ·. (2f<ilPage:4{Part1?s·r-re(ld wiih ;,a,fe 234-----Grtini-fio:' ,Jt:P11blif ,. _. ,, 
' :-Bealth~EmtJesltRsi1 23 4g:·gt,4~ • . . . -· .· . ···· - ·• . . ·· .... -" · · . 

~ _-- .. ,_, __ ·.~ _· .• · ,:.· •. ,_,.~ ..". .• ·,_- _:! . .-·_(_ •. ·>··_1-.';_,···::·_ ''.·. '· ..• _.,. -. _,/ 

. . .:;·,:.(ii):'·Pt1ge7,1Pflra: -1~" reaiJ·wiilt'j,age -2~$Urrend~'r Rs~ ·ss//~· . .' . 
I . • ,/ . - . ·-. ' . . . : .f_ . ·._ . :'. . • . , - . ·, •• , . - - ·,_ \ ;(. . . '. . - _.: . ~-:- ... ·.• · __ \ . ' • _· •. -- .. ,, "' ~ :,, 

: _· _ - Tlie matt~r>was Iast,considetecf byi th.~: Cqrriipi"e& . 011 112th 1 

.. S~P,!einber, ,196],,wh~~:tlie,-cpntention .· of:•, the ,: B~~e:-B~~ocracies, ·· · 
Social Welfare .and- L~;.:Qovemment Qeparttnent, w-as> Jhat- · the . 
Public He~tli Engme~rlng, J;)e,mu1ment ~e, :int() _~eµig .:wit}\ ,-,e~~· 

. :ftQm 1st August, 19'6~. and It .dic;J,npt operate the grant w~ch W;~ .the 
respo~bqity- of, the B~ditigs---~n4 Ro~ds Departm,ent:who .s~~ul~·- .. _ .: 
e~plau1 these l'atas. - I\ was ~~1n:ted out t~ •. tij.~ C_qµim1tt~,_t,~~t,~: s _ 

the ttansfer of ~l'llblfo-llealtli' from the Buddmgs· and Roads J)e~- - -; · 
- 'partri.ient )bat. ~artfuertf bad~fra~ferred-al}' tbi teC<>td ·pertamJngr >· . :-,~~,_·r::~,/<\:~~,r.ra:.i. tt~~:ii;~· .Tg6ci~coit1!::' 
L-and L9cal Go,vernment Department wbi¢.h "had to· fµrnish 'the-': ex-: - 

· planation· for. the excess expenditure. The para. · was ·deferred;; t~· 
come ~p.a~aw -~cm~tb.the.Accounts·for_the year: 19,61:-62• ;In"the 

._.. -me_ an n ~me_~:_.the Depa!fm_ · e11t~as:~ked ··_to cpUect_ _an_. }h~.r~ord and _t_ .o_. . 
. ·:Sµblllttbe_exp~,an@.tion to·~om~tte~; _ · .. .· · . . ' :·:·· .· __ < 

,. · ... _ , The Department :iiow · explain~ that the. ·,Secretary; Cpmmuni;- · 
j -.- : - '·: .. cationsJllid · ~orJc.$ D~P,~ent,has. been moved f~r the. tr~fer cf . 

:. · ·the record. - .But· msp1te of.personal efforts , and· :reminders, the 
·· -' requisite reci>rd is,'stjll· a\'Vaitect · - '.Th~ variatioir -.involved · Will, b~ 

ex.plained;on·r~t{Of ,l'QCO.i,'ds;\ · . , - . 
. ' - .The considei:ation of· these items -·was :deferred- to the . next > --' 

s~¢S-~f1mtetiligs/ · r, · - ,11 . _. - ,. · .· .'. ', , · ,· ,, , 
:, •. ·• (3) Piige'· tO/P'ara . .i}8'-Eiip~itditul'~ 011; warks in anti~ipation '/it 

tecl,nical sanctior,. to.:estimate9r-:-.The·' Oepattment explained Jhat aD · 
-,WQr~JJ.a~e-since,•beett1< SaD.ctitJhtd1' and .ffi~t':· disciplinary _action - 

1 ,- , :against tl,:e-Officer '.<'On¢~ed'' ,was:'in piogrcis1j The-·case · .asa~: · _ 
,.1_·\. • .,· ._. • .• _ • • •. . • .... • , ... • • ". ~- , .:r - .' 

• - .... ·:- • :_ i'",. :. .... • _:_. ~ ( • ·, ) . ·.1 
..... ·1..'··,,. 

.-. ' ,. 
-, ! c- 



·~. 

\ . ' 

.. · ... ~.' ··.' 

.. •,. 

, 
l . ·., 

. ,,.;c 

., I 

r, 

I 
I 

. I 

,· --~ 
t 

·-, .\ ... · , .. 
'• . 

r 

"' (', 

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

111e·.DivisionaJ. AcoolUlt.aot· would be ,referred-, to the· Audit .Cot.tiece.r·/ 
~-~4~:n.i:: .. · · ·.:. ··: · - , .: , -.:(::, L'. ,' .· · j ~- --; . . .· -<:. . · ;_ < ... t} ... ?- 

. _;'~ubj~t.to disciplh;i~Jaction·:mitfatdtqy the Dep&11~ent. the'.< -. 
-t>~ra:.was··dropped:,. . ·-· · , · · . · , 1\ .L· 

-·· \ { . : .. -:' ·-_/ . . -· '- . .\ ·,' . .· . -. . : . . /' . /'.' .,, .,/ 

.r _ ·-' . : (4) fage 2l~ Para; '2pExp~nditure: i!'curtetf_ in exc_(!ss of 9e- . · 
posi?s recl!i~ea~ The · Dep_a~ment. __ explained ··that,: -this.: :c ~~J.1111_.: 

. - mostly represents the expenditure· mcurred: by.the Co1J?IDuntc~~~ . >' 
& .·wor~s .Depart~~t _on -the m~tenanc~ and· ~µirl~g. of .such' vital,· .. 
ilistallatioil.$· of theLahore Mumcipal Corporation as Mam· Ot,Jt-: 
fall, . Chotta -. Ravit Rajgarh~Bhogiwal. and ·-rajpu~ .sewrage _dispos~/. - -,' 

. ' works, some water plants : and '. -the entire ' length '.of:sewerageS pf'·: ', 
. Lanore 'rown, through ·.the1years .1937 to 1961/ The Lahoi;e M.uni- ·j . 

. cipa]. · Cc>tpora.tio~ failed .. to keep their yearly, ~ayments _ upt~ · .4ate · 
and started stalling such .instalments, resulting 'm accumulation of>' 

· · .. i~bies- :against.-'it, during th~e , 25. years., · · .The plants )vei;e vital.·. µistal-., ._ 
' ·- lations and were.1,eing ~: bythe Department ·.~under, com,p~ion· '.' · 

_ap.d;.st¥ted-~!ajUrtg$Uch ~taµnents, r~ul~ihg ~-;a<:CUlllulat1~~·. ~f 
-, could 'not\be stopped even for a· day w1tho'1t diluging : the city ~of. . 

· Lahore' in s1illag~··-'water _all: t>ver,-. creating chaos . fifth· and ' · disdl:lSe~ , . ·• : 
-. 'Effqits .. !~~r~tJiowev~,''.~tinuously .. made ,_by the Qepartmeµt .. to. ·.· 

tP~fS~~e :the. d)rppraqon. t~ :pay _up the~. dues. ., f~rsonal· conta~, .. ·. 
_·. wntten reqq~ts; __ tly'ea~ .f<p: :~toppmg t~e · ~~~~ti<>n~. o_nly prod~ced · r . 

: , .partial ._ t~ults and-some money was recovered · froqi time .Jo .: · .tune.,, .. : 
· · brif not all. Th¢ Corporation took the position th~t- Govcmunent ': · 

". \ _ owes· them a huge1• amouiit. on account of Evacuee · Pr pperty. Tax~- .. · 
. - and assoon asthey ·r~eive'this m9tiey .they 'would pay. µp_t9· the;', 
. ", pe1>aittnent: . Th~ posiiion sti~l reiiiaifts' :unchange<i: · . ~~y .. ltlee,_t:.: . 

mgs:wer~-h~lgunder t~e Chairmanship ot.· •Cqrµmiss10n~r, Laho.rct.i 
Division, and even the Ministers bµt with little - outcome, . These : 
ins_tall~tions ~~re· transferred to,.th~~-,.P.H.E.: Department in. 1961 .. 
amt the efforts· to recover the dues from: the · Lahore , : Cort,or~tion'. ·· • 

· ·· . continued> - These Installadons now stand. transferred· ·to :the.-Grea- · 
• -ter J;ahpr~ Water~$µpply and Se*erage Board under. the' Lahote 

Improvement Trust. . Latest reference has been' made, to-the Chair- .' . I 

man of Lahore · lmptoveinent Trust' 'on 20th_· ·Nove~ber, 196'.7,. - . . . 
,,soliciting, his help)n receiving this ampunt from the· Corporation . .- 
Th.e .Secte1'ry, ~~ic JJe:rp<>cracies }las ,also' been ':i;~u¢$t~ . t~ ui~er- 

~ Vi<;.ne. m.: t)ie ~atter a!1d· m~ke·th~. Corp~ratiOJ?. _pa.v .i~'>~~e. · _ J\ll ·.< : 
wss1ble· steps are being taken· to clear this excess expeµd1~re. _ . . r . ·. 

. ~. ' . ' - \ . . . . . ·. . 
"\_•~..:.. ·.:···_._( ro ,. ~,.:-• : ~ ·_ ·.'.·,. _ · ... ' .· .. _ , : . \ ... (' . . _ :_: ~- . /--- ,_· · .. ' I 

; The .. Comniittee. deferred: consideration "Qf this item to the next.· 
.. ::' .. ~ries_ o,f,~~t~g.when,.t~~ Departnieril -wi!l. . ~u"riut a.· report.Qn-, .. ·1 

· \.: .further; progres~ m Qie matter~- :. . , . ·. , .. · ·. : · ·- .·· · ... •- · ,, . 
" ·~ . ' I '. . . •. I • " .. , . . . 

. '.'-, >(5~_Page~47,:''#ara~:J~'ut.rtandiiig~eCf;>.Veri~S' .. )<11' t~ ~- ~< 
..... , : _-~-~_-·. -o_-_ f _Rs_ .. _ ... _3~- J,~--~ _,!~_-._ ,f.f.~~CJ]entµi_. g t4e __ .:1•~9µ11,ts_ ·_ ,o_f_ .·_nun_ - us: , final b_ m __ s of~._· 

_:._the.~n~•:·~~rpnu:ed m. the sehedule-~f •.:Miscellau~u:Pu1,Jic·\ 
- . ·. . . . . _-' .. ' . . . . . .. - . . - . .· . . ~- . \ . . / 
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' . . .!- : .· ·: . ~ . ' . . . ~ .. . . . .." .. • ·. ,' 's., '. •. :::- '< _.'..' ·.·. :: ", ·- . . . ~ 
-~ Works ~Advances'\ · : The· miriusTfmal :bills indicated_; jhat. tlie . re- · 

. covery for, the 'cost-of store .etc, issued to eontraetors was. not · made 
i . from their runliing bills wfth 'the result chat. the: amount :, remained . 
i·'..-. '., up~recov~red')ttid had t~;ibeit~own·as-eutstandµi~ In '.the···.·susp~~. 1'. 

i '. head ''Miscellan~Qus Advances". ·when. the ~attei was, referred .to · 

I! 

· ·the D!visfon~ it was intimated that.the contractonthad- absconded" 
I ... and a$ such recover,i.es:from them ~were outstanding.' . , . o .. 

.. -, ·: :-The D~part~ent explained'th~ta totaFreco~er{oi Rs .. .35'.Sll.44 
has been .verified by. the · . Audit, Another sum of Rs._ 194·62 also 

.• I stands· recovered. Its v,efifi.CB:tioi;t. is being .arranged.) Jhe balance 
-. of Rs. 642.81 is recoverable from Sh. Fazal-ur-Rehman, '. retired . s.no. for which'Accouritant~General hasbeen> addressed lw 'the . 

. Executive ·Engil}~er~ .Superintending Engineer and Chief . Engineer. --- 
, · · fo_i;.;:1ssue-M,~.~~.~ary. r~tr.· en~Ji. m.··.·.· etit slip·for· .. etr¢cting .. t.· ~.overy~.f~om' / 

_ the q-:P, Fund-of-the Officer; if·any bedue, or r from; bis p~~ton~ _ . 
Tl?.¢ · Department stated Jbat departmental · action' ag~list· 'the . pm: : 
cers -concerned has· been taken. · ·, •· · •:. · · · 

. : . . Subject to. verification -by the'·Amlit.\>f the' remalinng"1'ecoVeri~ ; 
beillg effected, thepara, was-dropped. < · · . · <: :1 <. .. · - .: '. 

ir .:.· . :· - . - - .. . ., ·_ . ~ . , - •. - :. - .... , ... · - - - ·. - ·.I. -- . . -- - : . _-·· .. ·.. . ..- - , .. i, 

...... · '(6) Page 64;Para. ?f~PtJJpen(liture 'On deposit works in,exce~~ 
,ofdepositf 'received by' the P~w.l).~ln,tbis'0,..Qase<· exp~ndittjr~- .: ~ 

, 173 depps1t- works' to: Jh~ extent of Rs. 37,57,280,was incurred . ~ . 
ex:~s :ofthe 'deposit' received.' _ > . • . t( < ·· · · · · .. ··. . . · : · . .. 
:·>:_· .. the·matt¢t·w~ l~t cinsider~d b_y·th~ Cofnmittei.at its·tn~etinl 
held on· IstFebruary, 1967-when the Department stated that 'o~t ol 
173 works as :originally mentioned, 1·S works .. were. settled by the 
·~udit leaving I 5.8 w~n;ks. · Out of these, ·~~ deposits were t~eiv~ r 

. , Inlump sum in.26 C3:$~ and outofthe balan~e··of l32·cfis.es, deposits 
,Wer~. subsequently received· for: · 1i2 - works- .from. various tQCal 

·,. Bodies. 1 .Subject .to the .verification of .this: position :hY the . · Audit, 
_ the 'Department'was 'asked to repo~ the i·de~ils of· ,26 works for _ 
· "1,~hich deposits were received in lump sum and: whether subsequent- · ' 

ly .the amounts spenffrofu this lump .. sunf was for · the relevant . · 
works. . . .· .. - ·- . . . \, 

·• .: -. The 'co~nnt~ee then.observed .. that the' ·:riepartmenfdid .: not. 
1f0Jl9w the. instrµctions ,'.with regard to the making· of payments as . · 
contained .in para, 2.lO(a) of.- P11nja:'6 Financial' Rules, Vol. I.. The . 

· Committee 'askec;t '11'e ·.Department•, . .te .. clearly· '·$tate. \th.e , · source 
,)/. from whicb _the exp1mditur~ ... , was incurred in contravention of the ·_ - ~r . r- fiji~hciaf:]!ut~· ~~~-i!1~o _state. \lt~ ,ni~th~d - ad.oi>too.. •· Th~ -·Coin- 

\·, mittee felttbat disciplinary action must betaken against. the. person.' 
or persons responsible · for execution. qf. 'the ;deposits ;'.works· in anti:. · . ( 

:cipatiott or :Itf ~ess .. ()f. depoSi!~; } ]'It( ~q~~~\t~,n de'-erred 'I : : .. , :::::,~;j_.t=s~!t!~f :l~~t1~~j:~q0p~,t1µ~.e ·~~ fQr) _. _. 
-·:. ; r ' •' • • ~ •. -_-.·-, ·- .\_.·,<~/~:."'! i_ /·.· .. '._.-.:~\ I 

" 
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. The· Committee wu.·ttow infortned that'. recoveries· amoutt~ · 
.:'.to Rs. -42,3~6/ 64 Jor U . works . only remained pending. TJi~: 

· Department ~ .. making strenuous efforts to recover ' .: the · .· amount. . 
. Th~ DepartJDent f,urther. stated, that . di.sciplina:ry_ aetiori' ·against ~e . 
j Officers. ~<>r iµcurring, e;p~ttditur~ .with?ut/ in excess, ·of deposits. h•s- 
. been-Initiated and the cases are at vanous stages .. of.' . the process 
.leading to final punishment. The Department also st.at~ tha.t ~~ 
ex~s ex,pendi~ure was booked frorµ -the Govel'Jllllentfreasuey in \ . 

. the.Ji~! of Par~: 357 C?-f the Centr,al tW:.D, . ·co~et' Shb,je~t' tO<< · 
; verificatton by the· Aµdit. of . ~e. recover;ies, the· para. vvas · 4rop,~ ... , 

, (7) Page_ 44~, Pqrtl. l~Unauthonsed, sale · of Governmenf,'.· . . 
. Store~In· this· .• .ease' audit pointecl out that·. ·material worth · ·, Rs: 1,29,267 was sold on credit to Governnie'ntlpriyate· official in 

. ; contraventiori of the Governmeqt orders. " , . :0-.-) . . . J . . • • , .. 

· · .. .· The item was last considered by the Committee a.t its meeting 
J1.c;l<J on-,12th~September, 1967, ~hen the Department explained that 
•tb¢'whole'.amonnt has.: since ': been '·rewv~ted~··/fhe,,;.e(>ttunittec 
directed the Department to get the recovered a~unt verified , • bY'- 
Audit. · .. The Committee further. _,,djrected, that .tIJe. Department 
Sh()uld W,{e necessary action ag_ainst the official/officer · concerned · 
who. n.iade the sates· on cr~it . ·m contra.,vention · · of .Govepµnent 
ot<iet$. . . · · ·. ·· . < . . ·- .. . . .. .. . . . 1 _. , ..•.. . - 

·-: · Tlie -,,Depar~tnent now informed the Committee that r-eco:very 
of Rs. 1,22,963 -hhs been made and verified . by · the Audit. The 
balance of Rs. 6,264 has also been recovered ; ·and.:· is. being . g<>t ' 
verified. Explanations for the: sale of material . t<> Local _ Bodies~ · 

. without getting the inoney in advance have been,'. received-from the . 
Ex~utive Engitieer~--which are l)ein,g_ examined · ,{o~ ,pr~eeding . · · 

_ agmnslthe.m. The Department explained · that this JS not a· <:as~ qf 
sale to ptiyate individualls.for. tlteir personal.use; ratherthe material 
was issued to. the Local Bodies for their use, There , was net ban· 
~n such-transactions, Asa matter of fact 'the •. Social Welfare.. 
W9rks Department was basically. meant for carrying out the works' · 
of Local Bodies and the stores . maintained · by the Department· wer~ 
also meantfor .them; . 'Ihere is .no violation 'of any Government 

,. orders or, rules, inyolve<l Jn .. th~~ . transactions, .-··Explanations· .. · of , . 
Executive Engineers liave,bQwever, been obtained for not recover- . 

. !ng the cosfin advance, and-ar~ btjng processed for further action, '. 
. 'UJ;. t,he matter. . -· . . . . .. . . . . , . .. . .· . . · .. ·· . • · __ .· ·. . , y Subject to yetifiattiQn PV the . Audit ~c (he rec/o~er,y . of ·. 

· Rs; 6;246 l 08, ·the-par~. was dtoppedi ,_ . · . . _ 1· · ·· - • • . . • • 

. . . . . :APPROPRIATION ACCOUNTS. -1961-62 
-·, .. · ·.· ... · . '·' _·.- ' _:-'--- .··. ' .', ' ·_ . . ·. __ '. . . . . ' . . . . . . .' .· . -_ ... ( 

. . (U ·(i) Page, 2, Para. 5.· read With page 1gs--0-rant,)_ No. 36--,,-- . 
. ,•Capital Out/ayJ.-. _ ·\ · · " _ ·. · · · 

• . I ·. . ' . Rs •. 
- ,, , .final Grft.Pt .52.79 Oi10i. 

B~p~nditure · :.- . ~:: ~: : ... 40,0.7;4.7P.· . 
Savina ···· , · . . • _12,11,sao, ~~ . 

_j . >- 
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--;-', ' ' :. / '. :, ,' I I :: .' ' <, ' .. ·, .\.. . ,:.. .: 

·• , .·• -<'· ~otal . . . ·:,-. _ 2~,24;600. · ·:17;a6;070 : ;_'5~~8~°:_sOJ., US,91,923•· ( 4:,40,538 , . 

. . ·' '·.· ·10ut' of the. fi,rtaigtant ·_ ofru .. :~H:2t600 th~ ;hJe 6f'. PJ{.E.D .: is: 
Rs . .:J7,36,070 only. :··This has ~o. been cprijhjned .· "1yi ··Jhe ·A.G. 

·West-, Pakistan · r ••• ·_ . • - .-:).· • .- · • • · _ · 

; ... Tueiabovishar~: of,Buildingsjtrtd< Roads Department, ,:~c,; 
stands settled. Againsf,this-grant of ·b.+-···lr/36)070 ... ,.·r~l~ting.· . to· 

· P.H.E:D., the actual expenditure by. the· :P.H;E.D,istR.$~15,91;923.· 
"Ihus-thereIs' saving' of:.. Ju .. , ,lA4;147 -~tween -the .. fi·ri~l grant. 
'00/ 17,36,070) and the·actµ~ expenditu~.:(Rs1,-:·'1$~9.1.923) .• , .: which 

.comes tq· 8·3% ,Qf the ·final .grant .. _ ... The sa.villgO.is -'.lllainly-_ au~ .to_. 
' ,closing .of R~myat: .Kb.an .Diyisioti; and : 'also, ' ce:rtaiti 'ppsts of / 

personnels_having. r~piairied' yacant: 'duci-' tQi.'. $on~.~~itabilify (>f 
.experien'7'11J«))~i~~t·$t~---.· 'J1le,·.~e.rq.~i!'~~:1~~~~-~~::§f~fip~~graiit 

' . '. ' .- . ' . ' ' : ' . ' . { ,. ' \ ·,, .. (::,, ,' 

• 11·, 
r 
1:· / 

.. · A7D;..;::,.~~~er.;. 1 . ~170;3£0 .• 
.'· . •• . , I t: Jl· · 

. , Bo~~clb,ig . ' . . 80 

. {~,54~180 
. ~:· . 

n•; . 
' .17,36,07' 

. Js.ii( ., :,~ · ·· L. TRr 
2Js;110: ·: 1i;.1mna . · s2~07e · · 
· -l-~<· \~ r ,~. ,'\·~ ~ .. ·1:r;-·f t ) r, · 

3~10,3~~ ,_ ,;· . ./-3,G8~46t); 

-, .. 
· ... 

I , . 

. I ,i \ I 

I '- 

) I 

f!} 
'\ 

'l,., 

' ·, ...... 

·i.: 

•, 

' Q 

\ ', 

Wi. //j_!~g; 3,' fara~ · 8 r~~<J ~i!4 ./!age _, 91~".0ftf/; :f!t 2.f,~iy~~-- · ·. ·. ~ · : ' 
~- ·; -·. : _ .... _--~, . --~·-. i:·;'..}-\'·'\:r.Rs)c:-,:: _:·,-~· .. (,:.: .. 

·.Final Gr.ant·· <,:··' . 8 00 000 ·.·· · .· 
: . ', - . . • .: ' ' I ·..-. i-. ' -. t . ·. -: 

,r.,.,i;: ... """ .... ,;il·,-_. · · ··~_·• .-:., · , · .• • "..5·,~·"'04·. • · ,, -~I"'.,:~ .~u,.,,._ . . . . . . ,.1V-,lf.0 .. 

. -.' ·.· . . ',,!&vitlg ; .· ·. .: ' .· ' ', ',; ·/· . 2~6:9,216: ., ,' 
·,·fMFb~·,,ooJJSidetation ofthese._p,ras~ was:'iet~rt~ .·tij 1 

': ·1be 'nexf:. 
•- ·.e~- c:,f·~ ofl'~the'·Cotttnuttee. . . _· .. · :.:.. r • ·,· . . ·, • ••••· .• '. •· • ·.r .: : •.• ·11-1'J_3age 3~ ·p~ra .. 5 read with p~~e 9ol:-Gtq/it ~o. · 2i;;Publ,ici>1 

, r ·, .. ..,·, ltsC· . 
.. ··: ..' ·: · ,; :,,fin.al Gnulf 'i '.! ' · .,» , J '.~f · ':23,2.t,600:. 

·· J~Bq)enditore 1~··· :20,32,461. 
· . ·savmg · :: ... .: . . 2;92;139 

~ .: . ·. . _:I'hc ~artinent. explained that the final g·~a~t-~ sho~n _i~ Ure,.,. 
··. AdifiJ~ ,f!<i>r ;:ffie .,.yc:ar ,' (961-~2 ···under · Gf.attt ::No. ·2t1 ist : ~~,24,f»··•e. •· u., _of··whieh is ~ven as und~r: ~' · ·· · -, 

\.. • ·•, ·'· -~. • • • ' . . . '·• ' I . , .. ··1 ,:-~~.f -. -~.--, 
..... ,1.; • ,•.. ~ .... J._ ~1: I' -~· • !, : 

·. . Sh~e of:.!', :E,cffeindi~- ;,• \.Espendi- \ 
. ~arae o~H~/Grari~ .' · Total Share ~r · .. ~&R/T· ·. ,tare oC . . . tuN.' of,. 
' . I,' P;,;B.D. ·.:. l>latinl!r. ·; 1 • .P.tt.J<,:~D: ·Bjl~;.T..P. 
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of m. 5;~8,530iandactuaI.,expenditUi'e ofR.s.· 4~49,538~telates~o·.tbo;:: 
- ., BuildiJ!~ ~d I Roads/TQWll~, .P4trin~r ~ments . ., The . lI~<r·:· 

~'39-P.H.'' ts .beingcoperatedby ·twg' Departments .viz>, P.KE.DJ · 
lJ~dings · aµd Roacf,s· ·.,.--Town· Pt~er. ;,;1n lh~'. ,· Appr9priadQn 

_. Accounts for, 1961-62 the figures of these Departments lfav~ been , . _. 
; :Printep i<?iJ?tly - and _ hence • th~e - D~!f,rt~ents '·~,e,-, tesponsib!~- _-· ; . · ·c;, 

for explaimng the reasons 10f vananons relatmg c to . their - ,_· 
· part .. · In the" ab<?,ve citcu~ta~~. the . reID;aµling variation( wijJ :- __ . . 

:,have tobe ~xplamed by the Buildings and R,oads(Town -Planner' : 
.~artments. . -· . ·-. · \ · · -' - 1 · ·. · 1_ \< 

,.. ._·' '. ' • -, . · · •\. ·" _ -•, ·. . . · IP -JJ-.._, 

As ~e:saving was Jess then 1~% Jhe par~.: ~a! d;op,~~(I. , . · 
· (3) Page; 8, Pdra,/11(~Ea;penditure on ~6~ tn~!tJticip(lt~ · 

~ of technictil sanction to , estiinat~Audit had . pointed out ',~t · 127 
,, workse:amounting' to Ri .2l,51,444were started .in anticjpation- or· 
f. teclmical sanction to estimates. _ .., · · · ·_ · ·' .: ) . : r.- _ 

. ' _>. I •. _,'Th~ Qepirtment ittfo11D,e<l' tb~ Commit~ ,t)iat am :'th~'. worb .. : I '·I.,:' ... 
'.· '. no~--stand sanctiotl.ed: .. As .regards. .. 9epart~entat a¢ti9rt :,:·it. was ' I ' 

., · .. fo~d-.tli~·'Iqbal:Abin~d.B~g an~'-.-·~aniid1• ~r:Saf'1i~·· -~i~tJVf) -1 _ 

_ ·.· _En~rs · ~er~responstble for this irregularity. As $1Ch a ~~mg 
•. lhas:beett given to ,them.. . __ ', ._ ; .. , ,, :· . .v .,··· \· 

1. 
,I ·-,· ' • '.\.',: ; I. -:·I.•' ·. f_ _., •,·_ • ·• • . ,- : .,:._ : .. l:.·::,t~ ·.~; :' ;.:-. .,.' ... '.• :-··.:,~. • ~_.;:-', .. .: .. 

-. · . ;The ~xplanatioJl of the D~pai:tm¢nt was accepted and tlle para. ., was dropped. · · ·· · · · · '•"·, · · . . . : .· · · 
. ':, '_ .. (4) Prige 31/Par'a.'. ·· l~Q-,:-Excess payment_;_lit -this . ~~e-~Jtrt·,. 
agreerrt.ent to ·,execqte_ a work was done by the · contractor which:· 

·· '-includedJ'l.n item:Qf work to be done at Rs. 33 per 1.000.·.cft: Subse-: 
. ·_ qrien.tly/the .. rate of. this itein of work was - enhanced, ·-t<> ·. ~· _·. 130. i •. per · ,• _· 

:. 1.000 cft. ,through ,an ·ex~ .item statement. sanctioned by the: Addi.:._ ". 
· .ti()nal ·chief ,'.Engineer~ , . Accordi,ng: to the .terms of: the . 'agreement;' 

the·-~xtr;a items. statement -was tolm;lude '<;>!11'.Y > ~tµose item..s -whic!J·:. 
, wer~ npts~!i,ed in the ~~eement: By ~llowmg · the increased_· ' : . 

_: .' ,.rate of.Rs .. '130an excess payment.of-Rs, 8,191 w~· made _to the·;.· 
contractor. ,_ · · · · · ·.. r, · ' ' ' r ., 

. _)~: . :rhe neJ?~rtmente;xptained··t&a(t~~re 11a!\bee~-~61ne conrufon ·> , , _ 
due to .the nomenclature of the work . '.'clearu1g t~e tank of bottom . :.~ 

·Gup and QiU, . including 'bailing out - ·- the . · ·tesidt1e1' water"; .-. Th, . 
.schedule of rates containe a rate• bf Rs, 33 p¢r ·1~000 cft under! this I 

nomenclature: •. ·nuring the execut1on of work however: it 'was found ..... 
~thatthe'mrer·sandandsilthad settled in the'britfom.of the tank ~nd· -~--- :. .· • . ..:· 

- • '3-ad I beco~e so. hard ~· thi~k lay~r that.it' re9uireq lot ,of pior~ lab.our . : , ; 
. and special Tools · and Plan to take 1t , and reinove 1t. The: 

contractor wits not-prepared, to do the job ,on the ,rate "roviqed ,· in 
' thi'schedubf wluch w~ for- orctinary se>ft settJe11:1.e!lt.- 'nie·natnre of' 
. '., ,~work cguld not .be an.tiC~'Oated bef(>re the CC>ntract ,W~ let ,Ottta~ ;the' 

'c, 'tank was._covered and. full of water.. B.a~e<f: 0'1 ',the a.ctn~l. labour ~ 
. c,ngage(j .Oli .tJie-~ork; a· Special rate of Rs. 130cper 1;000 :cft. 'was·.: 

..:· .j' . . . ' I 

/. . 
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.- ·,sa~ctiofied . by the - Additional · Chief_ Engineer • afte~ ;thot;ugh ,satis~: 
f~ctjon. '.The .Addittonal' Chief Engineer was the final authoritv in 

·t'~spect cjf rates. · Since .the ri(te .was allowed on thebasis of actual 
· o"s~rVation; an~ .app~9":ed l,y -. t_he: ¢o~petent aut~ority, • the paymept 
:a.s allowed on its basts IS considered .m order, · __ . · - f .• _ • . : 

_ Audit polnted out to the Committee _ that it is· ah admitted fact· - 
that the ~and an&silt is always settled·_in·the·l,o_ttom:ap:d thes'e..fact_s .. 
must be in the knowledge of the Departtn~nt at thetlme.ofexecu 

-tion .of agreement> These arenot new facts' _which. 'changed, the 
.nature of the works. The.fresh .' analysis prepared - by the ·. Depart-. 
merit to justify the rate of Rs. 130 per l,000- cft; c011taip.~·:-the . same - 
items: as .the rate' of Rs. 33 per 1~000 ·cft. 'Ihercontention : __ of -- the 

. Department that the nature· Qf the work was changedand required 
Jriore labour' is "not correct. '•the ·:Audit· also' pointea .out:'that. j10 

·,-specfaf'To9l and Plant were used - in the \vor:tc and . 'te.n per cettt 
.contractor;s· __ profit has - been.. charged _Qn. ?,11 _, j~e111f il;\cll!d~g 
:1~bour also· and the number of labour· was: also increased. 

_ ,_; _ - : The ,Cgm.niltt~ considered . the explanation· of the Denartment' · and found-it: most unsatisfactory. Toe Committee decided that ·_ ·a 
full fledged joint enquiry should beheld in ·the _ matter /.nv: 'the 

. Department, the Audit and the Finance. In the enquirv Jhe. reasons 
. 'for ·wlfich· the tenders were not. re-invited anq why "·the _ ~t~· _• Was 
,arbitraril'.9 taised'should:·also·.be looked into. '; .· , __ . -.~ ': - __ ... ; - . 
-,? .:.nie._cortuinttee dii-ec1~c1 _-the':o~artni~nt •to~rep-~~-:pio~~s::~to 

, the Cott1mittt:e. in the next series of tl\e meeti,ngs~; : · ;;, . . _ . ; .. 

. ",;~rt~1ls~~o~~~'s"::s· }~~nd~h::~~j~tr:so~!:s~s ~~seg:i~~f, 
:J96l at.the time of handing ov~rcbJrge. ·:'~ts cost was:debitec( t<J the 

._ :·suspense: head "Mlscellaneous Public Works Advances~,. iri July, ;1962 
)pending TCCOVery. \. . - :. ~ · •. • - ·> . < _ " ·i '. :. . -, ; · 

.: ~}:\ .. :iTlie Department explained. th~t- the :D~artme~ta,l- ~nquirvJ~ 
::·mrs,case has been conducted -and-if has· .. beeafouad that. the sbortag~. ~ 
JHd 'not occur due to 'any mis.;approprifl_tion -but clue. to, initiaV;re- · 
cording of wrong jneasurement for - which the E:tiguiry Officer fixed 

- the. responsibility: or this ·shortage on 'the following petsbns·:...;:;. · 
- - "1. Mt .. :Jnayal Ullah. Qureshi, Sub~bivi$ionai. Offi~1:; 

2. Mr. Abduf ·R,f!Shiclt Overseer. - : . -. ,: · _ · · - · - - - 
_ _ 3. Mr. Arshad Hussain, Overseer. ·- _ •. _ _ 

Mr. lnayat-Ullab.'Qureshi;· s.n:o.·has ·sm~eiexpifed: __ ·Oiders:have; 
therefore, been issued for the recovery of this· loss from M Is: Ab~dl 

. Rashid-and Arshad Hussain at a monthly instalment ot Rs, 1:00 each. 
· It -swas also 'decided : to take disciplinary action againsf these officia~s 
and'. accordingly· increments of both the Ov~rseers· have been stoneed 

, und~ Government Servants ·(Efficiency and;'Discipl.ine) Rules, '1960 . .: ~ . . . 

( 

·", 
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. ne Departinentfurther explamed that· this:is a case of sale:of 
ma.terial to the Local Bodies and not to any individual for pnyate 

. use. The sale· of stores to Local Bodies was never banned by 'the 
· Government .. · · There is theret ore no irregularity committeed or _ 
rules violated in giving the material to the Local Bodies, for their 

.use. The- cost of this. material has not. been recovered now, rather it 
was adjusted against the deposits of the. Local Bodies and- is lying 

. witbthe Departmentas far backas 19~l-62._iThe adjustmentshould · 
: have, however, appeai'ed:in the· accounts of the same · months in, . 
wnich the ·material was given to the. Local Bodies, _instead ot placing 
their cost in _Misc. Advance; This is only. an accounting lapse for 

. which the .. D.irector,. Audit ~n<l. Accounts in.charge .. of the · accounts . 
. . has to.take suitable action against the Divisional. Accountant in.charge 

: of .concemed Divjsion.: . · 
' . . . Subject to- verifi~atiori of.recovery Of the amount 'and s~bj= 
to the Department satisfying the Audit with regard to the· record to 

· . lhow- that the Local Bodies made deposits prior to .· sale, the, para." 
. · w~ dropped. -· .: -; · · . , :' · . "· · .- . · . 

O • _. •• ., - •' \ .. A • -:, - • : • A•' 

· .' (1) Page 38, Para. 133~Fict.idoas Stock· A.djustment_;.,In thit 
: 'ease a debit of Rs.· 1,82,188 'on account ofthecost _of material receiv'~ 
ed from another . 'division was 'accepted and. debited · to -a work, 

, .1 although no material was received in that division.' According t~ 
· the. Audit .notethe transaction. appeared · to have been carried out 

. on paper only to axoid the -l~p·se ~~- budget -allotment during the 

. . The Committee . directed the Department to recover .the '.~tire 
· amount before the time of the . official's :retirement .. from . service. 

·: The Comi;nittee· impressed upon the Department to notethat if any, : 
amount re~ to be recovered it should be recovered from· tho - 
pensioncafter (alcii:tg due action under the West Pakistan Civil Service 

.· f~nfion. R~es. · · · · · · 
. . I . 

S'ubj~t to· above observation, the para, was dropped. 
· · (6) Pa;e 38, · Ptira. l32~rregu/ar. issue /saie . _of . Government 

Stores-In this case in ;spite of the issue of .clear orders bannitlg -~ 
kinds of sale, certain Departmental .Offlcers have, to the . end of De 

.. cember, 1961 sold Goveriunerit st9rJs.:worth Rs.' 11s3,S47_ 011 cr~it. 
. .. . . ·, ,' ) .. ' \ . . . 

Tli~ Departmentexplained that the_:·amount 9f Rs .. J,53,847 .in~ . 
volved in this para .. also includes a sum of Rs.~1,29-,261 pertainingto 

·para. IQ ofJ960-61.w1iich has-been satisfllctorily explained·separately. 
The balance. amount of Rs, 16,388·80 .· recovered · bv . Executive 

.E~gjneer · Sargodha stands verified. Th.:e· Jemaining verification · of 
. . : Rs. 8,180~20 is· being arranged by Executive Engineer, Lahore Divi- • ·· 

sion and he has already addressed· Director, Audit and Accounts on · 4-11-67.. . · ,: . . . · · . - ·.· ·, '. .. · 

t' . 
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year 1957-58 as no carriage charges were incurred for the -transpor· 
1.tatio11, of the huge stores. The 'account of the work was subsequent· 
ly relieved of this charge in accounts· tor 1958.-59 by ~bowing 'that the· 
material in question was transferre'c:l back-to -the diyision from which ... 
it was originally received. The return . debit · was. however, not, · 
accepted by the respo~.ding division and thQ_ co'St · of the material is , 
lying un .. adjusted. . · · . 

- The Department explained that it is .a case ~f . fictitious adjust· · 
D1ent of stores and· warrants a warning to the Executive Engineer 

·· concerned, in the. light of the decision· taken by_ the Department Ac 
c9un_ts Committee at its meeting held on 29-1-63->This formality can- 

- not, however, be observed because the Executive Engineer. who was' ' 
· responsible in this case, is no longer in service. He resigned while , 

.. - serving in Buildings· and Roads Department, · · - 
· The materiai'was returned to-the E ~- I Division.in the accounts 

· pf subsequent year which fact has been verified by :the Audit De· 
partment, There is no _financial Joss to -the Government · involved 

:. in this para. · · ·· · · 
'. · __ .The ·explanation was found tQ: be satisfac~ory and the para :w~ 

dropped. --· · "' · ·· · 
. I 

·. ffl>. Page 38, Para. 134-Undue financial aid to contractors-In!,. ' 
this case an undue financial aid amounting to•- Rs. 16;995. was given 

_to -a kiln contractor. According to the 'agreement-_the ·_ contractor 
was to· supply 35 lacs bricks by makjng - hi& own arrangements for 
dust coal for burning bricks. He requested ·~ the department . for 
supply of coal after. burning two lac bricks, The request was turned 
down by tlt,e Additio;nat Chief Engineer as it was. not. covered by the 
terms.,,of his agreement. In contravention of theorders of the Addi· 
tional ·chief Engineer and the terms of agreements an e;,tpendiiure . 
1of Rs. 16,995 as incurred on _ account of cost and height charges. of 
237 tons .of dust coal supplied to *1,.e contractor. 

. The Department. explained that the apprg~al of the Govern 
ment· to necessary amendment in the agreement as: proposed by the 
Au<J.it, has been sought. _Full recovery of the cost -of coal has also 

· been made from the contractor. J\s mentioned in the draft para. the 
· became _short in the $arket · and on bJs . request the Department·_ 

contractor had burnt only- 2 lacs of bricks when the supply of coal 
arranged 489 tons of coal for burning another· 19·S lacs of bricks, 
at the rate of 25 ton /1000 bricks. After the contractor had· burnt • 
another 15 lacs .of bricks after he· was supplied the coal, the Social 
Welfare Department was· closed and. the WQt'ks also .came to a stand . 

. still. The 1Department did· J10t need· any more bricks .. _ The non· 
. supply of balance quaptity of bricks was -at the:inst.l\nce-of ~e-•De 

partment and n~t due to CO!ltractor's fault ~either wa$ Department 
. ~ .. .<-: :--.'i . ~ .. 
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in a position Jo take ba~k the unused coal which.would pave beers ~ 
dueed to: ashes in a .few months time aad- caused d~dJ6ss to the 
Go.vernment: r Under the circumstances,,:thl'S Oep~rtment;did: wha.f 

. ifcpnsjqereq .• best _for the Government irtterest, i.e.; .. -to· .let '. th'e. cq,al. 
\ · sa.vecfrremafu,withthe contractor ·· whoseeost .already .. stoo.d' 'ie-.1 

cov~t~; · Thereis no justification for. punishin,g· :the 'cpntractot on . 
. this 'account ',as, suggested' by the .Audit.. s, ' -· :: > · · ·:. <; 

. - d·: ,}':ci .. eXp!an,ation :':"3.S ·{ounq: to .be~Jat,f@(~'?Wry·_-an~ th{;ar~. W~$ 
- . .~ORP;_ '.· ,; _- . - . ' ' ... :: · .. -t . :.' .;<0• .c .. ' ,- ' ,' :? ·.·· '\ 

~- · ' .(9) Page ·s7; Para.; ~111-· Ex end1ture on de osit works J'n'. 
e$Ci . _ - -. · · e_. u 1t ad .pomted cut t at in 99, 

: cases,'. - Department. had_ incurre~i =. excess: expenditure' of_ 
Rs. 31,55,572 than the actual Deposit received, . . ,. 

" . ' ,. ., : 

The Department explained that' the 59 works out ~ of above' 
stand regularized and reconciled. . Another 16 have also been. 
cleared: and 'their verification 'Is . .µi · progress. Part recoveries in yet': 
another 5 works have been made while efforts ar~ being made tO: 
.make good the remaining amount in respect of these' :S· works and 
the remaining 18 _wor4..,· Explanations :of th~ oflicials. concerned· 
have been called for incurring . expenditure withoµt/in · excess o_( • 
deposits a:11;d, action will· ~e taken against them in due course· after· all 
the formalities have been .completed, . . _ r • • • · - ~ • . .. .. . . ' ... . . . 

- - 2: · $iibJ~t lb recov~r{'.~r the balance amou;t, 'the it~tn. was dropp;, ! - ~:.;_ ·.. . .. '.,.. . ·- • .. ' ·.· ·_ · .. · : , . ' ' . - - . : . 

. ·: ·_ (10) Page 59; Parll.,17(iv)--:-Pefay in r]isposal -. :_or 1nspee,tiOfl\ 
Reports andAudit Notes7 . -. : · _ · ·.· .. · ·. . } , · - -· 

~:/Pdg~ '62, "_i~arll . .11(v)~D~lay in .pfep;,atiq,_i · .. of AcCQ~;ZfS" and 
Returns-· ·. ··,-·· . .- ·. ·. . -· ". ·'. · · - · · ·. · · 

.· . I/:,,· ' ia) 'Arrears in -Actou~ts~ _ Documents ~d R~turl\$/ r .' :, . . . 
' .. (b). Un-responded items .under the .head transfer . betwee1{ 

.•.... , _,_. ,-··., :, ··p;-W. :Officers. . . 
-- -:'··; -·. -: · . ;(c) Outstanding adjustment Memoranda. 

~; i.' ·-· ·(dJ Awaited Contract Agreement. _ · , '-: . : .. _ 
:: .. · '.fbe·:p~Jarfoient. expiainedl that all .the ~a~ears In Aceou}it( 

di::t¢uments and- Retnms · have smce been. cleared. The explanation: 
was fo;und tobe satisfactoty and the 'Items .were drop~ ... : . - . ; 

· \::;·-m. -~-'l'he·.-.comrrriit~etlJ.en adjourned: tomeet .·again·:on·· :1;s11/ 
De~mber/1967 'at 9~ A.:¥ .. ·· . · - · .·. 

'~ ... ,.:tJ;ao~(_-:.:/··:: '.' . - : :zX#i':~ooRANI\ · .. · · 
The 14th December;:1.961. .. -,. · c~~ - .. . 

· · -. .: Sta11lling Committee on fubl~· Account!._ 
;l • . . • ,-:,. < •• • 
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE MEETING OF THE,STANPINO, 
i '.COM·MITTEE ·ON. PUBLIC ACCOUNtf HELD' ON ism. 

.,' · DECEMBER, -1967 AT."9-.00 A,M'. 'IN 'TEA:.'ROOM,'- OF-~, 
ASSEM~LY-BUILDING, LAHORE.·: ., .. .. ·-c_~ ·- /\ 

_.· >"(., ;' Tll~ {onJwing wer,~::presen~-!- · -. · . . ·.· - . ::_; 
-'.:.. :·. ·(l)',Mr. Zain Noorani, M.P.A: ,:_.. . ... :.:>:Chairman;:_ 

- •' :-·- - .. (2) Chaudhri · Muhammad Sa~ar ': Khan~- . Member!, .. : . : 
- . · - ·· . · M.P .A. ~- " ~ - ~ 1 • · . • 

·· · ·. · j3),.Rai Ma~~b AliK.han Kharal, M.P.AL°-~~.:-:Meniber., (, :;.c:· 

. '(4Y Mr'. Maiang Khan, .M.P.A ... :·, · · .···-· ( :~" -, Member:· ..... 
. (5) Cb~udhrLMuhammad Nawaz, M.P.A; .r, Meinbcr. _..: . 
(6).Syed Akhlaqucf $:ussam, T:Q.A..;}C:StP., - ,Expert" .. 

. _ a~9 Syed Imta~ ~hah; :c.S:P., -~~4itfo~al ; @viser s. - :;:_ 
Finance Secretaries to Governmen( of .. , · . 
West Pakistan,_ Finance Department; . · .-: · . -", '.i,·: ... :,: 

· (7) ~r~ A. : A. K.;'. 'Babat, P. A. :~ ._A.: S., By:Ii,.vita.tioJL. 
. · · ' Director; CommercialAudit, . · '; ': . , · . : r _. · . • .. :- ... _, 

· . (8) Dr: Captain . - Ashfaq .· Aluned, : Joint .. 'By lnvitationt 
, Secretary . to · .. Government of · West". : ·: · ... · '-: · -, .L- 

- 'Pakistan, Agrlculture_Department :- . . ). . . . , 
, - (9) Mr. ·Hussahi Haider, C;.oS. '.p., :secret~ :-. ByJnvitatjoi,:.1.·· 

.. · to Government of: West Pakistan, Trans- ·· . 
- port Department, . alongwith Mr. A\)dul: - . . 

·Qayyum, T. Q. A., ·c. S. P., Chaimran, · 
: Road Transport -Corporation:. · . . . . . . 

::,,; .. Chaudhfr Muhammad. Iqbal,.· S.K_.,:. Sec;retflf)';. : .. Pr9yincial:. 
~seillbly of W.~st Pakistan acted as Secretary of the. ConumtJ~. i. :, :·; 

-· .Il, . - The Committee iri the first instance took up c6ifsideration.": 
-~ · of the :explanations of the Agriculture Department· in ·respe¢t of: thcf 

follo}Ving items appearing in the Commercial Accounts for' thc:fyear 
1959~60.- . . . - . .• . . 

. - '. ,!. ,_-!'_-~ .• •. ··'. .· .,. ; • 

. --.·· .. _ (1): Page 9~10~ 'Para; 18(~t,~Non~con.zpilatia,/ lJ./ 4,cchiints.:_ .'~f. 
Mechanical Cultivation Scheme in · Quetta for: 1956.;;57, to· 19~9-~,- 
Inthis case the accounts .of the Mechanical Cultivatioµ.S~beme hi'." 

·. Quetta Region, - fot 19,56-57. compiled by _ .. th~ .•p~partment conta4e4/ 
several-deficiencies . and the Department was -,~te.d l~rec%t": t-li~µt.: 
The ·accou~ts . were not recast, .. ·. Tbe accounts for Jhe ye~t 1957'.:,.8, 
to·'I.959"60 werealso ·not compiled bythe Department · ·· i;::ri 

: . The Committee was informed that ~bile a<:coimts for· tli~:years: 
1956-57 and· 1957;.ss of the Mechanical Cultivation : Schenie.::.had'. 
been prepared; no progress was made 'with. regard to the rempjnittg t 
a9cq~nt~. ,J'1!e;Depart~ent 'con!endeq th~t till ~u~ time·~, ... they 
~~i:e allowed to employ the, services of COIµ!Jler-c1al .a~~~~tss ... {Ql\ . 
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· whi~ll · t~y 'had put forward a<schcme which wu under the consido- 
. ~~tion ·. of the· J>(ovincial Developmenr · Working .Party,. they · would 
not be· able to do it. .' The· Audit pointed out. that it was very doubt- 
ful !f9r the Department, even if the proposal to ~;mploy comm~al · 
accountants was approved, to be able to get these accountants on 
the scale of pay permissible in .Government servicc:'in view of the 
great 'demand of ,such accountants all over the .eeuntry, . ,It. was, 
therefore, suggested · that the department should 'try; and have. their 
own accountants trained in commercial. accounts 'In the same way .a~··;· <. 

was done by .the.Director, Commercial•Audit, in 'their office. · , 
The:Committee felt that it was very bad· for adnilinstrative 

.· affairs, that. accounts' JJ.ad been .pending for such a long time. _ The 
, Committee also appreciated the difliculty faced by the Department = 

and, - theref pre, requested that · the Finance Department, along i with. 
the Director; Commercial Audit;' and the Secre~ of the Depart- 

. merit- should try and explore the possibility of invoking a· scheme 
. whereby it would .. be possible for the Au.dit to give sonie. of, -. their 
accotuitants on deputation to the Department for · finalizing . the- 

. accounts, . They inay also consider any other alternate pl'ac,ical 
.proposal which would help the department · _ · ,, , r 

.\ Subject to these observations, the para. was 'dropped, 
. (2) Page :9-10,·Para. 18-(vii)-·. · Non-compilation of Accounts of 

"the ·Agricult11ral_ Enginee{ing Workshop; Ta'fir!o· 1af1J (194718 !<r. · 
. date)-In this case· the Accounts ·of the Agncultural · Engmeenng 
. Workshop, Tando Jam, had not been prepared by ·tho I>epfl!'tm~nt 
since 1947-48. · · · · · · · · · 

. the matter was. last considered by, the· Commit~ at its lll.eeting 
held on 18th April, 1967, when the Department explained that'as the 

· ~Finance Department had notcondoned the preparation of accountt· i' 

from 1947-48 to.1958-59, · the Department would make every effort 
to. prepare the accounts and submtt report in the next meetings.· · 
- , -The Department now explained' that Superintending Engineer, 
has informed that the Accounts for 1956;.57 and 1957-58 have ·again · 
been prepared on pr~vious pattern· and sent to the Director of Com 
mercial .A.udit,.- Karachi for verification, But he -<Superintending 
~ngineer) .ls of d1,e view that the provision of the posts of Commer- 

. cial Accountant alone will ensure-the correct compilatioirof accounts 
-· of Agricultural Engineering Workshop,. Tandojam, which is fufri .. 

cated -~ it _is the .biggest A_gtjc_ultural Workshop, in t~e Southern 
· . Region~ A seh<:me for provision o_f . posts for ~ ip.amtenance, .· of 

Accounts of .Agricultura] · Workshop . on <;;omme~1.al Accountmg 
' System is under -. the· active -~ottside~tion of,._ .Finance :--Departmel)t.· 
and Provincia:r Development Working Party. As soon as the 
scheme -is passed· the pace_ of compliance· will be accelerated. - · .. , 

:~ ·.,··A.udit"_pQiitt~crcn'it'.thatthe .a~unts·tor)9S6-S7-~d· •. '19S7i~[· 
stated to have. been forwarded to them had not been received 6y · 

~· 
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. the~: : Since, however, the Department. .h~ not 1· cqrqpil~ tlie .r 

accounts for the Yellf 1947-48~. the authenticity or othel'WlSe of the 
fig~res of the accounts of 1956-57 and' 1957-58 could only be 

· examined in local audit. · · · , 
I 

. The ·Committee 'observed that while the Department.has stateii 
that"the Accoun~ of the Agricultural Engineering Workshon. 

__ Tandojani~.for the years· 1956-57 _ and 1957-SB have been _fonvard~ 
-. . to Audit, the latter has categorically stated that these have not been · 

· received by them. _ The Department was not in ·a.position to ~ll.tisfy. 
· the Committee as to the. date on which these Accounts were sµl,- · 

-mitted .. _ The Committee 'directed that the· Department, -_.shht1ld · 
intiinatc the date on which theseAccounts were submitted to-Alid{t. · 
This should be done at the earliest. At the sametime if theconten 
tion of Audit is correct, severe action . should be - taken by _the 

- Department -against the official who has submitted incorrect infQr- 
matioll to the Committee, · · , - - · · - 

The Department informed the-Committee that thev were-await-. 
ing the appointment of Commercial Accountants for - rezularisina - the 

- - defects pointed out bv the Audit in the Accounts for the year .J 959;. 
59 for the said Workshop and as such no further progress bas' been 
made in the matter. . -. · . 

'. : The Committee- felt . that this question of awaiting' the ~onoirit 
ment. of- Commercial' Accountants is merely an attempt to .send the . 
Committee .on a wild goose chase and under _ the plea _of awaiting 

" the appointments or.these Accountants, noworkis being carried out. 
·1n the· Department for removing the· technical defects, J'IOinted _ out 
by the Audit - in the various Accounts or· in - ·· comniling: _ further 

- accounta The Committee was of the opinion . that if_ with the pre 
aent staff of Accountants, . the audit obiections :Pointed out in . the - 
Accounts of Agricultural Enl!inecring Workshop _of Quetta for the 
year 1957-58' could be .straightened out, there was no reason why 

- the same could not be done withthe ;accounts: for195j-58 of-,:the 
Agricultu~ ~ngin~ring Workshop, Tandoiam. · The Committee 

would like- the Secretary Agriculture. personally to: Iook in 'to thi~- 
, matter and.direct that it was not proner nor was-it. nra,ctica.b,e-that 
pendin~- the approvat·-of·the-Provi~cial Develonment Worlcin.2 Party 
of the final -apncintment, if at all. of Commercial Accountants. · no 
woi:k·should be donewithregard tothe compiling of the' Accounts, 

. . Efforts must be continued not_ only to remove the . defects 
painted- out by. the Audit .in the Accounts ,,ubmitte<l to; .them ··._b,-t 
for compila'.tiori of other accounts also. After .all, it ~nnot · . tie 
claimed nor can it· be accepted that in< case this scheme -"'Of• tho 
appointment of .Commei:c~alAccduntan.ts is riot approved bv · tbb 

-_ Government, the pending· accounts would remain uncomnlled.: It 
. only .requires' proper -- supervision - and eff.orts -to_, clear up. the arrears 
of work. · - · - ·· - · ,. · 

', _, -- 
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_- :: s ,,, .. )t~~:J?¢~~¥~!1t: ~q~d. repott .th~-pr~gtess ~rtialsti~plyt~ !~ .. 
Jtarµ~r ~b:$~ryat10As mtli regijr<:t to. the Acco1U1ts_ for~ th~yeai: 1_~56'='~7 
~ at the next meetmg ·of.the Committee .. They,.$h,9uld' give full-details 

when -this para; is considered agairi with .the Accounts fofilie , year •"1"62 63.. . ·-- ' , - - ,, .. · -. _· ·. - -· - - - --,-, 
\···.:·~.· .. · -- ,·'.·'·\ • I ./ ''. • • ,(. ··: , ·.• 

/_ .. <: --~~µ~~!;t~'jJi~,obse~atfolis t11.e--pa~a.; ;asqiopped froni'-the 
_;_.~~~?@~qr_:tm~·:Year~,: - . ..· ~- ; - ., -;;· : ,·: r. .: '. · :; _ - 

-- ~,,._ .'..,, .(J)..P~e: .. 23,., -,-~. 28, Non-Accpunta/ of petrol, Oil iznd; Lubri·:...· 
. tants_,.wo.rtk]?.s. c7~282~Jn _- this case it was - I}Oticed that 544. gallonf of 
: ~obil Qil, J,6681 Qallons of Diesel Oil, 820 _Lbs. of Gt;eil.Se and '695 
· G~l!ons ~f. Petrol costjng ~· 6,2~:3 were- issued - fr.om tlt:e stores - duririg _ 
}b~. p~ri9d,frQitl D~tnbery-{959 .to June;'1..J962 .for consumption -in -- 
~,tractors. TJ:ie log.'l,ooks.of the tractors in question did not, however, __ 
_ jp4i~ate.tbeJ·eaupt -ai141co)isumptiori :of-the .above stores nor the fa:ct 
could be verified.from .. the-weekly reports of.the field staff. - In'.lltl· · .,.,. 
other Workshop similar stores worth Rs. l,049-' issued during the 
year- 195~6(}' were 'not· accounted for; . - ·, _< · . ". - ·: - - - ; - - . . . 

: , -. ~, • ,, • ~·, •·. _·. ;._. ·.·•. ••, .' :,·- , ·-. _I , ~ ,>, ; .. '. • _ ___:__ • . :"•, '·' -: . • • . ., ; . • ~ r: ·. ':f • , • 

=··:Y= \ .'I11.e, maJ~r .. '\Va~l~st fOnsidered by _ the . Cgmm)ttee on JS.th. 
··Ap.ril,-1967 when the.Department produced_treasury:challans to sbow 

·-iliat 'recovery1.of . tlieamount of. Rs, __ 1,049 has. been effecte4.. As 
regards the amount qf Rs. 6,233, the Department -stated that it --- has 

- n~- fixed -t4',. responsibilities 0:f ~ shortages on' the exeGUtJ.ve , ·and the 
. supervisory staff at the ratio· shown- below against eaehr-> · · ' .. 
· · : . AgriculturaLEngfneer; Tandojarn - - - i = ', · .. .- : ,\25.0,{. . - 

~ · :. · '. ~ -As~J~t~h!-:J\gncult1?,talEngin~er tonce~ned __ •-_ ,·.·;. · 25%, . ·. 
· .. ·. ), . Uilits ~uperVisors/Opera.tfons and Truck" Driyers .. ~ · · 50%• .. 

.. ..'. - _:The €ommitt~ decided thatthe recovery of Rs: 1;049 be verified 
· - ·:by the A~t-and-the progress .with regard to· further reeeveries.should 

.' ·be reported tothe Comnrittee, · · _ · · · . · _ · · _ · .: • · _ - 
-.· ·' ::·. ,The,Departmenrn6w e~plain~a thatthe whole case .regardf~g 

--tlte shoftages ot:P.0-L~ has: been reviewed in, theligJit:9f1~~trl(ctions 
. -~ contained in"tlie.miniues·ofthe meeting·:ancf "the 'r~spQrisibiJitY.- iflas ~' 
. --~ .been fixed. on supervisory staff also ... The ~ ~o¢pfroU~r~ Southern. 
< Atea: West Paliistan, Karachi:haf b'e_ert ·, approached to, effe(:t ff.le 

·; recovery- Irorii !he Gazetted dffice:r~.- "So fa(as' th<trecov(?ry from the 
,:non-gazetted·statris concerned; a sum-of Rs: 457·39 has bv.now been 

- recove_ted.Jmm :9 officials:respQns_ible for the shortages of Pl>.L~ c - . " _ 

~ ··--'·, The Comtttittee considered the- abov>e·· expla:na:tiQii ortly a mere" - · 
·:. aftentpt to w~e:the~time - of the -- Committee. : ··The D~partme~t_is J f\· 

. ,,,not'· clear as'yet ·:·as"to · what is the exactamount which is to be re- 
- 'c covered from - the nen-gazetted ·staff._- .; The- Department: has· _ -merely : 

·=·:stated.- that Rs.: 457;39 has been recovered from them, but has not 
: 'stafi=c[ ·as to: how much:' more amount is to berecovered from them .. 
:'. nor·has .the'.D~artmeritstated: whether.'thc amount is being recoyer~ _ 
ed from them'after due a~d' prop~r inquiry:' · 

·- 
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The para. was deferred .to come up in the next meeting of the: 
P.A.C along. with the accounts for 1962-63. The Committee direct- · 
ed .the 'Department, to go into -the matter thoroughly, conduct 
departmental inquiry and submit a detailed report to 'the Committee. . . . -. 

· (4) Page 23;.para:.29 Overpayment of Rs. 4,703-ln,this casein 
a workshop bills amounting to Rs. 2,20;078 were received' from a firm 
during.the period from~4th July, 1959 lo 18th June, !9~0 on account 
of supply of tractor parts. The above amount was paid to the firm r, .·· on 27th June, 1~60 without verifying whether the goods had been 

-~ · · received completely, A shortage of parts valuing Rs. 4/703. was · / 
detected two days.after .. the payment of bills, viz .. ··~n ·29th and 30th · 
June, 1960, but no action had. been taken by .the Department for the 
recovery of the amountuntil, . it . was pointed . · out by Audit in. 

. September 1962; \, The amount was recovered. in-January 1963 from· 
1· 

· dues c,f the firm. · ., • 

I 
I I {It was, however, admitted ·by the Department ,that no depart- 

mental inquiry has been conducted for .fixing this responsibility. ·· It 
was also . stated that an intimation· has been· sent. to the Comptroller, 
Southern Area, to make .the recoveries. · The Committee felt that it 
was most improper that recoveries should be ordered to be effected 
from the officers without going through. the proper procedure as 
laid down· in the rules. It was very doubtful · whether recoveries 
could be made or not. , It was obvious that the officers from whom 
an attempt was being.made to' recover the amount, would appeal 

• against -these orders. , J . · · . · 

3 388 •68 '·· . 

·201·27 

~-,138·0~ 

372•28,. 
l/: . 

l,425 ·~99 

· 1G5 •14 
. ' 

Total 
. I 

v.: 

(1) Mr. A .. N. ·Qazi1, the ,thf!n .A,griculturaJ 
. ~1gineer, Tandojam - . • ; 

(2) Mr. Ari:tir Hussain • Shah ; Assist-a:~t , 
. Agricultural Engineer, Sanghar •• 

(3) :M:r. M. J. Soomro, the th~n Assist~nt 
Agricultural Engineer, Tav,.d~jam · •. 

(4) G~ . 1\1~ B'alooh, AE"sistant Agricul~ 
outtural.Engineer, ·rr-andc·jai;n. . .: •• 

C5) Mr~ K,ap-!aluddin Qureshi~ the then 
. Agricultural ~nginr;;('·r,.. . •• ·. 

· {6)Mr. Abdul Sattar, Assistant Agl'icul~ 
.tural ·Engin€.-el', Dadu · · •• 

·-. 

241: 
the De~artment then stated that a 'sum of Rs: 3388~6~ would :be 

recovered from the following officers as under: __:;,;- . · 
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'.In.the( meeting ·Ji~ld -on. 2nd, Noveinbe~t 1966 the· Department<;' ·!<· 
' explained. · that the enquiry revealed tbat'the firm: who had admit· 

· · : · teq · their, fault of making short. supply( w~.i expected to . }ssu~ _, 
cre<lit note ii:l routine matter. · But in t1iis case it did.: not d<:> so; : · 
Th~ (fffiCial did net ;t"~Ill~ silent. ~th • ·.,· any ba9' . : inoq.ve but· ~ue ..• t'9 . 

': , pressure of work th.e official lost (s1gh_t of .. the -item , and-he did, not 
.. pursue it_witlUhetesulfthatit remain~ unrecQy¢red for some.tune: 

As $OOn as·~~ - ~ -vras aP,priseg. of ~e posfti9n $ey refunded Jqe '· .· 
.. 'am. · • OU¥t .. ··.·.,. 1 

Tli. . e : ~PIXllllJt .. tee., t];J.e:q 9. bs~rye~ . that :although. r.ecc,ve .. ty. , ~ i 
.\ thi~ case .had :b~en made, y~t what remained tobeseen was whether I 

i1the· Dep¥t~ent . __ on J~s·· own ipoved1 {ot obt~inipg' the, re¢.ov~tt sin~e. 
payment had been :made though goods had not b~en received, or did 

.. it_convenie:ntl~ f~rget all a~out it feeling ~ure· iii.the stock ~XCUSe 
· ofhaving (orgo.tten it in the-maze of work •. · If the Departm~nt did. , , 
not dp so Jl~tjl iit. ~as · .. .( pointed-out: by\ ··th~.A:µdit~, sur.ely .-~~· · qflicial : .. 

... w. ·. ~o. ~ep.t .q111~t even ;aft.er qe~ec.tmg that.. an! :ov. er. -p~ym. __ ent ijad .beell · 1.n,.ade· should b~ held responsible for this}apse. The' Committee· :de... . 
-··· :su-~d'that the.J)e~ait~ent should collect .all ,the'.'nec,ess;aryJre¢ord anc1·· •·· 
.: ····• satisfy the Gonuruttee ·· that they had: moved for. the .. recovery .·of · the' -\ · · . . 
·· OVer-pit}'IIletlt.a~:SOOtt asit"::bad.'be.e1i detected ~dtbat ,jf:that "7~S., .... ··.··1' 

·. not the ,c~se, ': (Otake. $Uitable action againsf . tbe .official.c:af fatilt ins!'· .. 
. ,tead·of givip.g a certificate that hehad Jailed.,. in bis duty to safe- . 
guar4; Ggv~rmnent funds· in good faith. 1 

· · · •·. .; . ': • • \:' • .. • ' ";, .: :-.- • ..r.· •, .. ·-- ., -· '·:··~-. -. )' ·_,_ ..' ;'1" ". .r.:: .: : ... -,, . ,.·. t_ ·\--._ •••. _-,-:.-. ~- ·.··:·--\:·--·.. • 

: :Af,the Me~tfug'helcfon;1.8th(APril~ 1967,the·D.et,arthient sta;ted that. 
· •0e:nqui,ry i~i ~eing 1?,el4'';, T4e result;of enquiry.ha~ not.:been, r,por1;~d:, 1 

IIoweve_r1,,1t was stated that- Mr, H.', R. l3~d1wala was ; · appc;m;ited as '. . · ( 
Enquiry, Offlc¢r, · in. 1965. . The tush· of work· had' ~ctually resulted ln 
double paymint which ,could._not bede~ectedJill the ·arrivalof.Au.dit 'i . 
party, As a :rµa~ter .()f. fact· , the firm .wh.o. haq: ,received over- · 

. p.a'.ymenlis:atfaul.t who ,()Il demand tonfess!e<i. th~irfault and issued ' . 
ctedit·~em~::wlrlch cot1ld be. dpµe prior·to·.pomtihg, out by the.Joffic~.·. -·. 

. As.such Comoottee µiaylike to.drop.the It¢tn· . ''Th~ Financ~Sec~:• 
>:, ' , reiary. p9~trd :Ollt:. tQ. tbe,1 '. qonnnittee tl1at -~~· : p<>te pf the, Agrieul- . ~ ,·· ·. 

· ture D~t>~t.p~~t diet n;ot appeat tc,. have: been •seeit bY: tlte :Head of- · 
the Department as no officer could bave~approved the language df 
th~ note. it•wa~ not proper for !the Departtnent to st)bmit this note 

. , " . ~~h9;i;~~~~~:~o!lt~e~h~· s~~:IC:h~~~:;~1:!~,i:S~~~~bi:_.-. , .. 
. Co,mDlentmg}J:n it)eftJ9 the:sen,se of ·,pr<>priety_ c,f the\ ~p.cepie~ ·, 

· . · ~e,pretary; f or ..• ~~-~r all ~t . IJ?1ist ®. apparynt .·~<> ,bjm al~o th~t what~vet~_.i · 
·· 'ls con.tamed 1.1\ th~ Working ·, PaJ)C:'rs of lus Depar.tment is supwse.d· . 

I to be his explanation and language such as this-reflects'on,h~m. 1The, rs 
\ ' ' ' . Committee observed th~t the Departmen~ ha:d ijOW ' acct,,t,ted that th~ •· .:. ' 

, ·,, :~upplier'hitd been asked to make,gooci. the- value: of ;the\ parts. receiv('~i;: ·. · 
•; ~llort after-the Audit :had .. politted this out :',;and :tliat ]1s ·a result .of the observittion' of the ;Pu..blic A.ccottnts Cortunitt~ an enquiry was'· / 

. -~·. · , : .being'· . con9~cted to, m:., the.' resppnsibility for the · 'negligence'. . The ., . _ 
, · ., 'Committce:w.as;.of.theJirm opini6Ii that no d~µbt th,ere:was,.a c~seof\ ·· · .. 

"./.·., •;.·.I :• ; . ,; . ·',. •' • J, \I::: .. ''''.) t• ,,-}:··,_;;',,• 

. '.! 
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. negligence on the parf qf the person or persons. arid· altb.dugh tho 
;: amount .of Rs. 4, 703 was recovered afterwards, it did not, in ant 

·, way, alter the·fact1 that negligence, wilful or· otherwise, did take 
place in this case. . From, the written· explanation as .well as the oral . 
explanation given to the 'Committee, the; Committeefelt that either 
the Department had not grasped· the seriousness of· making.efforts to· 

. prevent its officers and officials from. aiding the suppliers to' hold on 
Government money for long stretches of tim~ . or an attempt was 

· .being made to shield theperson or persons concerned. ·· · 
. . - . . . I , . . 

. . TheCommittee, therefore, directed that the 
1epquitj"\1\1:hich. tqe .. 

:, · .Department claimed to, be in progress ~~ould>be tproc~ded ~ with · c · 
and the results' of the ,same, as well· as . full p~pers · qf · the enqmry be . 

: r · submitted to .the Committee. The J)epartmerlt Informed the Corn 
mittee .that as per directions of- the . -Committee .. the· concerned 
Tandojam, and Mr. H.R. Badiwala, ·Enquiry Officer, has .also ' been 

: • Tandojam, and· Mr. H1R: Badiwala Enquiry Officer, has, also been 
asked to expedite his findings which · will. be -submitted in : due 

. course. ' · · , · 
' ' ' The Committee noted that the :Enquiry Officer who wa~ 'appoi1;1t- I . 

ed in 1'965 .to go. into this matter has no'.t yet, despite repeated' remin- , 
. ', < ' ders, completed the enquiry, The Committee wished 'to draw· the at- . 

ten ti on of the Department and .the personal .attention of the Secretarv -. 
·. to the' fact that there are standing Instructions ... bf .: . Services and 

.> General Administration Department 'that an enquicy,.of this nature 
· should, be completed. within six months, It is,' therefore, obvious · .. 
. that in case of some genuine reasons if the Enquiry Offi9_er is not 

- , .able to complete the enquiry within, the stipulated time lie should · · 1 

ask.for' and be given extension formally .by .tl,1e0Depart~~nt or th~. 1 .. 
Department should appoint some other Enquiry bfficer. It appeared I 
that in this case · neither action has been taken. The Committee 
directed the.Departmennithatthis · enquiry should be completed and '.i 
report submitted to the Committee at its· next. meeting. . The Depart- 

. ment should also con~idyr taking a~~ori against t~e Enquiry Of1i~er 
for .this inordinate delay and ask him to be present . and appear 
before. the , PAC when this .para. is next considered. The para.'waa · 

.deferred to betaken up· again alongwith 'the Accounts for 1962-63.1 

. · · .· (5) Page 9,.Jd. Ptzr"a:l8(i~> ;Non~co,rtpilation'ofAcc~ttn~s of. the, 
·' ShishamExplditationScheme inMardan District for the yearl958-S9 

and 1959 .. 6~The,mij.tter was firstconsidered by. the Committee ai 
,t:\ - iinfts". riieetidrighheld onds2nd N~v~mber,_h1966hwlienhth~ ,b·ccmudi·ni :tt~eb wt~··· 
.~ . orme t · at recor . pertainmg to t e sc · eme ave . een · stri u "¥ 

between the· ForestDepartn;ient'. and· the· Irrigation Department ·and, 
I .therefore, none of the. Departments without the assistance of the 

, , . other was . able . to prepare the Accounts for the remaining period . 
. . The Committee at that time deeiredthat the· .. Finance'.· Department, 

, ' .should take interest in the ma.tt~r:a.nd get the ·twti·:·~partment to ... · .. 
rether Mt~ ~a11fun bl· b :A~rl\l". 1 · . .: ! .1. , · , 

_11 r' 
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, '-c· · •. ~t. th~ ·meeting of the Committee held.<>p; JSth,;'Ap~,: 1967 the . 
. Cotnm1tt~iriformed that no furtherprogt~S''Yat;imacle._ 1 

,, . . 

. \ ·_ :· (· > ~ _; '_·.. . . ::,_·. . ...... .,. '. ~·.:_. ',' -, .. , -:·· 
_ ' · _ 1)1~ Finan,ce.Seqretary promised that be wout<t ~all upon th~ two - · i 

. , Qepartments tcrattend a meeting, . wbjch' w.ouJ.d be· liel(i Yery :soon tq · · 
aettle the matter: · · .: _, , • · 
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. . . . .. The. ,Dep~tm~nt now. 'explained '. that. the ' Divisional' • ,F.Qrest 
( .. ,· Officer, MarcH1n ForesfDivisic;m has- supplied a. spare copy of: the r 

-~ountsJor the period from, 1st July, .1959 to· 1st1r-Dec.ember, 1959 .. 
to the· Superintending Engineer, Irrigation ., Circle, · Mirdan; for his 

.. , guidance and preparation of.the Cqinm.etcial A~®ts.fOl'. the period 
,, , - ·; I from Ifith December~ .1959 to. 31st March, -·1961. The ::Divisional: 

· Forest/O@cer, ... Mardan has ·alsb been· asked, by_t4e ChicfConserv~tor. _ 
· of :fi:orests-, Pesbawar·Region, to· render all: posslble help to. the? . 

, -· Irrigation Department in the woi')s of · prepatat{on,_0 of accounts for- 
. ·: the above pei:i~d·~- . Th~ Chief ~n~eer\, Irrigati~_n, P~.hawar Region 

has also been requested to· direct the Supermtendmg. Engineer, 
Irrigation eircl~, Mardan, 'for early preparation of the said accounts. ~ · 

'. The· Finance Department was mc>ved·to convenea meeting ofthe 
. Agriculture Departmertt and Irrigation D_~partinerit. · But no action., 
has been. taken'. by _Jhe Fin~11c~ Department, .. As_ the same objection ,. -; ,;, 

.has already .• 6een·mcl~4ed· m_the Commercial Accounts for the year 
1962: 1963, the J,atiL .was dropped· from. here and'. would· be :ta1c~n \1p · 
with, ~h~ Acco??t~/or.l962-63; · ) ... · .. -. :· · _ ". . · : . ·, -~ "' · · 

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

• . '; .• • '( ' •\'!,. 

... .:~(6) Pag~J4l, _Sundry Liabtltues-« -In this.·c~se /the' 'amount ·of 
S'"-1,dXy Liabilifi~s ilicreased· to Rs. 3,68,310. f.tcO!]l -Rs; 3,27;810 as'.~t .: 

' - . the end of the · previonsyear. According to A.u9it early Liquidation : 
': 1 - • of the same.was desireable. . · ·: ... ·· : ." . , · · · · · 

·:" .-. . I. 
''. . : . . 

. . :._ . . ·_ ' . . . . ~. . )' . . . : . ;"- . . ·-:-!:·· .. : . . . ·•. . . . ·. ·.'/ 
., - Toe matter was Jast considered. by the Committee. at its· meet- • 

• - 1 ing held.on.J·sth;ApriK Jg67_whenJhe Oepartm~ntexplained·th-at the- .. , 
· .. · total amount. ofoutstanding liabilities . of Rs:. · 4,50A45 as b~ . 30th : 

; June, '1960:included' a sum.Rs. 22,201 pertaining to· sundry creditors. i 
· ;") : The total amount of outstanding liabilities as on 30th)une, 1960 was':· 

R$. :~,28,244. · Out "qf_ thls''total o.utstaridinifb.alance/thFsuzjl: of.Rs, -·.:, 
, . l,03,747·.was, paid during_the year 1960.:6-I i!n4. -there'. remainedra,". 

balance of Rs, 3,44J9% as outstanding liabilities (or the year 1959-60 
as·on-~OtliJruie~J961. Rs. 2,15;~54werepaidduriri.gthe:year· 19'61-62 .. , · t,. 
oui of-the balance out-standing liabilities f£>r the. yearl959 .. 60, leavirti- : · /.: . 

. a balance ofRs.1;0~;943 as on 3Qth' June; 196'1. .-.·.. . 

.· _· ;;'.ouririg the.''.year 196~-6i°.the,paian~(of p~;st~riaing·';liabiliii~·/-· 
. was .frirther -reduc~ by Its. \1"207.-a~d ~er~ .::e~p.i~~d,~~ ·~al~ce /Of. : 
': .. Rs.r .:97, 73.6 out':~!'. i~~ :t~tA 1mq!l~! ~cf <>p!~t~!l:9.~ :ija\>iU~s:f~ -, · ti)!~ 'i'i 

· ... .: ,· . I \ ';.·~.:···;>:~,', __ - '_,.:';_:.:,_ .'·"· , .. \r$:~:-..·/.' .. r> .. , .:'.: "·->.···.' . .J . .;,;·,·.;·~·-··~·-:·;~--·-_;;:~·f ;r-'.,1~: ·P 
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·Total r. , 9:7,756 ·30 ' 
As regards liquidation ~f !abilities of'P .W.R. the' riep;rtment . was in , .- . · . 
correspondence with the Railway authorities and the Accountant- · 

·. General, West Pakistan with regard to the adjustment of the sum/ of 
Rs.·so,800. As regards unadjusted liabilities of-CoalCo:mmissioner 
Kl!rachi arid Regional Coal Controller, Lahore, the Department had' 
written to them for a .number of. times but. the. bills ·were . not forth 

·co~g. as a result of.which the liabilities could not be 'liquidated. . ·' \ 
. -AfJ Jar' as the Coal Commissioner- Karachi and Regional. Coal Com- 

, missioner, Labore were concerned, the contention of the Department- ... 
was that the record. fu the CoalCommissioner's Office had, not-been . 

.. 
1 

·· properly - kept as reporte_cno Department ·by the - fept~senta~re. who. 
has been sent to Karachi for this purpose, and that. even the letters 

· addressed to the Coal. Commissioner Karachi; had not been answer- ', ed.',. i .. "), ' . • '. . . . \ '. .' -," •. - '. ··i ,. · .• .' · . 

. · ·_ ,Since the subj~ct of ceal had b~en trarisferredito the-province.in ,, 
1964 .and the Department of Industries were looking after. it; the. 

· Committee requested the Deputy .Secretary Industries-to · throw- ·. ··. ~ 
some light on.this matter. As a. result of this,it~as "revealed that. __ · 
some time in 1964 when tllis .subject was takenover by the. Depart- ·· .. 
ment of Industries in the · Province, the entire work . of the Coal .: 

·.C~m,miss.io._ner~s Office had been . h~n_ded · over to· t~~. Directorate· ; • of; 
. Mmeral. Development. _·· The Committee. th~refore. requested . the .·· · 
Deputy· -Secretary, .Industries to co-ordinate, .;wi~ -the. Agriculture · . 

~ -: Department and have ·t~ matter'finalised. · ,. ; c 1 
• ::- ..• 

L, . · { . . . At the same #ine, the committee ask~ the- Department' to make ·, 
a thorough inquiry into the dates. on which their represeatativewas · 

. supposed, to . have visited Karachi for the . purpose of.' yisiting t~e: I · 

· Coal Commissioner's Office · arid the report. givenv bv. him on his .. 
return, · .The originalpapers regarding thetrip. as well.as the reports .· , 

. submitted: by him, be placed before the' Commlttee-for consideration y · . _ 
at;its iieit series of·nteetinp when the acc,oqnts fo't'tbe ye11r:·t.%1~62. ,"\' ·· . - \ ·.. . . . ' ". ' .. ._ . .' .- . 

.,· 
44-,766~50 

\·' ···. ... ,, 

,·:. 

/ 
. , , 

, year 1959-60 a{on 30th June, 19.63; th~ details: of- which· are· as · '· 
under:- · ·· . . I J. • 

Una<,ljusted'Jiabiliti~B ~{or 1.955-5.6~al . Rs: · . 
· CommissioilPr ·, ~aradii: : ' . .• • '1;89~ ·soi· 

· .. Unadjusted. 'liabilities {Qr 1956-~7: .· . '.E~- < . I : 

··change·:Accoµ~ts·,· Railway ,Cn·~it .. , · , 
, .Notes · ··· · .: . · \ · t .. ' 50;8~:<:'0 ·, 

I. Unadjusted tiabilitit:s for 
119~g~59....:.Tur'.pEn- 

'\ ti:r~e .eommission cn.direet sale . . . · .273 ·50. " 
. :gnaqjusted lia~ilities foi: ,l959~60~Strain 

· · , OQal. Begioµal Ccal .C0;ntrollf'r : . · 
· · Lahore . ,_,. ·. / . , ·. ', . ·. . · ·• . . 
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. . : 'were_.co~i!-1~re( ."1t~er .. r.rqgr~1.,With: regatd~to,th;~-J4quid,tion;of .: ' 
the liabilities should }l).so be repott~d a~ the same tiP1e. - ,, _ .. : , . , 

"> .. }..., .: .. ·_'._ , ,. .", :'. . ·. , . . ·-. ·.'._ ) ·- '· . / t-. ·-., _i, :-. , ·\ • . . , •. , ',·: 

··mad;1:'.t~:Pf£e~t~as)~~iri~!~~:fi1h:;69s~~Cf:~ih~a~~!!cfile 16;. ·, ·, 
. . · outstanding ·coal· bills·) from . the ': .. a,uthqnt1~ , concerned, · But :m . 

1 
1 November)962 the ~nrtis~ion for:. Yi.siting Karaf~i'.i for. various. > . 

.. , official 1w0Iks W~ · 'sought. Permission w~ iipt' sought'. specifj:bally· ,. , 1 .: ·:. 

for obtaµiing the bµ.Js. fro~. the · Coal Cp~issi°'n~r,. ·;ar,chi btft !or 
other. works.· ~Is.o. 'including allocaOon, · of. i'¢oal, supplies by him. ' , . , i 

. However, the·Maru1ger had taken this' opportunity in requesting' Mr. ! .·· · I 
" S.H .: Shah, the. then:' Depufy Coal· ~ommissioner, Karachi ·.for.~: 

' expediting the Issue of bills· ,!for the supply of' coal,' ' ;, r ' • 

\ .. i·, , - -. ···· .: ·:: ;_·,.· : ·, . ._:,.·'.,i,, .... -': I •. -. '·: •.. ·.:', .. !, .·· .· ···:< ·.,,., .'. _;' ,' \ .• f ;• 
.' · . A.s' regards the 'liquidation of put$t~ding liabilit~es ·amounting · · 

. .to Rs/ .97,7~6."30 '.Berta}ning. to the years .upto \ ~o~ J~ne; ·. 1960, ;the .. , . 
· · · . . D~p¥tment lS . go~g its leve! ··best to. .r,ec_e1v~., •· 'the .. , bil~s · · '.frqµf _.• .t~¢ . , . ,. · 

parties concerned and.asa result of various efforts the Department • 
· has-received the biijs of Rs. 7Z,949;29 froiµ,tpeiCoaL.,authoritjes and': . · , '" · 

1the adjustment is being carried 011t. · · 
' .. I : '' . .. ,r ... ·.' , : ;" . ' .... r' ' • 

. '·· . ·. , . - .. Bill No. 'antldat~ ., .· -: :Amou1t ,<,:<:;:..':: 
\ . ·_ \.' ,... ,, . , ' ! I I 

I 

j , ( : ~elatif!l (Q the ' 
,- .··yea7'.·: 
\ • . '. r 

,. _, : : ', . ,. . . ~ . . ., . . . :., : IJ... . .. .. , , ._ .. -: 
r, • • I. ": ().C/B-R./A'.; Dir¢ct-?7'f:St~a.,m'4f Aug .. l96I /21,;1;89,~ · ~7 2. 

<., · \ dated: 29t~ .q~to~~~· I 96~.<:_ \ . _, .. .. '. '. . ' . ~19611'.-~2~~,,: . , , _ ..... 
2. · CO/B .. J,i./A ·Direct-77 /Stea:.:n,- 1/Aug./lH/28, l~ 728··14 ·: ·' 

dated 29th October, 1966, ."Bill 1~3 for Marcli {1961-62) 
, ./ '·1·9·s7: '_,_ .,,'' . ,' , , . I \' , " : , . ,".' ,:,, .•• 

. . , ... • ,.. . . .. • ·. ·'·., .. i . ·. .• .· • . ) < ·, --_, ·,... I 

.,3,. \CO/D.irect}~/Al'Jg-6~/~t,3/19, ,~ate~, l5tq .·, .. J.,'788·06 .. · ,_ . 1' · • 

: .. · ,·.,May,, 196~. : , : . , .. · . '. . . .. . , (196.1-62) . 
·. ;4L · ccrs~.~-/I:if~krproni.~t~r,< ,ie-bo~ked)RJJ..c~ 'i22~006~10.,:_'.'-'· 

, ·60 of 6th Jµne, 1960, . . . ·.. . . , · · · (1959-60)' 
·.· Hated 23rcfM!)>y .l997 (l~ wagons'. , . '.," (J960-61): .: ', 

,r' 5 .. CC/B.tt./1/0cean'enduranceRe,..bo,okedf.R~O. 38,;95,7~·7lt . 'I•;"'>. 

. · C./60 of 2,4t:b:Mayl'9~(), dated 2,3r';I Ma.y,J96'.7.(1Qp9--60} -· • 
c(22:.wagonah · . ·.. · · ·, . , _· · .· , ., .. > : .• , ·> '·{1960-61). , 

. 6. CC[B~R.[I/l; BU~/~~-booked/60·ror.9.th¥.al". 3,148.5() •. _.·•, 
\ :rb · . 1960 dated·23rd Ju:Q.e 1967(2 wagons). . · (195g;.6.0) \· , 

, ,7. ···CQ/A,/DirecfJ.~77/Aug/6i/St~3/i7, dated I.5th· ]. 3,5a:fa'7 
May, 1967. · J: '. ~. . : (1961-62' _. 

• • . . -'1,. ( . 
j •·• • • . ~ ; 

.t 

:1\ '1;, .. I ·, 
. - : -_1; .; .. ' ' •. ·~.. • 

. c ( ! 

; 
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, The Committee considered the explanation of the l Department 
1 

.. and also the proceedings of. the previous meeting, when the Com 
mittee had expressed doubts ' 'a1s . to the existence of the Coal 

· Commissioner's Office' in· Karachi at. the · time the Officer concerned 
had undertaken.the trip to Karachi and had reported to his depart .. 
ment the result of. his so called visit to . the said office. Ifr order to. 

·· be · sure ofthis the Committee in the presence of the representatives 
· . of .the 'Department had sent for the. Deputy. ·secretary, Industries · 
and had learnt fromhim.that the Coal Commissioners Office did not' 
exist in Karachi since 1964. Onthe' strength of this, the. para. had 

.. bee!1. def~rr~d: at ·the· l~st ·. meeting in order to enable theDepartment 
.• to investigate further into the matter and to , put· up ·. before the 
.Committee the exact.dates on which the· Officer concerned had 
reported. to the Department, thathe had· calledon 'the Coal. Com 
missioner's Office at Karachi. . · ' . · · · , · .. . . . . ' -· ~ . 

' .1 I 

· • <. If the explanation had. the. dates, l\Jihicll· · .the . , department has· 
tried: to· place before the. Committee today (Le. sometime · in -1962) 

· were correct and had been produced at the .Iast meeting ,tpe CoIU 
, mittee wouldnot hav~· asked forfurtherjnqiuiri~s. to be l'll.ade after 
the statement ofthe Deputy Secretary.Industries that the saidOffices 
had been merged in 1964. the mere fact' that aft¢r 'hearing the 
Deputy Secretary, Industries; the Committee asked the Department to 
place results 9f .further inquiries at.this .~eeti~~leads .the CbmmJttee 
to the conclusion that the dates of the visits discussed in the previous 
i;neeting were somewhere in 1964 of· later: "and .that n~W an .a!temP! ~s 
beiqg 'made to produce the dates and records of an earlier .visit. 
made sometime in. 1962 so that the Committee may be' misled and 
may drop the para: . . , . , ,: :, ' .. .: . 

, · .. The c~mmittee now . d~si~eJ · the ·department to · give at .· its 
next meeting a· categorical · statement as to :~hetber in f9~4 or later 
the representative of tb,e · Department .W.hp visited' Karachi, ·:~orted,, 

·· to the department or not that he had visitedthe Coal Commissioners 
Office and discussed the matter. The Committee . .further· desired 
tbatthi~ Jspect ·of.. the' mat~er be i~quired into ~itlier, by t~e ·. Sec- · 
retary: himself or someone farrly senior who may be authonsed by 

• . I • I •. I . . . - .. - . ', him. . l , : ':·L, , 

.. payable Jo Railway Authoritlesj is expected to be liquid·ated in 11eat · 
· fut~re. . Wb.,e~ the ~djustmento( liabi)iti~ pertaining to the Coal 'and 

1:la~\Y~Y credit notes ¥e gnally adjusted, the balance of outstanding 
Iiabilities upto 30tp June, 1960 would: be Rs. 28,896·40 as against Rs, 
4:,~0,445.00., .The'Department further . stated that' the balance 

, :amou~t of Rs. 79,696. hasfurther been reduced by Rs. 51,07l a(ter · 
.the adjustment of Railway's iand .sundry liabilities,· and there now 
remains a. balance. of Rs . .28,623 payable by the Coal Department 

. only. Efforts are· being made to adjust the outstanding liabilities as ., , 
· early ~s possible, . , i 
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· i '·~.: The C6mmitt~e t~en def~rrel_co~s~de~~ti~iof the para._ fo. ·b.~ , 

·taken\-up along with the.accounts 'for the year 1962-63'. when the r 

·. other aspects of- the case, would be considered by .the Committee 
: .. along. With the explanatiOJJ aske.d fQr above> ·. : · - . ., .. . .•· , 

.·\ .... _· ·_ ,' .. ··.. ,' ~ .- :· ;- . . . . .· . '· . .. '. ··_ . -, ---. _'. ' .. ). . . : . ·. ·. 
i m -. · T~e Committee thenconsidered ·· the exj>l~ations·t>f the 

Agriculture- Department in respect of the.f0Uownig,1terns appearing 
· in the ComraercialAccounts'for 1960:..61. ·· .· · : · ·, · · 

. : : ' <Pag~ 8-9; P~ra -. 18~(1) . Ndn--co1npildtz~n of.Actounts of .: the·> 
· ~:"Methanica[C~ltivatton Scheme in Quetta ·~egionfor ·1956-57. (In · · · ,· · 

. / Nori~corn,pila~ion 'of ac~o11nts of theAgric_uZtura.l 1ingineerlng_-~grk-. 
·shop, Tando1am-The.1tei;ns·were Iast considered by. the·C~mm1ttee ·.,• 

, . at its meeting held. on l8t~ April, 1967. when -the Committee directed 
· .. the· Department to prepare and submit the Accounts to. Audit. within · 

a period of 3 months, The Department now informed~that the '.pOsi::· •· -: ' 
· 'tion of the 'above 'two, Accounts·is the 'same- as 'already explained 
against the outstanding para; 18 of the accounts for; 1959;;~0 .. · .· 

' . " -,,'.\ . < • . ' .---~ . ; -· - :' ) ,- ' • . . . 

· .·· . The Committee made-the 'same observation . as In. the · case ot 
para. 18 (vi) and (vi~) of Accounts for 1959-60 in para; fl·:(1) andJ2) 
above. . '. . . . ·. ·. . . .: ·_ . ' . . •. . ; . : . . . ._ . ·. · .. ·· 

IV,.. .,'The Committee·ihen1consid~reci the,·explanatio~s ·or the 1 · 
~gr_iculture Dep~ment,.iili_ respect . of the followingitems appearing 

.m the Commercial Accoul'lts for 1961-62. a · . 
. -: i ~ . • ' •j . . ) ' t - ' I . 

· \ . (i) Page 10, Para. 18(i"'1) Non-compilatlonoi the Accounts oflhe '. 
Shi.sham E.xpl. oitation Sc':e_ iJle in M_ a_• !dan District f_ o.r:_rhe yea,r l 9?S-".'_S.9 · 
to 1961;.62-· The OeP,artm(;nt explained that the ·Shi$bam-Pto forma · 
Accounts ot Mordan fo,:e#Division [or' ihe year 1960-61 (lst April~ . <; 

:l9f>l to ~0th JuP.e;.~ !-961) 1961-62 and 1962-63 have.since ~een sub-: -. · , 1 

. mitted .by .the Divisional Forest Officer, Mardan to the Director of 
, Commercial Audit, Karachi. · -.' . _ · - · · ; · .; : , . . .; .. • · ' c 

} . ·. . ·_ \ . . . <- . . __: .. •· "... . . .. --:.. . . • . ' 
. ·.· As' regards pr~pafation · of Commercial A,ccount~ fbli the periQd 

· from, 16th December, .1959 to 3I.st March, 196l it was .stated to be the . · . \ 
responsibility.of the Irrigation 'Department and· the Divisional Forest . 
Officer, Mardan had <been .asked by the Department to supply a - 
copy of the Commercial Accounts indicating- the lines for its prepara .. · 

·i · tion by the Irrigation Department {o:r the guidance; 
. ' The oonsideta:tion1ofthis· iterir" was deferred to.be taken up. 

al9ng with the Accounts _for the year -1962-63. · < · < 
;- ·i._(2) Page'iO;Para.18 (v) Non-compilation of ·.'Accounts" of the _. 

. 1allo Rosin And Turpentine Fa~tory for 1961-62-The'.:Department · 
· explained that the-Accounts for. the year 1960-61 were~.,finalized· tate. · _ 

1 

', . Moreover, theDirector of CommercialAudit, Karachi hadretumed. · 
.: these-accounts after along-period, as· a result of which accounts ·f~t·, 

the Y<;ar 1961-62 _were' aJso delayed. ~e explanation - ~as found i, · 
be satisfactory. and the Jtem· was drop~d. · . · . . . ·. 1 • . · • · · 

'· . r . . ·!48 
"\ ,:· I 

;"- 
' ,.I . 

·,, I.;,_; 

\ . • \. I 

y. 



. I. 
\ .. J. / 

' 

.:« J ' 

. ) 

,.- 

. r 

. i . 249' 
I \ l"i 

. (3) Page :10, 'Para., 18(vi) ·Non-co,npilatfon of Accounts of 'the 
Schemejor exploitation of a.phedra plant in Quetta region for 1961- 
62-• The Department explanation that the pro f orma accounts for the 
scheme in question'fotthe·year'l961~62 were.furnished to the Audit 
during August, 1964,-. · vide , Chief Conservator 'of Forests, Quetta 
.No. 9l~UII Acctt(64·65)/248, dated the 18th August.' 19~4· and have 
since been incorporated in the CommercialAccounts for the. , years 
1962;.63. ' The Accounts could. not be submitted-in time . because 9f 
the fact that there was· no Commercial Accountant in the Office of the . 
Divisional .Forest Officer, Quetta. The existing clerical st~ff who 

I - 
1 had absolutely IlQ knowledge and experience · Of the preparation , . Of 
the proforma accounts of Commercial lines could not do the job des- .1 

pite theirbest eff orts. Ultimatelythe help of the Commerc~al\Auffi.t 
party was sought and it was · possible t<;> prepare the prq, iorma · 
Accounts in the }(ea111964. Thedelay has occurredunder un-avoid-' 
able · circumstances and not , due to , any other , reasons, The 

· explanation was found to be· satisfactory and the item was dropped, 
(4)Pa~~ 43,,Parct. 48 w~~kin·i Resutts~lnthis.case Audit point 

ed out 'that there was- an abnormal decrease in :gross and not profits 
as well as perc9ntage of gross ii,nq net profit over the turnover as 
compared to the previous year. · 

, -. , . . . I . 

The. Department explained that percentage of-· gross. . · and net 
profit turnover-depends upon the total sales made and the total profit · 

. earned during the year, If the change in the profit earned is' not ,in 
"correspondence with change in the sales then . percentage of profit· . 
turnover is bound to fluctuate, The net profit I had decreased by 
47% whereas the sale decreased only by 9 % in .the.year 1960-61' as· 
compared to the year 1959-60. 'It resulted in sharp decrease in . the 
net and gross profit' percentage of turnover. The · · following . are 
some of the main reasons for the low profits earned during the year 
1960-61 ;-··. . . . . . . ·. \· . _ 

'(,). Rosin (raw material) was-purchased at RS.,.20'per maund 
" · during 1'959,.60 whereas · during 1960 it· was purchased at 

Rs. 25 l~ per. maund. . Th~ facto·ry had thus to pay Rs. 5/ - 
. mor~ Pyr .: maund for ro~ir1. ' , . · - .. : . . _ ; , ' 

(i1) The sales were decreased from · Rs. 38,11,774 -to 
Rs. 35~77.840 in. 1,960-61 as compared with the' year 
1959-60; ' .1 .. '. . . 

(iii) Increase: in packi~g cost due t~ i~cr~ase in 'the rate of Ist 
Class staves which rose from Rs. 88·07% in 1959-60 to 
Rs. 135·2% iii ·1960-61·; · , , \ 

(iv] In' .the 'year '1960-61. the profit . was decreased by ' 
Rs: 1;33,672.being·the cost of'.resin purchased jn 195,-60 · 
and was also , consumed , in the same vear was again. 
erroneously charged on the le~pertqi!~re side during the' 
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J .year -19~0-61'. .. · This.misia~e couki n~~ bedetectJi·~,:the . 
atJdit ·authotiti~s · vvliile auditing,: the; accounts MJ 960·6li·. , 

r However 'it wa~ later 01trecti~d. '.' . . . , . \ . ' . . . ' . . ' 

(v) The' profit of year 1960-61 was also decr~sed · by 'Rs.· 
. 42,948 as ~he· entry could not be. reverse<;! in. this. year due 

· 1 to over sight. . . · · ' . . " .. - . . . . . · 
. ,, . "?he explanation was found to be satisfactor.y~and't~t.t item .. was.· 
dropped.·· ,. · ,· 1 · · ·, \ 

• (• ' .• • · .. J.. I \ I j • ' I .... \. r • 

; (5) CH 'Page 10, <Para. l8(vii) i111d\(viii},-:(i). N_on-com_pilation. of 
· Ac~ounts ofthe 'Nfeolianical Cultivation Scbeme i~r1Quetta;. Regiqn. · 
for 1956:.s1 to 1961-62. , .. , . .! .· '. ·. · · · .. .\ '. .r '.. -:· · · -. , 

' I.. . . 

· ...,,.. (ii) N on-compilation 1 of Accounts of tl]:e Agi:icultu:ral, Engineer» · 
;; ing Worksho~ Tandojam since 1947-48 to date,. . -. · -, . . ·. 

> ·.The Comtnittee' .. made the·sarrte dbsehiit~Q~:itt·respect'·1~f the'1' 
.abeve tweiteins ·~s ii!} · respect of.,\ para.18Jvi). ,;an~f Jvii), ·,~f . t~e 
accounts forJ959~0m·par;1. II fl) and (2) above, · · . ~ , · 

·. ·' , · 6 • ·Page-10,: .: Para. ,I8(ix)-. Ncm-cqmpi/qtion bf Accourus of.the . v- · 

. Co{d.Storage qtBaghba;ftf!u/a (Lahore) aniJSia_lkof .sfnae- · 1,951--52;:-. r. 
):'he. Department explained that a~ both the institutions aiottgvv1th I 

. . relevant 'record have been transferred· to private, parties. 'the,:Finance -. 
' . Department had Pe,.ett requested to ' condone ,' the p~~piration,1 of 

. ! - accounts: :The· Finan~ Department having rejected th~ ,proposal,, the · 
-, -Departnieiit \f.iiii. µow:try)? compile_ the accounts: The ~ para. ,was !. <>. 

, deferredto b,e@(en1 up again alongwith the accoun~s·for·f 962-63;_ ·} 
. I ,\ . -.r ) : ~. : . . . '. - - . ; . .._" ·-· - . , · .. : . . ·~ . . . .. :.i . . . - '· .. -.,-'- : • • • 

-·· . -.ROAD TRANSPORT.CORPORATION . .. 
· .· .v ..... The ·c·o,~mitteeth~n considered the-expI~nati6n~t,of th~ Road, 
TranspOt( CQrl)()f8ti9~ in respecf'o:f the fo~owihg iteIJJS''appea~ngjJl·. 

· ' the Commercial Accounts for. 1959.-60 : -. . · . \. · · , 
_ · ·. (1) PDge 397~, Para, 349, '. Sundry De.Htor~I11 tlµs case, (he anfo¥nt · · "· 1 

• 
1 

. 

·,o:utstanµing against. Sundry Debtors i~crease~\ fr<'.>~' Rs, 84,~W8.73'-tv -, 
i : , Rs. 96,45,99il at the .end of the year under review. - 

. · The Department stated the: latest position as under :1-· : . in , . , .; , 
:_,_, (a) Adjustriients' on-account of Inter~Unit'Ttans~ctions already . 

.. ;:· t, "verified: by.the Commercial Audit-vide }-their revised ,~ · · 
\. 

1 c,oriunent's reeejved With their M;emo. No .. 2102'/~-f\(P)/ .: · .. 
'23'/S~~Q-.Vol: IV D/25-2-1967:' . · . . . . . '. · , 

( (i), '.Rs.< 88,,~9,270: ( ./ C 
1 

. I .. / • '- , • ., 
1 

I . '. 

· (ii) Rs~. 2~~570 .. 1. . . . 
1 

. · · ·. · • • .· Rs. 88,84~~40 ' 1 l\ 
(b) Adjusi;ments: on account .of In;ter-Unit .. traisactions under. 

· verification. with. the Audit. . , . ,, .>; · • Rs. '5.13,519 ~ . . . ·. ~ . ' _- '·. ) . . . . 
.·(c) (i). Recoveries···d'Q'.e fromthe Provincial ;Govetnµienton .·' 

.. .account.ef Interest onReserveswhich'have been adjusted .·' 1. 
· during '1957-58. against supplies received frotn' -High - 

' Commissioner for Pakistan in- U,K. -Rs, '37,~65. . 
. 1 • ( . ! l ! 

i ; 



' I -r 

· On. the. basis of verbal and written ·promises by various Govern- 1 

. ments, the outstandingbalance of Rs. 1,48,428,·33 would be realized 
. during the currentfinancial wear. ' 

·:. The Committ~e was informed that the adjustment of . Rs. 
88,84,~.:tO has been verified by the .Au~it. '. Th~- adjust~~n~ of, \- Rs: 
S,B,519 and Rs; 37 ,~65 has not been verified so. far but 1t is in ~the 
process of verification .. .Similarly the recoveries of Rs. l,117 and 
Rs. 20~9_02.have to be verified. by the Audit. .As'regards the amount 
,ofJRs., 15,3~4 itis .due from-private pa:1ties. It was pointed out by 

I 
I 
I 

55,953' 07 

r:: 
67,4-70~20 \l;244· _59 ' 

' _. . . !I Due from ' , • - . . . r 
~erial .1 l'{ameofUnit-··' .Gove. rnment D'lparttne·n·tal Private Total 

No.. .· -: .. .- fDepartment e Debtors · . ..· · ·'. . . , I(--·! ': ),l,. t=r : --i· :--•: _,·-·- '-• _ ... '.' .•, -:: ' ' ' • ·-• ' ' ' .· 
.: R,. ~s. )·. Rs, Rs . 

. 'I - 
1 I L'.O.S., 'i,iho1•, - -: ' 58,225, 61 

I , p : 
2 : f,T._S., 03hawa~ . I '53,754· 38 ·, · 2,198· 69 
' . . ' ' .. I .I ' . 51 G.T.S.,Raw~Ipindi I r,201·93 5,127•64' '1\. ';~,329;51' 

4. i Q.T.S., D.G.Kban 

1 

.ll,8:58'45 -. · 73· 12 °IJ;l).3.1·57 

5 l·o.T.S., Hyde~a~ad ... · 2;925·02 ,,. . . -, ' __ . 3,$18·90 \ 6,743·92 ' .. F-~ ~--- - - .· - : . : ' .·· ·.·I'. -·- i. ·- · .. ~-~ .. --0 

Total .. 
11 

l,27;1:165: 39: . 5,121· _64 \' i 1·5,135· 30 · 1 , 1,4S,428·· 33 
' / I I 

251 

( ) ,. 

•\ 

I'·' 

\ 1· . - :,)_ 

(iijRecoveries made' from various parties by the H.Q. 
Office <· ·· 1 

Rs. 1J17.. , ·: Rs. 1 38,682 ·. . . 
1• 

- Rs. 38,682 
. - . I . . , . 

'Out of. Rs. 9(>,45,991 a sum of Rs .. 94,37,041 has been _ 
adjusted/recovered- leaving· a balance. of :R~. 4,08,950 

· · which was explained as under i-c- -. · ··: . 1 
\· 

.. ' . (I) bue, From I ncome-Tax Department..i-D~ductions made by the 
Inc<lme7 Tax. Department at source from the interest · earned by the. 
Road Transport Corporation on Gcvernment Securities - were not 
accepted on the plea that the Corporations' Income was not taxable. i 

. , , A-sum of Rs.·39,620 was accordingly debited to Income-Tax Depart 
meatand claim lodge~· for-refund, .. Since apolicy __ regarding the 
taxability of Road Transport Corporation, income is still periding 

• with the Income-Tax Appellate Tribunal the debit pf Rs .. 3Q,620 can- .· .. · 
not be ettled I flnalized., ,. ' · · 

· (II) Due f;9m (he Government Departments and .Private 'parties - 
on account of Servicesrendered=-Muit realizing asum of Rs. 20~992_ , 
upto 30th November, )~67; th~re ·remain~da balance of Rs.~1,48,428 
recoverable by the various Unitsas detailed belowv-> .- ,. 

·, 
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.. ! i th~ 'Depa;t;'tmentJhatthisrelated mainly tohire charges of buses givei,: 
-- · tp various organisations for -transporting .,refugees .coming .from 

across the· border. Some of these organisations were· .rio morei ."in . 
existence and some others were :nof in a: positiori' to pay .the amounL . 
In-view of the fact· that! it. appears' to· be. 'almost impossible to·~ 

.. · reco;ver'the bulk of the amount and also' in view df the fact that. it. : . 
. \ relates .to ,huni~nitatjan work executed. during. an·_.' emergency. th~ ' 
" Committee .: felt that the Department should make' efforts to recover 

. -, whatever·.· is possible.and . have it verified . byfthe·: Audit· and Jo 
•• _ . . 

1 approach the Finance Department for the write 9:tf ot'the amountthat 
· . -: ', · · ls not recoverable. · a.'fhe outcome of: the appeal before tqe Income 

, . · .. · r Jax Tribunalshould also be communicated to the Audit · · . .! 
1 

. . • ·. ,· ( ' ' . ·- . ~ .~" . .. .. · .. ' .· . . . ) : .· . I \·: . .. .:~!( ., I,;·- .• -; .-_ ' '·' .. -~~ ... l 

I . • .. · .. · Subject to.these observations' and v:erificatiq-ri.·by,tue Audit. the 
,;le,' ' '1>ara.·wa~-dropped: .: \ ·.,. ~ .. ·. :.-, '\ .. r·r, ,'.> r, : ' 

(2) Page 397, para, 350 ~undrv , 'Creditor- -. In · this, .case .the 
liabjlitie~ on.accdun,t or' Sundry Creditors regfsteted a shall' increase . 

. ·, :f~e Iiability a:tthe t~mrnencerl1_ent of the, .~e~r under review, _St09d 1 . . ( . 
at.Rs.2,93,70,429 which rose to Rs . .3,,82,32;595 as on 130tp June; l95Q., 

r 1 , , 1, ,r , , , . . , · 

· 1 . · · ,' 
1• 

( , ' • ' •• The Department explained that t~e total sum; of Rs. 3,si.32~595 
. shown, under 'the· Sundry Creditor, as -on 30th lune. 1959 has been . 

- fuUy~ettlediy '· : .. . . 1 . • i: · 
\ . :·, Subjecftov~rification the para. Was' dtop;ped;. . . ,, . I • 

. . . . . ·... . ·, . . . ·_. /) '. . .·. '· . . . . I . ' . I '. • ·. . \ . -~- . 

; : .. (3}'Fage565,1te,;n °476,SundryDebr,qr:~w. thls case tii~ amounts .· i . 

-1 otitshind. i.n·g· 'l:J.. gain.st_-.·.' Sund. ryDe .. bio .. rs ~ncr~c1..sed!r._o .. Ill. ·: ~,Rs. 96.,45_. ,991_ t. o _ ~ _, 
~s. 98,02;494 at-the yrtq. of th~ year under r~y1~w. . ·< , . -: ; · 

':'1 ,' ; 'The Department' , explained . that accdrqirig : . ro t , the .original 
I 

/ _ objection year wise a~alysis of Sundry Debtors had- to· be prepared · 
·. -{tOtn the next iyear Le: 1960~61 which has· been duly, complied with. · 

=' ~ha.tis whyanalysis ~as not prepared f?t )ht! y~ar' .under review, 
· . -i.e., J 9,59.:60. 'Out of aJotal sum -of RS:' 98.02,494 recoverable ,from .' 

.,the Sundry Debtorsason 30th Jun~.1960. only.a'sum of Rs -. l,76~835- .' · ·_i 

·:re~~ined:recoyerabJe on 30th .Novernber, 1960by variousunits.;' · '. \ 1 

, .. ; · 'the' (;otrt~,ittee. ~oIJCq tha.t· t4~ o;p~tfrrient !would .do ;it;. ~st Jo;· : 
recover the balance amount," Subject to.these observations the nara.' · ··.; · 

'\vas dropped. , · I 
1. 

. . , •• , '(, 1 · , , . '1 . ' I, 

. ·,. - .. ·. . .. ·. ·· .•.. -, - -· - ·. . t. ... · _.! .. \ -·:- .• -': •• • • • r .'·:... · -. 
<, ··, (4.), Page 565; para. 477 Suttdry Creditg'kLitithis case the liabili- · · 
.tieson account of'-, Sundry ,,,Creditors again' 'registered. a 'sharp ,4 
increase. The amount increased.to Rs. 4,45,93,58~ upto 30th:Jun~-? . ,. · . 

. ( · I Q69 at .the .. enfi ·of. ~7, ye·a· r urt~er:re.view as ~gainst Rs. ~i'82,.32,595, at1 •• , 'I 

the end of the .preVIoUs year. . , . . , . . . . .1 . 

. . · ~. In. th~ fast 1¥eetirig .or° fhe .~;:m~itjee th~ Depart'fu¢nt ha:cl ~bt!~d ; \ ', .1 

. Jh .. at p.aynie·n· ts amoun~ng ... to.Rs .. 4,18,()5.,11.0ha·d·· . .,.beenJn.,ad~/le_j!.VI_.n_._·g ._ •'1 .1,·I 
r, a balance of Rs. 27,88,173. · ( Out of , this, , after, makmg .ceq:am. . 

,. • , • , .· . . ,·: • ., • . • . _ _(/ •·•· •• ·:- r , ,., 

•. -·"i • 5 I. !j I .'..' '\,"• • 
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adjustments the net balance·: payable; as' on :, 3(i)th June, 1967 was, 
Rs. J ,75,209. 1 The Department explained the balance as under:-· 

. \ . : . . . ,· . . ' 

(i) A special messenger was sent to 'Karachi to collect . out-: 
. · standing vonchers from the, D,9.s: & D. and A.O..l.S. 

and r Karachi and D.C.O:$. Karachi. . Copies .br~ught. 
by him revealed that the .sum of Rs. l,71:,878 relating to ) 
the Central Stores. did not relate to the· outstanding 
documents but· it' · represented .difference 'between the 
actual and the provisional rates on the/ basis of which 
excess liabilities were' created. Necessary entries have. 

) been made in hooks , during .· current financial year and 
. excess amount . ofRs. 1,71,87'8 has been written back; 

(ii) The sum of Rs. 3,331. in respect of' q:r~S.,. Hyderabad ha~ 
also been written back in · the accounts for . .I 966-67 as. 

· un-claimed liability created by Former .Sind Road Trans- 
port Board'. · . · . . . , · . :. · ·· 

Subject to verification by, the Audit the .para, was dropped. . . 
. j : : . ' . : \ . ., . ·, • '• ~ • . < . • 

· .VI. The Committee then considered .the, explanations of. the 
R.T.C.in respect of the following items .appearing in the Com- 
mercial Accounts for the year 1960'761. : , , · ' 

, . (1) Page 120, Para. 155 short~ge of Stores wo;th Rs. 84, 72Q and 
. surplus bf Rs. 5'8,32~ The . eonsideration of the para'. was deferred 

, , to be taken up alongwith 'the. accounts of }9,62-'63 when the depart ... 
ment should come :UP with a complete report.: .. · 1 · • , . , 

..' · (2)' Pag~: 131, para'. 168 A-. Suspense Accqunt;:..In·:this case. a sum 
. of Rs. 20,395 has been shown. under 'Defalcation'. ' . · 

The matter was last considered' bv the Committee at its meeting ' 
, held on-4th September, 1967 when the- Department explained that 

Mr. Abdul ,Rashid Ex-Head Cashier. G.T.$., D.G. Khan who was' 
involved ina case of defalcation amounting to Rs.,' 33,40~.75. was 
cgnvicted and awarded imprisonment· ' ~• sum of Rs .. · 4,870.31 was 

..• .however, recovered from the Insurance · . Company, with whom hey 
· was insured, Further .a SlJID of Rs, 8,150.47 was, subsequently 

. adjusted-on the advice .of 'Departmental Audit as a. 'result of . 
detailed investigations and thus leaving i .: balance of Rs.l 20,384.97 ; 
outstanding in this defalcation which ·. has been written off by the 
competent authority. , . .· . · . · ' · 

\ ,,, . . \ . ·,. . . ' . ~ . ) } 

. . The Committee was not 'satisfied .with the above explanation. 
' i, In the opinion of the Committee the· Head Cashier l;>Y bi'm~el'f coulp 

not.have been responsible for the' defalcation.' -Sd¢e other Officer 
· who was· responsible for: the supervision should also .have been taken 
to task.' . The para. wes" deferred . to. hr taken up .. alongwith the 
Accounts for 196-62 . when the Department was directed to report ' 
as to what action has beentaken -against the officer. or officers 
concerned-and if no action has been taken, thsreasons for thesame, 
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· ··The Department now explained that tlie . following Officers/ ·,< 
. \ , Officials were charge .sheeted f Qr - lack of supervision etc .. in this. 

.... r . . ... - . l ··, _--r . ·.: . -. _ .. f " -ease :-. , < , 

.. ~ l. Mr. <Mului;mm.ad.Abdijllah, :the· th¢n · District , Manager, 
· G,T~S., D:GtKhan. . ·. . . ·11 -. .· ·· . 

2. Mi·. ·Mahmood °Jafaly, the tfien1Accotmta1Jt.' . . \ 
3.. Mt: . Gulistan · Khan, the th~n · Dy. Accoutartt (out · '. 

i\ .from service):,.<· , . ". I ··.:''' 

. . : . .·· . . . . . • \ , .. I .· '• 

· · 

1 The/enquiry' against t1lem has, been initiated 1. arid· would be 
. finalized early.: Appropriate. action ~ aganist .tbe' ·_ Ofiicer/oflk:ials 
· concerned will be taken, on the'. recommendations · of .the _ Enquiry 

· Officer o, · · · , · · · ·, • · • . · · · 

.. . The. Committee d~ferred ~onsideratio111 .of the para. t6 _b~ -taken · 1 ·• 

up alongwith th~ A:c~~nts :fot ~~e }'.ea·r 1962~~3 .. ~,. : ., : .. > . ' .. ; · · 
! · · fJ) Page qs,· Paid: l8hSuspenseAcco1111,ts Capi,tfll ~"-c~lq this case 

a sum of Rs; 46,46~ 700 shown under the head .''Suspnese .. Account 
·capita}'~ and Rs. 26;32,246 included.in RS: 3,3~68,509. under the1head 
"Sundry Creditors" on the liabilities side: of the Balance Sheet . 
represents.Provision.al. value of various assets' and ,stores'. purchased' ,. , : . 
by theUnitduring tl)e past.year as well asduringthe' year under I 

rev~e~ : -, ' • '. ·, . : .' .·· ·, . ' : :- . < ' · ' .·.·. . . ' • 1) 

. . · _ The matter was last considered by the Committee at -· its meeting 
) helci on' 4th September,' l 967, when:,the ,Departnie~t~ipl~ined that the 

liabilities to · the tune 'of Rs. : 3l,20,879J1ave been liquidated leaving I 
a ,balance of Rs. 2,48;430 ·which has furtherbeeri reduced. by'Rs. : : '· 

-1144,~000 Ieaving.a balance; ·.of ;Rs .. ·. h04,430. · :.The heads .~cted ·~ 
, ,were inot'mtimate<:l. to ,the. Committee>. .· · ··__ · ·· . :. 

1 
-· • · .. 

( ~lie Department rrow furnished the following e~.pl~~ation .: -. ' 
(ar Suspi3nse 4ccount Capita/_;,....T)le._totalsumofRs.46,46,700 . 

• \ · I 'shown '.undertheSµspense Account.(Capita1) as) on·.,Joth , 'i · .<. 
. .JuI1e~ 1961: repr~sents liabilities created .. on ·the· ·basis ·._of· 

.provisional rates in respect of assets r~iv:ed by GT$,;.,.,_ 
Peshawar without .actual. invoices. '.' {After .procuring . · .. 

>-actual debit vouchers and · relevant ,·documents :fro:rp ' 
, . .Comptroller, Northern Area •. Peshawar and Audit _Officer(. . i. LS.&:f':· Karachi, a.gjust~~ritsifor' the e~t!re SU~ of . Rs ... 

46,46~700 have. bee,n earned out under -appropnate,heads · · 
, .. of accoµjit_ 'given below, which can, be .verifled by . the 

· · , Au'!1t: --.· · · · . · . · o:: : · · '- : c. . -· ', - . _ , . . . 

·. ., .. (i) Capital Accounts Motor ,Vehicles GTS .• Peshawar. '. 
' ) ' . . ' ·' I 

: , (iz) Capital Accounts Tools & 'Plants GT~., Peshawar . 
(b) SUJfldry, C~itorffer---Gut ,of'- balance for Rs: 33;68,5()9- As 'on 

. . 30th June, 1961 a sum of Rs. 32,64,079· had ·a1ready'·been. 
, . a:djt1:sted 'Yhfn the , position was .reported to: the Public · 

.. ~. , . (; :.. . i. . ,. . ·r. :, . ·. -->, 

Li I ',) '.!·,·.··\ 

J 
'- ,. 

- ----------------- -· 



I• 
I 

• 

l 9t51-62 

;'f 

• 

L. Accounts Committee in their last meeting .. .The remain-, 
ing sum of Rs. 1,04,430 .. has also been adjusted in· accounts 
for the year l966:-6T whichmay be verified by· the; Audit. 

Subject to verifieation.by Audit, the para. was-dropped: 
. · VII. . The-Committe then considered the explanations of the 

R.T.C. in respect of the·followir,-g items ap~arlng in the Commercial 
Accounts for the year 1961-62 :- 

1 ' ( I) Page 10, Para. I 8(xvi} N on-com pilation of Accounts oi . the· 
Government Transport, Khairpur, 1957 and 1st January, to 31st 
August, 1958-. The Depa_rtment explained, that the Acc~~.m~s of Gov 
ernment Transport, Khairpur for 1957 and for the period from .1st 

. January, 1958, have been "published at , pages -688 to! 695. of the 
Government of West Pakistan .Commercial Accounts 1962-63. 

'_. .: ! \ 

The explanation wasfoundto be satisfactory, and.th,eitem,was. 

drop~pl'age 92,.Pa~a. 19_,_:_Non-r:ompilatioh · of the, Accounts of 
the is--: · . · · · . \. . .' 

Ii\ Wf'st Pa,kistan Road.,. 'lr~nspc·rt Board 
[Consolidated Accounts) . ' . · . _'. . 1960-61 

( ii) Webt. Paki~t.e.~. Bead ''Trnn.epoi.t Beard. 
(Con.sdiclat.~d Accot1.1ts) . 1961-62 

(iii) 
1Wf'.st Pakistan Rrad Transport Beard . 

·. (Headquarters' 0:ffioo) · . 1961-62 · 
(tv) West ·Pakis~an Road Ti·ansprrt Beard 

·, (Headquarters, c.c:ntral Stc·r("·i,) 19~1-62 
: (e) L,0.~. Lahore . . . 1961-62· 
\Vt) Gove1·nm, r,t.(F') iTranspor:t Service , R,a-' : 

walptndi · ·1 . • • '1961-62 
. '\ 

(vii) .Goyernmen~ · {FJ Transport Suvicf',· 
1Jya,llpur 1961-62 

(viii) Govt:·rnment. (}) Transport &rvice ; D.G. . , 
-X:.ha.P . .. . 1,; 1961~62 

, •~) Government .CF) T1ansport E,~rvioe , 
Peshawar ' · 1961~62 - 

fa;) Gc•vl'..rnme1\t tF) i Trsnspcrc, Service, 
Hv dcrabsd 

\Xi) w"itPakistan Road Transport,. Bc·'~rd, 
. .. · ~acy Building Wo1kshc~p, nahc,rn .. 1966--62 
The Department explained that out -of the ., eleven Accounts 

ment1~~ed by the Audit in their comments, position in respect of 
Consolidated Accounts of the W.P.R.T.B., for the year '1<160-61 was 
explained against para. 113 of the Commercial Accounts for the"'vear 
19§0-~l & ~fter consideration of the reply the P.A.C .. dropped :- the 
point in th.etr meeting held· on 4th & 5Jh September, 1967. ·· · · · 
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·.· .. ··Thf:.re,m~in.~g1te~ Accounttr~or the xea; !961~2 II).entiored;at 
Sl.J\10. (11J to 1(xr) were presented .to.the Audit in . accordance . with 

~ the prcw~tD;me :intilllated by .the 1 oi~t Director of Commercial Audit, 
Lahore m,his J).0.?io· .e'. AT/5-16/400/DDCA/LHR, dated "30th 

. , July.. 1964. They were; however, c:heckjed and certified by the .Com- 
. ·. mercial Audit during the rnonth qf Aug11st J964 by' which · time tlj{ , · 

· · bpok had gone under print and. they could not,therefore be included. 
irr·th~'conipilatian for 1961.~62.. They.have"'anyhdi,·t,eeh published, 1 

. in the_ Gov~rnlllehLof.W'~t: Pakistan Commercia! j\ccoµnts fot 
1962~63,~zde pa~es $30 '.to 675. . ··. -, ... · 

1 
, , r , • ) ·l, . 

-, The e~planation was found to .be satisfitcto1ry and the item was 
dropped. : , . . . , .. ,, , 

• ' _·- __ -. / . . , .. :._ ·_' .: .I . r.. ·.. . .··"' '_. ',: . . "i.:1 

' ' (3) Page 98 Para. 881 Ad~ances-In' this. case the Ledger/~ Balance 
of the Hqrs, Qffice 011.. 30th June, J 961 showed Etn·1 amount of. . Rs,' · 
11.'Hi36,Q46 as adv~nce made to the .Pirector:.9eri~r~l/Supply ~ De 
velopment & Audit. Officer, Industries, · Supplies and. Food while, the 

1, account' rendered by these officers showed ., , a balance on that date 
due. as Rs'. 16,61,469.only. The abtiormalciifference amounting' to' 
Rs.: l,$4~74;577, between;thetwofigures was·required 'to be. fov~stiga-~ 
t~d and n'1cessarx r~concWation ~9nductea promptly.. · · 
. '. .The Departme\1t explained that the ditfetepceof Rs.l,54,74;577 
between the Book Ba1ance of the Road Transport Corpor~tion, artd 
account .rendered by. A.().,, lS. ~- R, was mainly dtJe. tq I.ate, re~eipt · 
9t y~~cher.in su~port of\del:>its-Taised in his. statement.or. ~ccon;nt. 

• Documents were; however, collected at personalleveland.difference 
ad~usted in. accounts for t~e year lQ6l-62 '.to , ,1967.-~S 'leaving the, 
adjustment, of vouchers for the amount of 'Rs. 4,28, 155 only.': 

. : · Subject tb verificatfon by Audiff!nd1 subject'to th~ .Corporation's, 
. justifying the balarice of Rs .• 4,28,1,55 which , should also be . g9L 

· verified, the . para. was dropped'. ·, · · · . · · 
't -· ·_ ..... -.- ' .. -': .. ··· ... ·' ! .. : 

.\, ft!)~age'98, Para: 89, physical\ verifieatibri~IrJ, ,thiSi .case, D<J 
physical 'verificati~n of assets held by tile· Headquarter's ·9ffice '!as 

1 · conducted at the: end pf th~ yeaLuRderrev1e'Y. . . . . '/ .. '. 1. 
• • 

( .i . ' o ''" \ . . The Departme1*t explained that the' position .of .·ass~ts owned lby 
· . the He~dquarter's Office is 1;11ateri'4lly different. from Jhat . of the · 

!J.nit~. I Neither ~ny. -Stores H;ouse JWotlcsho~, 'if run .nor -·apy 
· fleet ·of buses is · ooerated. There .were 8 staff\ .Cars, a 

·. big building, !. items.; -: .of' Rurniture. 1 and I . Fittings . ,and' 
· Stationfr¥ 'in posses~ion of. the Headqu~~r~.'. C>~ce of . 'the then'· 

· West Pakistan Road- .. TransportBoard requrnng._vertfi,cabon .. As ~t~ff' 
cars a~d the Building .n~eq no actual. counting at t~e close of the year 
and tbeir-presenceis onlytobefortnallv certified,,whicl;i was done, no 
omission took· place i11 this behalf. . Items of Stationery and fur 
niture & Fit!ing~ .?'~re p,hy. si9al v.erified I a.n. d lists w~r~ .:P*pared on th.e 
basis of veriflcation carried out on 30th June. J 96 L · · . .1 •. r. .· t: ••• 1 • . •. J. .. . . , . \ 

) I . I 
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···Rs .. 6,54,606 peitaining to Sundry Suppliers was .paid to the 
. respective parties, ·. . · . . - ·· i. · ' · · . • . . 

. . The. remaining balance Qf Rs, l,82, l,,6,513. Wl;l~ not actually pay 
able but wasadjustable against advances to D.G.$. &D/A.0.1.S. & 
F .. , Karachi for stores which had alrea~ . been received. . The · 
requisite vouchers/Debit advances wer"i/ not forthcoming from 

: A~Q'.I.S. & R, Karachi which caused delay in >carrying out adjust 
. ment. Ultimately, Road Transport Corporation · had to. create a 

. special · cell to. settle this account, . · 
--~ ·, . .. . • . : ••. 1 

' . . After strenuous efforts;. it was possible. to. - clear' the. liabilities 
amounting. to .Rs, 86,23,SlK The remaining balance of Rs. 95,97,99S 

· relates to, difference between the actual and provisional prices which ..' 
1 has· been transferred · to the "Obsolete and Surplus Reserve" under 

advice· from the Headquarter's Office. . · '. - -·· . . .. 
Tlie Comfrhittee : directed. that . the' Audit and th~. Corporatiqn 

should sort out the issue and def erred the para. to be taken tip along- 
with the account for 1962!63. · · i 

. · (6) Page ·9s, Para. 91 Outstanding dues-· In this . 'case asum of 
Rs. '67,63,112 was outstandingagainst sister services ,,¢n 30th June, 
1961 on account' of supplies ·made as against Rsi 74,87~-346 out- 
standing· on 30th June, 1960. ·. . .- -- · J; · . · , · 

.The Department explained that strenuous effortswere made to 
. settle outstanding bills with. the sister services and the. · balance of 
Rs. 67,63,112 · as on 30th June, 19~1· was· accordingly realized/ 
adjusted in subsequent years upto 30th June, 1967; •· 

f ! '· . ., . 

Total .• ~ 1,88,.71,119 
. I 

j'. i 

·, 

.. The·· Ccunmittee··~as· .furthe/ inf~rmed: by ~he. ' Departmen(that 
the Secretary had given the necessary certificate. , Subject to the 
scrutiny. · and verification· of tlµs certificate by the Audit, the para. 

•. was dropped · . 
(5) Page 98, Para: 90 · Sundry Credi t~fs-· In this · case · the 

amount of Sundry Creditors stoodat Rs. 1;88,71,119 as on 30th June, 
196lagainst Rs. l,78;58;449 on 30th June;,1960 and Rs. 1~38,14,,809' ·. 
on 30th, June, 1959. · Early liquidation of the same was stressed. . . . . . ' ·. I . . 

. The Department explained that the break up .of Rs, 1,88,71,,119 
shown under Sundry Creditors in the -statement of affairs as on 30th 
June, 1961 is given hereunder:- · · 

Rs. 
{i), Sundry suppliers -', 1 

, ,. " 6,54,606 
an D.G.s.·& D./A,O~lS .. & F\, Karachi.:.· J,82,16,513 '. ,·· .. , ... . ., _, ·, 

.J 

' 

·, 
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, The. explanation was found to be satisfa:ctoty< and item: was 
:dropped .... ·.·· .. ···· .··. ·.·· ·· .. ·. :·· ..•.... · ' ." · ,· 

. . (7) Page 9.8, Para. 92 Bxcess. and Shortages of.StoteS-:-In this . 
Jase excess ang.shortages of stores to .the<extent qf Rs, ,29;960and · ... 
~s~ 30,:381, respecti:Vely, w~re *oticed as a result pf physica{,verifica.: 
noa conducted at the close of the year under review~ 1 •· • .·.· ·, • 

\,.· ,·· - ' .. ·.- ·.,·' , h-. .! '._ · .. · ' '·1 -: -'. ' _,;'. _, i · "'- 

• .The 'Department 'explained tllat' out'-of. Rs.(30,38Q·76 ! shortages 
tQ ·the tune of Rs, 17,425.SZ have been reconciled, · .·Investigations 
revealed. that:discrepanci~s,were\Illlainly dµe to....:.· · r 'r ., 1 • ..··~· ..'; · •• 

' - ' . · .. _ ... · .. '. e. .. }· -· ,, . -: .-_-- . - __ ·- .' ,• : . _- .. ,·'.··,· ._ - :', ·:':,. _.· _- .) 
.(a) Stores ,of dpfep~nt ~akes/inociels, l>e.mg. -~epfdn a·b1g 

stores house without proper segregation; . -. . ..... · · . ,, - 
(p). There. oeing .no definite ·. responsibility'. forthe 'custody of .: 

. , , differ~t types Qf spare$;' ·~· · · , 7! · ', 

(c( Possible; a~qnting errors; .". ;· . , .... ·. .. . . 
·. AU·the afores~~·cau)es.~ave .. now•b~n eJ~friinated·_:a,nd.:,.._ 

,(il · Separate· Store sections .. have been · pro\tid~ . for · t · , storage of differeilt types of spares; . J ·.·... _ .; 
. . . Jut ~espon~ibility • .. for' safe custodyJof .'different typ~-· of. 

. ·stores has been. specified - and...,assigned to diff ererit 
custodians; __ . · . · 

(iii) Bin Nos. are invariably indicatec,l , .alongwith the 
nomenclature of parts; . · ·, 

. Witll·regard to the repining,shortage ~f ~· 12,954·84.hlvesti 
gations were Jield but thex could not be .reconeiled . ,further. The 
excesses to the value of Rs. 29.,~59·37 have already . been. taken on 

· charge. · _. . . . · 
1' • ,- , , ·, • • I 

. The officials; who held charge of the . Section, tt>., which the 
shortages relate, had tc> accountf o;r the discrepancies but on- the date 

I the above .analysis was finalized and the amount appo~ioned .among 
.thelll1 they were no longer in service except H; Noor Ahmed. H.S.K.,Cc 
.who=-1s· concerned fortfie-shortage of Rs .. 2,99~·Q4.·. He has_ .. alradY- ..' 
been cbarge·s~eeted ..... The -.then·. Manager, Central. Store, •. Mt\ ~; T> -·• 
Baj'wa(who has_sirice been dismissed) had in fact·to/.lodge:a clailll · 

' witli the Jn$uratice ·• Company_ and .. take steps r . to easure. thaC .the· 
officials concerned were . not "relieved. . •before .t}le. settlement · of tlie 
case.; 'The matter has, however, been takeh'·~p with tlJe Competent 
authority to accord necessary sanction for the ·write off ofc the net 

"" shortages. of Rs. 9,958~90. · r, · , • • . • ; · . 

. ·Tlle Audit pointed · tjut th# the· iesponsibility_'f or shortage of. stores • 
. worth Rs. ~,959 bas. been assessed 011 two persons, who. are no longer •.. 
in service. , The date of completion of· the. investiga.tion ' into ... the · 
shortages and the dates on which the persons held responsible .' left 

.service have not been indicated .. · The reason~ for whichJ~e officials 
were relieved· when investjga.tions against· them·. were. in .• proc:ess have ·, · . 

. . . • .. ·-.. ., ··1 . ,· .- . ·-·. ,. -. 
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·PROCEEDINGS. 'OF nm MEETING OF ----nm :STANDING'.·' 
. . • COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC ACCOUNTS HELD . ON 16TH · 

·. DECEMBEll,:,1967,AT 9-00· A.M;:. IN 'TEAROOM' OF nm -. .. AS· .. s E·M· B·L'V.•' B··.u· IL. ·n·ING' L' ·AH.' . ORE·· ·.:- .. : •. · .· .. . . .. . . . . . . . .. . 
. - ,-.l: . . . ' ,, . ;- . ~:···· .,'';··~ ,,. __ ~ ' .;· . I...'·, 

·t The iollowing ~ere present!- . . ' ... 
" ~ I ' - . l, ; 

(1) Mr. ·Zain Noorani, M.P.A .... · , . ··O.. Cliainnan . 
(2) Chaud~ri I\4;U:ham~alsarwar. \Kliani : ;:. M¢niber. . 

' . _-·.-• .··, .. •. J... ·-_,' ·,. __ . . ·.·· e': . r ·- : .o- :'_.· .··. \ . ..-·, ,·., '·. 

{3JRai' ''Maiisal:> AIL Khan Kharal, M:P.A:. ·\';;_ •· /Meinber/. 
:; (4) ·Mt. ·.Malang Khan, M:P:A.',~., ·. . ·;· .. Member'.: 

.. · . . ..· '-.... . ·-··.. .. .._· •.: 

· (S) 'Chaudhri .·Ml,lhammad. Nawaz, .M:P.A. M~mbet; 
. . ·.- . : . .· . -·,- . -~· \ . . . ---.· ·. . : \ '·:-. . : . - - . : .. .. . - '• 

t {6). Syed )mran '. Shah, C. S. P., J\-dditional >· Exp_ert · ·· , 
·. · . Secr~tary tQ· .. Government · J>f ·. ,\\'est< Adviser: · 

. . . Pakistan~ Finance Department, ... . 1 • < .~: .·: ..... · I .. 
. ' . . ' ,. -._ . l -_ ' . . ' - -_ . \ . ·. ' .. __ ~;.· ,,-, . . . . ·.· . . . ,, . . 

. : (7) Mr.. A:.·+:· A(.· K. · .• Babar;:', P. A. Ji. ;A .. S;,I :By Jiivit~tion; - 
.•· \. . ·. Director, Commercial: Audit.. ·.· .. ··• · .. : 'i ·• · .• ". ·,.< · .. ,: 
... (8) ·Mt·J~mi.1, Haider .. Shah. C.S:P~,.Secret~.-· . .>~ylnvitaijo~ 

··· · . · ·(Excise and Taxation); Board Qf Revenue, . < · · · .. i. :: ,,· . 
'' : ' (9) .Mr, ·Y.. · .. A. Zia, Operational. Ma'Jilager, '. 'By·Invitation~ 

· WAPDA . ·-'.··-·"" - - ' ' , - ~ '- - . "I.~ I , 

c uo) Syci :Munir .Hussain,· C;\S.' P.~ Secre~aey .. }Jy.Inviiat(<>n~> .'·.. ·~.- · . 
. J . to ,Q.ov~mment Q~ W~t .. Pakist.an; ~dus-.':) . · · · ,·· · : / : /. '· 

I tnes, Commerce · and. Mineral Resources · 
. Deparltnenf· ·.alonS'Yitb. · ,Director· . of 

, ·. Industries, . Con.tro,-tet~ Printing and 
· .··Stationery, . • Member .Plnance, ', · West 

., . : Paki~t~ ".II\dustrial Deve,opment ;Cor-:.. '1 ~. 

~ 'poration,'a11d· Peputy·.Cllief Accc;,untant, ' < 
_ ; Small Industtj,es. Corpo~tjon; · · · ; i, . · .· .. . , , . 

• · ... ' .. •' .. .'f .: ·•·· .. • .. .: .. -, .... ·. ' .. ' .": >·, .. ··.· ... ·., .. •·' ..' .... '. ·• .•\ .. ·:· ).'. . (l 1> .. ·. Mian '. B~shir · .Ahmed, ·Settleme~t •.··Com;.··· BYirivitatic,n~: 
· , ': ~ssiq;n,er. , . :1 , . . · ' ·,. · '. : .. f .. .. ·. · : .. !,' ·' 
112) Raja' Ahnled.·· Khan,: . Registrar, . Go~ BylAviiation~ 

.,. · .. operative Se>cieties and Joint. Secr~tali'Y < · r -. · . . 1 i 
· . · to Government of West . Pakistan, .· Co- . . ·· '. 

,· ·.; _oRe~t~~n;Dep~m~t. / .. ;-/:,, '. ·'.',;' > . ·-.r- •.•• · 

(13) ,Mr.· Ali Muhamm~d V .. Akhund, Deputy .... ·By InVIt:ation. 
I Secretary ". to ' Government of ... We$t . ' : I . . . \ 

·. Pakistan; Law. Department. · · · 
Chaudhri 'Mtharirinad . Iqbal;, . s. ~.;' .s~etary/:. Provincial'• ,. 

_. Assembly ofWest:.~aki.sta~, acted. as-Secretary o!··\~e,~Co~ittee .. 
·. '. . . IL The Cotrunittee in the' first:'instarice co~id~red the expia-. ·. 

( nations, ·of the following P_q,arttnc,~ts in'. resp~t of tpe items ;ap~··. · 
. fag in the Ct>~eioiil ·Aqcailn~ for the~ l~l-t2r\: , · · · · . , 

• . ··. ·.~· .. . . . . . . . . . . . -;_.. ' -_,::>· ·. / :.: - •. _., . :·- :_, -~. . : ·. ~ 
·,'•' ~ .e- 



. I. 

\ . 

. (1) Page 11, Para. 18 (xv)--Non-cdmpilation o/°Ac~Ounts of the· 
opium and. Alkaloids Factory Lahore for the years , 1958-59 to. 
1961.;62-As. the Commercial -Accounts of the .. Opium Factory, 
Lahore for the years .1958-59 to 1964-65 have been completed , and 
Aud.ited the para was .dropped, .. . · · 

IRRI.GATION.AND POWER DEPARTMENT. 
(2) Page 11, Para. :1s(x)-· Non-compilation aiAecounts df_ the· 

Electricity Scheme· in Peshawar and Dera Ismail Khan Division--« 
. The Department explained that. the same para. was also included in 

the Commercial Accounts for 19.60-61. During discussion in the 
· Meeting of Public Accounts Committee held orr 18.;4-67, it was ex 
'plained thatall the Accountshad since been prepared on proper 
form when the para; was· dropped by the Committee -. The Accounts 

· have not yet been audited and the matter has been taken up with· 
the· Audit. .. . · . ' · · · · ' . . . \ . ' 

. (3) Page 11, Para. i8>(x1~-!yoiz-compilation of Accounts of the - 
Mughalpura1rrigation Workshops Division · Mitghalpura. for the 

· year 1957-58 to 1961.:62-· The Department explained that theabove 
accounts have already been prepared, · Audited and included in the 
Commercial Accounts for the. year 1964.;65; The para was dropped: 
<" . · (4) Page Ii, Para. 18 (,xiii)-· Non-compilation of Accounts.of the 
General and Steel Mills Mughalpura, Lahore-:--The. Department. ex 
plained that the Commercial Accounts of steel and. General Mills 
Mughalpura from 9-1-48 to ·31-3-50 were' printed in the Commercial 
Accounts of Government of West Pakistan for the yearJ962-63 at 

- pages 464 to 486. . . . ' . - . 
The para; was dropped. 

INDUSTRIES, COMMERCE 'AND MINERAL RESOURCES 
,, : DEPARTMENT . . 

· · · m. 1 
. The Committee then considered the explanation _ of. thA 

'Industries;' Commerce and Mineral Resources Department in res- '. 
pect of the following items appearingin the Commercial Accounts 

_for the years 1957-58, 1959-60,l960-61 and. 1961-~2. ' 
Pages 55-56Paras; 61-67J957-58-· • ThePuniab Government Cot-'' 

· ton Mills Lahore (In Liquiclaiion)-.In this case, the mill was leased 
out to M.fs. Rashid Ghani and Malli with effect from 12th Seotember, 
1954 andremained in their custody up to 2nd\February, 1955. With 

., the transfer- of the possession of the mills, the. possession bf stock and 
stores of the value of more than Rs . .J0,00,000 of the Industries De 
partment was also' transferred to the lessees on the conditions that. 
these stocks would. be disposed of. by the .Government against a bank · 

.guarantee of Rs. 4,00,000 secured .. by the Rehabilitation Depart 
~t. Thij leW~ ~ their Vdq, ·:$bttt't· lelW_ ,eriod t1f. fi'II 

-. EXCIS£ & TAXATION DEPARTMENT. 

'261 
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, .. ~Q~th$ consutned'or 'sold .or otherwise 'disPosed Qf lhe.Goverrunent 
, .. 'Stoc~sarid St<>r~ to the tune of Rs. 4,~.5,J76~r:·The amqµ~t of ~atik · 

·· . C,uaz;antee of'' Rsi 4,00,QOO. could not be .recovered: as the guarantee . , 
·~as _d.efective .and.:'the::~ounts 'W~ withdrawn. ffo~,·the bankJ>Y :- 
the lessees. : , ··:.· ..... · · · , · · .: ·... , / ·.· .. · · , ··• . · ··" · · ' , ,· 

_ • ·· -:he~:ie~~~~~·t~!~=-~~1~,ri~~~~,--· /1: ~ 
· -Rs.lC>J~ sliown.m·the<;ommerc1alAccdunts,for the_year,1257-58-... . ·· 

' .. represented value -df stocks of tloth:_yarn·~ .coal,materialin, proces.s ··. < ·. · 
- and miscellaneotis:stores .. <-According to the a,gieerfte11.t. witij '.the ... 

lessee. the- :Mills -stores, Stocks of coal ang the ma.teria~in pro~ess were . 
handed over to them.the value: of which.was estimated as· about 4 ~-. - ·. 
lacs against which .. -a b~. guarantee of Rs .. 4,00,000 was furnisb,ed .· · 

.. by them. Tl)e" stock o( cloth and yarn Jnclude'd it{:' the . figures.' of .. · '- 
. Rs. 10 lacs, were not. handed over to. the Jess~ hilt :were stored. in ., 
the mill's premises;which were.subsque:rµly, dispos~ off :by Govern-.' - 

• J · · . ment, It was however, ;found that: the lessees had· disposed ·.off : 34 < ~bal~ ?f 'cloth" wprt,h~ Rs. A0,604 and 7. bal~ of yarn worth: Rs. ,6,701. 
. . ~thout. any/authority front Gqvemment.\ :The Go:vemment._claim , 
j , , ag~iilstthe lessees' in re~ect of the y_am an_d ~loth t,esides >thei ~ stores .. ·, 

,was_:work~ out.as Rs;-4,85;176' which was sut,-,sequently .. redu~ed to, ... 
···. i'.· .Rs: · 4,13,65S·00lis certified :9Y t4e Commercial Audit in. the palBrnqe·-:_ . 

, . sheet·fqr the'yeafl96l-62) Thus theBank:Guar~1,1tee_()f Rs. 4)~CS- !:· 
· was taken against thestor~- arid stdcks,. exiluding y.a.m .... arid . ··cloth_ · 

. ., the value.of which was Rs:: 3,66,548 (Rs. 4~13,655 minus Rs/47,107). : .'. 
.. ·/ · ', ·fi.s-.· tbe stocks .of :y:anf and :cloth 'were disposed ,off 1by,'tb.e .. Jess~ ,:t('} · . 

. . the. extent stated ~bove' without' .. fl.UY. authority.rfro~0 GoverntnenJ a 
.: . primin~lc~w.as :tµed'·against'them: ... ~e-,questi~ll.\,w~ether?tqe. · 

· .value. of Government, st<;>cks' and stores could be rec~tv,('red from . tli.~ .. 
. . . . Sialkot Central :Co.-o~raijve Bank Ltd.,~against the B,ankptiarantee 
· .: '.', pfRs/4,00,000 famishe<Lby. tpe~1fs stULutider ex,~nrln~tio11· .·~tlf> .: . 

. . ,,the 'Law Department-·_yv.hom· reminders -have_:b~n:~ent. by,Govem .. ,:,, 
,1 : .ment: to expedite theii: aqvi~. l· ,As -regarg~.·.the ·possibility_ of filing. a . 

crlnunal case against the . lessees the matter was itmd,er ,JtctiYe consi- · .. 
, lleration: :~p.d; the Law J:lepa;rtinent was beµig consulted-~ the· matter .: _ ) 

· whether it would. be advisable to start criminal proceeding . against .r , 
th~ .lessees, A civil .suit for the . appointment -of I an Arbitrator was . . 
being heard in the '; Civit C9.tirt in .pursuance, o( Higlt, Co~ Orders, . - I 

- ·dated IStb Oct~ber,,.-1962. ,, · . . .. · · .,· · . - . , 
I· . . . . _ . _... - · _ ,, t · _ ' 

. < • The Committ~Jhad then d~ferred. epnsideratioii ·of the pat!j.~ . 
graphJo.its nex~ seties'oftI:t~.m~tings ... , ,' ' ·' .. ..::/ · :,;, < The . Department now,'state~. t~t tlle ·_Coriunitt!ee. had · decicl~d .. ., 
that pi·. ~~-•- ne~J. m~tin~, t~.f~~qWing <;>ffi~~rs, ~hc,uJ~. qe ~~e1:1t;:=t,- , · · 

, . .-, ~(i) Law Secretary ()t bis··representative .... ··. . .. ·.. ,; F· 
, .. (ii) Clnef-:Sett1eme11t and·~etw.biijut~i(n) ·~mtnis~ionet:~_· 

i. bjs. ,n;pr~t~ti"',<· ,, . · :, ::..· :. :,_· "·:., : , :-,: · ·.·-'-; 1. : ·' . 
, •'", 

' 
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(iii) : Secretary Co-operation .. 
. . (iv) Registrar. Co-operative Societies. ' - \ . I . 

They were to be consulted about the genuineness and validity . of 
the Bank Guarantee because only they. would be in a position to 
throw light on the question, · Actually the Bank Guarantee was 
accepted ~Y .the Industri~ ·Rehabilitation Board and the Depart· 

. ment. of Industries is not in a position: to make any submission to 
· the Public . Accounts. Committee in this respect. . According to the 
directionof the PublicAccounts Committeethe case .was.referred . r : 

to the Law Department for re-examining the, question of Bank. 
·· Guarantee, The Law Department has raised certain queries .. on 
· which some vital information is needed from the Sialkot - Central- 

Co-operative Bank, Sialkot. _· · The said information. is not being .r 

supplied by the bank dispite repeated, reminders and' telegrams. 
The · Registrar Co-operative Societies may; therefore,._ be directed. ' 
by the Committee to assist the Department in obtaining .the re- 

. quisite information· from the bank, to enable the Law Department ·· · 
· to finalize its verdict Since Mela Ram. Cotton · Mill is 'under .liqui- . · . 
. dation, the Department of Industries cannot .close the accounts · 

. , because inter a/id the Custodian of Evacuee Property is not Illaking . · · 
· a payment of Rs. l,_27,27Z., ~s amount is recoverable on accoun~ 
of the stores. belonging to the Department . but . auctioned by the 
Custodian inadvertantly, The Department therefore, requests the -. 
Public Accounts Committee to issue directions to . the Custodian .for . · 
expeditiouspayment' of amount fa question. Similarly · a sum of 

. Rs. 58,531 and Rs. 2,704. is recoverable on account .of yarn supplied 
to Central Jail, Multan and Lahore 'respectively. Repeated. remin 
dets have pr?ved inf~ctuous. . -1'he case w~ . taken up at Govern-. 
ment · levelwith the Home Department but the: latter too.has not so: . 
far been able to . assist' this . Department' for the · .recovery · of · 
Rs. 61,325. As regards. the Civif suit 'pending with.the Senior . Civil . 
Ju~ge, Lahore the last 'hearing took pl~ce oneth November, l96Tin 
which among others Ch. Abdul Gham Ghuman __ · and ·?- representa- . . · 
tive of the High Court · also .appeard. Mr < ·. Muhammad Iqbal 
Cheema, Advocate of Ch. Abdul · Ghani who appeared in the High 
Court on 15th October, l962did not tum up. . His evidence is of ·. 
vital importance because Ch: Abdul Ghani claims that he· · never 

: .authorised -Mr, Iqbal tp give any undertaking on his behalf to 'the 
. High .Court .. ,\ The next date of hearing · has been fixed for 15.th , 

January; 1968: Tillthis case is decided -:the/, Department cannot 
proceed further because the · assessment of value of the stores .and 
stocks is to- be done by the Arbitration. Board, , · 

. The . Committee, decided that a meeting between the Industries 
, .. Department · and the Rehabilitation Department · should be convened 

in the office of. the Additional Settlement Commissioner (Industries) 
on the 18th of January, 1968~ ,at\9-00 a.m, where both the· Depart-· 
inents will sort out whether respo~sibiUty f or' t~e - Government stores 

. . . ' _,-- · ... ·' . . . ' . . . . . ,, 
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',. valued ~t Rs.1,27,.2:12 tha~ werelyitlg in tbeimill'wlien 1t-was:·seaied, 
>1in 1955 could be futed. .. ... •. · · .: > · · · :·: .. .i . : .. . .:' ,·. , 

· .•. T,\le Commit~ furthei .decided .. · tb~t,· .·. -~~·- .La\Y .. l)~pat(menl · 
shpuld; 'convenen another meeting on the 22nd of Janua.ey~ 1968,lat · 

... · 9-00 a.m. in the roomof Mr. .Muhammad Ayub, Deputy; Secrewy, 
. · .Law Depar.uµent and :it should beattended by the rep~es¢ntativ~ of . 

the Industries· Department; the Settlement . Depattment ': and -, th• . 
. · .Registrir, Co-opera.tiveSocieties .and t~y.woutd.,,....· .· <"" ,-· _' ·~·· .' . .1 

. ' (1) give opitupn on the vaµdity of the:guar\tntee .an<texplore 
· _ ·, ....... · .' the. possibility- of. enforcing the ·recovery; · ~·. _ , · :. // 

. ·.(2) examine whether criminal proceedings could be · 'taken 
' against the defaulter in view, of the new factors. explain- . 

· ed hy .the Department of Industries; . •· . . •. : . ' ' / . 
. . . . . . : . . . , . . .. I ;•, .·. ' , 

, (3) after thoroughly' studying the case,' advise ;the Industries 
, · Department witb regard to the future -course of action; 

• ·~ ' ' ~ ' • • I I• ' • ,: / 1 ,~ ' ---n~ para. was deferred to be taken up 'agaw at~~ next serfes·- . 
· of meetings of tlte Com~tt~t f9~\~:J~~ J_he acc~unt$ of.1~~2~3~ ) .. 

)i ' ,·;. . . . . .. ... - . 

· · (1) 1Page 9, Para: ,18 (ii}-Non-compilQJion of the, Accounts of. . 1 

the Sales and Display Depot, Lahore, for 1959-60-··?t'he Department.'· 
'explained that the accounts have been finalized _ and certified by the ·Audit · ' . , · , ·· · 

. • ·., .,}fhe: para: .W~ dropped. . ·.·. . ' I . - ' '. 

. (2) Page 22, Para. 24-Treasury challans mrssir,g '(Rs. ·24A3~: 
- . In· this· case, during-'the audit of accounts of the· Sales and Display 

· Depo], Lahore, it\va.s observed thata' suntof Rs}24,437 was shown . ·., as depo~ited with jhe Suite;, Bank. of Pakistan ,during (Uie ,1,~d9d, 
\: from 23rd October, 1959to.3rd June;J96Q; · H9~eve:r;Jhe:Treasury .. 

- . CJ;iallans hi support ;orthese deposits. with- the J3ank coti,Jd riot· be: :: . ,· · 
produced to the Audifwhen'.called for. ": ~-.··· : · it/.·) · . . .. ' 

,•·' ... ·.·. I ,•, , . . . \, ,'.",, ,.' ·': ,".'···, • , '. ,, . .'. , .-:. . . _- , , ·. • . , . ' •• '. , :·,, .~ . ' ~. -· __ :f, <•" '··:: :. 
- '. · .The matter was - last· considered by the· Coinmittte :at its meeting 

·< -.held on .18th April, 1967 when, theDepartmentexplalned' ', that. ... the ., 
·. : _. '. ~E!,l~s:~~11ager; S~l~s and·Display Depot, Lahore, took up.the ~atter : . 

. with. the Treasury O~cer 'on 23rd January, 1962 (or· verification of. · 
deposits qf. Rs. 24,436-90. The Treasury Officer, · hdwever,. took .. a 
fong timeto verify the deposits and the reply was received in March 
1966, .in which he showed- his inability to :verify the credits except ~ne item of Rs. 270:3~: In the ~rat e~amination the. D_C3)artment. · · 
informed the Committee that as 1t had proved to \;e a case o( em-. 
bazzlement, a case: has been registered with. the ·. police which ; is 
pending. ·· ·. · · . : · · · · . · . . 

_ 'riie Co~ttee. were ,of the opinion that the ctet~y of. five years - 
. was not due to negligence 'on the ,part of __ the Industries Department 
,, in as. much: as the Sales.Manager~ .. Sales '. and •Display .. Depot: i_ at 

• . ~ . • e : ·:__ -~\. :· ~. . • . . - . '.•, I _. . ' \ ;, , .. 
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Lahore, hp.d,taket;i up the matter on the 23rd. January,.1964 with the 
Treasury · Officer regardiag the verification •·. of . · .. deposits Qf 
Rs: 24,436:56, but the ·latter· had taken inordinately long . time and 
ultunately replied on the l6th .. March, 1966) The ... Committee re 
quested the Finance Department to look into _tlfo reasons for, this· · · 
delay on the part of the Treasury ·Officer and to take necessary , 

'action against the persons concerned and .report t1!e same to the Com- I l 
mittee, . ! ·.·.· ;,· , . ·:-:. . · , 

; The Financ~ Department' now stat~d that th~ expl~~~tio~ of 
' · the Treasury Officer concerned.has been received a few, days bacT~ .. ·· 

It is being examine~ ~Y them and, appropriate. a~ti~11. ~ould be , 
· .. taken. ,The Industries Department stated· that the criminal case .. 

• · · . is pending with Special Judge, - Anti-Corruption. . The .accused I 

is absconding. · , ·· · . , ', . ··'. ·· ·· , ·· ' · · · · 
.. -_.' ' ' . ',·· ( ),· _· I ' 

. f ·. , : .. Subject t~ appr?pti,ate1 acuon .being tak.t:n 9Y . the 1 Finance J?e- 
. part~~nt agamst th~ Accountan~, on. the .: b~1s of the '. ex'.J'!anatio~ 
submitted . by the Treasuzy Officer and'. subJ~ to efforts be1~g con- 

· tinned to be made· on the part of .the Industries: Department. with 
regard to the arrest of the Accountant, the para, 'was dropped, ;, · 

' l(3) Page 746---'--items No. 2.~6 of Annexu~e,,--the;matter waslast 
· considered by the Committee; in the meeting held on '·' 18th ' .. April, . 

~ 1967~ when, the Department explained that-all the· cases were pend- 1 

" ing .. 'The Department further stated: .that. no cash security or per 
sonal. surety was forthcoming. .·· Th~· Committee directed that· in. the 
next. meeting the Department should report as. to. jWho . was · res- 
ponsble for not 'taking security or fidality bond from the. persons 
concen:1e~: , ', _'· .' .. . 1 ; .,. · · ·. ·· · 

s Thef Department now a explained that~ ' ' I 

,\.• ' ,(i) The Cases were heard by the Special Judge Anti-Corruption, 
I:a~ore, on 15th July, 19~7 in which orders have been passed for.the' 

.~ arrest of the Accountant; .' . . ,, . . . ·. . .. ··. .. . . . .· . 
. (ii) The· Deputy Director ofIndustries,' Lahore · Region has \', · 

stated.that ~hey have made effort~.tq trace out the papers rega5,dh1g 
the deposit of. Cash· Security . and personal , Surety· . of .. · J\1:r. · A'.b~µl . 
Rashid, ex .. accountant but those · are not available in' the record o.f , ' 
their office. . The two · officdrs under whom; Mr., Abdul- Rashid was 
working, were not there; one have been retired and : other having 
committed suicide. The Committee "observed .that' nothina- can: 
be done in the matter e~~ept for \Y~iting the decision Of the Court, t \ · If nothing comes out, the amount shall have. to be written off. 
' · Subject to these observations, the'para \vas dropped: . _ . , 

1 
• . ( (4),Page ';.8--Para. 44~Ex~ess and Sfzqrtqges .of Stores wqrt~. 
Rs; 24,020 and Rs. f9,i63-"-"lnthis case, the ~to~~. and stores amount- · · 1 

·, · ing to Rs. 24,020 and Rs.12~,2(i3/respectively. \ '. ( i .... · 
The matter. was last. considered. by the Committee at its meet- 

· · ing held on 18th April, 19~7 when the Department stated that the 

265. 
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' .Finance Depar;tment pad been ~Qyed to '\\Trite off 'the· $ltortages and 
1 excesses .but that Department asked .for certain information. which • 

· is being collected, Thf ;DeJ?artment also explained tharthe Centre 
, had no doubt been running rnto loss .for years·. upto · 19~4:"65, but .the · , 
working of' the 'centre has .. now considerably by, improved. and the, ' •' ... 

· ~ccou~ts: ~or th~ year 1965-:66 h~~ revealed f pro.fif of Rs. 8,74,3'82 . · .. · 1 
, outofwhichan:amount.of'Rs.1.o,26·53~.has been transferred to-.' 

\ .. , Education Side resulting in net profit of Rs .. 2,47,844;. The working· r- · 
· of this unit. would furtherimprove ,as riqw·weaving_machinery·worth ', .I 
. ~· 4,36,000 .has been imported . which, is . being J~talled: . 'Ute. 
results. of the new. machinery would appear in. the accounts for ... -. the · 

· year 1966-6<1~ The. Finance· Secretary had pointed out that the Finance ·, 
Dep8:~ent: had ,as~ed for<Jhe'. .. following ' informat~cm from. the 

· ...,_ · :- t\dmmistrative Department which had not been furnishedx-e- .. · 
·, . ' (1):Wlie~her:itis co~ect•thatthe e~cesses.and ·--~h~rt~ge;irithe 
stocks .and ':s~_orer ~ere: due Jo ntlxipg -of qualities during ~rqcessing ' \ 

,,and·piis~posting of items with eachother. ,. · · · . · 
•1 . . . (2) If SO. whether ~11 the shortages and excesses 1Were1 due to this . 

reason. or on account of some' other reasons as. well which have not 
'been .reported by. the factory· authorities. r -. . . . ,, • . .· . . 

. . ,,{3)' Wh~t were. the cit~iunstances · under ':which the.' case. of . ,r, 
- . excesses and shortages was not taken up irr time .. with the Govern- . .: , 

, : 
1· 

ment p. f:_West·;P __ akista .. na.11·.d._ithe. 'issue .. w. as d. -~.la.y _-ed.·. i_ or . sev_e_·_r. ~I ye.a.rs_._·. _: 
· Why has not the. reply to Finance :OepartmenfU.O -. NQ. 1307 SOX-·. <,; 

VIII/ 6~(1-17 / 66), · dated, 25th. May, 1966 been furnished by; the A· D. · ,_;. 
, . - · Factory authorities in time, . · · . . · ·: .· :. · . . .... ··.. . ·· · . 

· ··. . · 1(4) It should be-c6nfinned wh~ther 'the ei~~s~s and. ~portMes 
.·. , . reported by the Administrative Department. have _ .b~p cdnflrmed •. 

' : by the Audit Department, ., Government ,. of · Pakistan, Responsi- 
bility for the shortages. and . excesses should. be. clearly. fixed on the 
st~. c~~cerned · and . Finance pepa.~ment 'inf o_rme? .·. as · to what : , 
action. is proposed to be <taken' against them; . 1 

_(5) The ~tat~merits'.wer~_ not :·fu~sed by - faptorf autho- · 
· rites undrthe pro [orma suggested by i:he 'Administrative, Depart- . 

· ment and it was · stated tha] as tbe ,ledgering · system in the f actory 
was .different, the query could not, therefore, be answered and the 
statement could not. be furnished .accordingly; . It '-i{ not under 
stood as to why a system which 'is considered .. to be· defective has - 
been followed .and whether any .steps have been· taken:_,to have a 

-., better system or not. . · · ,r- · · · · .: '. · 

- 6. ~Mispost~ng is quite a serious' thi~g 'in ~ny. _.,_factory' - 'which, 
aims at .functib,npgjon · commercial lines; . Adm,inistrati ~e ·. Depart 
ment may, therefore, intimate as to .what measure have been taken , · · to avoid 'any such' situation in futu:re. ' .. · ~.- ! .· : ·- \. ' 

' ·.. The.' Committee then observed that }Jsoit~ of' the fact that 'the 
... Committeehad asked the: Administrative Department · to supply , . 

'• --, . ' •. . ·,. -. • I. ·. r r • , . ·, -. ' , • : . . 
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(1) P~ge 17, Para. 2~In this ~e~ , the . .weaving side of tbe j 

amalgamated unit-continued to work in single shift as in the previous 
year. The necessity of· running the factory in ' '.double' spifts~ was· -.' 
.badly felt as .theproduct of.the single shift w,s found J: quite · 1_nade~ . , 

, qu~t~ to meet the entire demand of Government Departments nJ the. 
~ 

\. ' '· 

I' , , 

i full,. information, ' they did' not co~e 'forward with 'the same. The. ' ',/ 
\ · )Committee decided that, further information asked • ' for by I the 

i Finance Department, should be ~·upp}ied both u,· the Finance' •.~ 
partment as well as· the Committee. itself. , · · · 

' . ' ' ' . ' ' .· ' ' ' ·. ' ; ···; 
. .The .Department how.istated that the queries .raised by · the. 

Finance Department have been replied as under' and their decl- r 
sion is awaited-. . · · · 

rn It i; correctthat the excesses; and shortages in the stocks 
'and stores were mainly due I to 1 <the . following. two 
reasons i-c-. .. · · · 

. . ~· ~ 
(i) Mixing of qualities; · 
(ii) 'Misposting iri ,the ledgers. . · ·. i ": r . 

. With-· the.· exercise or greater 'care' arid.· vigilance those 
• irregularities could no doubt be, avoided but there ·. 

-is nothing on record to show. that. these lapse were' 
wilful. , However .r necessary / steps ., have' · · already 
been takento ensure proper control in the manu- 

1 1 
, fact~ri?~ arid . fouldi9-g sect!on !o __ guard against the 

• . · possibility. of incorrect posting m · the ledgers, . 
: (2) Otherpetty causes may have contributed to these lapse 

.. ·. - resulting in the excesses and , shortages .... in. the stocks '' 
· and 'stores.but the two main causes :'W~re as reported in · 
item No. 1. · ,· , '. · ' · ·' - 

. . . . \ 

(3') About a· dozen officials arid officers changed their . seats _ . 
since the, irregularities were pointed out by' .the Audit. 
Though. the reference was/ unduly delayed, but' it regula- 

-. rized with the sanction· of the· Finance Department .. 
'(4) The accounts, in questionhave already beep: audited:· 'by 

. · · the Audit Department ofPakistan and .those shortages. 
and .. excesses 'have also .been pointed out by· them. 

(5 & 6) The system was no doubt' defective . and · accordingly . 
better ·system has now been adopted, . Tf\ere has ·. been· 
all round improvement, in· the maintenance of Accounts 

, Register in. general and stock register in particular, . , 
. -. The co~iderati~ri' 1of the para. ;i~' defe~ed tilt the next series . 
pf the meetings to· enable th~ 'Secretary, Financ~·:to .f~sp: his views 
µi th~ matter. The para .. w1U. come up before the Committee along-. 

· with the accounts of J 9~2-63. . ,, ·< . . . · : · .. ·\, ·.~ 

1'960-61. 

·-·. 
I. 
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West Pakistan Government, I This could be verified: from the fact .. 
that there 'stood a cteclit balance of Rs. 4,56;309·Zl at the close . of I 

th.e year, whJ,ch amount .(including.some portion of "the previous ·· 
years other. than 1960-61) w~s received • in advancefrom Govern 
ment Departments on account of supply, of:cl9th, but could. not be 

. catered owingto limited.stock. of Govemme:nt1 .~e.edeq ·. quali~ies; · 1 
I This. case was .taken up witli Government, for ·restatting the -double. 

. shift and has been considered favourably . 
. ' · : The matter.was last ¢ohsid~reci by the Committee atits meeting · ., 

held bn: 18lth AP!11,. _ 1967. wherL the: Department explained,· that. 
against the credit balance of Rs. 4,56;309·2l as at .JOth 'June, 1961, 
cloth, worth- Rs ... 4,19,'220·13 has: peen suppliedleaving a balance of 
Rs. 37;089·08 on: 30th June, '1965. 1 · · · .' ; ;) , ,~ , : .- • 

··_,· . -- . ,,·_.- ' - • - - •. . • .. : ·. !.. .: :· .. '. I\· 
. . The Department now stated that Rs. 21,679;9~ +. Rs. 1',133,fW 

have further been cleared leavings 'a balance of Rs. 12,J85·7l. . 
'. . \ ,, ,1 _ - - : - - •• d . - I . -· --. .- . - - . .- .· ·t...~ ~. 

· _ Subject to verification arid an assurance from the 1,)epartment 
· that the balance will also be cleared up at an early. date and verified 

! by th'.iraudit; the parar was dropped. : · ···. , · · t. \ 

. J(2) Page 19,, Para. . 36~Sundry i>e/1toirs-·· 'in this case, · the 
.'atpount of Sundry D~bto~s atthe close of, thexearunder review was .. 

· Rs. 3,46,512:, Yyar.w1~e analysis ·,of the. Sundry Debtors, was not · ,~ 
fu~i,l;l.ed to .·the1 ;Audit and as such it ,co:w~ n~t be· ascert~.ed 'as to. _ , , 
which year th~ debts · related. , The Audit desired. that effective steps 

· should be. taken for. early clearance of outstanding dues, , ·i ~ · 

, The m~att,e~ was .last considered by the Committee at its .meeting· 
held, on 18th April, 19~7, when the Department reported that-. 1 

(i) The;yearwise at,1.~lysis of Sundry Debtor,s was as under: - 
1947-48. ), . · , ' ... ~ S:658·05· 

J 1948-49 . . . .280·31' 
• 1951~52 I ' •_: 810•75: 

1952-53 , I , r•• 2,304:88 
1953-54 .19;915;74 
1954~55 . , . · .. , 19;318~0() 
1955.;56 . . . . 35,052~29 . 
1956-57 . · ·. ... J,0,584.22 .. 

ii . 1957-58. . . 21,148.92/ . 1 • 

. . (ii) . Out· of the above :atilount, a sum' of · Rs. 2.,32,392 has been ... 
, ' . .recelved Ieavingbalance of Rs. 1~13,620 on 30th June, 1.965., · 1 

i , ., The Committee went through the list ·~ho~i:ng tne accounts of the · 
Sundry Debtors, IL was .notices that besides -Government · Depart 

.ments, a number of private parties and firms had also taken . the· 
·, 'goods on-credit.andon an inquiry, from the Department asto whether .. 

this sale on credit to' 'non-Government Departments · or private 
patties was authorised. the '.. Department ad~tted thAt . this . was 

I unauthorised, The Committee therefore, directed the Department , 
to enquire as' to who was, responsible for this unauthorised sale on , · ·, '/. . 

; r' 
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'i, credit and to take immediat6 'necessaiy.acti~n ~gainst the p~rsori o~· 
' ·· Pel"SO~ responsible for the same and' report this to )p.e Committee 

alongwith further progress, J • • • • • ,' ._ · ' • • 

. . . The Department now explained' that out of the outstanding ' 
amount. or Rs. l,13,q20 9n 30th June, 1965 a sum pf Rs. 68,240 has 
been adjusted leaving a balance of Rs: 45,380·25 .on 5th December, 
._1967. Effort for the clearance' of the balance amount ate in progress. 

· "Ihe cloth was sold/cm creditto' private parties · by .Mr; 8;. A; 
· '· .· Khan, the then General Manager, (now .Officer. on . Spetj.al 'Duty 

Industrial Estates). ·. · ' ·, · · · : · ·· . 1 · • · . ·• 
I -· _ : ' · · ~ . , - _ - , -. · ' · ·: ". . 1 • • • • l ,J .- . 

The Committee asked· the Department to 'furnish :the details of 
private ~8!1ies and · repo.~t the action," t}lp Department contem 

.plates taking against the personwho had unauthorisedly sold the. 
· goods on credit to private parties, The, para. was. deferred to be taken· 

. up in the next series of meetings alongwith the accounts: pf 1962-63.. . ·. , 
. (3) Pdge· 25~ Para. 39-Credit' Safes-In tltjs case; . Au~iit bad · t ': ·. 

pointed out that sale: ~m credit during the year increased as compared · . : . · · 
withthe previous years: , , ' ! · · · ·· · .. ·. ; . , 1 . • :. J . 1 

. ' ·, '.The matter' was last considered bythe Committee' at its nieet~g,"' ·. . ;- I 
1' held on 1ath April, 1967 When the . Department complained . that 
'· under the.working rules . of the Centre the General . Manager w~ 

competent to sell the, cloth on credit to members of Legislature and 
~ , Governments Officials up to a limit .of R~. . 100. Moreoyer in . 

11 
I accordance with the normal business practice the Generali Manager 

·: · had· to allow credit facilities to reputable. firms' and private indi- 
· ~. viduals to secure business in competition . with private· mills. , .The 

v : .. amount outstanding oil. account of credit 'sales had. . been reduced 
.from Rs. ~,46;512 to <Rs. 1,13,640 as at; 30th June, 11965. Efforts; 
W{!re 'being made to. realise the' am.ount:s and I it was , hoped jhe . 
amount would ~e realised .early .. _ ; · .· ·:: :; ·_\ .. . . · _ · · 

The Department.now.explained thatthe position JS:the same as 
. ; 'explained above in the case of para·36.· · · ' 

. The . Committee observed that the Depart1nent bad called 'the · 
explanation of the previous General Manager of t.lle Factory, '. and ' · ' · 
the Committee would liketo know the outcome of :tl:l.at. 'The €0:r;n- 

. mittee directed . that the Department. should make. further efforts to 
recover the amounts due from private parties and report progress to 

~ I ' the Committee at. the next series of meetings. :: The para. was . de- 
1, . · ferred .to be taken .up alongwith the accounts f9r. 1962-:63.: · ) · 

· , ; (4). (i) -Page 29, Para.' 42-Value of Stock found .excess-·.. . 
, :(ii) Page· 33; Para. 44-· Recovery of Rs, 4,85, 176 .> from. · Ml s. 

'·Rashid Ghaaj and MaIJ.i-· . · J .... _· . t • . ',1· · ... ·. ·. · .. 
. '. (iii) · Page 39,' Para. 30-,.--:Physic~l verification. of 1 :~tores (Punjab r . 

· Cotton Mi~s, L,ahore)t- . ~ _.· .. . . · · , · . . · 
. · ... ·Since these paras, are being considered>aldngwith tee main case 
of Punjab Government Cotton Mills reported in the accounts for . '!- . . ' . I . . . ·. . ., ' . 

I, 

I 

·, ,' ' . ! c 
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the yearl957:-58, the above paras; in tp~ accounts of 19601-61 were· 
dropped; \ ; - , . , c · : 1 -, • · • -~.- · 

. {5) (i) Pag~ 39._ Para. 51-.' Statement of aff aits-·· .. I 

(ii) Page 39, Para. 52-Statement of affairs-· . ., . 
. . 'The considerationof the.above two paras. was :deferred to. · be 
considered jn the next series of meetings alongwith the para. relating 
to Punjab .. Governme,nt '·cotton Mill~~ 'L~ho;e appearing. in . .the ' 

-1 accounts for the year 1957-58. . . · · · , · · · · ' 
· · _(6) Pag~ 43, Pata.' 54-1-(.,oss of Rs: 74,2,71-.' .Iri this. case, a JUm 
of Rs. 74,271 has been shown as loss during the year. The Committee .. 
asked for the reasons· thereof. .» · • 

. ' . The' Departmenf..explained ·, that the reasons for . I the loss of 
~- 74,271,are certained.in the Financial Review of the commercial 
Accounts for .the year 11960-61 to which '.audit did not · make any 

, comments .. 
1 

· . · . · , · . · · , ' . · . '. . · , _ . . / . • 

. . The '.explanat1on was found to be, satisfactory and the it~m was i 
dropped, ' . ' ' . . ·, . - . ' . . .. •. 

i ' .. ). i.. . .-' '. , .·_...,.· i . ". \ . r: I 

\ . ·· (7) Page 62, Para. -7~In this case, a sum of Rs. 5,15,69J· was . 
i_,shown in the realization account ro:r·the. ye.ar }959~60;<>.n account of '. 

sale of factorybuilding on credit .to Principal, Technical .Institute, , · f 
Khairpur, The· Department was asked to take 'steps to effect the . 
recovery.' ... · · · · 

The matterwas last considered by.the Committeeat itsmeeting ' .. -~- I 
held' on 184,.67 when the Department stated' tha'.Lthel~uilding of the I 
Khairpur Virginia Tobacco Redrying Factory were handed over, to I 
the Princioal of Technical Institute in· August •. 1959 under Govern- 1 ! 1 \ I 
rnent orders ... A bill for the· amount was sent to the Principal-~f the 
Institute, for payment which wasnot made in spite of repeated re 
minders. The Education· Department have now intimated- that the 
buildings of the Polytechnic Institute was under construction. at Khair- . 

_put and the· buildings. of Khairpur Viginia Tobacco .R,edr,yin,e; Factory 
would be vacated in the near future. . The case forthe disposal of 
buildings belong-to.Khairpur Virginia Tobacco · Factory, is under 
consideration of· Government. , · · .. 

. · · ·The Coinmittee v,asot th~ viewthatin case thecost of the build- 
ingwas not paid bytheTechnical Jnstitute, suitable rent should .. be 

. recovered from them, for the period- the· building remained in their; ' , 1 , 
: possession and desired that further. progress be reported.to it when . , · 1 .1.i .. I 
accountsfor theyear 1961 .. 62. ate taken up: · · , -· .. .,. '. · 0 ! 

. . . . ' . . ·-i : ... - . ' . ; '· ·. 

. The Department now explained that tli.e r~nt of .the building has 
· ' : been· assessed by the E;x.ecutive Engineer, Bµildmgs and Roads I.)ivi- . 

.. sion Khairpur at Rs. 3;000 per mensem. A bill for Rs; 2,90,322·50 on 
accountof-rent for.:_the period 8th Augu~t, 19?9 t~ 3ht-Aug~st; 1967 

' . i )--·' . . . . ~ ' : _.. • . . 
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lia~!'een sub1}1ltted to the.'Eduecition Department. The payment in . 
awaited. ·· . · 1. •. .\ , · . 

· .The para. was d~tert~d to b.e.taken up·afongwith the accounts of 
62~63 when the Department shall report the progress.: . · ' 
1961•62, . . . ' , . • I 

I 

• ': . • ·'. • • ·,) . '• ,, 1' • I . . • ,) 

.H) Page IO,' fara.18 (iz)-_ Non-compilation of Accounts. of the 
Punjab Government Cotton, Mills, Lahore, (Zn Eiquidationi-s- . 

. ) I8(iii)--Non .. compikuionoi Accounts of the virginia Tobacco 
Punjab Government Cotton "Mills, Lahore (In Liquidaticm)- 

1 . - • • . . . 

The Department explained that the Accounts. of the Punjab 
Government Cotton Mills, Lahore for the year 1961-62 and of virginfa 
Tobacco Redrying Factory, Khairpur for the year 1961-64 have al 
ready been prepared and incorporated in the Commercial · Accounts 

· for the year 1962-63. ( 1 

I . 
The para. was .drepped. . 

. (2) Page ~3, Page 3~In1 this· case the Factory. earned a net profit 
of Rs. ·i-,71,999 during.the year under review .as against Rs. 2,74,734 
during the previous year. The percentage of: net profit to turnover 

.worked out 9·88 as against 20:30.during,the previous.year.: The pro-' 
fit has been arrived at after the transfer of expenditure of Rs, 4;83,462 
from Commercial sideto Education side, .But for this tran,sler the ' 
profit would have turned into a loss of Rs. 3,11,463. . · .. 

. The Department explained· that the reasons for the decrease in 
profit have been detailed in paragraph 29 of the .Financial Review by . 
the General Manager on the working of th~ Factory. The. position 
regarding the 'transfer, of expenditure from· Commercial side to Edu" · 
cation Side has already been examined by Government urider instruc 
tions· of the Public . Accounts Committee and separate funds have 
been provided for Education and Commercial _sides of the Factory 
from the current financial year. 1 · . 

- . . '.' ,,.-... .-· I • 

The explanation was found to be satisfactory and the para. was; I 
dropped. '· · . 

-. ·J, 

(3) Page.23, Para: 3l~Physical Verification-s- Inthis case as . a 
result of physical veriflcation 0.f stores .at -the close of the year under 
review,•the following excesses an~1shortages wei:.e notic~d- .. 

Excesses Shortages 
., -r Rs. 1Rs. 

Finished Cloth· ' 49~192 40,131 
. Gen;ral Stores 1 772 · 1 . . 473 

The excesses were taken on stock 'and shm:tages treated as written 
off: without inyestigating their causes· and obtaining ·spnction' pf. the 
competent authority. · . · . · ·.·. , . · . : 
'The Department explained that afterphysicalverification of stocks 

· and stores. at the end of the financial year, the actual balances are 
• .. • • - . ' J .· 

'·1' 
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1, 73,.374~05 1 
, { 

.- .: -,-. - ... r,;;-- 
.Total 

. l ',_', 272 
\,_' 

!, '1,,. ,, 
{ , 

i · ,_ _ . '. ~ · _ . , .. · . 1 -.·, 

· treated as .opening balances of the following years ... The sa:µction·,qf · 
Government to account for the. excesses and write. off the shortages 1$ 
applied for subsequently,' with. detailed explanations fo:r;tlie_ d.i~cre- - 

1pancies:; 
The actual balance's have to be adopted as opening balances . . , 

. as otherwise jt would -not 'be possible to compile .the itccourits of· _ 
. the following years till the sanction .of Government is received. ·· . ·,, · ·· 

. . • . The Committe called for.further explanation· as to · :hov.f the 
amount: had been written off without the sanction of the; competent 
authority. . The oral explanation given by. the. Department Was not . 
considered tobe quite s~tisfactory by the Committee ... The Depart-. 
rnent; . therefore,. requested fo:rr further time to . e~a~ne · the b_ooJ{s· inr 
order to ascertain whether actually the amount had been written off' 

. or whether some, other terminology.' had been used. and also to go 
into the whole matter .in complete detail. .The .Committee agreed· 
togive further titne td the Department· and deferred consideration . 
of the para, till the next series. of meetings: _I The para. willbe. taken' .: 1 

up alongwith the accounts for 1962-6$. ; .. ·. , · ' · . ', . 1 • 
1 

• 

(4) · Paie '23·,. Para. '32-;su1Ulry Debtors=Isi · this . case the .: Y~r.: -, ( 
. wise analysis' of Sundry Debtors, which stood at Rs; , l,73,37f00 
at. the close' of year under review was not made available and · .. as'. 
such it could not be asce~taf~e~ as tq ~¥ch ye~r · thcr 4eb!s ,rela~e~'. '. 

The Department explained that the. yea_r-w1se analys1~, of, the , 
. amount of Rs. 1,73,374·00 outstanding under sundry deotqrs:ori,30th 

'June, 1962 i4il given 'belowr-« · .' . · . r '. ' . • '; l . :: , 
· · . ., · · ·.' · • '1' Re -, 

. ', \ , ~ I ';\ . I ' '. 
j '1947-48 0 '·' 't3'62t99; ' 

· 1948-49 · · / · 265.·56\ 
11 • 1951-52 ( 148·30 

. 1952-53., " '1 .·I l,.9:~o~:3l' 
.] 953.-54. . I ,. 19, 651.· 68 

, 19~4.-55 - · ,\·, , \ _ . . . . . 13·~21tv95 .. 
J.955-56. . ,35,062: 24 

'' 1956-57 ',' 1 
' 9~500. 85" 

1957-58. · 15;523'42: .' 
. 1958-59 (( · \ . ; 4,30J:~8ff 

· l9t~9~6o .\. ,,· · · 111,02f·55 . · ( .. · • f'+. 
'1960.:61, r , , I; 3J,933•01 
1961-62 ,; : . 1,7,3'76~33· 

._, .. -'/ 

I 
I 

' I 

I· 

-J 
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· Jo0,911,00 i Total' 

Government Offices· . 
· ~A · ':E>rivate Parties .: 

.1 ·. 

_2,73-: \' '· . 

., I ·.~t ~tthb'. 0\lt~~a~<fin;,.~-0~ (i_Rs,, 1/7iJ74~0(), :<>1,1-- J()tb:,' JUA~-'. 
__ 1~62. a sum_ot Rs, l,12,~3·QA ~-. alt;eij~f.> beeJJl lyleat:~ upJ~ 30th · 
, _Jpne, 1967 leavmg. a palance of Rs. 60,911 ·00. The .amount ~s.-due 

f!Qm the Government Departments and private parties as, detailed 
. below : - ' ' -- · , · · - - 

"· 

/ ..... i 

-A 

·. I 

I· ,, 

, -· . ·a . . . 

. Eff:orts for . the clearnace of the 'outs4triding I ainoun~ are in progress, 
-· • ·'. . The Committee made ; the same · observation' as in respect <?:ff 
para." 36 in the Commercial Accounts for 1960~61'. · · · ·· z , - .- \ .. · · · : · , -.. :. · . . - __ r-- ·, . -. · . · :, .:·. ·· r · ·_ . .,, 

··· - · (5:) Pag« 3~, Para. 40-2-lri this 'case. the Government (Tannery~ . 
Shahdara was liquidated inl927. ThetotaIJosf to: the TEinn«rtY: 
upto'.Jlst December, 1961 'amounted to Rs; 6,35,693·00: Th( loss" 
is ·mainly due to pro. [orma adjustment or :;interest on capital I at;, 
charge from year to year.' The Government has -been requestedto: _ 
consider the desirability of writing off pf thij losses so 'far sustained :. 
by-the Tannery, both actualas well' as projorma and to . dispense';' 
with the, compilation of pro' iorma Accounts:!df the Institution. . ·. . 

';-, The. Department explained that 'the Finance . Departtnent i to I 

whom. the · case was referred for writing off. of the loss .art&' toi'' ·. ,/ 
- dispense with the compilation Qf pro forma Accounts of -Government 
Tannery, Shahdara advised that the opinion: of -the_ Law Depart 
ment might be obtained whether the write off. of the loss would· or, 

, . would not effect _,the appeal pending -in JE:~h i:Court for recoverr ,r · ot/ _ 1 :., • the amount .-~-Tne Department has· been 1nf9rmq!Jhat_.the amount . . · 
· due froQI · the Judgment .debtor in 'respect' ·_· of · which· · an appeal 1- · i.c;: · ". 
pending in the High'Court is.n9J tp be "M,itteri}>ft'rari,di as such t~e:: 

·:.·:writing offofthe •proforma loss woul~-,_nnt. effectthe'-proceedings·u11:,·-- 1. 

· . the High: Court. Utf Finance .. Department: 'have .1bee~ 1 requested 1 · -0 

to ccjnvey early order. - r. . i ; .. - . . ' 
. ,-.; . ' . . .... :' '.• . ' .'. ~ 

. , The explanation was found to be s.atisfa<:toty and the 'item was' 
dropped. · · . . . · . · ' · · · ·, .• .. . · - ·. ·· ·. 

(6): 'Pai~ 10, Parat 18 '(xiii)-Non compi/(ltjo~ o{ Accounts/ of ' - -~-. 
the Excise and Sa!( Department, Lahore for ;the ·year 1959{)0-.-The., 
Department explained that - the, Commercial Accounts . · of. the Sa'.lt·: 
Department for the year 1959:-60, have ~lrea4y been· · audited and' . 
published i# t~e compilation of Goyemment Pf "W,:est Pakistan Com~ . 
mercial Accounts 1964-65 and Audit Report 1966. · . 

· The explanation wis found - to be ~atisf~tory ancl the it~m. was, - . ·, - 
/ dropped/ , . · ·, . . ·. '.. ·, : · . . . , 

i i : -:' 
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. : (7f Page 10, Pam. 18 (Xiv)-· Non-compilation of the Acco,mt.f of .. 
,Government owned. Salt, Stbres at Saran-··. The Department explained· , 

-: 'that .'.as decided by: 9overn,mentin J¢y~·-J966" t~e pro ··1ormfl 
. :Accounts of Government Department owned Salt Stores · at Saran 
. from 1956-57· to 1963-64 have been prepared, by-the West Pakistan· 

Industrial Development .Corporation and got audited. · · · · 
-The.expl~nation-\y~ found to be satisfactory and 'the. it~m · was 

dropped. · . ·: , , , . •.. · . · .. . . . 
"c •• ' • ' . •• ,·. . ) . ·- 

(8) · Page 64, Para> 59-Depreciation -charges-,I,n this case, tJie 
figure of depreciation.charges -was adopted on ad hoc basis and no 

· detailed list _of assets' with the prescribed .percentages of depreciation .. -, I. · 
. ot each category of assets was made available: to audi], As such the ... - 
accuracy of:Jhese figures could riot be verified. The. ~ase regarding .. 

· the fixation 'of depreeiation at percentage rate· was stated to be under 
the consideration of Government. ·· · · ' - · . ' 

. . . '\ '. . ' . . . ) ·. . . . . ·, . . . . . '•• . .• ~· 

. :· __ The Department explained that the matter of fixation of .depre;, 
elation on percentage basis on each assets was ref erred . to the Secre- 
tary, _Govemmeniof )West Pakistan, Revenue and. Rehabilitation 
(Excisb and Taxation), Lahore on lst july, · 1959 .woh inturnreferred 
the matter to the Secretary Irrigation, Communication -. and Works 
Department for advice on the suitability or otherwise ofthe life span· · - .. 

-and the proposed depreciation rates. · Reminders in the respect were · j ' ,, 

issuedbutno .reply has been re2eived,'-- · .> . 

. , .. The expI~n~tion was round to-be.satisfactory and-the item .. _was . ., ;':.: 
dropped, 

·. \ .. - . . . . ' . . . ·. ·. .... .:· . . .. · 
· . _ :· · (9) Page 64, Para. 60-Credit · balance=-is: this. case .· the .: credit · 
balance of the RenewalReserve Fund did not agree with that aonear- 

-" . ing hi the Fina°lce Accounts of Governmentof WestPakistan for the 
· 'yeat.1958.-59. : . . .. . · · . . . · . · 

.-f • . • -. 

. • .1· 
': . . The De~arttrieht expl_ained that since the transf ~r of~~alf Mines 
to West Pakistan. Industrial Development- Corporation with.: effect 

'from- IstJuly, 1962: The.oldsystem of providing depreciation on . · 
ad hoc basis has been discontinued. ; .. Depreciation .isnow provided 

·r on percentage . basis. The Acc~mnt,ant-Oeneral, / West Pakistan, · 
Lahore has. alreadybeen. approached, 'regarding .reconciliation of the· 
discrepancies of Renewal Reserve· Fund .Account. ,. _ · · 

, Subject toreconciliation offigures the.para v • was dropped .. 
. · (10). Page JO, ParCL:JR (i>-2Non.;;compi!ation ofA.ccounts_/jf the 

sales and display Depot (nowtraditional crafts); Lahore foF theyear 
l958-59 and 196t.:62~The Department explained that the accounts 
'for the year 1958-59 and· 1959-60. have since _ peen complfod, .. and 
certified}y the Dir~tor. Commercial _Audit. _:·As_ regards rA~cbl!nt_s 
for' ihe_year.1960~.61 andl961--6f these have also ~mce,been compiled 
and audited. · · · . · · · .· . _ · 1 ··. - · - 

. . . ,' . ; . l .. :'•.; 
<. 

, ~74 
( ,- 
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! .• : The Director of Commercial Audit.pointed out.that.his Depa,rt .... 
ment i,s now concerred ~th ' the Accc>U~ts :for,'. the period · 31~t 

, December 1960_, after which the1Depot was transferred to the control: 
of_W.P.~.l~. The accounts for this period which are stated to-have 
been compiled were received -in his Department on 14tq December, . 

. }967, : The Accounts ·statement· sent therewith were· not complete 
. • inasmuch as_ the Finance Review and Stores Accounts' were not 

compiled. - The explanation of the Department -is not , therefore, • - 
correct. ·_. ,_ " · : · 

· . ' , . The Co~ttee ·_ dir~cteq •. that 'the Department _ should. reconcile' 
with the Audit and furnish complete accounts to them; . Subject _ to 
verific~tion of. the completion of-the accounts the para. was dropped, . 

1 · (11) Page 37, Para. 77-Shortage of Stotf!s-.· · In this, case, stores · 
,val_µing Rs. 2,339 were found short at the time of annnal: physical 
verification of stock.· The shortage was not written off under orders 
of competent authority. ; 

. . . The. Department explained that sanction \Of the Government for 
t~e writeoff has sirtc~ been issued.'. The··,para. was dropped. . 

FINANCE DEPARTMENT.· 
rv. The Committee then considered the . > explanation of the . • 

~-. Finance Department in respectof the. following items appearing ·. in 
·· the Commercial' Accounts for the year 1959'."60and 1960-61 :-_ .. ' 

' . . - 1959-60. . ., . 
(12) Page 746,ltem No. 1 ((i)-:-Alleged · Misapproprj_atiQn by 

encashing of forged bills at Government . Treasuries_.:._In this case, 
. . contingent bill for Rs. 4,830 was encashed in a treasury in May, 1956. 

The Department explained that _an enquiry had been held but 
the Services and General Administration, Department in consultation ' 
with the 'Law Department .observed. that several irregularities have . 

· been-committed #i conducting the departmental enquiry, th~ entire 
- · proceedings .have been vitiated. Formal. orders to conduct-a fresh 

enquiry has been issued; . . , I .. .: ' .. \ · . 

The Cortimittee . directed th.at further ·· progress in .the I matter · 
should be reported in. the next series of meeting of -~the ·· Committee 
whenthe accounts of 1962-63 are considered. . : . ·- 

. .. · 1960-61. / 
_ 03) Page i4, Para. No.-22_,;_Embazzlement ~y enctzshing fortte4 

bills amounting to Rs. 15;265 at.a .treasury-« In this case, an employee 
. of a certain Tobacco factory fraudulently drew .a sum -of Rs. 15.265 

on contingent bills from a treasury i~ the month ofJanuary, 1957 by., 
forging the signature of the General _Manager of, the. factory. Th.e 
bills were manipulated to show purchases of ijre wood from a certain i 

contractor. "'The 'management: stated tl}at.t~e, factory had no account t 

· with the Treasury and as such responsibihty for the .fradulent pay- 
ment rested" with the, treasury) con.cerned. . . . . 

'27S 
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/ , . ; '>/ The ·oe~~ip~nt. ~plaqled :tha~ :ti:ie: fqilow.itigJo~g~ :t,iJis :·!~e . 

.. ·,,:~'.. ~-.re· '·bW$r~,~i~:;;/rrt~i .. 
· ·,(lf · ·. -~~· _,-2,tis •. · . , .. ',:(-~\-" . ' · , ,v · >; Cioo7' #ft ·, 'f 

- • ~~. , • ,y ~ ~, ~ ... ,,• , 

(4L ,,·... ? .. ·::C< '4,~, ·, ';::: \ :-.~ 
< .1 - > . - . ,. ·:, ;. r • ' ft9t~l:- :~ .. (SJ~~- .·. ,· . · ... , 

. >':· The:fore~cy: OCC.l,UTeJ1,,When t'.WO. bills·ovf of ·.Jh~e four .bills -. '., 
. ,· .amountiµg'.tci--~)4:,530.•~nd·Rs; 3~75Qc p~s¢d: in- Javoq,rj- ·of\ltT. , · ·, 
.' :": :. ' F'~c~ry w~e' orought to their- notice and· ihey disc'Yo~~ that they hfld:. . I. 

. not. 'drawn the<oills ... ·,.· '·. 7' ,. : . , .. ( , ' •j 
·.·.:, .. ·:,.:.:-:c_''_·-.-_·-_, .. ·:~.- .. ·~· .... ·· ,.··.·\··:_; - :.· '.·· ... ·.--.-_.-··.·.··: · '". -_.:" .... · - :_ .• i:: ·.·.· .;<~c . , . ,· /;<Jiminal~¥~ __ wereJ.ips"~tµ_t~d · i;i: ··t~e )Couz-t ' ,c>f · . Law.~ : .. ~nder · . 

iS~t~OIIS 4.67/171/read W:~t~- ~ecrt,~n ~S .. :f ~?,~; ~ia11Jst .~uli~ll1~~·\1 · ..... 

AYllP -and Mu~_ahiqJiuss~m.' Mr~. MuJ~hid Hussain 1was.acqmtt'1d111'" j}: 
b9,th. cases ~hi\t:.Mllhammag, ~yub: was se~tenpeq - to .serve ll.J>for '. . . 
S · years and Q'ne year in.one case and for 'tw<t'years irt the other on'48th ··• .· .. · ::- - 
April~· 196L r,~·{µbanuna~i; Ayub prefeitted·.at;i: app~al- inJhe ·· Cbµrt}, ": 

·which upheld the.conv~Hon arid redflced the .se11te~c¢ tq O!}'ejear._· - : . 
. / -e,)ther qas¢S·wer~:gealt,withµepartrne~tally .. .: .. 11'Jle·~rtguirles:conducted:· .. ··. ; 

~gainst Ghqlam> Ahmed and Mr.<SH~wa Rain{~. T.O;s b,Jtve< been · < • 
't~eiv~d in tlfo, pepartnieµt· anlt'are·)1t1det:scr,utinY.i:.. 'The :'.PeRait., 
i;rie114LI•··e~ql:liri~- :ag~inst_ non-GazetJedcstaft>wer~.-vitiatecl, and·bence 
·fresJl ~~nctiohs ·.hirvi' J,~~ 1issued to take . .UP )he' th,ree .: ~nqµirles- : . ;--:: 

_}7imptecUateI1: --:>· , ... , )· <., · ·' :• ,:- >>:·.,<i: > ·: ·, .. ; . ,_. :,:;/ '.-'..:}~:/;:-:.· ,· 
·. :. ; :,: : The· <;;om.niittet4ired:ed/ that ~furthef. .. Pll<3gress:: itf ;tne .·· ~11:at:t~r-/· . · 

sho~~~- b~ · rep~F<:1-µI. the )1~~t ~eflef ~f rneet111g.s: ~f: th~{;~p.tIJllJtee;·. 
,,-Whe~theac~oµntsof tli~xear 1962-63,are_C9ns1dyrep:. :- \,:,: .... .\ 

/, : :- . , .. v:-. The Cominittee theri adjourned tb ·_-meet •. ~again·' .on.:..18th''1 . 
..:- · . December· 1967-·at 9~0 AM , · - ·\ . · · · ' . ·,, · - c'.',, · '. -., · ·· · .· -~,_-. ~,--./ · .... )_ - , · - · .. ;·. ,· :·'.::.;zAiN.r:~~P~-l··:·~r,>::r" ·,.,: 

A-·<. . . ,-i.~. , .·. ~AN,··.-.·.··•· .. _ ·,: 
\$tandJrtg Comniit(eeto,n Public .. :lf.(:t:,01{rits.~ \. ·, 

. ~-- ... ._ \"_,·:-'\i. . ;:. . .-- ·-/·~:~,· ~--:. -~·- __ :'.,_,_-: .• ~-- .· ·:'-·,-, ·/\.-,.~ ....... ~~.,. -~---;-:···.;:,;,-:, __ 

_ ,.' :. · ; .. :'~. ~AH?tm: · ..... :_._· > .. ·.; 
Tlze:'16th·l)ecemb~f, .1967~ "' .. . . ' . ~ ·. . .. · . . ·. . . '. . . . .. . . . . ·,. ,, 

,. 
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'. CO-OPERAtION DEPARTMENT. 

APPROPRIATION ACCOUNTS 1961-62 
. . ' ' . ,. . " ... 

(1) Page 4/Para. 8 read with Page 5'4~Grant No." 12-General 
Administration-Ys-s (rt)-.· Saving .. Rs.· 16;843+Tbe Department 
explained that the Department of Co-oneration,' Labour and Social . 

\ Welfare was created .with effectfrom 7th May, 1962 and an ad hoc · 
r' grant of Rs. 28,929 Was place at its disposal to meet expenditure on 

pay, allowances and other charges, etc, of the staff" for the period: 
· ending 30th .June, 19~2. A sum of Rs. 12,077' was actually spent by 
the Department resulting in a· saving of Rs ... 16,S43. .As the .Denart 
m~rit was created at the close of the .current'j(inancjal year it could .not . -, 

'.\ 
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.. , 

.,t 
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Member . .(4) Mr. Malang Khan, M.P;A. .. . 
. ' . • I ' 

·(5) Syed Imran · Shall, C. S._P., Additional Expert ·. 
Sec~etary ,to· 1 Government .. of1 West Adviser. 
Pakistan, Finance Department, ·~ . . ., 

·(6) . Chaudhri Bashir · Ahmed, ',, Assi~tant By Invitation. 
Accounts· Officer; Office of, the Acount 
ant-General, West Pakistan. 

· (7) Raja Ahmed 'Khan, P.C.S., Registrar, By Invitation. · 
Co-operative ·Societies .. · 

(8) Chaudhri Bashir Ahmed, Deputy Secre- By Invitation. 
- tary to Government of West Pakistan, 

Health Department. - . . .. · 
. ' . : I.: . 

(9) Mr. A. H. Qureshi, s. Pk., .· C. S. cp_, · By Invitation. 
· Member, Board of Revenue. 

Chaudhri Muhammad Iq bal, S.K., Secretary; ProvincialAssernb-, 
Iy.of West Pakistan, acted as Secretary. of the Committee. · 

-, · rt. · In the absence pf. Mr. Zain 'Noorani, M.P.A., the Committee · 
elected Chaudhri Muhammad Nawaz, M.P.A. to act as Chairman for . the sitting. · · · · ,_ . · · 

• I.. .,. •••• • • • ~ . • • ' ;... ·, -. . - 

, . .. Hl. The Committee then examined 'the explanations of the 
. following Departments in respect of the items 'appearing in the' 

Appropriation Accounts for 'the year ! 960.:61 and 1961-62 ; -· · - -- 

.- 

ROCEEDINGS.OF.THE MEETING, OF THE STANDING 
s. COMMITIEE ON PUBLIC ACCOUNTS HELD ON ISTH 

DECEMBER, 1967 AT '9-00 A.M. IN 'TEA ROOM'. OF. Tim 
ASSEM~LY BUILDING, LAHORR . . · 
l The. following were present:- .. · · . 

O} Chaudhri Muhammad 'Nawaz, M.P.A; ... 'Member. 
.. (2). RaiMansab Ali Khan Kharal, M:P.A'. ._:.' _.Memper. · -: 
.(3) Chaudhri Muhammad Sarwar I(han,: 'Member. 

M.P~A.:- \ 

........ ,.· 

r 
,\ 
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;· . . . . . . ·: '· . -'... . . .. . . ... .· . . . . ·. .. .. -., ... ; ·- 

. consume the ad hoc grant in such a short peri91d northese · was any. 
_ · timeleft for the department to surrender the excess amount .. ·. - . 
'\ , .. > ,··. ,· ' .. ·. '·-: ' ; . . .. . . ... . . ' \ ' ' ) . · __ .. · .. ::..... .-- ·. -- 

. . "Ihecxplanetion of the Department.wasaccepted and.the para .. ). 
• was dropped.. · J, ./ 1 

• ' -·· ..•• ·• ... • , • .: ., 

. (2) ·Page 188-' . Grant No. 42:-Loans and Advances by the Provin- . 
· cial Government Sub-Heads B-4- (1 O):'B::4 ~ (11) ... B-{ . (14)-· Excess · 
Rs. 5,50J)057 The Department explained t~a{they had- drawn . only ,.-,1 

,· Rs. 13,00.000 i.e., the amountequal to the fina] grant. There: was ·. 
,. thus no excess:- · ., . 

The explanation -~f the. Department was. acpepted. and th~ 'item . . 
was dropped. ' ' . . _c,\. I I . ; , ., < · . ' I .. · . ·. '.- . .· • 

. HEALTHDEPARTMENT .. . . 
r. 

APPROPRIATJON. ·AccOUNAS 1;900-61 . 
. (1) /Page 573, Para. r46-: Defalcation· of 'Government Mon_ey-. 
Rs. 2,62,851- -. In this. case accounts of the office· of a District,Health 
Office were audited departmentally and numerous cases of. defalca- 
tions of. mopey and stores came to light . .. , [ .· . . ·· I <, • 

. The 'Department. placed before the 'Committee if em-wise break . 
·•. up _of am_oui.lt of Rs; 2,62,~51 ang stated Jhaf(or fill the items~Jor 

- which evidence could be produced .the accused persons have · been 
challaned in the. court of. Special Judge {\nti.:Corruption, Multan, .: 

. three officials. J\'.1/ s. Qudrat Ali Muhammad Said and' Muhammad 
-· .Muzhar are undertrial.r. The court hasconvietedMr. Qudrat AIU:n 

; the matter -of a mis-appropriation of ,rs blankets and weighting 
-· machine ... An appealin the High Court againstthis.order is pending. 

· Similarlv Mr. Saqib was convicted on the charges.of.mis-apprepriation 
of fees for Births· and Deaths Certificates as well as mis-appropriating 
amount.for.purchaseof 190 blankets . .! A,n appeal has beenfiled, 'in 
the High Courtagainst this order. The Test'. of the cases are still 
pending h1 the Court 9f· Special Jµdge Anti.;Cort1:1pt!Oll,' Multan ..... ·.' 

The para. _w:as deferred to· be .. taken up alongwith the .accounts . ~, 
for the.year'1962:.~3. . .. J ' · . ·: · , . ... ·.· . -. . 

'_ . . ( . • ..• ·. I . I ' . . . .· 
, . {2) Page 523,. 'Para. 4.7-. Mis-appropriation oi -Govemment 

• Money-_ (i) .Iii._ this case a .rnis-appropriation .came to· notice· during 
inspection by, the Audit: Department which· Wa$. .made by tempering· 

.with the entries -of cash. book-by doubtful drawals of the bills:. 
1. . - · .. ·- • . • 

· . .The Department explained that Mr: Abdul Hamid, Junior Clerk: 
.in Civil Hospital, Rawalpindi is facing trial .in the court of Special 
Judge, Anti-Corruption/P;eshawar. The trial is held up as the record 

· has been called by the High Court· ·. ( . . · · , · ·· ·· 
The.ite~ was deferredto.be taken up alongwith theaceountsfor ; 

~the Year 1962.:6t . .·\ . . 1 • . . 

Ui) Iii this case 'a Cashier mis-appropriated: the · '.am~qnt . by " . 
::makirlg forged payments ·oµt of the .private ·:accounts ofi a· Hospital. · : ·. 

. . ,· . -· ,.. ' ,- . . "'-· 
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(1) (i) Page 4, Para: 8, read with· page tb4-· Grant No. P-· 
Registration-« Excess Rs. 8,657~ · . · ·· '. . · 

< •• . -_ • . ' • ·. _. . . - • '. ' . :-- :' • ::-'~ . . .; . \ . \ 

(ii) Page, 8, Para. 12 (iii)-· Surrenders in absence of Saving-· · · 
Rs. 

Surrender - -: : ... 5,100 
Excess : . . "8,6$7 . 

. The explanationgiven by th~ Department) minor head-wise was' . 
an under :- . · . ·: · ". . · 

r , . ' ~ ' • . , . 

1 • A-. SUPERINTENDENCE -. . . . . . ·+ 

Sanctioned grant underthis minor 'hea:d W<;lS Rs: 59,41'0 '. In the 
. 2nd Statement of Excesses ·and Surrenders. the proposed revised grant 

was Rs. 56,940,and revised grant as' accounted' forJnAudit Offices 
wasRs. 55,510.. ~ ·· · · 

:·1 

. A saving of Rs. 6.830 was proposed out of which a surrender of, 
Rs. 3,900 was accepted by the Audit Office. ' · 

~- The remaining saving of Rs,_ 2,930·00 was ::allowed to cover the 
excess demand of Rs. 3,910:00. Thusjtjs quite dear thara suni of . 
Rs. _· 980,00 ·(3910-2930,980) \Vas. 'to: be met' \vit.h bv a re- ' 
appropriation sanctioned by the competent authority. :the Revenue' 
Depart~e11;t sanctioned this amourt( (R~ 98d·OO) .. thr<?ugli a re 

l . appropnanon, dated 4th July, 1961, · but 1t was ::not admitted' by, the 
~ A1.1dit Office as it was sanctioned after- the close ·of financial year, 

1960-61 which ended· on: 30th June, 1961. The irevised grant under 
this minor head proposed to be. Rs .: 56,'490·00, W~S: naturaHy curtailed 
to the extent of Rs. 98,0;00 4!1d accounted f ~r pY the Audit. i9mcert 
as Rs. 55,510·00. Against Jhis iinal/rev1sed grant an expenditure or. 
Rs. 57,293·00 w.a:$ actually incurred · resulting in an exc,ess . of 

APPROPRIATION ACCOUNTS. 1960-61' 

,· .. 

"Ihe Department. explained that Mr) Fazalur Rehman, C~sliier~ .. 
. Nishtar_H<?spital,- Multan has been convicted by the trial court. He 
has filed an .appeal before the, High Court which is,.istill · pending, 

. The item was deferred to be . taken up alofigwith the accounts' 
· for the year 1962.;63: · · . · ' · · · 

,i - - - ,. . ··- ,-L 

. .(iii) In this case a clerk showedless amount in the cash book. 
. than those actually drawn from the Treasury ;by rubbing the entries 

of the vouchers; · · / · · ' · 
. ; · The Department explained that Mr. 'Abdtl.1 Hamid, then cashier 
1ti- the office of the Public Analyst, Rawalpindi is still under trial 1n 
the court of Special Judge Anti-Corruption, Peshawar. The trial -is 
held up as the record has qeen saUed by the I{jgh Court. . . I ! 

The item was .referred to be taken UP. alongwith the accounts for 
. the year 1962'-6'3! : . . . .: . :. . .· , 

REVENUE DEPARTMENT 
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_ ~-, 1_,1s3;()();- Ji the(ie~apprQJ?ri~tion sa11~~~0~-·by Jhe · 1tev~~t:f :·· 
Department: would have been issued 'wellin.timearid admitted, thee i. 
ex~ess\of R$. l,78~ for which explanation of v.arJation.iscrequir-eci,; had. 1• 

1~ been reduced to. Rs; 803·00 .(1,78J·OQ.---:_980:00 /~03·00) and-noreasoiis. ?f yar.iatf on might .be - nec~s~a;ry, for the v-a~ation would have been ·_ . 
insignificant ilS compared witli ,the final I modified, grant. . · _, 

' ':, )3-. DISTRICT ClIAR.Ges .• - .> - - r 

Sanctioned grant under' this tpin~~ he~d '~as: R~. ·t,7C(760.:' . r . •.• • 
' ; . . _- .. · ._./ ·. . . . ;._ . ' . . . ' '. . .,.,:.,,r ~- . ~ . 

, ,ln .the Second-Statement of Excesses . and .: Surrenders revised: 
grant JQr. the year in question was proposed to, be R~; ~68,5.80. ·· ·• 
. . Si_niilarly lo. the minor 'head ''A.LSuperint~ridence'~ .our of - ilie . 

, --; total saving of Rs. 7,4~0·0Q proposed iµ the .: Second . Stateme~t of·-. • 
Excesses and 1Surrc;nders, Rs, l,20q·OQ -oµIy was accepted leaving the' / 

-". balance of Rs. (j,230•0Q_to be utilised tocoverthe excess,ofR~.,5,250·00 , 
demanded unden this .minor' head and Rs. 980,00 under the minor 1 

• 

-> . · head "AL_Superinten~~nce": . BtJt .: again '(he hRn.:a<;}miUan:ce of the 
. re-appropriation sanctioned by the Revenue Department after the, . 

.- ". i?. close of the fiscal ~ear stood in.Jthe way.> The· 'audit office, only - _ 
: :- ·· 'accepted the surrender 9f Rs~· 1~20P·OOand.,red_uee<J the.originalgrant , : 
·· _ . to ~his extent only taking the final/revised grant ,a,s ~. ,l,69,560·QQ . 

:.(Rs. l,7,0,76~1;200). 
1 

Had_ the ·re~appropriati~n- been .accept~d~ .' ""'. 
there would have been a d<:Cr~~·~ of Rs. ,980:00 in ,,tl).e- revised grant r 

ofRs, 1,69,560·00 under. this m111.orhead andan excess . to some.: . 
extent in the. act~}s.of'Rs. 12;004.00:·. 'However; .· 'an. excess ·of· ~ 

~' Rs. 980.00 it would .in fact amount to Rs.·12~84.00; detail of which 
I Rs. 980.00itwo.uld.in:factaino.unJ toRsi-12,984:00,detail qfwhich 

'- . . is Rs, 5,330:00, Rs. 4,805·00 and Rs. 2,849:00~. :. \, The explanation _for 1, . 

l this excess was as under :- , · ,/. . · · , . ; · · · '.::: · 
- .: ·-Rsi 5,330:---(~) Excess o~ Rs. \:381 ~as due to' th~-booking :of·· 

. the figures ot actual: expenditure of.previous yeat during the.fiscal 
· · ;y~r J 9p0-6 I: by. the Southern Area, \Kar~hi without bringing .it , to 

· -the notice of this office. · :, s • · • J 1_ • • - · - - 

D. ,R,· Hpj~RAB-AD/l. G. R HYDERABAD .. . 
- . • '·. . . • ·. · .. · . .. · . ...1'·· . " . "1 

· (ii) Excess of R.s: J:949 _was due; to, the appeintment of cleric by : 
the· Inspector-General of llew.stra.tion, Southern .. Zone~. to clear : the, . ' · 4 

. arrears without bringing it to the notice. 9f this' office. . . : ._ .. · 
: ·_, . Rs.·4,sos..:c.:..tt: was due to :-::the· ·paymerit ·. of -the · Registration 

· :~nowaµce to the,,staff by the .Assistanr Political Ag~t,' /Nasin3.bad., · •. 
. . without bpngipg.t<> the notice ofthis officJ.. ,lt':was, however-noticed . 
1 · after the submission of1 2ncl Stateine,it. and admitted af(~r ··the. close ori'.- 

the fiscal.year. . . r ( ' ! - ••• ', • • • ' ( •• 

•. : . ' ' . ' ..... ·-:i 

r ; ; MlJ'Zi\Fl"A"R.GARH '.' : I / 

. 'Rs.· 2,84~Tlns. amorirtt<represe,nted the: eipenditure ' in·-. 'fbe 
Registration Staff .of District Muzaff argarh. ··, The .staff was ptjgit.~.alty · 

' ~- 

'( 
\ -- \ . ' 

I 



'\ 

·' 

·If the excesses discussed. above would, have been brought tothe 
· notice of this office before the. submission ot the revised estimates. it ·. 
could have- been accounted for by this office and no appreciable excess 
would have occured, : · · · · · 1 

1 . .The Department further explained th~t;departmental action- is 
. being taken against'. the defaulters by 'the . Drawing . and Disbursing· 
Officers for theappoiritment of a clerk and payment of registration 
allowance without provision of funds. · · _ , 

· The item was dropped subject -to disciplinary action which ~ 
already under action bythe Department. · · · . - · . · 

(2) Page 4, Para. 8. read wit]: page 98;J_Grimt: NO: 4-. ·Stamps-·· 
, Excess Rs.2,69,437~-Thls item was last considered by the Committee 
at }ts meetingheld on 15th April, 1967 wherein 'the Committee had 
accepted the explanation given by , the Department for the excess 
of Rs. 2;67,341. for the difference of Rs. 2,096 , under 'sub-head 

· "Cost of Stamps supplied from Provinciat Stamps Stores:',':the· Coin 
.· , mittee directed that the · Department should reconcile with the Au~t 

· . and report the result .to the Committee. ·, . .: , -i 
. '.As the matter had .not yet. been settled. the, item was def erred to 

'. be taken up alongwith the accounts. for 19~2.-63. . ~ ; . 
r • (3) Page 4, Para; Bread withpag» .. 130-l(r-Other Expenditure 

·.·· financed jrom; Ordinary Revenue -18-II-B:.(i)-.·• · Works-lncharge ··01 
· Civil Officer+Excess Rs.14\598-The. Department .explained that the 

· excess of Rs. 14,598 due to the fact that a, grant of! Rs. 16,000 was 
sanctioned as Grant-in-aid to Sadana Funds in anticipation of pro 

. visions of funds. This amount was placed at th,e disposal of-the· Deputy 
Commissioner, Dera Ismail Khan. The' provision for this amount 
was· not made in the Second Statement of Execesses and Surrenders 

' . bvthe Local officers .because the head of account to · which the ex .. 
.penditure was to, be debited was not iridicated in sanction conveyed 

'. · bythe. Finance Department. · The Comptroller, "N orthern Area,' 
· · Peshawar-requested· the Board of Revenue to · confirm . whether the 

expenditure was to be debited under. the head "10:-0ther ··. Revenue 
Expenditure financed from Ordinary Rev~pue-:B-Ir,r\gation Works f~r 

. which no capital Accounts are kept-Inchargeof C1v1l ·Officers .. Contn 
bution paid to Local Bodies", This reference: of the · Comptroller, 

eftteftaw.ed under head -,~'25-· . O~n.eral Administration'! but was· '" . 
transferred to the. head "Ll-Registration" intlie beginning of year 
1960-61. The District "authorities," however, continued· to pay this. 
staff from the head "25-General Administration". They accounted 
the expenditure 'against this head although this expenditure . was 
provided from the head "l l-Registration", ~·· The result was thatthere 
was a saving of Rs. 2,680 from thehead "I!- .. Registration", At the 
close of the year.. A.-G.; transferred· the amount of Rs. 2,8'49 from. 
head "25-' General Administration" 1 to I' I I-Registration". Hence 
there was excess. · . . · · , 

. \_ - -: ·_ · !81·' . . 
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. 1 . ·.· No demand. for excess amount was 1made bY thJ Co~is~ion.e1( 
during that ·year.· The officials who.were responsible for this mistake · 
have .~foce been transferred. - · · 1 · - . . . · , • _ ·· '. ·. · _ , 
...__...... ' . . 

, 75,698 .· .. ·•.•·•- . 

'·. 

;\ ·' 
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,! • . • . .· . . . I, i· ... . ·. . .·. ·. ·. . : . ·. :" ,. -- ::-· .. 
. dated 28th June, 196Lw.as received on 23rd· July, :1961: \vheb. :th'.o 

,_·. fi4~n~ial yearwas .over. .However; the matter was . taken UP with · 
· · Finance Department through the defunct Revenue· 'Depattm.eut to 

+ indicate the Head of Account. :, The' Head 'of Account was intimated ,· 
to the Board on I:Sth· September, 1961. _'.The excess:is due to the;fact 
that neither the Iocaloffieers nor the Board was in a position.to make 

, . provision for the expenditure of Rs; 16,000 under 'the appropriate 
I head for want of classification. This .aid is n9i }?eing granted by the .. 

·. qove~ent ~very year .. /Since no provision. is mad~ for ~ant-itt:-aip : 
, either m ~-4~ regular :l:>~dget or through the· Schedule of New expendi 
t-tute, -the Department as well as tl!e local offlcers were not. aware .1 of · 

·. 'the Head of Account to which the expenditure-was to'oe-debited.. . ·· · ··"' 
. . • .' The' Finance Department stated that the head of . account. was· . 
intimated to the .Revenue Departmentin 1958 a11d : that' no· -ft:,esh. · 
intimation was necessary, . , ", .. :,, : . . 

.· · . The, Committee directedthat' the __ Department' shot1ld. take· action 
, against the officer'(s) :responsible for ;.-yiot gbtainiJJ.p; . ( supplementary 'j .. 

.. grant. Subject}~this ob_s_ervati91(the item.was d!opped~ · .. , .: : i ': 
(4) Page_4, P(!lra. a reqd_with page 1~5--.-Grant._ No. 12:-G.A._ 

. '16-Cofnmissione'r--Ex,cessRs. 1,04,644---This item waslast consider-,'_ 1· 

: ed.by )he. Committee at its meeting held o~ 15tp. .Apri.l, 1~§7 when the . '. ; .. 
Department· statedthat the excess expenditure. was _.mcurred l.>Y.-· the , 
Commissioners, Kalat and Peshawar. · The reasons "for .the excess : 
were given a~ U!1~~r_:,~ . - . ·: I • ; ' . ' . . . . ... 

· . . . ·. 1 COMMISSIONER KALAt . . ,. .• . · . 
. The Exiiess e.x:p.~nditure w~is 'due to the-f'olfowir~g·re8'.Sfins~', • · en, P~ym.~tjt ofComperisatory :Allowance~);. 14-800 · .. , ., . 

. . ,, . .. . . . . . . . . / 

(iii) Fi~!)ttiori 'of pay ot' n:on~gv.tette'd st""il . "' . . . 
. in t,he~prescribed revised scale . of 

of pay . · · . . • · ·6,0QO 
(iii) Postings· of officials drawing hlgher -·. • 

pay· th;an those provided in the." · .·:: 
~ budget · ; , ·· ...... J.4,098· . 
{iv) de.rtain i~eiiis of _secret servlee :~x- 

.. -: penditure were incurred bythe Copi- .: 
. m.ission~r, Kalat with the sanction 

·: of the Government in the Home ,, : · ··: .. . 
. · · Department · · !.< • · · ~-•~ · · . '· ·· 40,SQO · 

,', .. ,•• . :1 ,·. ··•, 
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"'. .. . . . . .. 
. COMMIS~IONER, PESHAWAR . . ': . 

I . • ' ' ( . . . . . . . t 

. . The excess expenditure of Rs. 28,946 wa~ due to- incorrect book 
ing.of expenditure by the Comptroller, Northern Area, Peshawar. If 
the. Official of Commissioner's office had carried out reconciliations 
of expenditure with the Audit Office during that· financial year, the 
incorrect booking could have been pointed cut to Audit. for neces 
sary correction at the .appropriatetime, The Commissionerhas, 
th~~efore, been .asked' to. fix responsibility and take 'suitable . action 
against the official at fault., . . . . 1 . • • 

. As'regards theexcessof Rs.-40,80Q,Stated tob~ve beendue to . a 
certain Secret Service expenditure Incurred 'by .: the , Commissioner· · 
Kalatwithout the sanction of the Government it was pointed out 'by 

.fhe Audit as well as the Finance Secretary thatit was an un-authoris 
ed expenditure. ·. The Committeetook a very serious view· of the. 
matter as the expenditure was not subject toAudit, . The Committee 
directed that the Departmentshould hold a; proper enquiry.into this 
matter and take suitable. action against the Officer directly responsible· · 

· for incurring this un-authorized expenditure.' . . . · 1• ' · 

, A$ regards the excess of Rs, 28,946 stated to be on account of 
incorrect booking of expenditure bYtheiCpmptroll~r. Northern Area, 
Peshawar, it was pointed out by the Audit thatas far. back. as 
November, 1963, .the Board of Revenue had accepted the figures of 
the Comptrollers' Northern Area· . The position, therefore. wasr that 
the excess of Rs. 28,946 still remained· to. be explained. The Com- 

1 , mittee directed that the Department should look into 'the matter and 
furnish the necessary explanation. The Department shouldalso · 
furnish' fulf information as to ,the . action taken against the officer 
responsible for not reconciling the figures at the proper time ;with the 
Comptroller, Northern Area. . ·. . . ·· · · . . :. .· . , . .· · . · 

· ... -· · .. ·. . ' '.'' '\ • ."./ ' .. ·' .. \ ·_ I·-:-'_-,• 

The Department now stated that out of the total excess of Rs. 
40,800 an expenditure of Rs.' 36,824 was incurred with the sanction of 
the Government ... · The remaining excess expenditure was incurred 
.during the. end of the financial year on account of. unexpected Law 
and Order situation created by the: Qut Laws and the excess could 
not be regularised. . .As regards.the' excess of Rs. 2,8,946 the Denart 
menf stated that it · was due ) to misclassification of expenditure . 

. One increment 'of .. the official .r'epq:nsible .fof 'reconciliation •. at 
·appropriate time has been stopped.' . , ' .•.. -," · .. · "- . .. . .: 

.. .. the: explanation , of .the Depaitm.'e~twas; acceptedand the item 
was dropped. . ' · · · · . .· · .. · ! · · · 

(5) PageA, Para. 8 read withpqge 165-.· Grant No. 12-General 
Administration -0 7)-Gene_ral . Es/abli$hmen,t-J1(1).:.,(2)-.· Other · than 
pay of officers=Eecess Ri. 21;18,417--fln .the meeting .held on i 15th 
April, 1967,_ the Department explained rhe excesses as under: --,:. 1 

,<· . (a) Commissioner, Derai(.m?;r4l i(h(J~Rs'. J,28,354--r'.fh~ . Pv~ 
nan~e~t w~· ~ tiim•~ · _ · .'. : · .. ; · ·r . ,. . ( - . . _- ~-..... . . 
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'"i,·-. i ':: ,. (" .<.:._ __ ~- .. · .. J·.\ i· j ·,·-..._1. ·j , ~ . . , . . - I . > 'Jb>, 6o;mis.iidrie1'1'iahor~Its. \~o7,3.43~b ·!-{;. _'3s,4rs. J11._tiieC, -:': _,J · 

.: · end of 196lcett..ain· post$ were created .fort.lie ··M:~gistrates. --~ho . - : _ 
. · were· .. posted _ill add~tion 'to ~ancti~p~d_.strengthto.dispose -of·1sev~ral. 1 

·- 

eriminalcases, _ .Tlie excess expenditure could· .not be; tegulansed 1 · 
' .. during the ye~f ~$.the e~pendit~e was .incurred ~ftyr; ~~e, slibm~S,i<>n .. · , 

'~---t ofthe2_ngst_~tementofEJC:~s~s and.Surrenders m.ApriJ., lQ6l. · :·/' · -. , . 
•. . . . . , ·. . . . - ~·I,: . .· ·(. .\ . -_-. . .: • :· I- .. : : . ': ... :·· .• .. -J ;, • _-_- I . _.. .. ~ -: • ~! . 

. • __ -r: __ (ii) Rs. ·71,928~TJie.:sariction for.the continuance i>f the staff. was - 
.·accorded ori-17th July,J96.1.bythe.Goveniment,~vide1 their .Jetter 
'No. Establishment r(I)l2,/13l_l5Q~~datyd tll.e,. 17th ~:July~ , }961.· .The ) 
.:expe~qiture 1alteady incurred could not be regularised' due to )he;·la.te · ... ' 
receij,t,;of the sanction: '' . .. ' ) ' . .. •· . / 

\. •. : , - - (cl Comnns~fone; Multan. ·_ R$; '44,5,88. . TneJ~xcess · e;itpenditure · 
was'due.~o-the:payment of.Compensatory 'AUovvance. --_ The- orders. - 

, regarcling payment cf compensatory allowance werereceiv~d: in July; 
'.Z'-' ''1960,when the bud.get of 'thatyear,had alre~dy been .sent- EµId,Jno 

; provision 'could ther~f ore be · - made .in -the . original · 'budget.· The - , '; 
·. excess.Jamount was.not demanded.by · the. -Deputy·,·commissioners~--·· 

· ·. Muzaffargarh.and Multan through·an/ovetsigbt: . · · - 
~ _,' : :1 .. -~ ·, . ·. <--_:. :"· ... '" I.: ·--~ .·--.·:= :· .>' :_ ·-:·· ':··\. . ' ... ' '· _: '. .· . . . 

-' .. (d) .Commtssione». Baftawalpur-·_ Rs.· 2,24,584~6 excess · was .-., 
': d~e !~·.the tac~ t~at after· ~~ reconstitutic_>:ri \ o~. .: the .- <livisipJls. · We . · 

d1stt1.cts of Mµzaff argarh and\Dera Ghazi ,K4an were- ·merged: with·- 
. ,Mult.ail; ~ivisiotx '.-l?~t :· the expendi~ur~ in respect .of these:dis!!i~~s.f~r ·: 

.: the pericd from July, --1~(>0 to Decem9er. · 1960 had-. pe~ , booked 
. · · ... againstthe Bahawalpµr Djvjsion.· :::~:: ·;_.: .. · _ >. · :r ·· r : . 

·~ I . - ·· . ·.- f - . l. ,. · - . . - ' _·. . . -: ' ·--..· ~ · - ' 

· . ·. ':. (e) Cornmis$iorler -·R~iilpfruJF(i) Rs .. .J,,30;969.> The exc~s'. .. i· 
. ' <was due- to creation: of·varioris temporary posts \and payment -:-()f 

-· at•.hrrears of pay·- l>y; ·• the' D~puty .C<>mniissiqne,rs- of the Di-vi~pjis during. 
e year: 0 , • • , - -- _ r:. 

.' '1'• ' · .. -: ...... :' ...• .: .•. ·. :~--·~ _1: ' .. _-, .. · .. '•· ·_ ..• ' • -' --_; ; " . ·:'._ ... _. ---_-. 

·.· J .. '. • . , :(ID ~~~. 6c032.~ ':'.fh~ excess was .due t~{fh~ e~tensive:·,t12,utjhg :.~Y ~.-. 
· _, · . \ 'the. local_officers 1n pursuance of the .direction t,1ssue4 by· tl:ie; ·Chief". ':.... 

v .• ·~ecretary:--- ._, - · ~ · · ,: 
.; ... :• ' ,·. i ' .. : . : . , .. , . . .·- • . : . 1" , ..- .• I , ' .. / , • ... ,, , . ...._ ·' • • :., '., (- , • ;,:, •·, .- . •. ' •, • ·' ·:.... • , . , :~.· 

, / _ . (iii)~s._ 7~1888~':Ppe e!ce.s~ was due t9/.post~1(of>~xtra'St~Jof. 
· tile Extra A,sS1stant 'Comniissioners, posted· for,. tnumng in> ·Gu1ta4 . - J 

·: Catnpb~llpur and Rawalpin~i Districts •. ··Tb,eextra.-staff proyic:l~Jor ,.. ... /' 
officers under training vver~ paid'Cotripensatory .. Allowance.,-_ .. House .. · _-1 

· Re~t'besid~s Medical Char~~~- ,; · >, -·· _1 _, · : · • · ,, ' ., · : .. ','-~;' ,:::: . 

· /____ nf C~m:niss~onerllyd'erdba,J.,.~Rs._ :62,938'-The io_cal·cifficers~ ~:-,'.· · -iC-.~.:-J. 
. t"-were tequirecL.to. w.ider.;take exte11si:ve:toµri11g.m pursuance of·· -the ,. . . 

: _· · <iirectiorLissu~d,_by tlle- Chi~f Secretary. · The -Deputy Comn!_issfoners: _ . _ .1 . , 

.· · 'Yho .we:re: tra11sf~~d to JJy.derab~d-· fziom i:>ther: ·givi~ion-s · were;,./pa.id . ' 
· tr~s.~er J'ravellii:ig.Allowapce Bµls .. ,' .. ~e I)ep11ty :.- ,C!)llecfots ·_. ~il~ ,<> 

. __ Assistant .Conunissioners .under· .. _ train mg. were . paid_ : 1)·;ivelling 
, ,_, ·.-~~,wruie~t,ert:or111ing,.~µtl~~assi~ed·~Q·1~~~-,d~~~~~~; 

.'. ~ ;. --:- . 

J.. .._ 
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• _ , · (g) ·Rs. 9,11,261-- The·ComptroUe;,-.Southern Area, Karachi, 
confirmed that the excess expenditure of Rs. 9;71,267 related to sub 

.head .other than "District Office Establisbment". • 
:.- · _As regards Rs. 35;415, itwas .admitted' ·b;..-the; :R~venue. De 

partment that · as there was no financial provision for. the. additiohal 
posts, the Deputy Commissioner could not : and .should - not have · 
created the posts, and.filled these up. The Department furthersaid 

___ that an explanation 9£, the Deputy Commissioner has been .. asked for 
: · an~ proper action _ would be taken in, the .matter. .Tlie . Committee 

decided that theaction taken by the Department should bereported 
to the Committee, · - ,' • 

. • , I_ .·\ ,. . 

RegardingRs. 71,92~, the committee wanted to know _;nnder 
whose instructions did the staff continue prior to the sanction from' 
the Government and what was -- the- date when 'these Instructions 

_ were: given and also the date when the Finance Department was. 
' approached. for Jbe' sanction of additional funds for this purpose .. ~ 

As. reg~rds "Rs. 44,588,· the Committee 'was "informed that .the _ 
Department had asked the Commissioner to .take action "against the' 
officer responsible for- the excess. The Committee felt - that. ultimate 
responsibility for this expenditure must rest ori the 'shoulders of the 

. Commlssioner himself because, in their opinion; it - was the responsi- --~ . 
bility of the.. Commissioner. -The Committee _ directed · that the 
Department should' look into this aspect of. the ma tter and report .its 
ft_ndings and the action taken in this- connection to the ,Committee .. - __ 

_ Regarding Rs.,2,24,584dhe·Department required time to ge_t,the 
explanations of both the Commissioners ofBahawalpur and Multan. 

- Regarding Rs. 1,30,869, the Committee was hot satisfied with.the - 
explanation given by the- Department that the excess was due to the 
creation of various temporary posts and payment of pay by the 
Deputy Commissioners of the Divisions _ during the year. . - . . · · .:/ _ -_" 

The Committee· wanted to know: · - - . 
(a) the reasons u~der whi~h':.the . posts : were created in the 

_ absence of the funds; · 
(b) the)ist ~f the posts created; . · • 

, . (C)- What. Was the nature of arrears that were paid;" 
and decided that the details should be supplied, . 

'Regarding Rs. 6,324; the Committee directedtheDenartment to 
produce. the copies <>( the 'Travelling Allowance· Bills and Travelling - 
.Allowance registers, and desired that the - A¢ouMant General's 
Office should also try; to locate the _ orfgJrtals'. _ of the- -Traveling · 
Allowance Bills. The Committee wanted these documents because 
the Committee was - informed that Travelling Allowance could not: be 

, drawn under any 'Circumstances· over - and -above the provision in ' the ::!~~r ~a~~e gren(position_ ~s alway~ ~h6;wn in-fe· · 

!· 

-· 
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· J"he l>epartment • µow explained· as-under: :- 
· 'Rs. ·1,28,35'1----'flle ~xcess was due-to·· ... clefe~tive· ·reconciliation;· 

He~hasJurth~r stated that the misdassificl;ltion o;f expenditure under . 
. this minor head could notbe traced out peca\!Se .·.•·the .. 1Comptrollet,.' 

· Nort~.errt Are~;Jfas< Jnf¢rmed him that:the• susl?ens~. ~lip .and Tfapsfer. 
entenes perta.nung to year \960--611 under "25-General .. : f\.dmm1stra .. 
ticn" have .been: destroyed, The. official concerned respon~ible. · for 

.·,defective reconciliation.has been punished, .. . 
. • . , . . . . . . . : I • . 

• -· Rs. J5,415~According to. the delegation of pqwei:~ cpnfained in ' 
Finanee Depart.~ent's. Circular. N9 .. F:1).S~q.I(SR)3~4J 57, .•. _ dated. 2nd 
December, 1957 the Deputy .Commissioner were cqml)etent to create ,· 
temporary.postsIn Jhe·absence,of.-fundsjn CftSe .• where 'th~;e•• was 

· abnormal pressure of work. The excess, expenditure was ·tncurred 
after the subtru:&sion of the 2nd Statement of Excesse~ and Surrehqers: 

· and the same could notbe reg.µladsed durlngthaf year. . . . · 
>. · · ·Rs. 7l,928~The Deputy' Cominission:er, . $ialkot , allowed the 

· r- staff to continue under Serial No. 70 of .Rul~ "'16J:·.of. the C.S.R .. 
- Voulme. 1. Part 1. unden which the' D~puty Cowntissioner had been 

empowered to create temporary . posts in· · his o~c~ .. w~en: , tpe~e is 
ab:tiorma}, pressure of. work, -This staff .was .cont1111.1m~ cSmce long on 

... year to· year basis .. .: The Deputy Comrnis~ioner,. lllov~.~ for the.i.tteJu,. . 
· sion of this staff in the< Schedule of New· Expenditure for ilte ·· year ·. 

. l960~6Lon.14th October,,J959.ancl th~prot>9sal .~s forwarded· .' to · 
.. . .. the -Finance: Departµieµt · through the Revenue >and R,ehabilitation \ 

· • Department on ·23rd'Ja.n~ary ·1960:J To,e Depµty-,(;onµni~sion~t, · .: 
nr~sµmpig tp~t the sanct10p to the co.nt1I1u~.retens1oxr of: staf! ~L_J, 
be received ni.due course, l,et the staff draw th.e1r payments provisions ' 

,j ally prior to the\~an.ctiort fr.0!11 the. Govern.Ill~~( atfli h~ .did not rngve 
fc,r tia· allt,tttnont .Of · ~ditional · funds ~. for this·. pur~~ The 

• • ! ! • ' •• ' • • • • • • 

,\ 

-~ 

··~86 

/ , . . Be~tdesthe ~pfa~ation noted aboyej~r ~e excess 6{ Rs/71:88~~ ~ 
the I Department exP.!~eq that' _th~ Commissioner, · RawalplllQ\had 
stated that, the provision for the extra staff was not made . dµe-.t.o an , 

· ·over~sight.. :,The Department had asked foiithe · explanation-of the 
personsconcerned and action was proposed to>betakett i:n the.matter . 

. The CoJnmittee·directed·tbat further progress should be .reported _Jn 
· the·riext· .. meeting·ofthe'.Committeewhen accountfo:r'the year 1961~.·- 

62 are taken up.' · · · · ·. " -- · · · 
· • .As. regards the excess of Rs; 62,938, the . Cornrrtittee · 111ade :th~ .: 

same observations .as. ln the case of, excess. of Rs, 6,324.. .. 1 ... ·.·. )- 

, _· ... Further to the explanation given above for the excess of Rs • 
. 9,71,267, .. the Department explained .that the Commissioner; . i<atat, 
had been requested to· depute )l representative._ to reconcile the. figures 
with the Comptroller, . Southern:\ Area, . At the same· Hir.ie, steps were 

. being taken to ,find out why .thcffi.gures were. not reconciled at tb.e 
proper time. · Actioµ would be taken against the persons responsibles 
for the same. -, ' ·. ·• · ·:~ 



/ " ·, ' 
.. , 

• . . . i: 

Accountant;General, - West.Pakistan, Lahore/might have objected to . 
the drawal of provisional , payment for such la long period of · 12 · 

· months. The sanction·'. from, .i the' Revemie . and , Rehabilitation .. 
Department was received in. "July, 1961 (1 which was too. late. ,_ 
However on therec.eipt .of this sanction the ;Deputy Commissioner 
should have regularised the excess expenditure · utilized by: him but · ·. 
no. action was taken by the Deputy Commissioner, . Sialkot' and. as' 
such responsibility lies. on Deputy Commissioner's office ' Sialkot, 
The Deputy Commissioner has been directed to fix the responsibility· 

.. On the officials, at fault and take actionagainj; himrthem. · . . 
. .· •. ·· .•. ·' ·if ·... ···. . .' • 

· Rs .. 44,588-. · The excess expenditureis due to the fact that the · 
·· additional funds .requlred by the Districts ·fd:r payment pf·. compen- · 

. satory allowances were actually demanded QY them · in . the . 2nd 
· "Statement of Excesses and Surrenders. t':- ) · ·\, 

. ' ""'- . ·, . . • 1: ·. . . 

But their statements were received later and their· edditional · 
requirements were not -included in the consolidated statement on r3th 
April, 196L, The DeputyCommissioners, :; concerned have been 
directed to submit the 2nd Statement on -, dU:~ . dates . and that the 
officials responsible for 'delay.have been warped and 'a copy of the 
warning has been placed on their records, \ 'i< • · . 

· Rs. i;24,584-. The ·excess ·expenditure of:'Rs.d.,24,584 was-dus to 
incorrect booking oJ expenditure" relating (o .other ;minor heads 

, against "District Office Esta9lishmenr' -. · Th~ reconc~li~tidn. ~ssis.tant. 
~, . · who was deputed to reconcile the figures o( expenditure maintained 

· in the audit office during that year had pointed out the misclassifiea 
tion. df expenditure to this .: counterpart iq the audit office. for 
necessary adjustment. -In factthe· necessary adjustment . were 11ot 
carried out. . The Reconciliation Assistant of his office was , · again 

.J sent to Audit Office to loc~te the ~iscrep·~~~ies underthe ~dvise . of · . 
the.Board of Revenue buthewas informedjby the audit office that 
the relevant record relating to "25-General f\.dministration', was not, . 
available as it was· said to have been destroyed by fire. · _ . 

. ·· · Rs! J,30,969-.· (a)··. .According to d¢legation or· temporary - - 
enhanced powers : contalned in Finance Department's circular letter . · 
No. F'.O.SOL (SR.)/364/57. dated 2nd December, 1957 the ·oeputy:'' 

· Commissioners were competent ·to· ciea te ~emporary posts in their 
District Officesin case where there was 'abnormal pressure of work . 

. The powers were .to be exercised by the Deputy Commissioners till . 
integrated rules were framed and delegaticns made. There were no · 
such instructionsinthe.delegation of:powe~sthatthe P?sts .. should 

. not be created when, the. funds were not specifically ,provided for the 
purpose, - . . . . " . . ., . . . 

. (b) Thelist of posts was 'placed bcfor~ the Committee .. «; 
(c) The a~rears w~re paid.In c;al!lpllpHr D.ist~ict to spµie 

officials ofDeputy Commissioner s office on account of 
arrears of pay as tbe resultoJ revision of pay •.. , · 

' #' .• ,. •• • •• 
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·_ " .. . ~Rs;· 6,324-r-Tr~ve~g· Allowance l?ills and travelling Allowance-. ~: . 
,> Registers were· prod~ped-before the. Com mittee. -1,- ~ . . - ·!· --~--. . .. • . . ·: • · 

__ ~-. ·_·Rs.:n,s3s~rhe':exc~s~::~xpen<li~u~~: w~s;ci~e to., payme~t\ oi>/· . :,J 
·. Compensatory Allowance, House rent' and· .-Medical charges. . The . . · · ·~ 

· .: Deputy Com~ssioners_hav~·been':d4trcted 'to take action·ag~imt the. · -· 
· officials..: -- · · · · ·' · · · 

.. -·. : :_- .· ·Rs. 9,71,2~7-,-The c~~itrolier, 'S~uth~fu\Atea:Karachfteport- 
. ed that art 'eipenc1itQre.-of ~s. , 28,80,139 ·ha4 ,been ,booked 'in •bJs .. 

accounts in respect .of Quetta. anti 'Kafat Divisions andrequested that1 

acceptance of the· expenclitµ~e 'miglit be conveyed. to hint · . · . r • . · 

. . .. the: figures ofexpendit"re:c~ulcr'n~t be~econcil~d due to .nritt·. \ 
_av_._ a_ila. bility. o_ trele_. __ van_· __ l ! __ eeo __ r1s in'the. Compt. rolle_ r!s:.office .. Th __ • __ e:13.9ar_·.d 

. . , .. ( of Revenue requested. the Comptroller, Southern Area that the- re- 
· levant.records should -be inaµeavailableto the·-represeritatfve .• ofthe · · 

. ,Comiµissioner, Quet.ta, to .e~~l)l~ him to oompl~te the reconciliatioI1 · , 
.: work for·.1960-6J:· The:_repti:eSe:ntatives. -or··the'·Commissioner Quetta:· 

1 .and'Kalat re¢oncil¢d .the :figures:of expenditure bookedin ·Comptrol- · 
' I. I ler's office in •1962 -under 'this minor head and certificates obtained;'·> 

According to the_ certi~cates ;ss¥ed PY· the· Assisfan~ - Acc9unts ''Officer ., 
. . concerned· of the ,Aucht; the. total figur~s ·of expenditure m. respect. of 
~--these.Divisions_:w.e,rei:lsundep~77: ... z· ''. ·_,-, ·,,,. ., , ·",:,·j 

,··' "'· _, ' . ' 

: Quetta ' "'i ••• < ·. ' '8,61,9_~9- ~ 1\ s, 
.. :, ,: · Kalat:.• .~ , .. "/ / · 8,58;44,~ l . _., ,, ::t 

.: . . . .·· . ~- Total, ·. . . . ... 1 ·,: 1'7,20,407 - _, . 
,· . ··, ::~- _, -' .· _-· _ : .•. , _. . ,I _ : .. :· -~ _ .·;, ·· ' _i __ • . . .·r _ . ~: · .. 

. · On 'receipt of reconciled figures fromthe Cominissioners.Jp.e Comp- 
troller, Southern Area was requested. to>revise-the experidituie figures,< _ . »: 

· of Rs. 28,80,139 op.gi~allyre,orted;,by him to, Rs, P/20;407. A copi ' · 
.: of this communication was a1,$o endorsed to {be Accountant General, ... · '. 

· ·. WestP~kistan,.Lahote 'wiQl tp.eir~quest tli~tthe ~ec~nciJ:ecl-figures ot: 
· · Rs. 17;2~!407'. shou~d be :a'1o~ted .in the Appr~natiop. .·Accounts Jor 

r _ .. . 1960~6l·ln respect ofQuetta ; and Kalar Wmg. The .. Accountant , , 
1 ,General, West Pakistan. Lahore intimated that the -cxp~µditure. figures 

· of-Rs, 28,80~139 already co.rrup.unicated:biithfC-omj)troller, Southern 
... ~ . Area (Quetta and' Kalat' Wing), Karachi wsere being adopted: in :the 

.. ·-~Appropriation: A.ccoun~ .. -. In\\: _pjs -deml-officiaj .!~tle:r'·•.~ate~ .. ·2~th' 
· November, 1963, the s:~creta:pr, ··. Board, of Revenue requested the.: 

.· Comptroller, .Southern ·Area. ii)(arachi· fhat .the teconciJ~ ,figure$ of , .. · 

. e:xpenditure'duly certified by t~e ACC!JUntsOfficer forJh~ year 19~0:,61 .. ' _: -1 

· • d d h · ~ fl· · r · -d"t · · '6rt. ed ·.·.··_.~'-1 - were .1gnore . a11 . · t e · mcorre ot' . g)ltes '? , eXJ?en 1 vre-wete- re~ . · .. - _ 
I 
to the . ;\.9C~unta:qt"'.General !~r .•· J~ertton i l~ . the . Apprqpnat1on . . ,..- - 

. Accounts forl960"'.61. .. · He wa5, requested ·to •convey correct. recon· ·:. I 
· , cile9. figures -.to Accountant-G~nei:a,ltinder intimation to; the Board of I 

·· Revenue. ln reply Jo ,this~ ,th~ ,C~Illptroller,7vide his · demi~official 
. letter._dated 8th J~~uacy' t96~ intimated that the-fina1 figur~~ of ex;. ,J 

~enditure -iir,· respe~f o{ 1'-'uett~ and· Kal~t for _19~0~1: .were.. i 
'- -~ • ·-,. ,-,{-~- _'. • . • ' 

0 

'. :; • ' _I t - ' '-: 
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Itwould be.see~·th~tthe figures-.ofex~ndjtutei~()k~d.intl1,€ Com .. -._._ 
pt~o~e:fs· office were !ecqncjled·,_by thetepr~~nt~ti.v~~ --:: of the_. ~OIIl~ '. · 

-, -missioners, Quetta and Kalat. The excessis mf,iirily due.to rthe fact 
that adjustments on basis bf reconciled accepted',ngures were not made . 

,.., · by the Comptroller. ,· _ · · · · , · · · · .· ·· · · · .. 
,' The following declsions WeI'.elt'~ken bythe Committee: - :. _. - 

__ ·. - Ji) Rs. l;28,35~Tpe item was cltopped.1 · · . .. · . -·_ 
. - . (h}· R$ -. 35,41~Thcf Committee observed Jhat .. explanation . 

· - submitted by the .. Department in ':tl1e .- .. W:0rking _ Paper ( 
was not. correct, -The Department.Itself admitted that· 

···the Deputy Commissio;ne:r waf-not.~competent Jo create· ... 
tenip<Jrary·Po~ts in the absence offunqs.· The Committee- ; , 
decided th~t' action should' be .takeµ ag21;inst the -~fficer: -. , 
(s). responsible for. submitting incorrect Information to ·· .. 

· the Committee, Di~ciplinacy: action.should - be taken: 
against the offleerfs). responsiblefor fncurringthe ex 
penditure without: the 'provision··of .funds. Subject to 

.. · these observations, the item· was dropped. - · 1 .: ·· 

-Jih) :R~ 7l,928~Subjec(to action befug taken by,theDepart;. 
- .ment against<.~e _··official·, concerned; the itetri \ was· 
, .~- · .. dropped. -· , · · · .. 

: (iv) Rs. 44,~88;1'he item~was .or~pped.' 
I . • '.. . · .. 

-_ .. •--··-, ' -- 

., 
, .J:'t , .> .: -~ _ ,·2s9 / ·_ : • 

. , . .·. \ . . - . . . . .. . .. . ) . . : . ·.. .. ' : ' 

~. 31,26,977,. '. He further stated that the 1excess. expenditure' ovet 
and abovethe reconciled figures was due. to book adjustments: Tbese · · · ·· 

.should be considered as· finaland the· Corliritlssioners1 'Quetta an~ .. 

.Kalat should be askedto furnish-their. acceptance. The incorrect ; .. _- 
.: expenditure I figures originally reported to Accountant-General were 

. againrevised from Rs>28,80,139 to Rs. 31,29;97Tir(l.964. ; In .order. • 
however, -to settle .the matter once for all, local officers · were 'again .re- · 
quested to re-examine the latest figures. of expenditure reported, by the _ 

r Comptroller; and to intimate detailed reasons for variations, _ · 
Jp;e~·co~~sioner~. quetta .and Kalar ~;am, ca_¥etf outthe' re 

conciliation with the Audit. The figures of expenditure 1n respect 
- of Quetta Division were revised from. Rs. 8;61,959 to Rs; -, l0,50;424." · 

The Comptroller intinlated,.L..;vide his lette~ No; C1A-Apn/'60-61 { 187, · 
dated 3rd.January 19~6, that n~essary ad1ust,nent& were made in the . 

. _- -accounts 'maintained. in bis office. The Commissioner, KaJat · 
r :' -v \ ~~!e~~0~f!\~Y.!!=~t:\~ c!!;~/~i~;tii0&t1~ri/;i:11~t:·/ :; . . a\ under<~ 

1 
· • _ · :; ~ - · · _ \ 

1 
\ ;:, •• _ ll$. ._, _ 1- _ -' - ~,.. 

. Quetta. .. i. >, ltP~O .1,4 
Kalat m . 8,S,,448 _, 
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· '< {v) :Rs. Z24,584-Subj~t. to · reconcilia.tfo1t be~g don~; the it~m . 
was dropped .. ' -. . . ' : . i. " .· ·. . . .· . . .. · -, / . ' > ' i ' 

·' ,· (vz)._Rs{t3~,969-Same remarks as_iri'f~Specfof iteiii:(izlabove . 
. · · .(viz) Rs.''6)24---Thc Conunittee.d~i<led ihaf. suitable a6tion 

'shpuld be· taken aga~s~. the officer· ~s)· responsible Jor, the ·irregularity , 
, . · , of dr!1wing T. ~· bjlls in. the absence of provision of fun<f:s/ .Subjoot, -, , 

. .to .~ observation, the item was dropped. . . ' ·.. ... : ·. 
·.· ·' ·. (viii), 'Ri .. 7i,?38~Su~iec.tto' ~ctioti .. being taken against··· the' 
officer _(s) responsible, the item was dropped, . .. , _ 

i. •. ,.· c. ·I -}. . . . , . - ... - .t ·; ,-._ 

· ·(!x) Rs. 62,9~8-·. lp.e item was.dropped, _. ,- · , · 
) . :- ·~· (x). R/"!~71,267-' Subject -to reco~ciliatioi;i' b.ehlg done, 'the ite~ 
--was droi;,ped. · · ·- · · · 1 

·.· -.l . 'i_) ... '.' ·'· , , , ·.'.' (' - ·· - _ . • . I .. · '-_-'- • ,··,· I 

·.· .. · . .(~>. :.Pt/g!. 4, J>ara.8;_ 'read With page l~5;:_Grarit_.:No.12~GJ~era1: ·• 
A.dm1ms1ratwn 17 (2)-.. lf,xch;de.d Areas: . of D, \ 0, . Khan::-£:tqess .. 
Rs.'. 544., i1'!1e .J)epartmrnt explau.red th~t the' excess · pf ~- ·•544 was · 
due to posting' of offic1~ls drawing higher pay. , Tbei item .was ,. • · 

.,· \dropped; .. ·.· ... ,··,· .. · ... ·11 •••. :i . J.r i .. ,,,:i ' . .::_: .. ,.'/'-.•>, 
,, . ·(7), PqgeAi .. Par'a~s.r:ead with page.168--LG,:cintNo·. l2~Gener:al 
Ad,riinistration-J 974-(xj)~Saving·Rs. 43,S20~At the :meeting'.:held on. · · ~-.: · · 
.15th.·April 1967, the\Pepartment.st~t¢·tbat thegrap,t \yas not utili~ed 
because the· Munjcipal Staff was' transferre~ to Notifi~~. ~ea Cqm:..·_ ·· ·· 

i _., . mittee, Gowadur andthe.amountIapsed .. The. Commissioner, Kalat' .- , 
was . requested to fix iespon~ipility. and take. suitable. action against 

. the offici~ responsible for not surrendering the a~ount. 'th. Govern:r· 
. c'.- .-i. ·: · ·· : ment.durmg that financial year, . The Committeedecided tha( furth¢r 

. progress ' towards fixing i the responsibility for non-surrender of the ~ . 
amount and . the action . takenagainst-the -person . responsibleshould 

· '.~e r~Qrtt;d., -· · .. · · · · .' : , : · · , '. , ': ·· . · ; _: 
. . ' .. - . '_ .:.:· . :,_ .- _· ' ' -?- ·.. _·' . ' I , • - • " _.·--· • . --:-' ·• ·_,_ , . ·-"1 ·., 

· .. ·The Depart:me11.t.n9w) explained· that officia\· ·of the,. office· .. · ... of · .: - ' 
. -,· Deputy Comtnissiola.er, .· Mekrari . who. was responsible. for .not surren~ .·. · 

~ering the JlllSpen~~ amopnt through the i2nd . ~ta~6ment O~ :Exees~es :i i . 
ap.dSurrenders dun,11.gJh.e said·v~r has s11;1ce died. 1}.e.then Deputy- . . · · 
C.0111missioz,.er has also r~tired from .Government. service, :': No action,' ... 

· is possible afthj~ belated stage against the personsresponsible, The · ,• 
item was-dropped. . · . : . · '-, : ; , ' ... . : · 

.·. ' (8') Page-,, Para. l2(i) re~d' witli pag(!.l 88,.;..,..9f~<;rd~t Nd.:2 Land: r~f; 
· R'ev'e11ue_,_Su'pptew(!ntaty (J:qmt proving: partly or wholly a u,iiiec_es- 
.sary~ · • . '· I . . ·. ~ ·-.-..;_ ·, i ,, . .';:. .. 

J, • r R-·-· ) ..... '. . .. . . s·.· . 
. Am~µnt :of Supple~ntary Gra~t · , ·i -\. ~ · l6A3,580 · 

,.. ·, Saving I 
1·.: 

c · ' · · · · · ·· ,,· ,:::'.i•-i ·. 8~07,637. 

r. 
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:t'he Depa.ttme1tt submitted the following explatiatiotis in ~<>n,ti- 
nuat10n.: or the explattation given on 15th_ ·April, 1967: --- · . · 

A-it . Special Reve~ue Establishment Rs.22~()24: ~ ··. . . . . 
The Revenu~ Officer, Ghulam Muhammac{,Barr:age 'was requested . 

to· supply the details of the vacant posts as well: as the.efforts made by 
the Departmentto fill in the same. The Revenue Officer intimated 
that the original papers were not available and requested that copies 

. of the following communications of· hj.s office might be supplied to 
enable himto forwa~d _an; appropriate rep'y :_4 . . \ . 1. · 

(1) . Copy of the letter· und~r which ~xt:Ca funds were demanded '. b 'hini,,.. . . .... . .·. ·: . -. 
y . . ! . • ' • • .t . ,: ) : · •... · 

. (2) Copy of the Jetter-under which sanction of,·t~e-staff was 
. · sought from Government. - . :'- .. . : 

.The Supplementary Grant of Rs, 53,850 was ·obtained hy the 'Land 
, Utilisation. Department for appointment of additional staff in con- 

. nection with the establishment of-villages and : release . of land. in 
Taluka J~~ti iti' Ghulam Muhainm~d ~arrage Prpject-in 1960-61. The 
Land. Utilisation · Department w.,as~ ,therefore, r~uest® te> supply the 
relevant record. That Department has intimated : that,!tlte relevant' · · 

-e- record p~rtaining tql960-6l was. transferred t9, A,.D.C . .' when .the' 
. G.·.M; __ Barrage.Pro3ect was transferred-to_ th~t Department, The 
relevant record _has been.misplaced in the Agricultural Development 

... Corporation · and that the· Utilisation Department· is not ip. a position · 
·lo rurnish the required details. · _ . . T . . _.. .. · .. _, . I ··_ .. _ . . .. · 

C-Survey Settlement and Record ()peratio.ns:._Rs. l,97,68J~The. 1 

actual i_reasons for the saving are given;below: ·-. :: .· ' ' . . . . ' ' ' 
1• 

. Rs. ),15,000- -. The. Connrussion~r, Bahaw~lpur has I t:Xplained 
thatagainst thefinal. grant of Rs. 4,12;88,0:San1 e:1l:pend1tur~ of . 

. Rs. 2,97,880 has been incurred during .the ;}'ear1 19Q<l-61. No . addi 

.tional funds .throti~h supplementary grant were -demanded. <The .. · 
entire _availa?le_ experie!lcep.Patwaris .could n_of br. employed ·~C?ause 

. 'the staff available m Districts was also busy in 'Colle~ting Rabi , land 
· revenue demands from April 1961; onwards. ffhe Patwaris already 

engaged for consolidation operations :_'could not be made available for 
f survey work: .. . . .. . . . . . . .. ; , . . . . , . 

;'. Rs . ., 82,687-.. Tlie ColD.l;llissfoner, -, Rawalpindi . reported t1'at 
. construction of Seh-Huddas could not be carried . put because' no ... 

.. contractor came forward to, undertake work d~p1te. b:rviting tenders; -~ 
L The· tenders Were invited on the following dates : ,...--, ~ . . . 

· · , . ({) 4th July 1Q60, . . · :,- · 
· (ii) 15th March 1.961.· . , .• . .. ._., . 

In order to __ assess the_·actu~l requirements qf theloc'al cHficers, .detailed> 
instructions have been issued. to them to forward monthly.statements 

·.· ofreconciled.figw:es Qfexp~ruUturb every :qionth to' ·th~. Boar~ '. of 
J:tevenue~/ This will enable t~e De]?a,rtm,ent n9t ohcy to . exercise 

1· 

J. 
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. ''- ~~eek over the' e~penditfue b].lt. also: to know.the#~xcess .requirementa .• 
and surplus amounts.. · · < _ , . ' > . • .. · -, ·· _ . · ·• · 

' ~ .. .:,, .. 1,. .~: •• . ..- »:» ' ·. :_-..· ;'.,, .:"· ', I • 

. , ' .·.. D-Colonisation~ Operatiqn's-Rs,,2,68,175::._Rs.' J;50;8'75 f- ·. The 
,Cq~ntjssjoner, . Sargodha has. explained- that · an amount: of· 
Rs. l,04,260 could not be utilised due'.'to\Jatereceiptof allotmepi.}rhe: 

_ addi_tfo~al · funds demanded ~y -the CoIIlmissioner during . that ,year · 
· .were inclu:.ded .in _tp.e Second· Statement :of ·ij:,i;.cesses arid Surrenders 

···and sentto the Finance.Department on.-19.th May~J96LThe Finance.,• 
. Department, ·- .. , vide, U.0., No. Bl-21(31)/60 dated 30.th May. 196l, · .. 

. . advisedthat an. app~cation for additionalgrant should·he_ submitted". 
-after meeting the ·excess demands oI the Jocal bflicefs, through · the· ·. 

I • • .. reappropfiation, .An. application for .supplementary grartt was fot~ 
wardedtoFinance' .. Department on. 6th.June, 196'1. .The Finance, . 
. Department sanctioned -the additional funds on the .23rd June, l961. _ 
:The._ sf.mctio!!1 _r~~ived fr~m· the Finaµ~e • Department w~s ,:,~onyeyed , 
to the Commissioner; Sargocfu.a on 27th June 1961. Btie to . late 
receipt, of the 1sal'iction:\the amount was .not utilised, The remaining .' 
saving of .Rs. 46,515 was due todetecdve budgetting bythe C6mmis- '· 

/ _ · sion~r, Rawalpindi. _ . The Commissioner .has been - requested to . fix 
1 -;- ·- responsibility and take suitable action. . , ~ , -~ _ '· , , -~.· 

. : ; 'Rs. 29is2o~The ·Colll1Iris~ion~;:, Hydcra~ad1: has t'~po~ted c -tbat . . :, 
Revenue,Surveyors and Survey ,Tapedars were engaged for rectangu- , .· 

_ lation workin Setharki Milio~hi Nawabshah 'District in anticip~lipn.: · ' 
of provision of.funds. The: work was· completed in· January, 19(;1. 
The 'Direct9r; :~ettlement and Land 'Records, Hyderabad, ·. h<;>wev~r, · · 
did not prepare the 'revised estimates-for' 1~60-61 correctly and ;-oven-~· · 
budgetted his-requirements inrespect ; of tectaMti1atlpp; 'work. in· 

· -. · Setharki.Minor, The Accou11tant responsibl~ f(>l: asking the supple- 
, mentary gra~t)1as since retired and the, officer concerned has· .. also _ / . 

expired. -·: Th~ adgjtfonal funds were· )>laced "at the / ~posal • .of tl)e · 
·Commissiotier,Multan.on23rd·May,.l96L ,.·The, .· grants}yere re- 

, . allocated 'by ".the .. Com~1ssioner, to the· Dep~'!.Y Commissioners on. Jth- , 
June; 19~L _ ThQ fundscould not . · be utilised fc:>r· the . -follo~g 

• . ; _;-- . - • • •. ' • - ·, • . -· ,J ·. ' . . / ·-1. • 

reasons : 7 . . , . · . . _ j, .<:: · . 
·.. . .. . (i . ' . ' . . .. . . . . . . . . ' . . . 1 . . . . ... 

· Rs. 9,{)00--Gertainarrears billsin respect of payofest~blislimen{ · 
... were prepared bY the I;>ep~ty Commissioner, S;:ihiwal arid sent tothe. 

<, Treasµry, Officer for paym,ent .. !n· June. -1961. ·. The bil1s were misplaced _ · 
. and could not be traced out in the- Treasury Office upte .the end of , .. ,_, 

- I ~ . fina:Q.cial,year_. > . . . . " . . . .. . - . ) . - . . . I. - I . . ' / . ec'> 

- "Rs. S,OOO--Or4ers were placed for $.e purchase of. tepts · and 
other furniture by . the Deputy I Comnu~s101;1er,,, Sahiwal:t These 

· _ articles were not supplied by the quarters concerned upto the,en~_of 
the financial year. - . . . - :·. · - ,, _ . , ~ 

, Rs. s;~Tlie ,provisi6fl.,for . Travelling) '!Allowance· for the 
Col<>nisation Officer and . bis sJaff was 'not utilised as the post of 

. r -) . .../'.~ . . . - .) 

i ,. 
) 

) __ ._ .,,.: . 
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Colonisation Offfo¢r remained-vacant.". The amount ·''fat .not:~---~ 
rendered-by .th~ Deputy Commissioner,' Muzaffargarh because· it was 

. thought.that the 'Colonisation Officer· would, .. be appointed-in. due 
.• course. ·The posting wa~ not made as expected, · '. . . . -~· · 

' . - . ' . . ., .. . ~ -- ' 

· :Rs.;26;246.-+-Tl\(} Colonisation Offi~r. -fh~l Project Col~ny _ 
Bhakkar has reported that the bills on aCG9unt Qf·rent .of 'building : 
were received by him on 9th-October, f960 frotn_the'Sub-Divis\onal ~:, 

·Officer (Construction), 'Thal Development Authority;· 'Since the bills" 
'relatedto thesame building hut were for different periods, only one 
consolidated bill was 'required to be prepared. . The bills were, there- . 

"': fore, returned to the Assistant . Colonisation Officer for justification': 
, of the recommendation required and he \wa~, also ·advised to obtain. 

( 'non-accommodation' and· 'reasonability of/rel).t'. eertificates from the 
· 1, Public Works_ Department, · .. The· matter remained . under corresppp- .' 

.. · . dence with 'the Assistant Colonisation .. Officer_ and the "Executive·.· .. 
: · Engineer, Multan. Provincial Division· ·upto the .ettd of the : · flnancial ... 

year and thus the fun.4s,could not be utilised. · · · · · · ·· · 
i . , ... ·. . j . . . . . .. ·•. . • .. ·. . Rs. 16,725-. · . Tlie Commissioner, Sargodha has- reported tbat the 

~aving 9LRs. 9,449''was. due to non-payment of arrears, The.remain 
mg s~ving of Rs. ~,516 was due to less touring by the· officers and the 
saving of Rs. 760 was due to posting of staif drawing lesser pay; . 

. ·_·-. R~. 26.109--The allotment was placed_atthe.· .disposal .of :the . 
... ; Co~sioner · Bahawalpur on 25th July, 1.:9q0~: .The Com.-~sion,er 

' ., . , . has reported -that· the fo~ow~g posts ;)rep;1a1~ed yacant W!th, effecr : 
\ from December, 1960,on .account of:tran.sfe:f pf officers · and.staff to. 

the COllS!Jlidation, operations : :- \ ' . . .. r . . . . I .· . • ,) 

1. .. Colonisanon Officer ~-- ... One ,, . 
\ 2~,. Colonisation Assistant One· 

3~ . Tehsildar . . Om,° . 
'' 4. Naib Tehsildars \ ,< 1 

. •\ Two ~I 
I 

.·. 5. Field ·Kantiligo$· ·· . ':., .. > ;; .:~. Four: .·1 
· · · . 6. · Patwaris. ·. . •) . . .. . . _._, · . . · 1. 

• .Twenty - (' 
· Th~ grant iii r~Pect. of 1the;.pay, travelH#g allqwance · .and ~earness 

allowance. -: and · compensatory- all(?wanc<rw,s. not. ~i:rendered. because 
· _ the staff was expected to be posted . for.. colo~tlOn .. operation at 

:any time during the-course of the· year .. Theposts.wete:notJUled· 
as was expect.. ed.· ' ,. · · 1 • ·· < : 1 

· · 
. ' I/ 1· 

. . . • E~2-D~TlU~ ·CHARGES •j - ;: .:_: · -; . . · .. 

. . . ~gainst th~ siipplemrnt¥J .grarit1 <?f ~. ·J4,2S/7.40 ·. a savipg · o,( : .. 
. Rs.' 5,65,218 has been shown under theSu~IIead '-~E-Distnct Charges· ···. · · 

. subordinatfto .,the M~jor Head "7iLand Reven"µe'\.· . .A. grant . of _1 
:.Rs._l,25,740was_·sanctioned for paymentof,Gompensatory;A!l°'!an~~ . 

· tolow paid s_taff. The remaining gr~t of:~ .. 1.3,00;00() was,san~tioneo 
· for pa~entqffees to Revenue staff for:~pying an,d: ~r~irara~1on of 
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.. 1 essential: revenue records, . The saving of Rs/~,65,218 ,occnried out 
' of the supplementary grant · of Rs. 19~00,000 as a· res'ult of the follow .. 

. 
1 

· ing factors:~· . . . · " . . · . · . . 
., . In AugustJ960, a scheme for ':'Revenue·Rciforms"\va~Jaunched · 

und~r -~rec!ive orthe Gq~emor f9r the. ~trea~g of .the reve~ue _ 
administration, One of its fundamental .. objects was . to· .provide · 
opportunity to the public for an .. easy access to Revenue "records. 

. The Board of :Rev~nue decided that an-additional. copy of the, essen 
·. tial Revenue records should .. be· prepared and .- pl~~ed in .jhe • Union 

Council '.offices for its. free use by .the public, · In order to implement ·'< 

this scheme, the.Finance Department-was requested demi-officially on 
·. 3rd November; 1960 for the· allotment of Rs. · 8,00,000. , The Finance' .. 

' · Department sanctioned Rs. -3,0(),000 for this purpose. · Since the: · 
Head-of Account underwhich the.expenditure.was· to bedebitedwas 

. -not .. mentionedin '. the sanction. theFinance'Departlll.ent\vas requested 
· on 5th Deceinbet.196Q·tointlmate .· the Head of. Account.. The 

Fjriance-,DepartµientadVIB.ed on· · 14th December; 1960·. that the .. 
expenditure should· be 'debited to the Head-"? -Land ,Revenue.-E..;Land 

· · R.ecords-E-i-Superintenden¢e-Contµ1gencies" .. Ii 'was·tfrund. that. the , · · 
· Head qf Account indicated 'by the Finance Department was.incorrect 

, because. the local officers were not competentto •.. draw the! amount- 
, fromthe said Head of Account. · The Finance Department wasagain 

requestedto._charige t~e Head .of Account from ."7-Lanq Revenue-Ee 
Land Recprds~-Superintende'rtce:.contingehcies" to· 7-:Land Revenue , 
-E-Land-R¢co·rds .. E-2~District Charges", In the mean-time it. was .. ·,, 
considered that the- amount. pf Rs. 3,00,000 sanctioned by the Finance. · ' 

" Department was inadequate to_ 'meet the' actual · · requirements of .the , 
< local officers, \ In ,this connection a rmeeting was held: in the µffi~ of, 

·.:the Member, Board of Revenue on 2nd. :Marcll~ J96L The then ..'. 
.. Finance Secretary;(~frA.G.N.· Kazi,CS,P) also- participated in 'this 
meeting. :As a result qfthe decision arrived at, the.Fii)ance Depart 
ment sanctioneda grant ·or Rs.10,QO,OO~vide ,U.o .: -dated:- 25th·, 
Marc~ J9JiL·. On. 1st April • .1961,; .the finance Departn;ieht was 
again requested toindicate the Head. · of Account, ' The- - .Finance 

. · Department~ in their endorsement dated 24th April 1~61., intimated ' 
theHead ofAccount. 'already suggested ::bYthe 1Departtnene Jt 

- would, ·there(ore;· be gee:Q. that' the provision o.f. 'funds in facf. was 
finalised only on 24th April,. 1961. The grant Qf Rs.)3,00,0()0 sane.;.·. 
tioned. by the Finance Department was allpcated to the J¢Uowiµg · 
officers: ·-· . .. '". ·;. '; ,. : )--'- < ., · . \. 

.. .- Local. officer , .' , . . - ,, i' ' > ' 'A.mount 

. Directorof Land Records, Lahore. Rs. 9;76~070 ... 
. Commissioner, · Khairpur . Rs. ;l,0.6,650 · .' 

Commissioner, Hyderabad .: ... ~Rs. 1,82.280 
·, Commissioner, Quetta : · · Rs. 35,000· 

", ' :_,( ,·. . ' . .'·: I ,\ .,. I,- 

(, Total -:<i:s'.13,00,000 ', 

·' ., . 
~ . ' I , 

' ' 
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" Rs. 2,41,288-The Director, LandRecords ha.8: reported th~t the ·, 
'. allotment of R$. 9,50~000 was placed at his disposal on 3rd May, 1961. -· / 

· · · ·This .grant was re-allocated. to the District :offices. ·iToe. local. officers._'"· · -, 
:: of the· Northern Zone could 1n:ot utilise the ent¥.· amount allotted, to ... · . 

. them forthe preparation of Parat Zamindar within the financial year 
due to· short time- at their disposal, · _ t _ -, . .· ... · · · . , 

'- . Rs. l,0(;,65()eThe: Commissioner, Kliai~ur has reported that 
the supplementary. grant. of. Rs. l,82,280 was 'allotted for .payment of . . . :: 
fees of Revenue Records. - This work was: to be done by qualified 

, 'Patwariswho were not rcildJly availableduring-the period from May I 
· · to June, 1961. .· The qualified Patwaris aleardy ·~v~jlable on the . dis->: .. ·. 

· tri~t establishment were busyin preparin~ .Iahd'<revenue' demand .; . 
, i statements for Rabi 1961.and its-collection, 'Hencethestaff.for the· 

· purpose c611Id not be appointed and the a,rnou,nt lapsed .. · · "·. __ -. ... ·· 
.. , Rs «, - .. ,06,650-Tb.e Commissioner, Kha'irp,ur h~s reported" that. 

' ""'. the· supplementary, grant ~as .placed tit his. disposal during May and 
') une 1961; Ior payment. off ees . to the Revenue ·. staff for copying .and 
preparation of Revenue Records. :Tb.ls work could notbe assigned· 

- to the ~atwaris as they were busy in prepa;ting 1and revenue demand 
~statements for Rabj ·1961~ and its 'collection, .: · . . .. · 

. , . Rs; 35,000-Tb~ Commissioµer,· Quetta has reported that , the 
'allotment of .Rs.35,000 wasreeeived in Jhe middle 1of May, _1~6t .. 
The preparation of Parat Zamindaia in)the·:various districts could not 

... be undertaken because the experienced a~ailab\e Patwaris were busy . 
m collecting land revenue demands. ., Henc~ · the saving. 

_ The decisions of the, Committee were ::as under r-> \ 
A·-3,:,SpecfqJ Revenue' Establishment-Rs. 22,024-.' The item was 

deferrt:d for cohsider~tibn in the next meetini of th~ Public Ac~U!),tS 
Committee as· the Department: requested for: more time.to re-examine . 
the matter. -, ·. · - · .· ·. " ··', ·. ,. · i • •• ". - . , ' · · ····~ · 

' C~Surv(!y Setilern~~-t and Record. iJp~rations;-i.Y .. l,97!6877 
Rs. 1,15,0~The explanation furnished by··the Department did not 

· contain details and it was .not clear what, action Department , had " 
taken toavoid recurrence of such matters in future .. The· Committee , 

,_ .' .decided to def er the' consideration of the item whfoh will come up • · 
.,_ -·· . . .aga4t With ~he accounts of 1962~63 ·, Wh.et,l the ·; °D.epattment ·, would . 

fur.q1sli' full.inf ormation; , , '. · 
. . . ' ·:. Rs .. 82,687- ... ·· Thi .e~pla~atfort df.tlie Oepattment was accepted -. ~ 

· and· the item WfiS dropped.: .. :-; . ·· · \ . ' .· · 

D·Colonisatio~ 0 perations-«. · . -. , , . . _. . . ~ · 
Rs. \1,50,~75---;(a) Rs •. · t,04,260-Th~it,em \Vi!.s dropped;_, _ 

• (b) Rs. 46,515-. ~u&ject to action being taken by th~ Departm~nt 
the Item w,as dropped. ·· _ ·. · : . ., · · , 1, ' 

. Rs. 29,~20-· Th~itein, wa~ dropped. . (, -, · , 
. ~. ". . .,,.. . -". ~ _\• ---- ,':, . '·.. ;; 
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·-. _ .. 'Ihese-amounts.were-retainedfor a period of two·years:arid~were'.' · .. 
paid (during the year 1960) when pointed .out.by,. the .. Audit. the 
withdtawal of th~ amounts from the Treasury, and t~eir retention in 
the office for about twoyears was irregular. ·. The remedical measures,.,,' ; 
~f any, 1*eI1 by;theD~partment•had··not been.reportedto Audit._ · 

_ · . Atthe ~eet!llg h~ld (in ~S-~V 196,7, the exp)anatiori of.the;D~part- ~1 

ment regarding items' (2} and (3) was accepted. . Regarding item · at · 
-, serial number.,(l),-the Department statedthar the amount.was'drawn- · 
.· from the Treasury duriJ;ig ·195g and disbursed' ~o·the labourers during 
" 1960 .. ' ,The retention ·of this 'amount fqt a· period _of two years was 
due to the .non-availability of .the-whereabouts of the . labourers- ·as 

' .t.bcy had 'lefttheir villages on .account of · scal'.city of water, { The 
. comments. of' the Comptroller. · were called for. who advised. that the· · , • 
irregularity in question 'should be condoned with; the sanction of com-': 

,·1*te~t.autlit>rity.: .The·µiatter has beenreferredto :tbf:Fitiarice De- 
', • partment for condonation of_ t~ein:egularity. . • . , : . I '• } . C ···.'. l. 

The Ccmmittee not l,emg satisfied with this-;explan~Uori asked . · : , 
the Department to. explain1 the f~llowing_ points.:·- · 

(a} 'Why was the money not disbursed in.time' and 'where 
· "was it .kept? · · · 

.. -:·' '.(- 
·_\ 

• 1 

. .. • .• I 

'( .. 3 ,oo 
(· ~~ . ,\ 

. · l · · ::. -~~31J() ·. 

, ~·· , · ],000 
J. 

:·.~ 'For payment to 1.a:i,oure~~. 
. . ' , 

Ta.cilM·i 'Loan,' 
' " . I 

31st Maioh' l958' . 
I;.,. 

- . 2fth .. Ja.nua.ryl958 
. --~. -~. . ,· ··,. ......_ 

, 33th November l9li.8 

~! - -, 
I ' Rs. 

) I_,/" 

. -.~.,-.~.-~- --~,,_~--· _, _,_ __ ~---...---,-____,.~~~----,-~~ ~ . _, '. - ; 

'· 

I l. 
·, · . S,eria.l · · ,Amount 

. ·No • 

-, 

•. 
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. 'Ri: 19,000-The ex.pianatfon'given by .tb.e\.I>epar;tment '!as not 
- satisfactc;,ry. The item was;-therefore; deferred to ~e takenup)\loµg-. 

with the ·accounts.,fotJ962-63 when the Department would -. furnish: .. 
. \ ftill. details-and reasons for which.Incorrectstatement yva$ gi~end'Qring ·, '.·· 

the last meeting ... , · . · · . · · : - \ ····.· : . . · - · · .. 
. .. , .: .. ··.:·,.Rs.·. 26,246-Deferred to. be taken :u.p alongwith the"'accoutits'· 
f or 1962-.63. . .· -' ' .· . '· _ · , ·· · . . I . , · 

' - ·. ' .. - . . - ''\\ - I ' ' . ·- .. -. . -. ;' .. - -c ' - . 

. ·.· Rs;, 16,725;..::...Dropp~cL-, · ·.· ~ 
· ,, R& 26,109"c'Dropp~. .: . /.• 

E~2-Di~JrictChiirge~Dr.opped.· . · ·, . 
' .: -· (9) Page 99-:/te• Stbres·'Ac_counts-The item .was 'dropped from" 

- 1 hereand would be taken'up_with the a~counts fot-1961-~2. · . , ·; \ ' 
·;. (lO)Pag~ '49~Para. 64~Wiihdrawal from TreasuryJn qnticipaflun · -. ,·,,; 

: of actual requiteme~ts---+IJi this .case the f ollowing amountswere drawn . 
from the·Tr~asury f or the. purpose noted.against ~ach: _:; ' 
-----=---'~-.-~...,._-,-----,,'---.-~-----~--:-,-.-~-~----..,._...,..-1· ~-- ...-..---,. 

; ~ - 'I: ~ . • . . ,-- .-~ . - - 

. :Oate o( withdra.~aJ Burp()Se pf w~thdra'll:a'i 

_I 

."1. 
· .. \ 

\. ; \ 
·' 

'· 
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' (b} Whether muster rolls w~re·prepated an,ci' if so they should 
_ be produced. ', [ , · r". -. ": , 

(c) what was- the evidence that the· same labourers came 
· back and-were paid the money? 

1Jie Department .now explained that: "7"' • . . 

, _(i) the concerned labourers left their .v'illages_due to scarcity 
.- of water and thei.r whereabouts were not known. Hence 
' the money was deposited into Oovetnment Treasury, · 

-·· vide.State, Challan No: 47 dated 29-6.@un(l,er Head 
. ''XVII-Irrigation.:.Undishursed"; · . , 

' (iz) the amount was deposited .and as such the question of' 
. production of' muster rolls does not arise; 

·. (iii) as stated.in item {i) above. . 
. · .. ··· Thematterwas referred 'to .. Ftnance Department for condonation 

· ofthe irregularity who made certain.queries. Replies thereto.· were. 
furnished.to Finance · Department. · However, there were some disc 
repeneies in . the inf ormation supplied· by the· local officers which are 

· being ~ot. reconciled. therefroi;n and 'reply 'is still awaited _ from the· 
Commissioner. Dera Ismail Khan. • 

. . The explanation of the Department wasaccepted anci th~ para: . 
was. dropped:. -- _ · - '. _. ·· ·.. ·.· . : ·. :·.i 

: The Audit pointed out thatthe comments incorpotafed in column· 
7 of the Working Paper were, in fact, not theii' comments. The Com 
mittee directed the Department that in future they should not attri 
bute, in the comments, toAudit the words which they had 'not used. 

• g .. - . !- . . . ' , ·. . .. . - ~: ·~ . l ( . . ;. • ·~ 

. (H) .Page,56-Pilra. 81 (iiz)-In this case a . sumof Rs. 2,33.100 
was· originally .placed at. the disposal. of a Deputy Commissioner: for 
expenditure on certain works during the year 1959~(,: · The · above -· 
amountwas, however, reduced to. Rs. 2,09,.000 py an · order of· the 
Board of Revenue dated 29th June 1960 but' was not communicated 

·. to the Deputy Commissioner before the lst July 1960. - .Simultaneons 
ly .the Deputy Commissioner. who had· not drawn by 28~h June 1960 
a sum of Rs. · · 62,534 · out: of the original , · sanctioned. · amount of ',l 
Rs. 2,33,100, drew this balance from the treasury ori the 29th June 
1960 in order to avoid the lapse ofthe grant and credited on the same 
date in advance under the Receipt Head of Agriculture. Department 
tomeet thehire charges of-tractors to be supplied by theDepartment . 

· during the-next financial year. ·· Anticipation of demands with a view · 
_ to avoiding the lapse of budget grant was thus irregular. "The advance 

· - was adjusted· against the work bills of the J\.gricultute · Department , · .-. 
"'··· .: · received during 1960-61 but were not even: noted in: any contin- · . 

. gent register, Besides, sums of Rs. _17,939 ·and. Rs. 1;910 were paid 
- in cash in May and June 1960 respectively to Naib-Tehsildar' for pay- 

, ment on 'account oil the work but the acquittance rolls, etc, were not 
received from him till February 1961 which ~howc;<l thaJ tlt~ amounts . . .. ). ,• .· 
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. ·, (iii) what W~S the amount that was paid? 
Tha Departin:el}rnow explained seriatutti -as under: -.· -~ . 

'W ''The .money was drawn from the Trea~ufy on 29-6-1960; 
(ii) The money-was.paid to the Agriculture Department,-Dera 

· Ismail Khan on 29-6-1960. · . · '= · . 
. :·. (iii) ·Rs. 62~534 ... · . . . . , 

' . The mattet W~sOref ~irell to the Finance Department: .'fb:~ir. .reply 
is stillawaited. · The' Conumssioner, Dera 'Ismail Khan has, however; 
been· asked to intimate as to why the acquittance· rolls o( Rs.-17~939 

· and Rs. t9l0 paid in cash, were·notprepatedand-:reasonstherefor?· 
R~ply is 'still awaited:. . . ·_. · . ·: · ·· • , · . 

. · The- ,committ~e deterred th~ .para, tQ ·. be taken up a1c>tigwith the 
.amounts for the year' l~6Z·63, - ·· - - - · 

! ~ . . \ 

. (zi when. the money was drawn; 
': (h) .when the money was. paid; 

were ~yi~J: unsp~nt with :bimi~t.1!-ougn:i;ese .. haci;:~ead1 b_ee:n shown 
. as paid in the -accounts of District Nam. . Itfurth;er .indicated ·that·· 

·.. · .· ;. the. actualpayment ofthe amount advanced was not watched by the . -main office; . . _ . • .. ' .. ' I . · . • ' 

. . At the meeting· Jleld,~:on ,28-f,.1967, the Department stated 
tha~ a _sum (?f Rs, 62,5~4 out of the above mentioned grant was ·~:rawn; 
from the Treasury on.29th June, J960 under the authority .obtained 

. by the Revenue Extra Assistant Commissioner; DeraIsmail Khan on 
a~ount ofhire _of Buldozer ·· in respect· ot. various. .. Kamaras . works 
which were already under execution. The work hills;.and the com 
pletion certificates 'of Kamars · works were· riot received. by.him from 

. the 'Agriculture Department and ·as such the . above amount was· 
· again deposited in advance under the Receipt He~d of' the Agricul- · . 

· ture Department. ·The• contingent register · had been: completed and ··. 
theacquittance-rolls . had . been - received fro~ ; Irrigation :Naib:;, . 
Tehsildars. ·. However, the official· concerned· who obtained payment · 
orders of both the amounts hadbeen warned to be· careful in.future, · · · r., 

1 . . The· comments <Jf · the Comptroller were· called for in this behalf .who 
advised that the. amounts were' drawn in anticipation of- actual 're- 

. quirement simply to avoid lapse c0f funds· and it is serious irregularitY.: 
in terms of paragraph .. 96 F .R.- Volume I . read - · with rule 290 of 
Treasury Rules, · Volume I. · ff should be· got condoned with the 
sanction of 'the Finance Department, , ·The. matter has been referred· · 
to ,.the Finance · Department for condonatioaof this .irregularity, · 

. . ·'The Cojji~ttee n:~t being satisfied with this explanatioh{directed. ... 
that detailed inf ormation including all the relevant · and : coJ:metted 
figures should be furnished bythe Department. · The infotma~on 

. ,,hoµld also indicate asto- ·- ,. · · · i. ;·. . ·;, , • . 

2()8 '. · 

\ -·· 

.I 
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3.,390 31st Marc~ 1958 -· ~.. 291;:h June 1960 (refunded- 
- i~t ~ tr.eas ~~y). . ~ 

.. -· - Apart from the above, a sum of Rs: 75,2()0---:was drawn oil account . 
of.taccavion 19th December, f960 out ofwp.icha-sWil of Rs._16,700 · 
remained undisbursed upto _ 10th February,;,1961. .The above prac- - 

. tice being not in conformity with the financial. rules, was brought to , 
· the notice by the Audit for strict observance of rules in future . 

. . At the meetingbeld,on28:.t-1967,',the Departrnent: stated that 
delay .in-the payment of these advances wasdue to non completion-. - 
of revenue files and distribution ofmoney toi:the Zatnindarswho were . · 
livhig in district rural areas and assured that in futureno delay would 
.occµr in the disbursement of taccavi mqne}t · · · 

. The . explanation furnished, ·. by the. Dep~rtni~iit . was. - 1'ot . cort-. 
sidered ··satisfactory. The Committee directed thatthe Department 
should furnish full details in respect of eacliitem. . . . . .. 
• . . . ' . • . . t' - :··. . .- '. ;;- ' .- :; ... · . 

· The Department now explained.that the Deputy Commissioner, 
· Dera .Ismail Khan has reported thatout of the nine amounts, · the 
amount of Rs .. 2,50'0 only at serial . No. 7 retafes to-the taecavi Ioans. 
This amount was .kept undisbursed in g9oq faith for tcsm~ll: period 
due to late completion of revenue files, etc, .(AS advised 'by the Audit 
Dep.~ttnen.t,: the FinanceDepartment W8$ J·eqµeste4 to -condone the 
ir,rg~larity involved in the matter. -, The Fi,nance Department .have: 

• ..: ! • :! . , 

.•. 26t~ October 1960; · 

2;1500 30th Junel960 

· .. · -434 ' 30th June l!.}60 

-- 
538 26th June 196.0 

843 ~ 1st _June 1960. 

_,. 
9th rebrua;y 1961. .: 
·. : . ( . . 
2_nd fAu_g:u.st l 9-6Q. 

29tlf August' li 9-60. ·. 
• .•. ~St~ July196(.). . .. 

:'. ....... -. 

..... 
9thiFebru·ary 1961 •. _ 

): ., ·, ' . 
/_ - 

:9th IFebruatY 19.61. · 
. ' ). ,. . / 

.•• e: 

· 29t~ . .August 1960., 
·Rs. 
804 26hh June 1960 

1,008 26ih Junel960 

321 26th June 1960· 

48 26th June 1960 

( 

Date of ae.tuaz · 
. payment 
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· requirements : '-- 1 
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. '. 1 · The dateof paymeat in each case would show that allJhe pay- , 
. ments were wade. within. the s~me. financial . year and that .ir+~gular .. , 
withdrawal of money to avoid Iapse of budget grant, was not involved. 
The Department assured that such irregularities would be· avoided 
in future. _ . -- · , . 

. ~ The amounts menti~ned -~rseri~l Nos: /to. 6 and 9 related - to 
~- - \ Kamara works which were keptundisbursed due to the facYihat most · 

;of the ]diatedars · lett/their .villages due to scarcity of water and their·. - !j 
· , wltereabouts were npt known . .;n(e N~ib-Tehsilclar, Itrig.ati<:>n, con- . _ 

cernedfound them after a great search in whole of the district - and 
even in the other· districts of the. provinces Thereafter payment was 

- '.made to them. 'Ihe.Commissioner, D. L Khanhas been asked to 
r: c intimate whether muster rolls were prepared. He has also been · 

J asked . to reconcile some discrepancies; ,• The amount rhentiQned at 

Dateof payn,eiit 
' 

.: --Serial . _ Amount 
No, 

? , 
~ --~~-------1-~,,_.;...;_.__. __ ~~~1-,.---.----...----~~-..__ 

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

advised that . departmental action be taken against the drawing and 
. .disbursing. officer responsiblefor drawing the.moneyin advance Qf.. 

· requirements.toavoid lapse of budget-grant before further action is 
taken by them .. · TheDeputy Commissioner has.been asked to take 
necessary action accordingly, _ The details of Rs. J6, 700 showing tlie. 
dates .?f.: withdrawal and dates of payment were given -as below : T""'" 

-c, 

·~ 300· 

) 
<~1.· 

, ! 

Rs • : 
. ' 

. :\ 1 700 l.9th December 1960 J4th'Jan~aI'yJ~a1. 

2 2,500 , 
-,, mtto ·-· ..... 7th re~ru:e,ry _1s61. 

.. -· 
3 2,400' Ditto \ .. · &th j'e 1_>!iary· 1_96i. 

fl 300. :J!itto .. 9th February i961. 

5 1,800 Ditto .. l~~~ebrtiary 1961 

6 2,000 .. Ditto ltlth February 1961.- ~ . 
i 7 500 Ditto 18th FeO:ruary 1961. 

8- 600 Ditto· . t. ~~th February 1'961. 

9 ·1,400 Ditto Si:liMaroh i961.. 
.. - 

)0 I 500 Ditto 8th March iser, 
II 800. ·n~tto 15th April 1961. .) 

12 1,200· - Ditto 19th :May_l961~ 
)~ 

13 .1,200 ' 
rntto lst-J_une 196L 

. ~ .. 800 Ditto 
)· 

9th June ·1961. 14 
- 
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-- Only Ghulam Akbar, accused . was convicted ' while the others · 
were. discharged or acquitted. · · As a . result. of·. the departmental 

: action taken all the officials except ~ abi Bakhsh, were dismissed from 
·· ··service. Out of the above amount, a sum of Rs. 200/ 13 pertained 

. toe the arrears.of land revenue which was; deposited 'by the, accused 
official: · The remaining amount was misappropriated by way of 
receiving the cash from the land revenue defaulters .. 'The comments 
of A:G: were invited, who advised that the deposit of- Rs. 200/ 13 

-rnay be got verified from theAudit. The Commissioner.: Multan· 
.Division bas been addressed accordingly. His reply is still awaited. · 

· •. ·' . .' --. • I : . . _1 ._ •• _- - ,· 'I . . - . . 

. .. . The'. representative. 'of the Department orally stated that they .' 

.- had received lntimation.on the telephone that this was, in fact, not f.l· 
case of embezzlement but a· case ofmjsposting of the.recoveries made, 

'; which had been credited to a wrong head .. _.· There were no documents 
which could. be produced to substantiate their stand. · : . · · . 

The Committee, therefore, .deferred the .para. to. its next series . 
_ of meetings when tb:e Department would . produce do.cuments m · 

· support of what they had stated and showing chronologically what had - 
actually happened. The .Committee noted that if this was a case o1 

. rr,.faposting. of recoveries; obviously, the prosecution of· the-four men, 
except for the amount ofRs, 200•13 was uttjus~ified/ A,nyway, the 

- Department should wake a probeinto the matter and \e.t the Com- · 
-: · mittee · have their· final.explanation giving·/ full · details · as · tb . the 

.reeoveries, ' ·. ' . ' . . - - ' - . . 
. · The. para. was deferred to be taken up -alongwith the : accounts. 
for· 1 %2-63. · . · · : -~ · . ·' c_ 

,,. 
.. 

.: ~erial'No. 8. relat.es to T.A. of Abdur.Rashid Khan, ex~D~uty Super-· 
intendent of Police which was payable to his Widow Mst.. Sbirin 

_ Begum'. 'The widowdid notturn upintimeInspite of repeated.calls, 
On her appearancein the office the amount was disbursed to her on 

_ the very date viz. '26-10-1960: . - . _ . · · · · 
' . I f . . , . . · 

· Subject to condonation of irregularity, 'the.para:was dropped. 
_· _ . (13} fage '523, P.<ira:·4t.:.,..During the course : ~f. inspection a · 

tehsildar . on •· .· special duty reported · · that . · an 'amount _ of 
Rs. 16,224 was .misapproprjated by the staff of a tehsil from· the · 
Accounts. of Cash Rent. : · .. 
· - The explanation given in the.Working Papers was that the em 
bazzlement of- Rs. 18,224 was ·. detected .· by. the police and the 
following officials \tere challaned : .- ... · .- · · 

, (!}' Ghulam 'Akbar. . <--,· . ' ... -· . ·. 

· . (2J Rahim Bakhsh. 
.. (3) J~fabi-Ba:khsh. . . -1 

( 4) Ghulam Hassan .. 

' /, - 
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•. ~:· ·_:·U4):. Plige 523~ para~49-... A'Nazir absconded arid, when.' the· cash 
· ·- \"box-in his custody wasopened by the -Nazarat. officer, it was fpun4. 

-thata.sum ofR.s~ 5;991 had been.embezzled,' ' . . . . . i· . ·. ·· ·_. ·•··The ·Departme:nt explained that a . criminal case was· registered 
against M. Shah Nawaz, the then Assistant District Nazirwho had mis 

'appr()prlated Government money a1p.ounling tQ Rs. 5,991 but. he was .. 
ultitnately acquitted; A revision petition was filed in the High Court. 

- . ~gainst that, acquittal and the. case Was remanded. . With the· directf<>n 
· of High CQurt_Jhe case was again entrustedto the Special· Judge, , 

·· Peshawar, who filedthe .proceedings againstthe official, Against 
that order· the . Government •· declined to file any · revision. . The . 

· · .Govetnmentple~der 'advised that the only remedy · was to sue . 
: Mr ... -.·. Shah Nawaz in a Civil· Court fqr the· misappropriation-of. the 
. amount. This course could,. be useful only if tlfe accused owned any 
immovable property; which could be attached.and sold.Inrhs event, 
of .the same eliding in decree: · The accused· owned ··only: 4 kanals of 

· agricultural land valued at .about Rs, 1,500: <Th.e' accused . was dis··. 
missed from service about l 3 years back and no pension was granted 
to him. · Moreover, he has sineedied. It was recommended by - the -, JJ. 'C, that Msistant:District Nazir and District Nazir cannotbetried 
in a coµrt of Law as tbey.were not held respon,sible by the High Court 
for loss df the amount in question and there: was no , choice but to ·· 

.. .:» ge( -tlie ainou,nt written off. - The comments of A.G. were invited who. 
· advised to get :the amount written, off with the sanction ofcom.petent 
authority. The roatt~r was referred to Finance Department who. - 
raised some queries, The information i~ being follected ·from CQm- - 

·· nussi9ner,~ Sargodha whose reply is still awaited. . . . . . . 
. . The linance J?epaitmenfi ~*ed the. Department to ~upply th~ 

-i:ri{ormatlon regarding the maximum amount, that the District NB.Zlt 
~ could have in his custody at a· time and .the amount of security that 

_ the District' Nazir of-Sargodha had -to furnish. They . would ~ also 
wantto know for how long J1.n amount in · excess of the -amount: 
which he- could legitimately have in his custody could remain with 

./ - him undisbursed and, if the District Nazir was, at thattime on leave, 
whether the Assistant District Nazir. who held charge, and fumishe4. 
any security and, if so, of what amount? · _ · - 

· The Com:mittee were of the view that unless these Points. were 
· clarifi¢d and the,·write o:ff finally sanctioned by the. Finance Depart- 

-ment the item would have to come up again with the accounts for the · . yeaf i962-6~. ." : _ , · . ·. . . ·. c .· · -, · · .C . · ·· , . .: ., -~-- . 
. . (15) Page-523~ pqra •. 5(}-.:.-In .this case fines amounting to ·Rs.1,460< .· 

, were not depos] ted into the 'treasury. . ·· : . , 
::. . The Department explained that:-the entire aµ:rount.of ],ls. C460 . 

<>Ii account of less deposit fine recovered from • Zulfiqar Ali, Sh.ab ·: 
(Assistant District Nazir) . accused was. .credited · 'into ·.Government·· 
treasury on 19;2-19~2 'under 'head XXI~Adtninistratiori· of .Justice 
Judicial Fines.' · Further more Zulfiq~r Ali Shah was· convicted ... and - 

• ~ - 1 . \ 

·so2 · .. ; I 

·i '. 
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sentenced to one month's R. I. under Section 409 P.P.C.1 .Simul 
taneously he 'was dismissed from the· servicein departmentalenquiry -~ 
The para. was dropped. _ . . 

(16) Page 527, para. 62-In this case in Nazarat office of -a 
Deputy. Commissioner, the arrears as detailed below were found 
outstanding oil the dates noted against each : - _ . _ . 

(i) Recovery of fines, Rs. 32,160 dated Hie .10th February, 
1961. . . . , . · .. 

- (bl Pauper suit, Rs .. 4,333 dated 31st 'January, 1961. 
(iii) TaccaviLoans, Rs. 4,86;613 dated 3lsfJanuary~ 1961 (Plus 

· interest). . · · · · . ·_ · ---- 
. The matter was examined by the Committee ·on. 28th 'January, 

1967. As regards (i), theDepartment stated· thatthe recovery was· 
being made. The Committee was not satisfied with the speed of 
recovery· of the. amount and directed that the Department · should 
expedite the issue at the earliest. Regarding (ii), the Committee was 
mformed_ that_ Mie amount inquestion had since beenrecovered.and 
credited .into treasury. The item. was dropped subject to veriflcation 
of recovery by Audit. .. · .I , · · , 
. · As regards (iii) the Department explained that of Rs. 4,86;613 
Taccavi Loan, _ au amount of _Rs:... 4~26,622 has since been 
'recovered. Against the balance of Rs. 59, 991, Rs. 38,112 represent · 
arrears due from evacuees and Rs. 21, 879 are recoverable from 1the 
taccavi dues .in the district. · The Department stated . that strenuous 
efforts were being made to recover the balance as early as . possible. 
Necessary action against the officers at fault - in this 'case has been 
taken and two Revenue Officers have been charge sheeted. · 

,, -, The Committee then directed that the .sum· of Rs; '4.,26,622. which 
has since been recovered should be got verifltd· by' the' Audit at the 
earliestand reported to the· Committee at its next meeting. Regarding 
Rs. 38,112 stated to represent arrearsdue from evacuees the Depart 
ment was. directed to get further information as to whether efforts 
have been made to recover the same from. those persons to whom .. 
the property must havebeen.allotted and if so, what efforts? · The 
Committee further desired that effect should be made to speed :up the 
recovery of the amount of Rs .. 21,879 recoverable from the __ .taecavi 
dues in the district. · ·· · · 

As r~gards (irthe Committee was now informed that ,entire 
amount has been recovered. -Subject to verification.byAadit the item , 
was dropped. · _ · 

As regards (iii) it was stated that it is not possible to recover 
this "amount from the allottees _ of the lands who are generally very 
poor. Besides most of themhaveIett the district after disposing of 
their lands. An amount of Rs. 15,150 has since been recovered and . 
the balance of Rs, 6,729.is expected to be recovered soon for.whfoli 
efforts are being made. : · · t • 

•·. 
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Leaving- nothirig "in Civil and ~ri~~al Court Deposi~. .. The · 
. irreguJ,arj.ty of keeping the amountm Civil and CouJt Oepo~it-_has, 
.: however been noted for _ future guidance: .. The .irregularity ·_ has . 
-been· co~doned with the ccncurrence <>f1 the·,Finance Departntept. 

-- • I • • •. · , ' : . . , , · • . ,· ,· ·- I 

12~801 ·63 r: : 

250·00· - 
. .Total. . ... " 16,154·76 

From the total · amount of Rs. 16;154•76 · an expenditure ,of 
Rs. 2,596· 13 ha? been inpuqed before the inspection ~,Y _the audit 
party, The balance was drawn fr~mtreasury from .time !o time and on 

-31-54962, there was only a balance of Rs. 3,584·80 which was also 
d:Iiawn'from the treasury arid disbursed to the quarters concerned 'on 
.the.following {l~t_e : - -1 .. 

: 1 .. 1-63 2,349·72 
't9-2~63 .· .299·91 

1 j?it~1 . . I ~:~:;i . 
TQ~tal -, - : 3,584·80 

Rs'. 
757·00 

2,346i13 - ·, .... 
(i) Fr. Levies (Cost of arms) . 
\ . '· . . . '. . 

: · ·/(2) 25:-GA-Staging Bungalow 
. . . . . Contingencies 

· (3), 25-UA (Office contingencies) 
(4) 7-Land Record .. 

r 

- ' 
· 
0: The Committee directed that the Department should continue . r 

its· efl'orts to make recoveries of' the · balance ·: amount · and . get it 
,_ . . . -verified. by the Audit. Subject to these remarks, I the : item <was - ·.· ~ 

. dropped, · · • · · . 
. . .· APJ>ROPRIATION Accousrs 1961-62. . 

.. · .' {1)- Page11: para:'&-Drawal of amounts at the end ~t Fiilaticial . 
year and crediting the same under . "Civil and Criminal Coyrt ·· 
Deposit'tto avoid lapse of Budget Grani-"'.-lf1 'an office a , sum -of 
Rs. 16,154 was drawn in June, 1961, and credited onthe same. day : 
into a. treasury under the head "Civil· and Criminal Court· Deposits" 
just to •. _ av1ojd_ lapse}>f the _budget grant. Out of the. above amount 
Rs. 2,595 were later on withdrawn and the balance of Rs. 13,558 
remained undisbursed upto February; 196~. The above procedure of 

:- drawal .of. money to avoid lapse of budget . gran; and · allowing a. 
major amount' of the same to remain undisbursed was. · againsL._the . 

. principle of. withdrawals from the Public Accoun], · 
· ----. The. Department- explained that the following contingent, 

amounts were withdrawn from the Treasury : at the· close of the 
· financial. year 1960"'61 -and _placed· in .Civil . and Criminal Court. 

Deposit: - · · · • ·.· _ · _ · _ , - 

Details of the drdwai 

304 



/ 
v. 

. A sum of· Rs. 80. was surrendered. . Thus:·tb.e : corfeet: amount <, of 
advances made comes to Rs. 1,74,920 .. In view) of general famine 
conditions in Quetta arid Kalat Divisions, the recovery of Taccav! 

· Loans remained suspended from the· year :1961-62 upto Rabi 1965, as 
· a special case and, therefore, the recovery 0£ these Joans. could not 
be effected. in full. .Ania.mount ef.R:S,. 89.;5.32·$3 ~s.~-princjp~ and 
~· 24,830· 16 ·as interest.h~s •. however,_ bc!¢n recovered ... _Tli~ local 
o cers. have: been pressed to recover .. the. balance amount . ···. · 

. Tlie Committee directed tl,t:at the @filoimt r~o.vered as prmcjpal 1. · 
as well as interest, may be got verified .. from the .. Cori1ftroller, ·.·. · 
Southern Area and also the amount of Rs; ·•80 which has been 
surrendered. The Department should conthjue ma:tcing efforts to' 
re.cover-the balance. amount at the earliest. Subj~ to the'S~ . 9bser ... 
vations; the .para, was, ckepped. ·· . .. · · 

(3} Page 12, Pata~ . 8.--0Ut&tanding re¢0veriei=-In this. case 
it was 'observed in an office tl);at TaccavL Loans to tbe. torte" oil! 
'.R.s: 8,91,181 were due for t~ov,ery at .the clese o( the year,)960-6-l. 
Action to effect recoveries w.as awaited. . : . .. · - · · - . - 

. ,, . , . The Departm¢iltstated, that' ihougJ:fth~. amolll1ts· shown in the· .. 
statement are recoverable-but not iq At~ year :qn<,i~r report. · These:" 
(loans) are recoverable in the 'next ·te:tr yetrs according te. Taecavi' - 
Acts. . Due instalments are recovered and· new loans are ·d~tnbuteil 

· .every year.. . _, . 
T1le par~. was:, cj,t,(M)p~;. - ' ' •.. · . ' ' ' ' . . .·. ', ·.· .... · ' ,._ <: 

. ( 4LPag1t 12,- Para~ 9--Embezzle~er,,f <>f G,P.Vt!r'11,mtift rttQ'fie.y ........ · 
During 1958·'59 andJ95~60: enibe~elfi~t- qf!~. Jfl,7''7 \\fas co:in 
mitted by a Ca$hier in an office on three,. differtnt occasi,ons, i.e., 

(if·lis. UJJ)· on·-,:.+1i5~. .. -, · · 
(ii) Rs. f,,157.on··23.J~l'f~. -· 
(iri) Rs. 4,,000 on 23-J .. 19~. · 

,,:,...., 

.l,74,9;~0 Total 

, - 3t):S.~- -~ 
i_.··;. 

t 

' The explanation of. the. Department ·:w~s accepted. and · the para. 
was dropped.. . · : _: . i · . . . · , · . 

. . . (i) Page lZ,para e. ?~Payment of huge '.amoutis .. of Taccavi 
advances withno accounts ·having beeti maintained- to exhibit.,., 
payment and recovery thereof. · . . . 

- . ' 1 

· Amounts aggregating . rRs. · l, 75,000 . were pajd . as Taccavi 
advances during 1960-61 by an office withput m$tairiing . any . 
account to show the recovery thereof, .. The names :df the persons to 

. whom advances were paid and- the amount recovered from them 
were not clear from the records of that office.: 

. The Department explained. that this a.moµnt of loan relates· to 
- the Loralai District of Quetfa: Division. The accounts shmving full 

particulars of the advances made have been maintained, the details 
" of which are as uader i-> . . . · · · ' -. . · .. 

. ActXI,X. 1,00,0QE) · . ~ - , 
Act xvn- 74,i'M . 
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.,: '(S)•Pagel2,Pata. l_~lfregul~r drawal ~f}joneytiruLexerutiofi •' 
- · of work+- Inany office a: sum of Rs.. 48,000 was . drawn on : 22n<J· 

February, 1961 fol the construction of Patwarkhana without ~Y 
-budget provision for t~e same. An -_ ai:n~mnt of ~- :42,000 ·•_ <m.it .. · of 
the above sum) .was paid to· a contractor nr three instalments without 
'any-agreement. Neither any estimate was prepared nor. tenders' ' 

-· were invited or any security taken from.·_ the. contractor. ·No,•. : 
· measurement of the work done was taken._.·'. There was no. comple- 

. .tio• report· to show that .the _work. had .. been executed ata cost "of· . 
Rs. 42~000. There was also. no evidence to· show. as to how . the 

· balance of Rs. 6,000 was utilized. . .. . : ..... , ... · 

c.., •. TheJ)epartm~ht explai~~d that a sum of Rs; 4S,OOO .was in the. 
first.instanC,e,P!ov_idedJn the budget estij:I1~tesJ°'f··t~e year '; -1958_.,.S9, 
for construction of patwarkhana under the head 7_-Land Revenue- · 
J-Workf' .. A.s no funds were allocated the demand· was repeated . 
in the. budget estimates for the year 1Q59-60 and 1960-61. Although 
no funds were made available, the Deputy. Commissioner, Kharan _ _ 

·. drew the amounton an abstract bill from 'the Kharan Treasury: on' . 

. . -·:The Department explained that while checking. the accounts of ·· 
Nazir's Office it was.found that a few pages of the general cash book 

· we~e missing." __ Thereupon thor~ugp. .checking of cash was arranged '. ·' 
which showed that.there was a .di.fferenc~ of Rs. 4,000 · on· the · 
payment · side -. ~ A preliminary enquiry · was · conducted and Mt. . 

· Faqir M.uhanurui~ Nazir was plac~,under suspension oh the 'charge ·: ' . -<, 

. of embazzleme.nt of Rs. 11,756·14. Subsequently: a report was: , - · -· 
lodged at Police Station .Turbat, The case was, .completed by , the -! · · 

. Police· and Challaned .. in the Court. of the 'Nazim Mekran. After•· 
•_-some ti.me the -case .wa~ witlldrawn. by. the · · J?eputY. · Commissioner d 

· .Mekran, on the aq.vice of th~ Superintendent of Police Mekran . _ and .. 
.the case file comprising 2 J?arts was sent to the Circle officer Anti-. · 

. Corruption Establishment, : Quetta, · for . fresh, . investigation: The · · .· 
/' .. c~se 1s still with the Anti-Corruption Department, .Quetta, · 

. ' ' Th;--Committee. directed that it would like tt> : . know- ftirthcf .: · 
action taken PY .the Department in" regard .to. the . departmental . 

. action .•• taken against ·the persons fo,r not .observing .the rules _ · and 
the. eff9rts made for the recovery of the balance · amount 'together 
with the st~ge of irivestigation being carried . out · by the Anti -, 
Corruption Department>, The para. was defeq:ed to .be taken up 

. alongwith the accounts for the year 1962-:63. · . · . · .. 
. ' l • • .,· 

( ~ . . .. -- 
. In .the first Case total payments in the Cash boot.' Were shown · ·iii . \ · 
excess by Rs. l,QOO ... · In'the second instance the· total ·of expenditure 
carried over-fromone page to the other was shown in: _excess'· by 
Rs. 6, 757·-and in. thelast case a bogus entry of ll$. 4~000 was .made in 

. the cash book. '' .. . . . .. .. . ' . 

-, 
," 

I 

I 



'-.i . r~taJ .26,'Soo. ·. 

-In the .finail~ial year 1961-62 Ciovenimeht ho;ever,· sanctioned a: 
sum of Rs. 27,000 against the demand and that too for repairs to the 
existing patwarkhanas. In the preliminary ~nquiry.made it 'was 
revealed . that the, Superintendent had misled the Deputy Commis 
sioner, Kharan .inthis case. J-{e .was -.proce·eded · against - depart 
mentally. The Deputy Cominissioner.: Kalar · is. conduc1ing the 
enquiry and the· result is stiU awaited. . Sheith Rashid Ahmad· has, 
however, been: retired · compulsom,y : Jn - another departmental 
enquiry, , · -· · : -·· -. . · . 
' (' The Department further 'stated that:~.the 'Patwarkhanas\ had 
actually been constructed although: the whole process followed was 
irregular, . The. Department :· has now i approached . the Finance 

· Department for regularisation of the amount. J Subject to regularisa- , - · 
tion -· being agreed to . by . the Finance D~partment, the para. was· · 
dropped, · , , . .. 1 

· ' .•. • • . \ . 

, . (6) Page 12, Para'. il-(a)-Outstandi~g rlicoveri§hThe Depart 
ment · explained that this para: · relates tP. Home .:Oepartment and · 

"they have been askedto prep~te W01:kitg Paper for jt , . . __ , 
the .Committee directed that the Jtorne .· Department, _ should 

submit working paper for this item. Tlle nara. was dropped _so far 
as the Revenue Department was ,con~rrted; \ · _ 1 

/ • · •• • , 

. ···· -{7) Page 13r Para ... 11 (b.f-Un-necf!S~ari withdrawals-. In this 
1 .· case a suiicof Rs. 3.98() w.as drawn on 30th June, 1961. on account 

, of Flood Relief but the amount was disbursed to the sufferers as late · · · · cs !I ·, · · · c· - • 

l,500 
i,000 ,:;:-·. 

_r,.-;- 

6. Ladghasht. . 
'Gn the very ~ate .the. Deputy Commis~ioJler,~- ~qaraJ?, paid· .an 
advance of Rs .. 21,000 to a contractor. .The remaimng amount was 
subsequently released to the contractor oh the .following dates:-· · 

.. . u -· Rs. - 
. l. 20.:2-61-. ' , I : .8,000. 
· 2. 10.:6.:6] 13,000 
3. 8~9':'61 3,000 -. ! 4. 6--12-61 . I 

!( 5:. f.J:-.:62 

patwarkbanas in the. 22nd· February 1961, for construction of i:- six 
· following circles:-.. . : 1' 

• 

L, . .Sar Kharan, 
2 .. · To-Ml.:llk 
l Khudabadan. 

. -'- 
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Amount. 
. . Rs.· 

.. :- . ,,: 9.113 - 
.~. . · 4,093 ~ ,• 
... . 26.790 .. 
,.... 25.000 

· 52.165. ! . ~--'-· ·- [:,·. . ./". 

I . .. . 

l,17,l~l 
~ . .f,, . • . - .. i~ .. 

•~Khairpur 
: · Quetta· · 

. · Hvderabad .. 
Kalat·· · .... 

. D~ L Khan. (D. I. Khan District) .. ' ~ . .•. . ' ,, - . . .. . 

./ 
(. 

: .· . t. . '.I'' 

.. ' f < 30s·· 
.\ 

( 

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

as on.?,_Jth November, 196L,. This neededto be regularised, with ~e· ,: · 
sanction of <Competent .authority: '. < · · · 1;'. 

· ( . ·· . ··., · · · •. · . 

The Department explained that a sum of :Rs.· 3,980was allccated .. .. · , - 
! \ · ~ to the. Tehsildar, Isakhel, for disbursement.to the Flood sufferers. - · 

.- · The amount was reported to.have been drawn from the :treasury on. 
_29tli November, 1.961' and disbursed on 12th· "February; . 1962. ·. It . 
·_djd not occasion drawal pf tp.e amount from the. Treasury, to · avoid.' . 
·. Lapse; -as it-was expended within the financial yeai:. The . record. 
was examinedby the .Audit Partyin June, 1962; but' .ho~··objection: 

-wa~. raised in··~eg~rd. to the: late disbursement ofthis · amount, No . . 
rule has been infnnged. · , ' · · , . . 

·. .' S:u,J:>Ject to verification ofthedates of drawafati~ disbursement; .: 
: of amount byithe Auqit1 the para. _was dropped." · · -. · : · . . , · · .· .. 
'· · (8) p4ge 27, ~a~a. 11-V-De.lay in disposal.of Inspectionreports ."'.· 

.r and Audit Note~The•D.ep~rtment stated..that.out·.qfl)outstanding .. :.· 
'audit notes, 11 had.been received-and passedon tothe :Aud.it •. Tot{ · 
Audit has.yet to examine them: The Committee asked the l)epa:r:t:- . 
ment ·to 'expedite i:eply to the remaining Audit Notes. , Subject to · 
this observation, the .para. wa~ dropped.· . · _:: . 

(9) Page 126t-Gfant No: 33 ·-Misc.ellaneous-E-lrr~c()verab/e\ 
Temporary Loans and Advances written off- . 

. ·Final.Grant , -. · r :" l,13,770·'; 
'.' . Bxpenditure O • • -. •• • 91,420. 

. · •Saving. · · . . . . . 22,350 · r- 

. ·.· 'TheDepartment expl~ed that saving as per their record work 
ed out to Rs,. ~2, 758. .: The expenditure under this· detailed sub-head 
is of a fluctuating nature and- as· such it cannot· be· estimated accurate 

'Iy, · The saving ofRs, 32,7581 wasdue to the fact that the remission 
cases of Taccavi Loans finalized by the· Commissioners; Rawalpindi, · 

- Sargodha, Mult~n,-·Khairpur· and Kalat divisions ·in 1961-62 were , 
less than those originally.anticipated by them, · : · , . ·.·.· 

: . The _explanation of. the Department was accepted arid the item . 
was dropped. · · · · . · · . 

. . (10) Page J,.Para.'-5, read wlth .. Page 1t~Grant No. 3~ ., 
·Relief-Saving Rs: 1,17,161-· · The<qr!J)~rtment explajrie4 that. an :"· 

af}, hoc grapt pf Rs. 7,27,400 was sanctioned bY, ~he Fman~e .. Depart ...... 
. ment. This grant. was sub-allocated. by the Relief Commissioner ,to 
the Commissioners .of ~ected -. divisions; The- .unspent. all?-ount 
totalling. Rs. 1)17,161 was reported by the. 'following Commis- 

· sioners :~ . · · 
· - ·': Division. 
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T~e. amount of Rs. 52,165 · · 'was surrendered, ··. by the ,D~puty ; 
Commisioner, .D. I. Khan after the submission of Second Statement 

- ofBxcessesand Surrenders on 8th June; 1962,-as the amount.was not 
,, sufficientto complete the_ Test Relief Works during the same . 

financial year and more funds to the tune of Rs. ·1,30,000 were asked 
for in the next financial year (1962-63). The remaining . amounts 
were retained by the local officers up to the end of the financial year 
and were not surrendered through Second Statement of Exces.ses and 
Surrendersin March, 1962 iii view of the fact· that the calamities such 
as Flood, Fire, Famine, Locust, Cyclone, etc., being generally of un- . 

~-- foreseen .nature and Consequently expenditure involved .could not be . 
· exactly judged by_ them at the time of submission of 'Second State- 

rpent _of_ Excesses and Surrenders, in March, 1962. . · . . . 
The explanation was considered satisfactory and the para. was 

dropped. ,, , _ __ . . 
(lI) Page- 4, Para. 8 read with pag« 45-· G,·an/ No. · 4-Stamp~ 

=Bxcess Rs. 1~01,291-11).e Departmentexplained the reasons for 
the excess expenditure as under : -· · · .. 

<, Rs. 56,13~The Comptroller, Southern· Area; . Karachi. has · 
reported that Karachi, was merged in the West •. Pakistan Province 
with effect from Ist July, 1961. · As the decision was taken at a late · 
stage the-expenditure pertainingto - the area could not be provided 
in the Provincial Budget Estimates for .1961-62. . The provision made .. · 

. by the Central Government for the KarachiAdministration under · 
1- - - 'this head continued to . be operated for meeting the expenditure in 

. respect of Karachi Administration .. .Subsequently the 'expenditure 
relating. to Karachi Administration was transferred .. from· Central 
head of accounts to that of Provincial in vifw _of_ the decision. of the 
Government, This resulted m excess expenditure. - · . 

Rs. 45,161-· The excess expenditure ismainly due to the increas-. 
ed supply of stamps to the Treasury Officers based on .. increase in 

. litigation, motor registration, taxation - and · other bargains. The 
exact amount could notbe anticipated. The expenditure exceeded, 
'the additional funds· of Rs . ._ 1,47,630 demanded during that year in 

· the Statement· of Excesses and Surrenders. · - 
- The explanation was considered satisfactory and the 'para, was · 

dropped. · · _ · <i _ . 

. (12)-Page 4, Para. 8 ~ead with. page 55-_ · Grant No.12--General 
.Administration-« E;.17-_ (!)~District Office · Bsiablishment+Other 

i.e. than pay of officers-Excess Rs. 6,21,916- The reasons, for excess 
were given as._ under : -.... · 

· ~s. 32,083-The excess expenditure was due to .the payment of 
arrears of pay to the-officials of the District Offices in D," L.-· Khan 
Division as a .result of fixation of pay in the revised scales. The 
Commissioner, was requested to intimate why the provison for the 
arrears· of pay was not made in the budget estimates for l96 l-62 and". 

-; 
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.: why-the excess expenditure was not regularised in the Seco~d State-, - - 
. ment of Bxcessesand Surrenders, His reply .is awaited.. . 

.: · Rs. 82,276-The excessis mainly due toJ,doking of expenditure.;.,, 
· pertaining to the head "'34-Frontier Regions1'in_.the~-:Audit Office 

': - - _ under the minor head ~'District Office Establishment'\ Efforts\vete'.: 
• made t~. recon9jle theexpenditure again and to readjust the wrong · 
. , expenditure to itsproper head but the same- could not be, done as' 
·. the relevant file of the- audit office containing · suspense . slips and · . 

· Transfer Entries pertaining to May, 1962 was destroyed in the audit -. 
: , ()ffic~ .. Tlie ¢ommission~r, Peshawar .held an inquiry against the: 

. .. offteial responsible for defective reconciliation: ···.After · · considering : 
_ .. -- the report · of Eriq uiry Officer he.ordered that the . official concerned: 

should be r~duced to one lower stage in .thetime scale in which he' 
( .· was at that time. .. At the .request of. the .recoijciljation clerk;. he had 

- toreconsider his previous decision.obviously due ·to. the fact that· the 
·· Reconciliation Clerk- had no intention to commit such · omissions •. _ 
deliberately and that it _w~s d~~ _to over:wo/k. ; Such omis.siojis 'are: , 

. . bound to- occur at times inspite of one's best eff orts. · IJe. therefore , 
• . . -~ · cancelled. his: previous order and Warned the Reconciliation Clerk to. " . 

... · · . · be careful in future. ·. 1 -.. · · . . • .· ':. . · =: · · ". : - _ 

<, • Rs. 5,07;557-. The Comptroller, Southern Area, Karachi booked · 
a total expenditure of Rs .. 63,06, 777 in- his accounts under this .mirior 
head .against the to~~r.modjfiecl grant of Rs. $7,99,220 placed at the -~. .· _ 

· disposal of the Commissioners, Khairpur, Hyderabad.' Querta, Kalat .. 
and . Karachi Divisions. The Commissioners .. 'concerned were ·, re-:.· 
quested to-intimate the reconciled figures ;.of 'expenditure. underthis ~, 

--' minor head ... · 11!-e · reconciled figures. reported · by . them. come 'to. 
- Rs;,-50,q9;114. According to the reconciled-figures of expenditure . 

·· reported bY 'the.Iocal officers there is saving of Rs. 7;30;106. 'Th¢ . 
· · correct positicn has been explained to the· Com:PttpUer~ Southern . 

- · Area, .Karachi: and-he has been requested to intimate . the factual · 
reason forbooking ofexcess expenditure in his accounts during.that · 
year. His reply is still .awaited.c . . .. . . . . . . 

- The Com.mitt~ decided that the explanations for the excess of' 
Rs .. 5,Q1;557 would be- considered at the. next series . of meetings '. · 1 

alongwith theaccounts for'1962-63_whentbeDepartment.will furnish. 
more details. The rest was dropped. · · .. .. .. _ .. , · · '· · ". . 

·.. . . : (13) Page ( Pasa: &; read with page S~Grant No ... 12~_Genert{ 
-AdministraTzon-::;,E-18-· Sub;;.Divisional Establishment . Excess-« · · 

. 'Rs;- .. 88,59~ The Department explained the excess as under i+- '.: .· . 
• - Rs. 8,139--;-The excess is .c.!u~- to 'transfer of tehsildars drawing . -~ . 

. higher payin-plaee of those drawinglesser pay. 'Since the _transfers 
were affected after submission ·of Second Statement of Excesses and 
Surrenders the ·:exe'e,ss expenditure , could. 'not, _th~re~o;e, · be re 
gularized. .-- . · - - . -- · . . . . , · , ' . _. 

. · Rs. 4,479-The excess is due to. payment. of medical charges to· · 
. die -staff. · The excess 'is of unf~re.seen nature and :therefore could : 
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not be .anticipated and- demanded iii . the' Second -Statement. .' of 
Excesses and Surrenders; 

' · ~s: · 52, 789~ The' excess was du~ to excessive touring by . the 
ReIDJss10n Mukhtiarkars in various .districts: in· connection :with the 

. - remission Work. The touring had been undertaken during the closing _ 
, ~cmths of the .financial year, the exact amount required· for Travel- 

ling Allowance could. not exactly be foreseen. · · 
. . . Rs. 23,189-The excess expenditure under Pay of Establishment. 

· .and Other Allowances and Honoraria was due to the· posting of 
<Tehsildars drawing higher p~. against those· drawing lesser pay. 

. · The explanation was considered to be satisfactory and the para. 
was dropped. . . . . , .. . 

. (14) Page 4, Par~;' 8 read·withpag~ 5~Grant.No.11-. Generak 
Administration- ... E-.19 (1)~· · Copying Agency · Establishment=: 

. Excess· Rs -. 2~, 14?-The ., Department ¢xplained that. th¢. excess was 
due to defective reconciliation. The Clerk responsible has been re 
duced to lower stage of the, time scale in which he· was at that time. 

· .. The explanation of ·the Department was accepted and the para. 
· was dropped. . .. ·. . ·· .. ·.. · , . 

fl5) Page 4, Para, 8, read with page 84-. Grant No. 17- ... Misc .. 
. +Departmeni=- · Lr+Examination=Eecess Rs. , 8,51 o..:..:.:Toe Depart 
ment stated that theBoard of Revenue . .has 'to explain the excess of 
Rs; 7,753. The· remaining excess of Rs. 757 -relates tothe Services · 
and General Administration Department. :1he excess was due to 

· the payments of examination fees to examiners .of Patwaris Schools, 
The provisions in· this respect was made in the Second Statement of 
Excesses and Surrenders. .The excessdemand was not. admitted 

. because the prior sanction of. the Govern mint was not obtained .f ot 
including the excess amount in the Second .Statement. -The iequJr- , 
ed sanction could not be obtained before the · close· of the financial 
year as the time was too short. The official responsible for not 
taking action at the appropriate time W8.$ reprimanded. · 

Th~ explanation of the Departmentwas .accepted and thepara, · 
was dropped. ' ' . . . . •,. . . . . . 
. IV. The Committee then adjourned .to 'meet again on 19th 

.December, 1%7 at 9-00'a;ni. · "' 
··1 ' • ·., 

LAHORE~· 
The 18th December, 1967~ 
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· (3) RaiMansab Ali Khan Kharal, M.P:A. . . . Member. 
(4) Mr. Malang Khan, M.P.A. .· .. · . Member. ' · 

. ' . . • . .- I . . 

· (5) Syed Akhlaque Hussain, T.Q.A., G: S. P., Expert. 
-~ Additional Secretary .to Government ·of · Adviser. 

West Pakistan, Finance· Department. · · •.. ··. 
·I. ·. . . . . ··. \. 

· (6) Mi.· Arshad Ali Toor, P.A. & A.S., A.deli- By Invitation. 
tional Accountant-General, West Pak:is .. 
tan. " . ... 

(7f Mr. Mas~od Nabi :Noor;. C. $.P.; _ Secre- ·· l3y invitation . 
tary to Government of West PaJostan;.. : , > - 

· Home,. Department alongwith Adviser. · 
Jails · and other -Heads of Attached . . , 

. . . Departments. . . . . .. ·. · · .. . · . · " . .· . 
· · · Chaudhri ·. Muhammad . .Iqbal, . S.K~, · Secretary; Provincial 

Assembly. of •West Pakistan, acted as· Secretary' of the Committee. 
. ·11. Irr the absence of Mr: Zain Noorani, M.P:A., the .C~mmittee 

elected -Chaudltri Muhammad Nawaz, ·M .P.A. to act as Chairman . 
for the - sitting. . .· ·. 
, , Ill The Com.mitt~ ihen examinedthe explanations Ol the . 
Home Departmentin · respect of . the items appearing . in· . the . " 
Appropriation Accounts for· the· years .1959.~60, -1960:.6 land 1961-6:2. · 
' · APPiOPRIATIO~ ACCOUNT~1959-60 . 

· (J) Page 56, . Para. I1(c)-Vll-Delay· in; .dlsposlil of · Inspection 
- Reports and AuditNotes-« In this case the Departtinenthad fliiled to 

· · .reply to the· Audit.Notes hi time. . . . .. · · 
The Committee at its . meeting , he~tl gi 16t~ March, 1964 .. had 

-asked the 'Department to repl'y! to the. ~udit Notes and report the· 
-action taken against the officers responsiblefor the· del1ay~ . . 

- ·. . ·- . • - . -· .' I 

So far as the disposalof the Audit ~es i~· coaeerned, it was 
-stated by 'the Department at tee meeting held ,ol1""3rd November.. 
1966 that theNptes:-in question had beendisposed off. · .. • ..... · . · 

··So-far as taking. action against offieers who were responsible 
for non-compliance ofthe . AudltRepcrts is concerned-the- Depart 
.ment stated that they were m the process of taking necessary . action. 

"The Committee directed! that the details. of.the action . ·taken byi the 
·. -Department against the delinquent ?ffic~rs should be reported: · 

. i .. -- .. I 
- : -. I 

. i 

- PROCEEDINGS OF THE MEETING. OFi' THE STANDING 
·coMMIUEE ON PUBLIC ACCOUNT,S HELD ON .19TH, 
DECEMBER; 1967 AT 9-00 A.M. IN ·THE 'TEA ROOM'. OF (j 

THE ASSEMBLY BUILDING, LAHORE. 
' . ' . . . 

· I. the fellowing were present:~ . · > · 
.· (1} Chaudhri Muhammad Nawaz, M.P.A. . ; . . Member.. 

(2) .Chaudhti -~ Muhammad Sarwar Khan, • ~Memb~r. 
· .. · ,M.P.A. ' . 

·'>' 
312, -. 

. I 
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. _, . 
. • . : I As: necessary. action had now been ' .. taken _; again;t. the official, 

', responsible, the item was. dropped. . · . . 
(2)'. Page 217, Item No. 23-·. Shortage of fini;hed goods-Rs.' 823 .. 

-At themeeting held on 3rd November, 1966 the·,· Department had 
· stated that they could not ascertain as to which.Jail the Audit · obiec- 
. ti.o~ pertained. · · ' , 

; t\t the meeting held on 14tli A-prij. l96llt was stated tha~ the 
objection pertained to Central · Prison, -, r · Machh .. · The . Assistant 
Superintendent responsible for the shortage ha$ been ¢harge-sh~ted. fi 

. I . , . , . . '.·· • . , . 

. . : The Department now explained that the recovery.is being eft'ected - 
from the-pension ofMr, Abdul Qayyum who was.the man responsible.' . 

· Th~ Committee was satisfied. with the explanation given by ; the 
Department. · · .. · . 

Subject tavenfication of recov~ry by the . Audit~. the\ para. ·was 
· dropped. .. " · · ., · · : · , · ' 

I .: ~,, ' • • ' I._ 

, , .. (3teiage 211,[t~m No. 25~Misappropria#on of 'Government 
Money-Rs. 2,670-Atthe ~eetingbeld 01f 14th,· -April, .1967, the 
Committee was informed.that the matter is pending in the Court·of 
A.D:M., Bahawalnagar. · ·. , . . · [ · · · · 

. As the matteris still' sub-judice, the para. was deferred again to 
~ be considered alongwith. the Accounts for · 1962-63... , · :.. ; ' -, · . 

. · • . .• . . . ,' - . . ,.. ~ c:- 

·. APPROPRIATION) AccoUNTS-,.:..:1960-61 ..... \ . . . . ._ . . 
~ i , I. \ . · 

. . . . (l) Page. 4, Pam. 8 read with P,agel62-• Grant No. 12-··. <Jenera/ 
· Administrdtion-C-Seqeiariat ·and Headquarters Establishment-« 
· 12(1) :(CHExcess Rs. 40,627-At the meeting held on J4tb April 1967, 
the Department stated that (he excess expenditure of · Rs. , 40,627 
was due to . the implementation of 'the Section Officers' scheme 
and as a result thereof posting of officers drawing pay at a higher rate · 
in the Home· Department; The BudgefEstimEtt~s and .. the. revised. 
estimates for the year 1960;.61 were based on the actual;pay 'drawn by 
.the _S~tfon Officers who were .then posted inthe Home Department, I. 

' In the revised estimates for the•.· year 1960.:.61, .it . could..not be · 
. anticipated , that highly . paid officers would, be posted to the Depart-: . -. 

·. : ment during the year. · Hence Rs. 40,627 were spent in excess of"tlle 
) modified grant in paying higher salaries, allowances; etc. to these 

, officers. · . · · · 
_, The Committee- was not entirely satisfied with this . explanation 

-and sought the: following further inf ormation: ~· ' 
· · · (rl When was'the Sectfon. Officers .. Scheme introduced ,itf · th-, 

., \_Department?. ,. . .· . . 1· <. 
) ",- '(ii) When were the Revised Estimates for.,1960-61 subrtiitted.l 

. (fill The number 'of-officers posted in . :the Department .. Mter . 
the submisslnn of revised ,statements: and.the salaryj:Jtawri 
by .them? · · · · ··· "' 

i '1·· 
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. , , : : (iv) 11:te total sal~ that w,ould, liave b~, drawn by the4-.~ffi.cer8 
I who wer~ ttansferted. from the Home Department after 

the subm1SS1on of r~ed state:µient. ' , · · s 

As this information was not forthcoming, tlie itern was deferred • 
. , . The Department now explained 1that the Section Officers' scheme . 

· wa~ introduced in the Home, , -Department \\Tith .1 eH:ect · from , t'st · 
,,-September,.195.9 and the revised.estirnates for l960-6l·were submitted 
on 14th April, 1961; . ne excess'occurred.for the reasons otherthan \. 
those . giv~n, earlier ·and this oversight is regretted by the· Oepartment.·· : 
, The ires.sons for the eicess· of Rs. 40,627 were.given as itinder :--- r. 

. .· ·(a) Posting of officials drawing more i,ay than anticipateea;i .· 
· (b) ~rformance of-mo~·.touring an~ home visits by the ,staff{ 

and· · · , · · ·· ·· ' ' 
,., . . • I ' ' ' ' . ' .. - ' , ·, 

. . (cl very hdaV)'1telepho~e charg~.· ' ' ' l '. • 

· ·. . . The. explanation of.· the Department was. accepted 'and the item 
·was dropped ... ~ :: ,· . . ·. ' : ' . '. ·. \ . . .· .. : ,· . ' .. · . 

. · · ·, ..... (2) Pages 4~S, Para .. s·. reqd with 1'.age • 307-· G1'ant No. ,32--Civil ( lJefence- 1 
•· - , {.; ' • • _ , .." , • ', 

I ' ' . ' I ' ' . h 
'· . Fmal Gtant :rh/ 8,12,220 . I , I ) 

Ex~nditure ... / · · 1J0,8l~S30 .. 
Excess . .. . 2,69,31() · · . . , 

·,,. ·.·. ". . ·· .. : ·., .. ·.· ·.· ... · .. ·.' ." ..... ·· .-- ,-:-. I ' 

· 1 .· .: · At the. me~ting held on' I.4th April., 1967~, the Dep,a.rtmcmt' stated 
'. tltat outof th¢,_ex,cess of R$.,, ~,69,31.0 t~e,boc>k adjus~ents ·'.afon.e 

stand for Rs. 2,69,174 ... The book abJustments were ,not in the know-' 
ledge of ~e Departm~nt and• as sµch could n.ot be foreseen because 

11 

·.th. e.'ex~nd.itute .. so .boo. ked. · .. p. erta_ ined to th. _e m··.vo. _ices f·.· ... o·.·.r··· th. e .. ·.··v·- -, ea.rs.19·. S.· ;l_ • -and 1959. Thus after deducting the amounts of these book adjust .. 
.ments there reriuµned aii overallexcess 'of Rs;' 136 ... agalnstth6\ finai 
grant of .Rs. 8~J2,220 which is.f,-r less than l % and calls for ·no 
explanation. · . . . . , 
· - : .··.9p examination ~r'-the\matt~r n· appeared tothe Committee that 
certain.goods were invoicecLand orders placedifn earlier years arid the , 

1 '..debits on aecotintof these goods.were raised1 lat~ .on. 1The. real ' 
. question, .there(ore, was- as: to whether) the corresponding .·. amounts 
were surrenderedin .1951 and 1959 or, not~.· As this·information wa,s 
not forthceming, consideration of the item was deferred .. · . ' . '.' ) . . 

·_ . The Department ~OW' stafoa _ t11at .the ·cottespoliding tltllOUnt ' of 
funds against which necessary orders/indents for certaht g1oods were 

' · placed in, 1951,.52: and 195.9-60 were· neither surrendered nor utilised . : · 
for the purposes.' other than _those . for which thes~ were sanctioned, , 1. 

r . ~eeaus~ the /\r,propnaJJon Ac~9~nts for these ~'.l~ars -- <l<t not-, sttow: 
· any surrenders but coµverselY-tndtcate h~-vy savings of .R.s~ 48,l3,9S8 · 
·and·Rs, 2,08,74~ (Book Debit bf.· Rs.' 6,52,7~ .' minus• exeess 

,, . .• ,' . . ... :, 
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Rs. 4;44J046) in they~~ J9SI-S2 and 1959-GO respectively, In the year· r: .. 
1951-52; the inde;t for tb.e impt;)rt of, 88000; Jtft.:: of,JJo$e Pipe waf1 ' 

plaqed.on, :7th Septetttber:1951 and the consim1meni-.was·· received in ·. 
~ay, 1954. .In the.year' 1959'"60, tli.e indent· for the Import c,f ·Self: ::1 . , 

, 'J>roprlled'Pu~ps was placed. op ~ 5th Augµs~ 1959 and !he:.· c,onsignl'·i . : 
. \ .. , · ment.was received on .24tli January, 1961, wli,ereas the ~eb1ts of these l · ·· 

· _J · two transactio,s wer¢ ,raised: in the year 1960-~l .hence excess. . .. · :' :_·, 
. 

1 
. ·. :· \ • · . ~ the. ~partme!lt ha~ not ·j~timateti the. d~t~ils of the c~- - 

ponding amounts which could neither be surrendered nor-could be 
;, . ( . utilised in the previous years. 'the consideration ,'of . the item . ' ~as 

deferred to be taken .up alongwith the accounts for the year 1962;.()3; . 
; .. · · _ ·.. . I . . _, ' _. . . ·_ ·. ,.' - · ': _-;. -. ! · .i, •. / _· r . -' -_- . . .· _:· . . · 

(3) Page 54, Para. ·TT-Outstanding Dtt~s-iiln this case, dues ,of .. ·, 
.. ·• 1' ··. Rs. 8~77,693 --~~ outst~c:li,ig for the sale. offJail products·1to Govern~,,·_·, · 1 1 
· . . ' i,nent Departments ·and'private parties, . .. . . . -, .. ', l · .. 

· .. -. At the meeting held on ·14th APril~d967~ tlie· Djpartm~nt stated. 
-~. '' that strenuous efforts were being .made to-realise the: .outstandfng: 

· 1 , dues from Government Departments ~hich:i had· been considerably · 
reduced. . Strief instructions' had been issued tb~all' . Jails that. •. they . 

·sh~uld g~t t~e.d"Q~S cleare<J.af!d.nott6. is~e~ny ijni~lted,godd~.to.any 
· . 'private . md1y,:duaJ . on credit. ·The jotal hitance ·Jeft behin~ w~ 
: -: ... Rs.),76,8J7?9,iIP. tl~e,Past,ithe Superiµteqtf~~ts of J~iktl~ed,to:~llow 

L sales on_.· credit_ .to a1_1 dove!llment offices wh~ph1pf~ct1_ce had no\V been > 
/ -stop~d and bµls were being got accepted-fn a.dVArtc-,e, As regards , . ". 

/ 1· ' · private· persons/the .: same practice wasin·yogueJ' Tb:s" ·used· tobe · 
:t done On the surety of some Exectitiye Officer~ The( customers·wlio . 

stilLowed to Gov~rnment were· being . remfnded; regularly ·· to:' clear ' , 
their dues. · · . · . · · · · · •; .. ·i . · 

. . j . • .· .. · . . .. . . ': . : 

.· The Committee then directed ·that the ·t«*:overles made by the. 
, . · ,' Department should :be· got' verifi~ t,y , the/ Audit, .and · ;the , tist,ot . 
· , ·,defa1r1lters: should be placed 1befor~ ,~he Comniitt~ at its next meetjJ?~S.). : . ' 

1•. when the. efforts made by the Departm~nt. t,p- . eJecf·, t~.e ' re~ovenes · .: ··,. j 
1 

\ shouldalso be. reported. ·In case-of default. by >PTIVRte p~;rties. tbe,. 
: ·Depart~e~t . ~Qnld , al~o ma tc.e attemnts. ttj fCCpVer. th~ : am9unt ·_ fr()m_ , 
. th~ Executive Officer& who had. stood surety~ -' · .. '. . , .. ; , , J · . -. · , -. 

. . .. . . ~~- Department.now placed 'before th~ 1 Cc,wtiihtee tb~ list .. 1,, . 
defaulting Dep~t:t~~n~s and private' perso11s: and: ~tJtted • that th~ tott'-1 · · 
balance has. now' been further reduced to.Rs; 1l,59,02L78 . whipb 11. · 

•iu;ialysed as below:,""7 ' . . , ( ·:: ' . (. .' .... , <' 

. , , /_ . ·i .... : .Rs. :.··1 
• , , _. '·:_ :i .. , I.\,. _! ,· • 

, '. ,/. Government omces.. · . ' · ,\ · 1'.3l.S05.79', _ 
· · Jails . · · · · · ·, · .J. .:. · 2s~1ot.96 

. Private rc: \' . . . : • 2,.414.03 . 
'. . . ·-· . . ·.· :: :· ... . . . . .: Totat ·;>·,. ·i · ·. i:,s~.021:,s ". _·. · · 

Str.enuous efforts ~te: beinit'ma~e to realise Jbe b~lanee.·· 011t~an~lng. 
' I : n, q~di, sale ~ GQvenunent Qftl~ is g~nerally allowed as :th~;same' .. 

:; I', .''. ._.:.,' I '''.--~·:'. ii'.; \ .. -"· ".:·. , ; . ' ";-!! "L .. ·• •. · . . ;_; ·/ .. ) ·• ' • 
. . ~' ,' :· :.., . . 
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. < .. . .. permissible under the.rui~s. ,. As-regards sale -io·pri~ate individu~ 
Jhe same is not· .allowed, but for,the sale· ;:r;piade, ,.previously~ the -. 1. 

· SuperintendentJail of that'time is responsi~l~l .; .fri casethe am.owits 
are not recovered, the same will be made good from theJail au tho- 
rities concerned. __... ' • I 1• ' ' • • ' o_ 

I .: ·_ .•. The Committee· bbsezyedthat the progress of r~ov~ry -aga~st -, . 
', BJ~· and l .• Jail. Bahawalpur, District Jail, Lahore a.iJq. District , l ai,1, . · ·: 

(. · l\awalpindiwas satisfactery. Tll~ amountrecovered should- be got · 
veti!ied· by the Audit .. · ·So. far as the Central' P,riso11.s •. ~eshawar :'-atid.1 • 1 . 

. . \ Haripur a~ concernedjhe Committee asked the . Department :·to' ;_ , . ·,' 
.'; ·. t. · effect recoveries Within i period .of six: months - and if, after .the ~x,pity> · · · · , 

· . ; of siit ~oilths' Jillle; the recoveries. w;ere not eff~cteqand verifi¢cl by 
. , '-. · the Audit. the item. should, come 1up · again · before · tµe · Committee 

alonl\Vi.th. the accotmt.s for the year 19621>3~ 1 '; • • . ,· .. • . i' . 
· 

1 
. • (4) Page 54, Para. 78- ... Stores in excess oflr~quirements~In this 

ease, in a Jail factory,' certain stores.' worth · .. Rs, ' 42,735 ··were . tying 
, . ' .sµrp1us to its· · requirements. This was due to th¢· unnecessary , . · 
·' \. purchases niade. by ~he authorities concerned -. -The Departmeat-had 

been· asked by'Audit tomake arrangements fo~t.heireadydiSJ?OSat -. ': 
.. · ·, . ,,___ •. ,, .._ _: \ -1 . , •. •· , .,.-_-. _.- f, ·. 

•. . ·( . In the same factory, 8QO lbs khaki Woollen Yam was. purchased . 
. · '·· ': on .: 20th May, 1961 when there was alreadya balanee of.980 lbs. :o'f. ·, , 

-. r ., Yarn,·ip -stock. ·The normal consumption ofyarn : during 'the Year· . 
/ _.· 1959-60.and 1960-61 ·was.,-100 'and 50 lbs. respectively; -This resulted · · 

. · . . in blocking ·Up of :oovemm~t eaeltal. Itwas due-. to lack ,of I 

', : financial control 'and wrong· estilll,ation of tlte requirements. •. ~eme- . 
dial measures. jfanv, .·taken by .tile Denartmentto check simµat. · · t 
purchases in fui.ute hac(notbeen reportedto flte.A,11dit., . . .i: \ '< 

';. ~ ... At 1th~ ,meetjng held O!) l4tbApril/ l~67, the :Deoaftrne11t st~ted . \~,·. 
~.that .: out oftll,e.·totalq~anb~Y<?f sto~¢wor91.Rs. 4~.7_3~:· store.wmthr·1 .r: .. 

·It•. l6,262,39 could be consumed or transferred to the sister Jatls and . . · . 
. , . · for the remaining store worth Rs~ l~,472 e~orts: w~re beingmade 'to ·· ' ·· "i 

; ' ~onm~e thesame, ,As r~garcJsJ~e Y1ll'.ll, i~ wa~. stat¢d tb:af the cost 
. had been recovered. . The Committee then. decided that the Depart"'. 

·.·· me~f should ~<)Dduct ~n biquitv as to. whether·. the "purchases. .. were 
necessary or were in excess :of .the normal censumption ·. and about' the 
officials who were responsible ,for these purc1'a~es1 , · · • · · ', : - . 

. · . The Department now: stated tJ;tat ~h.e, inouirv ha<lc .1cbeen made: · 
S.M. Saeed. s. Ya]lyaAU Shah .and s:.Jehangir Ni Shah, Sunerin- .·/ 

. tendents JaiL were responsible . for the purcbases .in.' excess of . 
'requ'irem<mts.. : ~i th,ey: hav:e: ! either, retire,d . : or ex~iied. · : Tb.e' ' 
Det,artmentfurther·.e:,rnlauted that, a circular.has beenissued to·atl- -. 

'the Supedntendents'of ,Jails!·ttfo.t they should 1'otbloclc th¢. 'Goy~t#~ 
.· meni capitalin fllture when they ,make certain purchases. etc. \ · 

r • • ' :: .• · .. ·" •· • '' '";: .· · .. · . ·, ,.· • ; · •· · •.·· t._ ; 

, ·. · · Th~ para. was ,dropped . . . . . ..·.·.·.. . .·. . . 
. _ (Sl Page 54, P~,:a. 79;-Mis~avvrouriation qf:Gf!vernmerzt MfJ!lf!-Y . 

·· ..;.;:.Jn t~e,oopying_btancb--of the.~ourt oh1 District,antl SeJ$i01l$Judge, . · 1 ., 
('\ , . - - 1 - • - . . - . ' I 
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.It w~ observed ·that Out of. a total ofRs, S,46~alised ~n.account 
) of copying fee dlirina 'the period from the: 2n&September, 19~0 . to 

· 31st ·.Oct~ber? ·J960, ~WY, a. portion ,.'ther~o( ampunting to Rs, 1,882· 
was cred\ted mto the treasury, The balance Rs, 3,583 though-shown 
to have been credited into Jhe treasury was - mlsappropriated, · At 

.the instance of Audit, however; 't!t~ misappropriated '> amount · was 
subsequently credited into the treasury. .• Similarly~· in another case, 

· · a sum of. Rs. 235. was misappropriated by U~.e ofi!cfal:~oncerned. The 
amount m question was also subsequ'.~ntly creditedinto the··tr,easuty .. 
at the instance_ of tb,e·.~udit. "The .services of· the Head;Copyist ._,Who .: -. 
w~s .. responsible fpr the irregularity were 'dis~~sea with and . warn .. 
ing -issued t9 the two examiners; The-imisappropriatfons in both the 
cases was facilitated 'due to non-observance of the rules. . { r; 

, The· Department eiplahled that during quarterlxInspection -. of 
the then. District and Sessions,Judge, Peshawar (Mt. Justice Muham- 

f . ,. . . mad. Da~d Iqian) .he . found · irregularities ,;in ihei accounts · of,- 'the , 
copyingagency ,of.this Court. in 1.960.' .TheCornptroller, Northern 
Area, Peshawar was requested to depute an.Audit party' to check the . 
sai<I accounts and report the ·Jrregularitjes and' defalcation. ·. Conse- · 

., q11ently thcfAudit 'party . came on 24th January, 1961 arid later on it 
was. fQµnd that Rs; 3;582:12,'Rs. 235 and Rs; .3JOweredefalcated by .: 
the Head Copyist. The amounts .were_ deposited. in the. Treasury by 
theHead Copmt under Qrd~rs of the then District Judge, Peshawar. 

,.. ' . ; . \ j'. . ·.' .• 

, . Cons_equently, the ~te!ll Head Copyist ·who was· the defaul!er.: 
and workmg on wages was discharged and ~ report made to the Polt~ . 

· for necessary inquiry and ·investigation; . :After, due inquirv, : the. 
Polipe cancelled the case· through· th~Assistani 'Commissioner. Pesh a· . 

:·· war on 19th July, 1962. · The/ examiners.· being, trespc;>Iisible fo( 
. supervisic;>n were warned and transferred from the post,. · ::~ : · · , : 

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

. Old rules relating to recovery of copying feein cash from litigants 
\ and handling: <>f. the sa~ · by an employee were defective, and as 
such the higher ~"?thoqties were·mQved._·_to reorgani_s_e· the.system. and . 

. to apply .. the copying rules and procedure of the oid', Puniab to the 
. Courts of the District and0Sessions Judges in theQld1N.-W.F.P.\under· 
whi~b p·aym.ent for copying fee is m1;1d~ in eo:urff~ stamps instead of · . 
caslf After -prolonged correspondence, the Government of West Pa- 

'. kist;tn agreed to· fhe reorganisation of the agencv ! ;fhe old. employees 
on wages have been replaced by regtilafpaid Government · serVan~ 

. ; ' with 'effect from the 1st July, 1966 and the (e~ns now realisedin court 
,ee stamps .. nierois, theretore, no Iikelihood:of anymisappropria.;i: ! 

. 'tion at. present · ·· ·:· ., · ·. __ ·.·.- ··. -:' '. ·\ '· 
, Explanation or· the Department· was a¢eepted and. the para. was ·, 

' dropped.. . ' ' ' ' ' ' - . ' ' 
· '. ' . . _(6))'age,1~_ . l/01e _3~Frau~ulem ltffthdr~_. al .<Jf . C(vlt CO!Jrf 

~: De[iosi!~A sum :of: Rs. 20.00.0 was depos1fod b~ a person in a pvit .·. · '. Com1 on 6th ~~Ober .. 1 ~49 tn;J>W'Suance <>r~e,CQutt's_ decree. ,;The 
. ;. \ .,· 
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a111punt,w~ reinittecffuto the treasury •'~ the. samJ.~ay .. In February, . · 
·1 1953~Jhe N1:1il>-N~r 9lthe '. Court'prepared a'.t?ogus,refund' .voucher.·.:--. · 

forJhe· a:mount~ fotged th~~·signature, pf tli~l·Presiding\ Officer.' of the: ., · ·; ·'i_ • ,,; 

_ Court; affixd,- ed fb.e' ~pal doLthe Court.to whicfhhhe happert~dto. haveaa. . ) . 
acces.s • an _ manipuiate -. to ·get payment o t e< :1amourit _ from _ s the\ ·, 
tre~suryJ>y prese~tinga faked person whomhe ~ot . identified by . _a . 
l9ciil -Advccate. The fraudwas detected. in Pec~iµber.1953 when' it . 

. had,:l>~i;i wrongly ... credited by contra '~edit1.to'the:.Pf~ Head of/r\ 
_1 ''Accou!lt· · The case was tried in a Court ,of Law., 'The aceµsecl. his-r ·- r ., : , - -· 

le . ,wifel .· son and the co-accused were sentenced ' to vario.us .• :term~ . :of- v., ! 
' . imprisonment ,an~· fi.n~s or in_defaµlt. o:f ,p,yment o(fi.nes to. undergo '; 

. further- terms .qf -~01pi:isonmen't., ·. A - ~~cQvery -- of._ is. _- 8,024 ,qould ~~! .. ••.. 

) . \ _ ~a_g~ from t~e a_ccus~ p~rsons and.: the - balance _Rs;•----· tJ,9,76 , - was;,\· 
. - ~t!~n off.__bytbe·G9v~rninent. As per· . .Auditli~p~ft,. theJi~u~ was, . 

. . facihtateq due to.failure -onthe p~rt.otthe PresidingOfficer of.the 
'.Court to keep th~ ~ea1 in.·proper custody in .contravention . ,of .. the' .-· -, 
-, inst,tuction$ contained in Finance Department's Jetter No, 42-Ft-49/ :: · . , - 

_.\ ~637,'dated 24th·Januacy.,_l949 andrthe Tr~sury.Olficerto-<ietectthe. ' · 
' ··rorged'signatw:es on ~he pay order, The accused/was,dismissed_fto,m r. 

service by the Department. and no other official ,was J;!.eld responsible. · 
11 \ . '. ... • . 

1 
... · .,··;, J, . " ' . . . . . . j. ' . < . I '·.. . . \· •· .. ! . '. . .., . . ·. : 

r . . . J1le Department· stated, th~t- the, FinlJiiCe - · I)epartnient's Jetter.- 
. .: referre,dto abqye was addressed :;t_o all Deputy Commission~rs·inthe - 
· - , J»unjab and not to alt: Heads pf Departments, · It was .. not received 

in Civil· Courts. The question to observe the instructions· contained' 
therein, could not, therefore,' arise,' The then· Senior Civif . Judge, 

- "· - - · Sheikhupura could 1not and cannot, therefore, be· held , . responsible 
,for the failure on his part to-,keep_ the Seal in his custo(jy.· . ' , '; 

. - : : .. _·. - - . : -; - ' . . '_ . - -~ _-· . . . . ~. ' . • . . . . . . . ."j _: __ • . • ., ·, -~ -• -· 'rJie explanation ,gf'the ·oepartbient W-'8: acctj)ted an~tne-para., 1 ,,. was dropped~·· : :-" 1 - . ) · • ' •• . , -·~ , ·- • , .··· ., . , . 

• ~ . .. .. . ·· ... · .. ·· :· .. ·· , ..... ' ." . , . ' ,.··.. .' ·, , _ .: .. ·.·.,. .1 . · . :. :Y" . .. .. .. · i't· .: 1 • 

-. .-. (i)P(lge116-_. Notes 7~8 .&:~Store$ !A~~o11nti, a~d Financial,:··: 1 

, , Statemen.ts--At t11¢ .~eeting;\-hekloIJ. t4th April; 1967~ J~ pepartmeni J' ·. _ , ; , 

_ ... , -pla.-ce.d··-be.f9·r· e __ -_the.Co -. ---.~m1··.t_ tee_ ,.·sta~ern __ en.t slro.· 'wl .. ·--·.ngtb,.ee.· ·la. t·.es.·_- t ·J)o.s1.)~on··· , ... - __ - _ ·•• ofthe ,Stores Accounts afd Fmancial. Sate111e.nts. the _ Co't;rtmittee :' - . _ • 
,, , . . · -desiredi .thaf the . acc0uiits which are. yet to be. verified )by ·.the •. Audit · · 
--,- · ·~- .sho'q!d be gotverifi.e~fat an earlyqate. ·Th~- ~q~~fte~· ob_~~ryed·, 

. ·.-! 1 _ that the Oe)?artment had not fixed the resp6IJ.stb*ty- fQr - aot furnish- 
- . ing the accounts tothe Audit-'>- iµ :time.not/had any•. a6tion'. ·been · 

. -r taken aga~stth~ p~rson~)'esp~nsible for:the ~ame. --. Tb.e Co.m,mittee, 
theJ:"efofe, once agam po111ted out to the Departmentthat this1 should 
be done before he next meeting of the· Committee, The· 'Departm~nt·· 

1 ,hould get all the1a~Qunts.-0f 'the various J~ils vetlft~d :.~_y·the.' Au~iti, · , t , 
.. . and-' report as to ;wbatL ~ctioirhad-· been , tJken. ,~gaµis_tJhe .,pmc>,ns. · , ). 

·, :,~p~~ih,lf··,· . · .. '_· .. ,- : - ,,. -- , Y · .. - - ·, . 1\ \'.< ,- : .. 
. \ . . · . The Department now' stated . tliat_1 they ' havlr· .submitted<' all1 tbe 

.acb9uiits~ · Subject to·veufieation of;this position:by th~: ;Audit:tbe-- 
) · ~a,~.1_\JI~~ dr;~P~~·· :', · '-·· , _1_ _ -.1 ~\~ '· ,_ • __ ·: _ ::.~-/ ,:?-1 :1: ~-,· : ·->. 

_( ) 
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.. ),(8) Page 524, ·Para. 54(i)-Misappropriation· .of Government 
M.<Jne~Rs. 2,671:-""'.Tlte Department did not submit any e~planatiQn - 
f 9r this item. · ' ' ·, .: ' . . - - : 

=, · ·- (9) Page 524, Piz~a.\ 54(ii)-2.Misappr(}priatio~: 
1; 

~f GoverJnie~ . 
. MQney--ln this case, certain cases of em~zzlements, forgeJrY, fraud· 
' and misappropriation had been. detected· by Audit) - · , · ( , - · · , · 

At the meeting.held on 14th April, 1967, th~ Department stated 
_ that the case was-pending with the Services.and General Administra 
. tion Department. The Committee then directed that the Department 

should get iI,1 touch,'with the Services and· General Admiaistratien 
Department and finalise the matter.' . /. - - -- • . ·- r -; 

• . .' : . . ;\ ./ .I . . ' . .· .. I I ' I ' 

_ The Department now stated . that· · this case - pertains to Mr .. ,: 
. G, M. Khuro, ex-Superintendent Office ·Of the D~r~tor of Prisons, 

· - Central Raage.Bahawalpur. _The first I inquiry 'against· Mr. G.M. 
Khuro has since been. finalised, awarding .1 :Punishment of stoppage. of 
two increments with cummulative effect. . The second inquiry bas 
been entrusted to. Sh .. Ijaz r Ahmad. PCS, Additional District Magist- 
rate, Bahawalpur who· has been appoint~d Inquiry Officer. · 

' I Subject 'to_ the finalisation of .the second inquiry, the 'oara. was . : ' 
dropped. .. ·· ... -· ·_--_ . '· .. ' '_. ·.' \.· , '. _I'.· : . _ ·r-. _:. ... · 

.1 (10) Pages, 525:--526/P,ara. 56-. The para. was deferred for consi .. __ ;:· 
- deration in the next series of· meetings of; the Coµunittee alongwith 

the accounts for the y~ar 1962-63. · · _ _ ·, r · · "' - 
. (11) Page 525, Para. 51- __ L°oss of Govemment Property-« - In this . 

· case the Property Clerk of the Office of the Court of 2nd Extra Joint 
Civil. Judge,' on. his transfer, did not hand over the' property: )Vqrtb- 
Rs. 1,669 to his successor. . • , . . :' . - -·_ - : _ . :: · __ ;'_I. 

The Departinen~ expl~iried that Mr'. )Vazir Hussain Sh~ ,Clerk ; ' 
of Court' of 2nd Extra Joint Civil Judge :EJ.nd .lst Class MagIStrate -- 

- Hyderabad, responsible for the loss of case property, worth Rs. 1,669 r 
was convicted with imprisonment till rising of the Court· and also __ to 
pay a fine of Rs. 2,000 or in default· to· undergo R.I. for __ .twelve 
months. The Orie was. paidinthe Court.Mr. Wazit Hussain ,Sha)t 
was. removed from service on 29th February 1960 'even · before his . 
co1:1viction. The· Departmentfurther stated _ that sancti~ for th~1 

wnte bff of the property. has since, been accorded.· 1 • 1 · 

c __ The explanation ·was· f~und :satisfactory and - . the para~ was 
dropped, . i; ' .· . . -. •. . ' . :.;,, ; '. : ... ' . . _- . . .. 

· 02)~ Page 525, Para. 58(iv}-Misapp~opriatidiJ, of Government. 1_, 
Mo1U?y-· -Rs. 6,391:-.Jn this case, · an A~ountailt of an offic~/ of 
Superintendent of Police, Criminal Investigation Department. had· 
embezzled an amount of Rs. 6,391. :_ - · 

· - Atthe meetingheld onJ2th September, t967, the bepartmefit ·· 
· stated that during the course 'of .inspection _pf the offl~ of the Supeiin- .. : 
tendent of Police, Special Branch, Southerp legion, Hyder~~a,d~, ,~·: ,,~ 

. .- . . ·: : ' .. ' • ' . . . . •. It ' ·~: r- ·.·.! j •• ~~ ·: ;' ..... 
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Deputy .Inspector-General~ - Special Branch> West Vakistan,- Lahore 
noticed1hattheaccounts' wete not being .correctly maintllined and so' J 

he d~puted. an accountant from -his office to unpart pro~ ·• ttainin~ · 
and- .mstruction 'to the, office accountant concemeJl - : .The;' Accoun~t · _- 

, detected grave ··irregula.rities .in the accounts. wJuch had not been - . ': · 
.audited since long, at least dot.from 1953-_onwar~l.and at his sugges· · - _ 

- - tion · Range Auditor was deputed to do ne~ary. '. - cbeckll)g. · The . 
Range' Auqitor deputed ~o ,udit- the : accounte had report~ the\ , 
embezzlement of the f ollowing amounts : --- , · . j , · 

.. ·; ._·__ -. ' ' , I. -, . ··n·;._· .' '.· ·. . 
I; z AD 

' During 1956 : . . . . · ~2-6~ 
During 1957 :-., -,·6,188-+I) _· 

._ . _ ; \ . - __ '. Grand total.... 6,390-10-0 · .' 
A' case -uiide.t section 499~ J,>akistan Penal . Cod~ and under section ' 
5(2) of the Essential Services (Maintenance). Act 1958;_was registered 

- against Mr~ Muhammad Suleman, formei: Accountant of the Office,· ,_ 
c:,f the S~~- Special. Branch, Suothern Region, lfy<lerabad by the Anti~ 
Corruption Police, 'Hyderabad. During theinvestigation of.the case, 

_ it was found that no defalcation, embezzlement ot criminalbreach· ·of· - 
trust-v.:as committed 'by the accused ,an~ therefote, both t~e c~ses,1 

were dispos(:d of as 'C' Class by the AnU-CorruptloJi Department. · • - .: 
->.. ' The Committee noticed that no' accounts had been_ audited frotn I' 

-1953. onwards. The· Colllµljttee directed that the .Depart!J}e11t, ;should· 
.. , make an lllquiry ~ to who was~ responsible for riot getting tlle _ 

accounts .audited for such a r long time ' and take n~sary actjori . 
against the officer concerned. · __ ~port of the progress with regard t<>- , - 
the-action taken against.the officer . concerned and the reasons for not ·, 
having accounts audited for such a long time should - be subm.itted.,to . 
the- Committee.' , , . :; , . · . /c, - _ . _, __ · : .- _ •-- • • • . _ 

- r '-ec(The Departmenr now explained that the wst~m .ofJnterital aud\t . 
: was'no~ .in vogu~_i11the former Sind .. bef<?re Inte~,aJio1't -_ t~er~fore;_ · r . _ 

no audit was earned . out. - After Integratioa; a Ra:nge- Al.J.djtor _ has, / - - 
been appointed ~a_1the abco:u1,1ts are regularly ., beingi ~udi~ed .tr<>m . 
1956' onwards; 1 · • • , · ,_ • • 

; ' The explanation-was eorisidered to '1,e satisfactory and ~e para. I .. 

r -, dr ed 'I , · , I j_ ,- was opp. ) - - -) 
'i , ·, _ . :APPROPRIApON ACCOUNT~l961-62~ - _ _ 

· ',<l)Page_4; Para. 8.read.with_ pag~ 1~GrantN.o. -~15-Pqlice~ ,, 
_ BxeessRs. 30,69,927___; · . . · · ·' . 'I- 0 _ _ __ 

(2) - Page 6, Para. )2(iz-p-8urren4ers - in, ab!e,ice of savlrig--~rci!'t ,! -· . , _ · 

No, }S.;.Police-As the Department lla,d not given.~ny explana~911 in 
respect of the excess under each sub-head ander this G.rant,, the items 

· were deferred· to be taken li_p ~ongwitli, the ~cco'!nts -for. 1962.;(;3 ,· 
- when the Department should aive- f\111 and detailed informaiton un~r, · 

each sub-.-', ., -i · 

l . ··-· \:.· 
' ' I ~io·· .-·· -~ 
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' '(~) Page 4, Para. 8 read -.ylth .page 6l~Gr;ant No. l~Jails and 
Convict Settlements-Excess Rs. 3,56,007_.J_The DepaitmentC:ex~lain-"' 
ed that the excess.was due to the following reasons :-. 
·. In the original Budget Estimates' for, . the~ y~ar 1 1961-62, the 
Department demanded a sum of 1Rs. 1,91,96,870 . against which tire 
Finance Department allotted a sum of Rs; 1,57,31.760.' Subsequently 
the administrative control as well as the fibancial control of Karachi 
Jail was taken over by- the· West. Pakistan· Prisons Departm~ht in· the 

. end. of the same financial year .and, the Department put theiranticipa- · 
'ted revised demand· of Rs. 1,99,56,810- (including expenditur» of 
Karachi Jail) but the .Finance Department finally sanctioned 
Rs. l,86,68,060i,e. Rs . .12,88,750 less, Moreover; the population.of the · 
Jails in West Pakistan increased.in 1961:-621. The expenditure of the 
Department is inescapable as the prisoners are to be fed and provided ., 
with other necessities of life. and the expenditure cannot be postponed; 
to the next financial year. J • • • • • ' · • 

. -I ~e explanatiorr'of th~. Department ~~$ accepted' arid the excess 
recommended, , . , · · . , , . · . 

(4) PageA, Para. 8 read with Page 54--Grani No. 12 .. (1-A-C.-J ~ 
Secretariat and 'Headquarters. Establishment-12-(1) (~Excess 
Rs. 39,191-The Department explained that th~ excess was due to 
heavy expenditure on . telephone . trunk. calls,' ". installation of l new 
connections, etc. consequent . upon 1 -the . introduction of. Re-organisa- 

-, • •• J .tion Scheme in, February, 1962. . Tlie 'expenditure - could, . not . be 
anticipated in the revised estimates due, to .late r~ipt oftelephone I 

'bills' which were adjusted only .in.theIast. month (June 1962):. The, ' 
Department further stated thatthe figures 'had nor been properly . 
reconciled by the 'Department and 'a wrongreconciliation certificate : 
had been given by the Officer Incharge in the Home Department at · ( 
that time. . The , Committee _ decided that the _Hom.~ Department. < 
should move the Services and General Administratioa Department 
to take necessary action 'against the officer who. gave reconciliation . 
certificate without - first . making · reconciliation. 'Subieet to. this 
action by theServicesand .General Adtru1U$tration.Department, the 
para. was. dropped. . ' . . ' ' ' .· . ,, 
..... (S) ·Page 2~ Para. 46:..:....'Jtiion~fixati~n of" Cadre , Stren~tiz-.· The 
Department' explained .that the. Cadre Strength. had, been fixed, The 
para. was dropped,. . . .. - . · · '. · , - 

', .: (6). Page 26, Para: 17 (lll}-Secret Service Exoenditure+. · In this 
· case the certificate regarding secret service ~xpe11ditutebad not been 
furnished. The Department explained that the. requisite certificate 
has been furnished, ; The para. was dropped, ': . , •· . · · : . . . . · 

· (7) Paee · 4, Para. 8 read :fvith page .13~Grant. No. 34-· CfviP . 
· Defence-Excess Rs. 96,555-The Department stated that. the overall 
excess Of Rs .. 96,555. shown in the Appropri~tionAccounts, _for the 

-year 1961-62 comprises (i). Rs. 88,771 .excess .In' 'Southern Area 
.. r . , 
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Circle, '(iz) Rs,;· 7,960 excess' in<Accountant.;General Cirt:le and : (iii), - 
Rs, 176 saying jJt Northern Area circle. .·· .. · ('. ;:;;;· : ' . < · . . 

. '. . . I ·- .. . . . 

Out 'of 'the excess _ of-Rs. 88, 771 there has been' :a 'tbtai •, ;Book 
' Adjustment _of Rs, . 72,453. for the 'previous' years. Th~:r_. · -r~maining 

·, excess. of_Rs.16,318 'i~· due to some '\'rotjg adjustments. , . • . . . . . 
. I I ,· _., ' , , ,- ~ \·, , .,_ . ~ , ,. . 

-·thee,xcess:qfRs.J,960ismainJylqµetoahc>okdebitof~. 1/261,, ... ~ r i : 

'! o. n_ tacc .. ou __ nt: of .... S~a/~ailway ·fr.~igJit_ . ~-ha'rg~,! _. raised. ·_a. 'gams_t . thi .. · ·~ . 
' . Department at the last mom~nt,(J.;e. m June, : 1,96~ . c>n . the direct 

advice from th.e Audit. Officer, Industries, Supply and Food, Karachf 
. and partly due' to the fact that the' expenditure of Rs. l,493 as.leave -... 
· salary Jo Mr~A. I. S. .Dara, Director, .Civil Defence during, his .: stay: r 

. abroad: for tcain1ng purpo§es, was ineurred against. the. orginal grant :- 
. , including Rs .. 4,480 as charges in England which remained uncharged 

till 30th May 196i; when it was superseded by the final grantleaving 
I i1:il provision 'on this account The Department, .therefore; could not · 1 

anticipate necessary funds to · cover .this expenditure. , •·· · "'· · ·. . . 
1 .· . . _- -·i, ! '.· ' . ;_·- ' . . . ... , .. . . ·,, . . . ..... . . '/_. . '·' 

·.. ·. The saving of Rs, 176 was_ due ·to, the reason .that. some Instruc- · 
. tions Staff proposedto be trained m advance-Civll Defence Courses r 

could not: be spared 'due to rush - of work which resulted in nominal 
~aving of Rs. P6i in r. 1· . ·. · . · · < ·., \ · , , ·: .: · .\ :_ 

-c; . . Th~ Committee ascepted the. explanations . of the I Department 
and decidedto recommendthe regularisation ofthe ex.c6$S;__ - 
· (8) Page 22, Pata. 36~Fraudulent withdrawal. of . Government; 
Money"Tln ·this· case, in .. a. certain: Prison, of Southern Range, · the 

. C .. · as_ .. · hi··.e~_- -. · fraud .. ul.entl~. '--drew_.• _.Gove. i:nment __ · · ~o_.·.n. · .. e.~:_am9u.ntJ_n~.fo Rs.··· .: 4,000.· . ,by- adding a figure 4 to a Contingent Bill· passed for. Rs.1 452. . The: 
ma~er Was reported· to the.' Police· and charge having been · proved,' 
the Cashier.was convicted by the Court on 29th June, 1957 ... 'No 
recovery of the. amount could be made from the •. Cashier arid · the 
entire loss of.& •. 4;000,'was written · off by, the Government; ... · · •1 . . ·. . .... '· , r·· .. . . . .... •.. . .... · . . . . . . . ·.' .. 

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

. . (9f Page 22; Para. 31-_. Shortage . of '.· stores_:(i)' iu · this . case 
'·shortage.of stores worth Rs, 874 was .detected as· a result of physical , . 

verification' ofstores for, the year 1957:-58,, · As per · Audit Report, 
the party i;lt faultwas \orclerfd to repay the loss: 11?-. e'1.Sy instalments 
and a sum of Rs.108 had been recovered .upto June; 1963. : ·• .. 

The Department' explained that Mr. Kazi :who.was held at fault 
paid .a ·sum.of_Rs. 144/out of Rs. 874 and' subsequently ,'•made. 'a 
teprese~t~tio~ fqr waiving off the· balance' of. the .reco':ery ·ohtstandj 
mg. against him ": '. The case was, · therefore, . re-examined by . the 
Director. of Prisons, Southern Range, Hyderabad and in considet~ 
tien of the fact that.the Iossdidnoroceur duete hi$ :negllgvnce .1or 

,, . , 'fraud;:furt}:ier recoveriesfrom him were waived. of,t and the remaining 
·amo~nt of Rs. )!30 w~ written off ~rom the books .. :' . r, 

I ., ., • 
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The Department 'explained that . tb.e .•Director. of. Prisons, 
Northern· Region, Peshawar appointed : Mr. Manzoor Hussain 
Panhwar as Inquiry Officer to.investigate into the causes ofshortage . 
of 191 ·47 cft. of Shisham Wood. . He appointed. a Committee to get 
the whole wood. remeasured. According to the .Inquiry Officer,' the 
shortage was 47·44 cft, and the total loss comes to Rs. 583 for which 
Mr. Shafl-ud-Din.. Assistant Superintendent, has peen held respon 
sible and the recovery· has been ordered from him; 

I , . . , . ' ' :· , I 

. . 
. . The Department explained that the shortage of . firewood 

amountingto R~. 713-12'."0 and the-cost of remaining shortages 
amounting to Rs ... 817-12-0 · after adjustment of the cost on .. account 
of excesses, Rs. 24·67 were ordered to be.recovered' from Mr. M. ·A. 
Channa found responsible for the shortages otlier than firewood. j 

The explanation of .the Departmentwas 'accepted and the· item 
was dropped. · · ·· · · · 1 

' ' : I •, 

(10) Page 22; Para. 38-·· -Shortage in stock _of Shisham ' Wood 
worth Rs. 2,275-In -this case ,2,000 cft. 'of. Shisham Wood · flanks · 
were purchased. from· Divisional Forest · Office, · The Representative 
of Jail Department who was deputed to collect the P.lants, measured 
the, planks and· sent the same to Jail factory concerned. · At a later 
date when the store was rechecked and .measured in the Jail factory,' ,, 
it was 'found that 191:47. cft. of 'wood valuing Rs. 2,275 was short. 
Thecost of the entire consignmentwas accepted and adjusted by the, 
J ail Department and as such the Government had to· bear a loss 9f 
Rs.: 2,275. The representative of Jail Department who. initially 
collected the store and the Store Keeper who took the/store in charge · 
shifted. the responsibility · to one another. The' amount of loss, as 
per Audit Report, had neither been recovered· nor written off.'. 

. ~. . . . .- . , 

.· -. Subject .to suitable action· being taken by the Home Department 
on this suggestion of the· Committee,' the item was dropped. I 

(ii) In this case shortage of' stores worth Rs. l;55S was detected 
. at the time of physical. verification for the year 1959 .. 60. No action 

' . . was taken to make good the loss. 

',l 

. . \ . .. 

The -Committee observed that .either Mr. Kazi was responsible · 
for causing loss to the extent pf Rs. ·s74 o.r was not responsible. He 
could. not be held responsible for a part . of· ... these · losses and . not I 

responsible for the. other part. . · The Committee. suggested that· this ,, 
case may be-reviewed by the Home Department with · a -view to 

· considering whether (al) recovery of Rs. 144 . initially . was made 
after due process, i.e. · after determining under the Efficiency and 
Discipline Rules .. that the loss had been· caused; and, (b) whether the 
orders to write off the balance amount of Rs. ,730 were made on the 
ground that Mr. Kazi was not responsible for any loss. If SO; then 

'why the amount · of Rs. · 144, as already; :: recovered from Mr. Kazi, 
should · not be refunded to him. \ . . - . ~ 
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Subject to these observations the para. was dropped .. 

. {12)-Page 22, Para. ~Irregular purchase and uneven jlov/ of _ 
expendiiur~(q) The. Superintendents df Jail$ are · empowered to . 

· incur· contingent expenditure . upto Rs. 500 ·.in each .. case; . The local 
, audit of ·the,acc6Jlllts of .a .District Jail ·· revealed that contingent 

.': : exp~~di.tur~ exceeding Rs.. 500, Was · incurred without :' obtaining . 
. .pnor sanctron of tp.e competent .authority. 

1 " ' . ; ·' 

As the 'expenditurehad been. regularised, the iteiii, was· dropped . 
. · (b) The financialrules require that the flow of expenditure . 
should be evenly maintained' throughout the year. . It was observed I 

by Audit that out of a budget , allotment o( Rs. 8;000 , a . sum of· 
R.s. 4,194 ~as expendedin.June 196r, alone. -. , . . . . ., . 

The Department explained thats originally-Rs. 3,250 was p~ovided 
.for in the Budget und~r Hea~ "~W9rkf': The additional -grant of •. 
Rs. 4,150 was allotted telegraphically Just before the .close of finan 
cial year as the 'funds were sanctioned and communicated by - the 

- Government· in the middle of June, 1961. Therefore; the full · addi- r . - 
tional grant was. spent before; the close of 'the financial year as." no : . 

· c- .time was left for the J~il to surrender the additional grant, /' · · 
( .The 'explanation of the Department was.accepted 'and the item I 

\wasd:ropp~ .. , · ; 1 , • _, ,· • 

(_ 

. :The Department explained that the · balance of outstanding 
amount has been 'reduced to' Rs. 760~ Instr:qctions have been issued - 

_ to clear the outstandings also at a very early date. . 

· i The C~mmittee · directed that the :D~partment · sho~d- gJt the' 
recoveries. 'verified by the Audit and make .. efforts to 1 .recover the 
balance. of Rs. 760. · ' , ' · __ 1, 

I • 

r Total I. . 11,18,.881 I ': ., ' ./ 

·, fl 

Government -Departments 
Private -parties 

. \ 

. I . . • /····,, •· . · ... ·. '• 

. . , Subject to. Verificatipn of the recovery?by-1.the Audit, the' para. 
was dropped. · , ,: · ·ti ·· ' _,_, _ . : .· 

(H) Page 2.2, 'Para. 3~0utstanding Dues+Is: this : case .. the 
position of outstanding- dues for the sale of jail _products · against , 

. Government Department and Private parties, as on 30th June 1960, was reported to be 'as under : - · ·· · · · · 

[Rs. I\ 

ll,14,869' 
·4,012 

i . 
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·· MUHAMMAD NAWAZ 
Acrmo· 1C:H:AiRMAN . · / , 

Standing Committee on Public Accounts . 

LAHORE: .: I . . . 
1 /- I - I 

, .'The 19th,December,' 1967. 
. /.r . . . . . .- . '·· 

{13) Pag;s '21-22{.Para. 35-' R~tention .of Government .. Al~ney 
r, with a Private Person-· The Departmentdid not submit any _expla .. 
nation in .respect of this itf?ll,l~ · ' · · - 

IV. · Items r~lating .to the Tribal Affairs; Wing of Home Depart- . 
. ment were postponed to be taken . up at the next series of meetings. '-- . r 

,. . The Committee thep adjourned- sine die.··. 
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EDUCATION DEPARTMENr-i 961 .. 62. - . . \ . . . 
~ • . ' .j 

- (1) Page 4, Para .. 8, read with page 84~(}rant No. 17-M~sc. Deptts. 
· N-2-Library.;.Saving Rs. 2S,840-The · Department explained that, 

.. 
A •· 

. \. 

·. '\ 

·, ·(3) Raf Mansab Ali Kh~n: Kharal, M.P'.A. . . . · Member. 
(4) 'Chaudhri Muhammad ·. Sa~ar · . Khan, Member. 

M.P.A·· . . . . 
-(-5) Mr. Mala~g Khan, ·M.P.A. . . '. 'Member. 
(6). Syed:'Akh1aque Hussain, T.Q.A.~-'C. S.·P., Expert. 

Syed Imran Shah, ,C.S.P., Additional. Adviser. 
Secretaries and Mr. G. 'D. Memon, T.K,, ·' · 

· . Joint Secretary, Government of. West 
Pakistan,. Finance Department 

(7) Mr. Saeed Ahmed; Assistant . Accounts. By Invitatien, \ · · 
Officer, Office. of the ', Accountant- 

.. General, ·west Pakistan. 
, . · ... I 

(S) Maljk Abdul Latif· Khan,· C.S.P., Secre- By.Invitation. 
·· ·tary to Government of West 'Pakistan, 

Education Department., · 
': . . '. ·. . 

(9)'Mr. Asif Ali Shah, c:s.-P., Deputy Secre- By Invitation. 
. . tary, to Government of West Pakista»; 

Industries, Commerce .: and.•· Mineral 
Resources ·. Department and . ¥J-: S~ .R; 
Poonegar, C.S.P., Director, West. Pakis 
tan Small Industries Corporation. ·· .. 

(10) Commander 'Abdul Latif Khan, . Deputy By Invitation, 
- . Secretary to Government ·. of i West 

~ Pa:lcl~tan, Agriculture . Department. , 
· . . Ch~udhri Muhammad;Iqbfil.·S.K .• Secretary, Provincial Asse~b 

'ly of West Pakistan acted as Secretary of the.Committee.: . ~ 
. . , . . I.; . . . 

' U.. The Committee took· up consideration of the . explanations 
. of the DepartmeQ.ts in respect pf the items: appearing in the Appro- 
priation Accounts. · · 

' I 

'Chab'man .. 
Member. : . 

.- . . . . \ . i . •,. ' . . .· - 

IROCEEDINGS OF THE MEETING. OF' THE STANDING 
GOMMIITE:E ON PUBLIC. ACCOUNTS HELD ON 2ND 

.· MARCH, 1968 AT 9-00 A.M. IN 'TEA ROOM' OF . THE, . 
ASSEMJ;JLY BUILDING, LAHORE. . . 

- I. .. The following were presenti+- ' 
· (1) Mr. .Zain.Noorani, ·M.P.A ... ;· ... .: 

.. (2)' Chaudhri Muhammad Nawaz, M.P.I\_ ... -: 
• ' ; ', I ·. .- 
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. The Director or: Educatio~. Hyderabad, h~s r;ported: th~t out Of' : . ' 
the total expenditure of Rs. 53,360 incurred by; him under this Budget · 
Head, .the amount of Rs -. 3tI65 was correctly· booked .under , this 
Head in the Audit Office .. "Iheremaining ambuntofR~. 22,19.5 per- · 

l ~aining:·to Sind Provincial Library, ~yderabaq, was wro~gly ~'ooked ,_ 
in that office under Head "37-Edufabon-H-Ge,neral-R-Misc." instead 

., of Budget Head "47-Misc:-N-2 Library". , This.wrong· booking of the 
expenditure has resulted in saving of more than ten per cent. The . 
Director of.Education, Hyderabad is being asked. tb fu:\d out. the p~r 
son whofailed to transfer the wrongly -booked expenditure of. 
Rs. 22,195 to the correct Budget Head at the(Jime of reconciliation. 

: He is further being asked to convey the displeasure of Government . 
to the t',er~on at fault for this lapse. · . 1' · ·, · 
. ' '! ... ! 

During the course of distussion the J)epartment stated that the 
explanation was based. on the· assertion of the Audit that it was a ca$e' _ · 
of misposting although the Department.contestedthis assertion. Con- · 
fronted with certain certificates issued by the ::Comptroller-, Southern 
Area, the Audit could not say . clearly ,:wheth¢J." it was a· case of IlliS 
posting .or _I).Ot. . As there was no clear-cut /picture before the Public 
Accounts 'Committee, the Committee had to i. defer the item. · · The 

· · Audit was requested to look into this matter", again :iand be clear 
''.:.. .whether it was a case of misposting or/not, arid to verify, whether the . 

contention of the Department that'. -there was a saving Qf.'Rs. 3,645. ·· 
only was correct.' . The Auditshould also-saY-c!eatly on>wbat point · 
the Department's explanation is required. , The Department should '.\ 
be informed about it. . · 

· The item was def~rred'. to be. taken up wlth the. account · for the 
year 1962-63 .. ·. . . · " · · .. . ., · ,: . · · · 

\ 

.... --~-~2. ~~·--· ~r--4 
.. 2;~5)so . :· 2:~;,a1tw \ ·· \ 3,645 

_"!',!; .r.' 

{ 
Total 

e Rs.··· 

2,0\l5, 

i;~OO 

. S:..ving, 
. ) ' 

:\· . 

Rs.1 i:.· . f Rs. ·• 
1,61,0?0 . 1,58,975. 

:; ~· - .. -· -. --------· --t-·-~-- --;·~- ------ -~-"--..,.. -, 

. I• 

Na.me' of' ;Regio~ Serje.l 
No. 

\. 

1 Direotor !>f'Eduo11,Moii, Lahore 

2 ·Pireotor ofEduoatdon, Hyderabad 
• I • , 

Modified .. , ·E··. x_·~_end __ / 
grant f'Qf · · · tu"" i,:,, • 
1961-62 ~· 1961,62 · 

funds amounting to Rs. 2,15,980. were. allotted· to the Education De 
partment during 1961~2 under the: Budget. <Head: "47-Misc>·N-2 .. 
Library". The Region-wise allocation/expeq._~itute .of. these. funds 
was as ainder i=-. . . . " . . . · > 

.. ., \ 

... 
I ' I 

I ). 
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D . 1,1'7 

'i ,.., 

.. ~ 

I..,; ••• 

. i ••. ' .:;.. . 

'1 

I _, 

\ 
1957-58 

. 1958·59 . 

1959-_60, .• 

lt80-61 
i ~ '· 

0 .\. 

i a , 
' J 

. 195.3~54 

. 
11954-55 

· 191$5-56 

1956~57 

1950..-,51 

19ol-6i 

1952.53 

. ,· 

·. . . . . \· ,_· . ' ·\, . . . . ..... \. __ ., . . . . . . . --~ ·. 
· ·, The -·lass was· mainly due to the employment of' unnecessary, .. - · 
staft I ' • ' ' c •• ~ , ! , , , , . ' . - ,, ' ... · I . 

· (ii) 1be Commerciitl section was organized to impart training 
to 30 apprentices each yeai:-, but the. attendance record.of the commer-: 

.eial section .revealed that number .of trainees never. exceeded ii Jn a year during the past seven, years and that too was only once dunng 
· 1957 ... 5g, as shown below i-> .. · · ·.. ' :; ·' 

1955-56 
, 1956~57 

. i19S7-58 
:r9,58-59 
1959.-60 

. 1960 .. 61 

,·. 
,. i 

,,/ 2. 
2-. 

,7 
4 . 
4' 
4 

.I 

2,853 

1iJ,'74. 

32,9129 . 

. 24,414 

16,761J 

_3&1067' 

1:Ma2 

,30,7,64 

~8,983 

44,702 

) . 

1,176 

9848 

10,435 

·ro,lisa · 
18,898 

9,~8.3 _ 

9,'714.0 

f,936 ' 

Rs. 

50,668 

' 34,088 

. 27;262 

27.,200 
\ ' . - 
44,7q0 

32,030 

40,!>17 

·48,723 

Rs. 

1,177 

2,3~3 

13,159\ 

Y011r, - -. . 

-.jl_ , r, .. :· , 

Ex~!!!i· , Income -- ,: Loa~. , . .: . 

I . . . --~.~ -----~~·1-· --·--- . -~ 

j, 3%t{ , t. 
. . .. '. _, . . .) - J ' - .. , . 1' I - • / .-, . 

(2) Page 23, Para; ·41'-Un-.Productive ·_. Expendiwre-.AtcardinA 
to Audif Report (i) a>Saw Mill in an outlaying district was allotted 
to the Industries Department in 1952 for use of Commercial section · ' , 

. of an Industrial School, Its operating c9s~ was estimated approxi- · 
. 1 , . mat~ly at, R$. 1~34,240 per annum as against an anticipated annual 

income ofRs, 1;47,400 involving an anticipated net profit 'of about 
Rs; 13,160 ,a year. An examination of the annual figures of.expen 
diture and receipt of the undertaking for. the: past T years revealed , , 
that instead, of gaining profit, Government- sustained .heavy r losses . . _ .. on the working: of the ,concern as indicatedbelowr-e- · 

' I 

.' \ 



.,, 

·'- 

r. 

- Total.. ; . .. 1,34,2~ _,,. 

~ . -·~ .. - ---. 

- (. 

- .. ::n:.( Pay of Estt. . 
Other Allowances &; Honoraria. •:,; · 
Contingent Estt 

. ' . 
Raw Material- _ 
Wages· to .skilled labour .. 
Oils, etc. ,, 
Miscellaneous 

·lmpre~~. 

· Rs; 
18~3'60. 

... 11,900 

.. : . .' 2,640 
•.. 70,000 

.•... 43,040 
. .. 2,360 

·_ 3,000 
_.,.,_ .• 1,000 '.'- 

Bxpenditure-«. --·· "' 

.IA7,400·. . ,· . Totai. 
,, ------ ;/. 

.. ,. 
... 

Sawing wood, 
()ffice furniture 

· Package for military. 
.Camp equjp'ment . fo_t. military. 

'\., 

I. 

-.... .. 

... · . (iii) . Costly . ~,achfuery . had . been .installed in the School _ pre 
mises · without adequate arrangements for; its . protection. It.. was. 
lying .under damaged Kucha Sheds exposed to. inclement weather 
rain, etc. where .it was not _properly looked-after. Most of thetime. 
it had to remain idle .due to insufficient number of ··. trainees. Evi 
dently the institution was not serving the ·purpose for which it was 
established · at a considerable cost, · and the, Government capital had, · · 
been unnecessarily locked · up. · . · , 

.· . (iv) Two machines· costing Rs. 17,009 which operated on A'.C; 
type of electric current were. purchased . for this institution in -195_4. '--; : 
These. machines wer« so i,rgently required that these were 'purchased 
without proper Government sanction which.was accorded in 1956~ , 
The plant however could 'not be . commissioned . for _use . up - to 

_ January, 19,62 as the A.C; current was notavailable, The Govern 
ment capital wasthus uselessly locked 11:P 'and due to lack. of proper. 

· storage facilities the machinery depreciated.. . . . 1 . 

_ The department explained that.an evacuee property · named 
as-Hindustan. Saw . Mill was -acquired by the~ Industries· Department· 
in Septembr, 1950 to tun I it on commercial basis with an · anticipat 
ed income of ·Rs. 1,47,400 and- expenditure of. Rs. 1,34;240 result 
ing in saving. of Rs. 13;160 per annum as .per details.' given· below: - · 

'·, . . • . • ~ ! •. . .. . .- : Income as per scheme-« . . . ' ... ·. . '. . . . ' . . . : ' 
. . _.·',. R s. 

•.. . 62,400 - 
g_o.ooo 

·. 30,000 · 
. . . 25,000 
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.' t: The actual losses sustained .by ,;the' '(fuv~t . 'duting . the . 
period under report coµiesto'Rs.1,01,013,and~nol·Rs. 2,53;010 . as · 

-- worked. out --by· the Audit. The reasons for the actual losses -were - 
-: 'as under: - , - c- • - _ , · . i · _ 

... · J. Sawing of Wood-Rs. 62,400-Tl,te scheme provided · ·sa~ing > 
of 18;60,000 cft. wood yielding an estim~te<;I -u,:com~ .. of Rs, 62,400 · 
per annum whereas the total wood receiyed in Jhelum . city _as per · .'-·- ,I 

advice of the Forest. Department- .during the. ,Period- .: under · report .· .: 
ranged from 1,04,446 cft. to,9,37,081 cft. Besid~s ther~ :were 25/_~0 1 

private sawiag . mills in Jhelum and the .instituticn itould · only .i. get '·, ,· .I 
--· 9,000 cft. to 2,66,600 cft. per annumfor sawing. Co~sequently the , 

estimated income could not- be realized during the · period . under, ~- i 
· report under this head. - ·, ~ - · . . - · · _ . · , -- 

" .2 . Camp Equipment 'and Packages for Military-Rs. $5,~ · 
Military authorities did not-pla~e:-ariy order-f<)r,packages and camp 
equipment during the: period 'In 'question. As· such there was 'no in· , . 

.come on this .account. - - . • . 
·_ - :, 3.. Furniture-Rs. 30~0()() (i)_..:_A nominal income· was received . . 

! . by way of manufacturing olfurniture as the rnachinery wasnot in .. · 
working order and .needed maier repair, for. which no amount. 'was . 
provided as 'proposed in the·Scheme. _ , . , '. .. ' 1 

_ . . (ii) 'Fh~ required number of apprentice trainees could not be ad- · 
mitted during-the.~period under report asno apprentice was forth 
coming at the sanctioned tate ofRs, 25~0 p.m. after the-completion 

. of two years .training in the Industrial schools. 1 · . , •. • __ 

. ··(iii) The, machinery was l~g under K~toha ~heds. . Nec~ssa~ - 
repairs of sheds were made from time to .time; In this connection · . 
the Rehabilltation Authorities -were approaehed but the 'sheds were 

:, : not replaced by permanent covets as the case 9f permanent transfer 
· ofthe.building to.theIadustries Department was. not finalized during 

the periodunder report . ) . . . . - . . . . 
(iv) The machinery is properly cared and is lyiµg under covet; in 

· good condition. But due to lack of space for', installation the 
-; · machines could not be put to work. _ 

. The•. Committ~ desired-to -know:~ \; . 
' / -- ... / . . - . . 

. .(1) Why was the machinery .purchased -in such a hurry wifhout 
proper. Gove:nun~nt sanction 'Yhen evenJhe x.c, (?UIT~nt was_· not 
available and who was responsiblefor this? '. ·.· .. · 

- (2) , Why· were the estim!J:tes and the volume of-timber so grossly : - . . ' . 
; out of proportion especially when the officer ~ho. prep~re4 the e~ti.. · - --~ · 

mate must have knownthat.there were. several sawing m1ijs operating 
·in .Jhelurn? and." ·' _ . · · <, •• • ·•. • '. • . . · 

• . 
1(3) .The cumulative loss, of several years so far eausedro .Govern-, 

· · ment. - 1 .. . . 1· , • · .· ; . . - .. 

- 0, the Committoo -asked the Department to give fulhietails. The: 
· Departmentshould' also .fix ·responsibility on these specific· points and, .. . . . . . . . .. · . ,._ ' . . . 

.\ ··330 , · ,~ 1· ·.· 
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.-·the matter b~ reported backto the 'Committee.· Tb~ --committetf -. 
directed that the representatives Of both the Industries· and Eduction , · 

· J)epartments should · appear before the- Committee ·when this itemJ• , 
again taken up-along with the accounts for.the year _1962-63. , . - : 

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

'INDUSTRIES DEP:ARTMEm 
/ . . . l959-6Q: · . _ _ 

, .· Page '3,Para. 5, .. r~tu{withpage 158-0ra11.tNo .. ).7-lndu~tries-A,_ 
_ Industries-Other than A .. 3(e)-SavingcRs. 2,82,562 out of Rs.17,98,369- 

This item was last considered by the Committee atits.meeting held 
·. on ll"'.12-1967 when explanation of the Eduction Department for 

· the .saviµg, of Rs, 2,12,387 out of the saying of Rs. 2,82,562 , was 
accepted. The- remaining amount of.Rs.- 7(J,J7S related tothe Car 
pet Centre, Hyderabad, and Cottage Industries · Development Centre, 
Khairpur ~ . The Committee di.rep~~· thatthe Industries Departmeµt_ 
should explain the saying. of Rs; 70,175. , · , · . ; · _ , 

The Industries Departmeat explainedthe.·saving as underi->, · · 
Cottage Industries Development Centre~ _Nhairpur-. · The saving· 

was due to the fact that the raw matenal and tools were not 'purchas- - 
ed forCottage Industries I;)evelopment;Centre.dlirfuJ?: theyear as the 

.. · Centre dia not functon in- f~ swing.:._ · · •. · _ -- .. 
· -Carpet Centre, Hyderabad-The savillg was. due. to the fact . 

. that the .cost of wool. spinning plant could not be paid in full during 
:· <. the year as the bills had not 'been received: / .·. . 

. . The explanation-of the Department.was ~o~idered satisfactory- 
and theitem was dropped. , . · -c: .. .- ..• · · .". · ·· < ·· 

_ ·- ., 196.1~2- '" . - · 
. . .. (1) Page 4, Para. 8, read .with pag,i 54-Grant No/ 1.2-General 
Administfation~l2(l) (k)-Excess Rs. 7,J24--1]le·Departmentexplain 
ed that the excess of Rs; 7,12-4,wasmain}y,due to unexpected adjust 
ment of debits .onaccount of. 4 additional telephones at theclose of 

·the year an'd'there was no time to ask.for theadditional.funds. 

, . 'flte explanation Wt\S co~idered··satisfact6ry andthe item was 
dropped. · . , · .. ... . . 

. · · (2) Page 4, Para. 8, readwith pages' 83-&· 8~Grant. No. 17-· 
, Miscellaneous Departments-« ", , ,- . r , · . : 

,--/_-- -- _. . W Registrar, loint.; Stock/ :Companies~: :K:a~chi~Excess:,:. 
,_. ·• . Rs; 4,368-· · , \ ·-. .. . .: .. t , _. " · • 

, (fz) N~3:Cliarges payable to other G9v~ent -Departm~nt .: 
<, -:- -saving Rs. 10,~ ,- · ' · · 
nie·Departm~nt· explained thJt neither there was ·excess exJie!1·- 

0 

· diture of Rs. 4,368 .nor saving of Rs. 10,000 as reported by the .Audit, 
· fhe factual position _ was that -, against the: . final .•. ,all(?cat!on of . 
Rs. 10,000, actual expenditure· was Rs. 8,668 therel>y ·resulting lar 

'- ... 
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.; a savjng ofRs.1,332;. The saying was due tb the fact"~th~t;.; one 
_ clerical post remained vacant. · . · : . . . . . . ; . : . .. . . . . . . .,• . .·.. •.. ·( . . .· - . 

. The Committee desired that the Accountant-General . should . 
get· the figures of.the .Department reconciled from. the :po1n_ptroller, 
Southern Area, · · - . · · , · · · : ~ · · ' - · · · 

The Corhmit.t~ further asked. the Department to . : state as · _ td 
. what attemptswere.madeby theDepartmetit to .recover. theshare 

; of payment from the -Central Government for th~_amount-of salary 
· .1 ·., .• paid to the· As_sis~nt· Registrar, Joint Stock ._ Companies, ·· Karachi' 

-and whether-the. Departmenthad-moved the Audit in the· matter . 
and if so, when.: . . . . . 

. The item 'was deferred to come up again' when the. Coinniittee 
considers the 'accounts for the year 1962-63. · . . · - · 

. . . (3) .Page . ~' Para. 8,. read with page ·· n2- .: Grant. No~. Nil~. 
C,apital' outlay on; Industrial Development-:-E:»¢ess Rs. l,0~68--: r. -'. 

The Department explained that since sanction for 'this expenditure · ·: 
~·was 'obtained on the 27th.June, 1~62~ the expenditure could not' have 

been foreseen and, therefore, no provision could have been- made . 
. . . ·: As tlie.exp~ditur~ .had properly . been sanctioned, the Com ... 
mittee decided ·to 'recommend .: .the regularisation of the excess 
expenditure. · - · 

AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT . 
. , 1957-58 ·· . A . 

. _ _ (I) 'page:J4, Para.-5,Losses of Stores-« P_addy Seed~239.~_Mds •. 
. ll seers and 79 Bags~ · · · 

(2) Page 35,_;Para. 7-. . r 
(3) Page 36, Para. 11 (iz)-Shortage _of Wheat- 

. _ · . 1 Q59-60 , . 
(1)' Page 3. Para. 5, read witn page 208-Grant No. 42-Loan~ 

. and Advances by the Provincial Govemment-_A-J:-Advances . to ·' 
Students of Baµawalpur-. Saving Rs.14,725 .out of Rs; 15;925~ 

,- .·• -:--'(2) · Page.29, Pard. J+Loss·onSale of; (fov(!:rn}nent Stores-- · 
.- (3) Page 216,', Item 07)-:- . . . 

(4). Page 216~ Item (18)-. · ,.· .. .. 
·· (5) · P.age 3, Para. '5, read with pag» 209-·. _ Grant No.<42-Doans 

andAdvances by theProvincial. Goyernment~Sa.viJ.lg·UD:der B~.;;... 
(7) and B-;-:-4-(8)-:- ' · · 

. 1960-61 , 
· , (I) Page 3; Para. 5, redd witli pages 329-242_,;-G,an(No. 22- 
Veterinary-Savjng Rs. '18,79,849--,- · · _ . '; . , . 

- :. (2) Pa,gf/ 7-, ·Para. 12 :(ii); read With pages 239~242-. -Surrenders: 
.made in excess of total saving+Grant No. _.22-... Veterinary-« · \. · ·.· 

· (3) Page· 7, Para. _ 12 -·(ii)~ 1ead with.pages 421~23-Surren.der9 
I made in excess~of'totalSaving Grant No .. 3B~Capital Outlay' on · ~ . .... • . •, c 
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: 1961-62 
.. Page, 4, Para. 8, read with page 84---,,Gtan(No..)1.;_Mi;c. t»: 

partmem~N-- l=-Bxcess Rs. . l 4,97~The:: Secretary; Agriculture -· · 
. Department was not present in. the meeting. He was, reported to . 

. . be: busy some where .: else. .The Comnrltte~ observed that _· since a 
. -- month's notice for' today's meeting of . 'the! 'Committee had . been 

.given to him he shouldhave kept himself free and attended, the 
meeting of the Committee to ·explain irregularities pertaining to his· - 
Department. The Committee was constrained to . observe that the· 

· . Secretary, Agriculture . had not .. even cared Jct write. a_ letter to · the 
Committee about his absence, · · In 'theopinion of the .Committee it 
was IiJ>~ possiblefor it, to consider the explanations of his. Depart 

. ment in the absence of the Secretary as -it \vas. an established, "and 
accepted principle _that the Administrative ''Secretary should himself · be present to represent bis Department, . · . 

' TheCommittee would ·Uke the.Financb Department totake up 
the question of the absence of the Agricul~ure Secretary 'With the 
~hief Secretary and to ensure · that the AqI,Ditijs_ttative Secretary is 
always present when the Pµblic . Accounts . Committee takes · up - . 
explanations of a Department in respect • ofi: the irregularities pointed 
out in the Appropriation Accounts. . · . t , · . __ · · - 

, . . . ·- -· . . .. . ... , . - l - m. The Committee 'then adjourned _tp meet again on 4-3-1968. 
at 9-00 a.m. · - _ . .. . · .. · . : 

•. -, LAHO~ : . ·l" . : ·· .. 
The 2nd March, 1968. } . ZAIN NOORANI- 

. l ', . .1:) - .. _Cl{AIJ™AN,. . 
. J Standing Committee · on Public Account&. 

( 
. A, 

Agri~ultural · Improvement ·and Research-« • f 
... - (4) Page 47, Para, ss-· · . . -. ._., 
1 

. '.· JS) Page 48, Para. 59-. _· · . · 
', (6) Page 48, Para. ~ . 

(7) Page 49, Para. 6i-· · -, · ·-- 
. (8) Page 424, Note _3. 
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. I. .. The following were-present :-· . .. :--, - .• l 

(lL Mr. · Zain . Noorani, · M;P.A. -c •• , Chairman. 
(2) Chaudhri Muhammad Nawaz, ·. M.P.A. . . . · Member; 
(3) Chaudhri Muhammad '- Sarwar .Khan, ' Member. ·. · 

MP.A. ,· , . ~ · . 
(4) RarMansab.Alt Khan-Kharal, M.P.A.:· ... 'Member,' 

"(S) Mr. Malang .. l{han, M.P.A. . . . . . . c . Member .. 
· :(6) Syed Akhlaque Hussain, T.Q.A,, C. S, P., Exp~rt . -. 

. . . Additional .. Secretary · and ·. Mr. . G. D~ - .Advise{ 
: . - · _ .- · Memon, T.K., Joint Secretary, Govern· 

· · . ment of·. West Pakistan, Finance Depart- - 
ment, .i: · _-- ·.·· _ _ 

(7) Rana· Muhammad Yasin, P.A. & A. St By Invitation. · 
Accountapt-General~ W est Pakistan." 

- (8) Brigadier S~rdar. · Ali, Joint. SeQretazy, Bylnyitation; 
· · Government of \Vest Pakistan, Home 

· .. Department, Mr: AshrafHussain, -P~C.S., , t 
Deputy ~ecretazy and Mr. Usman Shah, 

. Officer.. on Special Duty,. Home Depart- 
.: ment, . alongwith officers. of the . Frontier- . 

- Region. · "v • J > "· 
. (9) . Malik Lahrasab, than~ P.C.S. Officer' on 13yirivitation.: . _ 

-· _< Sp.ecfaJ Duty, High. C:011rt of West' ~ .. 
· Pakistan. · · · \ . · · 

(1 O) ;Mr. · S_.- A. Gardezi, __ · P.c:s~, . Secretary By Iiiyita~ion: 
. . (Settlement), Board of Revenue, West_ ) -· 

· · Pakistan; - . · · ·· · , 
. nu Mr. Iqbal Moeen, C;.S)P. and. Nawal;>'.za:da By Invitation , ; 

· . ·Muhamad.Yaqub ·Khan,· P.C.S.,, Deputy 
·· Secretaries; Services and, General A;clnil- 

.nistration .· · _ !)epartment, I. . Government 
of West Pakistan .alongwith Mr .. SJmfi .. 

. .ullah, P.S.P., Director, -~ti·Comiption 
. - . Establishment, . Wes.t Pakistan. . _ .. 
. ·(12) Mr. Muh~~ad Yusaf, c. S. p;,-' Addi ... By lnvitatign. 

· \ · tional Secretary to Government of W~t --- · - 
'.:. Pakistan, . Planning and Development 

·-- Department. _ ~ · _ . _ . __ - . 
- ... · Chaudhri · Muhammad Iqbal, . SX., , . Secretary, · Pro~incial 
Assembly /of West Palµstan,: acted. as - Secretary .of:_ the \~omnutt~ .. .: 
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PROCEEDINGS OF THE· MEETING.:· OF .THE STANDING·. 
. .COMMITI'EE .. ON PUBLIC ACCOUNTS;.HELD ON 4TR" 

MARCH, 1968 AT-9-00 A,M; IN. THE 'TE<AROOM' OF THE":_; 
. AS1SE~BLY: BUILDING, ·LAHORE.. . 
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., n:. ,Th~ Coimn!ttee took,up: consideration of the. 'explanatiom: 
of the -Depa~~ent.s ill tespec;:t··or thefollowmg items ·appearing • in 
the .Appropriation · Accounts/Jot the year 1960;;61 .and 1961 .. 62: ........ 

s , HOME OEl'AllTMENT . .·· · 
The Home Secretary informed the Chairman and the Secretary 

. ~n Saturday that he had to go away· in .connection with some very 
!mportant confidential matter and wanted his presence to be excused 

-~ in -, the meetJnJ, The.Co~ttee accepted-his request and decided 
to: pr<>ceed With· . consideration of the . paras, relating to· the .. Home! 

· ·. I>~partment .. :_·The. Home Department were ·. ,rq,:reserited · · by . the 
J~mt Secretary as wellas the Deputy Secretary concerned with the. -paras .. \. -; . ··- .. _, .. ··. 

'APPROPRIAttON ACCOUNTS J 961-62 
(l) Page 3, Para. $'read.with page 9~0rant No .. 26-Develop-. 

·· ment-l-Frontier Region_s-§avzng. Rs. 4,87,49~-- · The explanation of' 
.. the Department for .the s.av111g of Rs -, 4,87,499 was accepted and the <, 

para. was dropped; ., . . . · · ,-. ,- , -. ·:· .. , . · · •. . · 
. . (2) Page 12, 'Para. 11 (a)-:-r-Oiiistanding Recoveries and un 

·. necessary withdrawals+Rs: 1;1Q~864-This· para. was last-considered 
by the Committeeat its.meeting held on 18th December, 19.67 when 

· tlie Revenue Department contended -that it pertained to the. - Home 
· Department. The Home Department was, therefore, asked by the 
Committee to . submit explanation in respect of the para. But the 
Home Department did not own this _par~. and ·as such· no working 
paper was prepared by 'the Home Department. Iii the- meeting, 

. to-day the· Home Department accepted that .the'pa.ra. related- . to 
them. The para. was deferred by .the Committee to . enable . the 

. Hoine. Department· to obtain full. details and .the_ .cecords_: of the case. 
The Home . · Department may · aslc the D.epoty_ Commissioner, 
Mianwali, to. be present in the meeting. The para. will now .· be · 

.. considered by the Committee at its meeting to be held on 16th April,- 
_1968 at9-00 a.m. . ·· . , . 

. . (.3) Pages 21-22, Para. 35-,Retention of Government Mor;iey . 
with q. private person-« · Rs. 3,400-. During· the ~~urse ofIocal a~din;f · 

.,_ the accounts of a Police Office conducted during May, 1962,-It. was 
noticed that I /4th ofthe bid money as detailed below received . on 
account of. sale proceeds of Government Vehicles remained with the ·· 
Govenunent. Auction er, till the date .shown against . each r-« · . 

: D.1teGfre~ipt '. . :moun~ I .. · D, te1>;:!u~·-· , -::--- ~ -:------"---_-.-,_ -----·-- -~---~-~'""'-t-,.,o------.--. 
I , llS, . i , 

H~~ April 1~61_ ~ - . . • ) . . r . 900 .- imh-Jur.e 19~1 - ' .. - . . ... I 

_ _. ~th Apiil 1961 900 . 24.th dUD! 1,981 . . . 

24t~ April 1961 I 800,1··· 24th J:une. l961 : ; : . 

f!ZthMay 1962 ·:: t. soo. ·.· .-.~ohetu1~~d'~~'th~:~~ta 1>t.i.~~dit · 

) . 
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.· . (4) Page 26; Para. l7~Sii:ret Service Expenditu,:e-The Depart- 
ment stated that before integration - of the ~ovince certificates 

< •, regarding secret. service expenditure . used to be issued . under the 
signature of Governor, N.-W.F.P. After-integration this work was· . 
successively entrusted to the Secretary; Tribal· Affairs .Department ·_ 
and 'theteafter tc, the Commissioner and Resident . , in Frontier 

.. Regions. . Oil the abolition of- the Office. of Commissioner and Resi 
dent in Frontier Regions, the administration· of the Tribal Areas was 
put under the .C.ontrol'ofCommissioner, Peshawar · 'and D.- r, Khan 
Divisions. 'Ihe work. pertaining to Secret Service Funds was also 

. transferred to the respective Commissioners. The record pertaining, 
to this work.. which remained till t~e time of Commissioner and 
Resident in fact, was disturbed and bifurcated between Peshawar and "· 
D~ I. Khan Divisions. A.s a 'result the entire work went 'out-of gear. 
The Audit Department ·at the.same time pointed out that the certifi- . 
cates issu~d by. various .anthorities during the p~rio_<;l ranging from ·: · 
1955-56 (inclusive of the portion of ·pre-mtegration penod) .were .. 
wrong. This made the work more confused and difficult, In consul 
tation -with the.Finance _Department/Audit Department- Which took 
considerable- time in correspondence, the , Commi~Sioners .. were 

. declared as Controlling Officers for the issue of' tpcese · certificates. 
The Commissioner, Peshawar, ·was specially- declared · .Controlling 
Officer to deal-with the cases pertaining !ri the_.peti,od from !955 to 

· 1960,_and was--·~.k~dto clear _the ,arrear~ !n~ludmg .·the_ port!on..· Qf 
D. I. Khan Division. The orders enjommg . the declaration ·. of 

-commissioners· as Controlling - Officers were issued partly in .. 1962 -, · '., ·· «. 
- : and· partly iri.1964.. (liter these orde.rs the n~essary .material was 

.c· collected and the certificates .issued . to the Audit Department. . The 
Audit Department have .admitted all the. certificates in this behalf. . ·- 

.. . .. •' . . 

'i 
I 

i 
I 

F· 

. _ The explanatiQ~ 9f ~lj.e Q.epariine!1t 'was accepted ari.d: th~- par~\ . 
. was dropped. . .,,, ... · , _, · · · . - . . · · . 

. ' ~ . . . . ... . . ..:: . . . - /... . 
.1·~ 

Subject to this 'observation th.e par~. ·w~ dropped. 

. 1 - The Committee. accepted the explanation . of' · the . · Departm~:rit 
- with the direc_tion'-~o. see t~at their pe~ple know the 9ffi_cfal. procedure. 

-:: and. do- not commit such _·irregularity in fut!}re,T· · · · 

_. The Departnient_stated·th_at the irregularity WM comrcitted by' 
the S.P, .Bannu due to ignorance of correct procedure.' The amount 
of-Rs: ·800 wa~, sub~~quently recovered. · ·· ' · 

• f . . . . . ' .. · ~ 

The retention of. sale.proceeds of· Govem.ll)ent property. •-with the· 
private person. was highly objectionable from financial arid audit . 
point of. view. . ', - ·· · ·· · · · · · · 

. ( 
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.:: , .. · MPROP!tjATIO.N Accounts }:9_60-61' · , 1 • \ • • , 

\' . 1' (l~ Page'3,' Para: 5,read ~ith"pages 212-'219-G,:ant No. 16-::,.;; .J 
Frontier Regions-« ·, 1 

': '.(- _, •• , • ( , 

lb ..•. -· .·.. . ' 
(' /: 'FfnalGrant c , \ 1~i0Jo,710-' ,I i,-,,. ·' 

•;, 

Actual Expenditure ·\ · ;; 1,03,861355 - . . · 
· . Saving . ·: 1 ~ .. _ ,,-:: 1 ;!. ' . ) '- 16,34,3'55 · ' . 

1 ,, The 'Department stated\that the saving :bf Ro\,.·, 16)4,355 includes . 
a sumof Rs.1'2,15,430 which.was witpdrawt;t by the Finance Depart- . 
ment.. The net saving. stood. at Rs. 4,18·,945 which· is 3:88% of the · · 

:1 · final grant and .. therefore~- no' explanation, was.: necessary; During . I 

-.-•.··, ~~cu·s .. sion·. ' ... '.· how -. e. ve. r., it w. a.• s r-evealed.,. ·.·.th.- at F. ;m.· a·,n .. ~ .. -e. •.P·. ep .. iu·,·t.m~.-.~.-. ha. d .. · · .. '.- ·1• withdrawn _ Rs. J0~00,000. . The -. surrender of Rs. · 15,23, 720 _ which" · 
Jncluded 'Rs:- IQ,0(),0001withdrawn by Fina.nee Depa_rtment .. was. shown' 1 

' ' 

in- the statement of excesses and surrendet~ accepted . by Finance 
Depattm~nt :rhe saving in -any ~ase .wa_~ I~~~ than JO% .. . · The para. r · · A ' 

was; therefore, dropped SP far as the 
1sa~n~g was .co,rtcernydf - : 

1 
·, . · 

· The Finance Department desired thaf the .Committee r might 
· examine the excess expenditure of1 Rs .. 12;72,500. under '. sub-head · 

'i\8}:-~epairs".: \ _ .. , _ . _ ,:~ . -> - )· ), J' . , -, ;, .. ,; ··. '. ·r , 
.. _ . The DepartID;~rtt ,. st,a'._ted .· that the. exces$ ·. was 4 u~_t<J thy fact that 

· . a sum of Rs. P,24,37Q ~as demanded by; tllt: 13~J1l_dw~s .and.. Roads 
· - Department for the mamt.ena'.n<re of . strategic roads.'. J11e roads 

could .: not. be 'left .. with'cnt't proper maintenahce. .• 1Bu( no amount was -··. 
sanctioned. . This'' is not only SQ 'but th~ sum bf ; Rs, · 1 O,QO,QOO - 
stnctioned by _the - J>rovh.i~ial Government. 4111:ing ]_960:61_ for i< t~e - .•. _ 

1 
, 

1 
·..• .. purpose was withdrawn :attlle fag .end · o( tpe financial year .. m - · 

1 
.· ' • , question.. .The matter, with regard tci:', _..,res,p9n~~bility : to 'b~r ,:"the _ 

.charges' on account of strategicroads' .·cdul<i I not .. secure: finality ....•.. 
-.i. ;_'i---...·-. - .. h· avin·. g .·re· .. m.· a.~n.~.d.- ·.·.qr .. n. (,le. r· .. 

1:· ,co. tr.es •. p·o·.· .n.d~nc.e.· -.··.:-.·.be ... :._tw ... ee11··.•·.·. t.-.·.h .. e.·.·, Provi1;1c·1.)d.·,·_·-._.-_·, , Government and the Central Government; :-.c1 , . •··- ' . . · , · · 
•· •· .·. ·Th~ Finan~e Depaitme~t point;d out: that. th~. .excess 'expencii-. :.· 

ture hadbeenincurredby-the Department inspit¢' of/the',fact' :th~.t .. 
the Finance Department · .asked . the bepartrhent while inti11ia~ing 
the grant underthis .sub-head 'before .the :i- commencement .. <Jf .Jhe · 

· financial: year.' not' to incur' any expenditure. · · J:he:· F;inance ·Depart 
'rnent had been informed 'by <the/ Comm.uni~atipns • and .·· Works 

. " . Department that. funds for the maintenance of these. roads had been . 
provided p~ the Central Government also. . 'The Hoiri~ Department 
stated th'at. they were not aware of the fy~ds proyideQ by the Central - · 1, 

Government.' > The Chief Engineer, Build~tigs· ''Department wl)o was.·-·· 
I .. present. in. the meeting could also , nof ~a,x,· . ,ije_ther .: the. :f';Ihds were 

received front . .the Central Government or not, and if received what . ·... .· I . , ... " · · ... ·c..('. '. ·' . , .· ,, .. · · .' ., .·. • •, -I • \I \ 
, ,:. happened to that .arnount. . i. - 1 ·:s , . . . ... - - · . . . ', ,. . . ). . .. ,,·· . ·.. . . ' ' , 

. 'I . : . . . The Committee . observed that tliere;'w~s everv likelihood .- that 
· ·_,_ .this amount had;b~n. received_ fr9m '.fft~iC~t~aL:Governme~t\. and 

11: - . ·~, . , '.'(.?I.: 1' . 

·,.. ,·.; ./. 
·- ,.''1. 
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:~; the•~~e time is being sho~ ~ th; P)i)~a1 ACCO]Jn~ .i.o< '. nl , . I ' 
, this were so it would be :a' very, serious matter, . Therefore, ; rather i . 

than leaving it to.·the Home Department 'to-make ,routitte·.inquiries •.. \ 
. the 'Committee tiesiredthat.the·_·Joint Secretary,. Fitiancc.,,. shoul<t.·-· . 

. condu~t a ·thorough inquiry. into :this.·. matter. ,.·The. Conunittee 
,,_ ,direct~d· t,hat the Home Departmei,.t as well as the Communicatic>ns , 

-. an9 Works p.epartnient,}~Qulci .~xt~nd e!ery .. co_:opers.tion. · to th~. 
~0U1t S~retary, Finance, 1~ ~o~du9ting · Url_s, mqu1ry. · .The,r~ult of 

. the inquiry should be qommuru9ated, gy, him to th~ Home . I)epart"'.. · 
. ¢ent·'.a~d the. Ass~mllly Secretal)f, 'The Home E>epartnient . : will 

· . then prepare working papen.. , · · · · ' · · ) · 
. . . ' ' 

,. _.) (. . .'. ·, 

. . ' (2f1'age'.\ iara. 5 'read with pages 331-· 342~Grant No. j5~ 
. Development-« · l?.F:rontjer Regions-« Sczv,ing,, · Rs. 19,07,919/, ' .. There 

·· · is a ,µiff erence in· t}?.{figur~. of modified gi:ant as· adopted bYi audit and. 
· 'that_ reported by the Department.' It is due. to. the fact _ that tile 

. details.of the ~avings transferred to the· sub-:head''Surt~nd¢rs and. 
Withdrawal within the Grant",- .. -vide Govemmentof Westlaldstan~ 
Home Department letter No. J0:57'.".B .. J-6L 'dared 10th· June, . 1,961', 

·Were stated to 'have been supplied _bythe Commissioner.: -Peshawar. 
. 'Division, to the , Comptrollerc+ ptde letter 1'To:·.,94QS/l/40Q/-.F:R: 

·. ?eated 22nd' June, _·-1962: but: actually _the statement .~O(ltairting these 
•' deta,ils was .\missing1 • The Comptroller called for a copy ·of~ tlte 

~ame,-.· .. v,iq'lletterNo. B. ,5 (2)/60:-611127~ d~t~d ~0th July,, ·.196i 
'1,: b~tit· was s._ut,plied·.on 20th September.,"1966,-· vide Com!]liss,ioncr's 
·. · letter No. 13037 /I /623 /FR and the effect of the surrenders has been . - 

.· .,t,ken.,ititlle boots·of the;Comp.troller, NortJiern:Area{ .. . , 
. · ... · .,\ . ' ·.. ." . ,· ' ' 

\.c• .. ' \ . _ · .. - : , • , . . • • , ·. ·.·~ · ... ·. ' . . . ·. .. • . . "I' :; . ' , . .·\., .. _ . f, ~ · ·;,. •_ • ·. :\ · " _ · . I 

. . The explanations submitted to the Committee were based: .oa. 
the Departmental. figures: :- .· , ; .: - · : , ,i ' . - :.. . - ·. - - · : 

i \ . •. ''t ·. . . . . '• .. · .... ' . ' . ' l' j ' ' , . . . 

'· .... (This part,~Qf· t~ oara, was deferred to beJakcil 'up •Iongwith 
·, the accounts forl962-6'.l · ,1 '. ··• · . ·.. · , . . · · .. -· ... .: 

l ., ' . , . -I 

) .. ,' 
./ '· 

. t:' 

.. , . Thi~ para. was: p~rti{coJsid~red b~; t~e;cm~m~ttec· a~_its n,eei~:- . 
· ... mg .held, on 14th, Apr~l,' 1967 when the ~~ems regarchng saving under . 

sub-heads J-2. OJ, JJ.2 (2)~ I-3 (1>; I-4 (14 I~4J2) and. I-4 (3) were . · 
-~roped'..·. 1 Explanations for· the ,remaining Jtems ·Wete considered jn ·. ·· · 

. the present meeting. ' ' ' ' . ' ' .. 
., . . . I.·.. .'·."' 

(z) · 1-4 (4)~Est~blishmeni: of Fruit ,_Nursery Farm at Mir Ali=«, 
· Saving Rs. 23,_606-The"'firsJ explanatif.>n given l!Y the Department 

.1n .the workin$ p~p~r w.a~·.tha_t: the s~ving_-wa~ .~ue.to. ~<Jn-ap!)<Jµtt- ... '", 
ment __ . of staff·. and non-utilization of the provis~on under contuigen ... ·· . . · 
ciesJcept_for· the purchasecpf.JancJ for th~.construction of buildings, : .. 1 

, · 

but I due·t.o late, .receipt of. sanction .these could not 'be taken in haµd ' 
· and Jien~e the non-regularisation. ., · · · · · · · 1 

' ·, . . . . 

r -~ 

')_ 



'I 

A. (l) Pay of Establishment 
(2) Travelling Allowance 
(3) Other Allowances and Honoraria 

, This scheme included the following staff: -· 
. (1) Field Assistant . .. One 

(2) · Chowkidar . . . One · · 1 
, Due to overall shortage of trained staff, .r the.· post of Field 

Assistant.could not be filled in. In.the 'absence of Field Assitant 
the post of Chowkidar was also not filled in. . The Amount sane 
tioned ill the Budget Estimates for 1960-61 on' account of above 
posts and other connected expenditure was' surrendered in 'the 
Second Statement of Surrenders and Excesses for 1960-61· the 
amount detailed against items. (1) to (3) representing the pay for ' 
two months· 'and connected expenditure was kept reserved in the . 
hope tha:t a suitable.candidate will become available. But no spit 
eble candidate was evailable hence the amount could not.be utilized. 

B. Contingencies-Rs. 23,046,--,The amount was meant for the 
' purchase of.land .and construction of buildings thereon. .The origi 

nal sanction which was issued in 1960-61 contemplated the purchase 
of land. Efforts were made through the Political authorities by the 
Agriculture Department to 'purchase the land, .but no suitable. land . 
could. be found where water was a:vaildbJe .. · The Agriculture Depart 
ment, therefore, made a proposal on 3rd/4th. December, 11960 to 
secure the land on.lease. The matter remained under correspondence, 
till February, l96L The Finance Department advised that it .is not 
desirable to establish a FruitNursery Farm at Mir Ali on a leased 
Iand; They had suggested that efforts. be made to purchase land 
as· originally proposed. · Renewed eJiorts were made but in vain. 
The _efforts to purchase land failed at such ~ f_ime when it was not, 
possibleto surrender the amount., · I 

The Department regretted: · that . incorrect explanation . was 
.. · submitted by them in the first · instance .. and assured the Committee· 
. · that disciplinary action would be taken against the officer responsible 

· for this. 1 - 

Subject to disciplinary action the item was dropped. 
(ii) 1-4 (5)-Establishment of Communities Processing Centre at 

Chitral-Saving Rs. 19,560-_ The Department stated that-the scheme , 
could not be implemented due to bad weather conditions, 

' . . . . . : . .· \. . 
The: explanation was accepted and the item was dropped. _ 

· (iii) 1-4 · (6)-. Scheme for the. control of Insect pests and fungal - 
.riiseaseS;-Saving Rs. 40,.171-pte Department . stated th~t the 

j .. 

The, Department' 'on receipt of audit comments, however, gave 
the following explanation : -. · · · _ · - . , 

The details ·or' the saying of Rs. 23,606 are as under i= 
Rs. 

- 3001 
60 ~Rs.560 

~OOJ I . 
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expected ·strength of, the staff.could not be appointed furth~r ,11~ces~ 
: sary accessanes for vehicles, sprayers .and insecticides could not, be ··· 

' '· purchased due to late receipt of sanction. · The explanation' 1 was' 
accepted and the item was 'dropped. , · .· ,· · 

. ; . : _{iv) 1-4,{7)~1J~s~Nbution of Fertili'i~r ir; ihe Frontier 'lieglon~ ' 
.. savmgR.s. 1,40,5.~9-. -TheDeparrment explained that the saving 'Was 
"due to 'the following r~asqns: =:". , · 

(a) The e~pected' appointmeu(could not ·be . made. 1. 

<.b { No11- -purchase . or fertilizers . 6Vvi~J! to ::1~t; ... receipt ·· or · 
. sanction; · · ,. : . .f · 

To.e, .pepartm~nf: further . explained that the schemes contemp 
lated the· distfil:?~.tion.of fertilizeramongst the 'tribal farmers. The 

: amount could not be :utilized due . to. the · following reasonsj+- 1 

. . . · ct} The distribution of (~rtilizer was thefirst attempt in the . 
. !: Tribal Areas. ) ' . , ' ) .·,·.. 'I \. ,, . ·. .: ' ·.~ I ' 

·- -. "_ .. <.:__ ·.·., . ·:: :, .. I J : .: • :' . ·:· - - ,··' .--, 

. (ii) 'Jlhe/friba}:people were not "fertilizer minded", . ( I 

(i.ti) O~ing: to. their low purchasing power the Trib&l I;~rmcr~ ·, . 
· ~~r~ mostly: unable to •.. puryhas~ fertilizers, · · ' · · . : . , · · 

(iv) The scheme .contemplated 'the purchase and disttj~µtioB. 
. of 789 tops· of fertilizer but' due to less· supply the target . 

' ,, could not beachieved.: 0nly 614 'tons of fertilizer 'was ' 
, , . ·.. . . . purchased. . -. • . I \ ( , . '. ' . . · ' 

. · · The Committee did· not . feel : satisfied · with I the , explanation 
: furnished by tht: D:ep3;rtment. a~ it did ' not contain .. the '.rele-varit > 
.·. details, · Regarding Jess purchase of 175 Jons off ertilizer the Com- 
' mittee wanted to ,krimy. the saving on account of this. The Depart 
mentcould not give this il}formation. Th~(.ite:m was' ·pefered,.to . 

. come up agaiu before. the tommittee with: accounts .·· for . (he.· year · 
'J962:.~J when. th~. J?epfi.rt~ep.~. should supmit .. SPlllpJete details, 

. Including the. pnce ·. of f ertilizer per .ton. during, this period, . ·.· 
·• (v) 1~4(8)~. Award of Stipends I to field Assistant-e-Saving 

i, Rs: 7,68(}c.;-Th.e Department" explained that agai~t the ; n;ioqificd 
grant of Rs: l3,6~0, actually :a~ expen~iture · of Rs. 13;675 I. w3:s 

. incurredunder this Sc4eD1e leavingasaving ~f Rs. 5, . fhe. transfer , . 
· \·entri~s of Rs. 7,675.were suggested to the Audit Qffl.c~ by the: Deputy · 

! Director of .Agricµltur~, but. the discrepancies were not rectified. · 
, . . Theitem was propped subject to' reco,n9ili~~~Oil with· A.udit. . , 

,;i ·. (vi) I-4(W---Award I of Scholarships 'to./lgticulttfre .Assistants-> • 
SavingRs. l,153-The explanation of 'the Department was .. that 

: , 'against, the' modified grant of Rs. ,23,280 the actual expep4itur~ was_ . 
. R.$. 14,447. The saving of Rs. ·8,833 was due to.:-· · · 

. \:, (i) · Reduction in the· rate " of scholarships from .Rs.· l.00 to. .. 
Rs .. 85. per -mensem. · 

' I 
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(ii) Non-payment ofanual granf.of Rs. 350: per .scholarshlp , 

· .. holders in the absence of sanction. • 
The item was dropped subject tp reconciliation 'with Audit. 

· (vii) l-5-· Other Departments-Porests= ·There were difference.m . 
the figures printed in the Appropriation Accounts and · · those · for . , 

. , Which explanation was: given by the Department. I . • 

. . The Committee decided· that all the items pertaining to. this 
-. sub-head should be verified, adjusted. and abereafter . explanation 

· -submitted to: the Committee alohgwitli the accounts for 'the 'vear ·· ' 1962-63, . I . 'C .. · .. •. . I '• 

. • (viii) l-6-(1)7Vilfag~· "AidProgrdrnme .. in Frontier Region"-- 
Saving ~s; :27()-:... The itemwas dropped; · . , ' .' , 1 

. (Ixs) /-1(1) +-Construction of Buildings, for Boys 'High Sch~ol 
Harinar, North Waziristan+Saving Rs. 25,00~.· ·· . · 

· · (x) /~j(3)- .. Construction.o/Buildil:zgsfortizree Middl~ Schools-« 
,· Saving Rs. 56.,6'7(}-:- • · · . . · . . · ·,. ·. · ' ·· .• 

(xi> J-(5)-Constructi<;ms of ten primary schools building! _ at 
· Zarwan Piaze Uchwam, Dura ,Makim andSokha (South Waziris- , 
tan)-Saving ,Rs. 56,40(}.:- · · · · · · · 
~-· (xii) 1-1(6)-Constr~ctio~ of a Maternity . and · child. welfare 

> :· centre in Zerghan .Khai( :.(Kohat)..:....,Savi,ig. Rs. JJ)OO- '· : · .. ,. . '- 
. · (xiii) 1-1(7)-· Construction of a· building ior Wollen -Centre at · 
8at Khela-, -SavingRs. 1,00,00~ . . ' , . i · ' · · I. > 1 • 

' (xiv) 1-1(8)-Construction · of a building for ·Metal Centre.' at 
Koha,t, Pass-Saving Rsr · 50,000-r . . , L •. . • 

1 

. (xv) Contruction of building at P~rachinar . arid I Sugar . Beat: 
Production-Saving Rs. 6,000:-:-. 1:. ·. · · .' , · • 

.. ': As the Department had not prepared proper working .papers f or 
tbe above.items, the-Committee deferred consideration of these items . ·'· to be taken up subsequently alongwith the accounts for the. year 
'1962-63. . '· .. 
·,- . . , .. -' ' . ,! . ., .. ' . ' : . ·- • , • ·_. 1-;, . 

. (3) Page.529, Para'. 66- .. -Arrears of fines-« ·In this case asum of 
· <Rs. 15,330w~s outstanding on :31st Match, \96f on ti6couri~ of certain. 

fines .recoverable in ·the Office of a Political 'Agent. . J . . 

'The Department explained '·'that. the aI'r.eats' of· fines have been 
· recovered. I ·. · .. ·. : · . · · 

. Subject to verification by. Audit, the para. was dropped. .'.. · · ) 
. (4) Page 529, Para. 67-Arrears of fees and fines-« During the 
,· course oli audit of -the office ofa PoliticalAgent .Audit .noticed .that , 1 

a sum. of Rs: 2,210 on account of fees· and .Rs, : Q,38fop. account . of 
fines. was recoverable. .The authorities concerned were asked to 
speed up .the .recoveries.. It .was,'how~ver~ subsequently reported.' 

. · that only la sum .ofRs, Q_34 on account. 'of fee · and Rs; 6,843 op 
· account of fines .still remained recoverable. · · 

'. \• '. . ., . 
1' .. 
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Th¢ Iicp11rtmcn1 explained. that Out of the'. out~fanding' tines of - - - 

_ Rs. 9;384 a sum ofRs.;8,8~7·62 has been: recovered. _ Out of 't£e< 
- outstanding lorry fee ·of Rs. 934, a sum of Rs. 260 has been recovered. 

-::E~orts'.arc being _cqntinuect _to recever · th~ _balance: · · l, '~- 
Subject to verification and recovery of the - balance, the para:. 1 

was dropped. : . -. ·. ' . , . - _. , ; . · 
. (5) Pages 529-30, Pata. 68~Abnqrmdldelay i~ .ihe deposit' of 

. money in Governmentaccount-» I?uring the course of locaLaudit of-_ 
the - account>. of _'a Political Agent' i~ was found that 1cc.cipts realized -. - . 

1- 
· on account of fees on the issue of permits were credited intpT_reasury I·-' 

__ . after long delays. · . · : · · · _ · · · 
. ' ' The ' J?epartmeht ex'.plamcd 'that this relates ': to. ' .the Timber 

-; Permit Account ofKurram Agency-« , 1- - , · • - , · 

(a) The - a~o1;1nt realised· from 7th Fcb~ary, · 1960 to , 23rd 
September, 1960, amounts to Rs. 45,22,3·00 Which. '\\'.&a ,: - 
credited· Into the Treasury; on "24tli _-_- September, . 'J960. 

. The account w~ 1 being .maintained by the S,t~ographer _ 
as 'there had been no extra · staff to maintain thes~·- , 

, \ 
1:1.ccounts and subsequently it was not, possible to credit': ' 
the amount· into Government Treasury itmncdiatcly. alter _ 
rec~ip~ as - required by. the - Rules: i This account was in ·· 

, Jhc fir~t .. instap.ce: being treated as ! Local · .Euri.d and.: -, 
. · Govemment ·ru1es !{C'!e D?t,_, there~o~c~ : being strictly 

_ followed_. The omission is regretted, and arrang~ment$ · 
have been made to get the : amount crcd_ite_d · i~t!) the - 

· - Treasury regularly. . · . . - '( , . ,_ .· . , 
', . ' I , . , , , .". . , , , ~ , ,: . , ' , /_ ~.•· ' ) 

r. (b). Sanction to the Imposition' of cess was as accotctca· by· 
• r the Secreta,y, Tribal Affairs and the· cess recovered was 
j not,being treated as regular 'Gcvernraent ·repeipts: As 

the funds· realized were to be _spent. on Dcvelopmebt 
work.in ··Kurr~ Agency, the then Political , Agent ciid 

.not pass any orders 'for the regular ·tjredit .into Treasury 
and consequently .the amount remained ,ln the possession> 
r0f PoUtical Agen.t who used-to keep the:sealed. box in the· . 

. Treasury Chests "Amanat". · None can, therefore; - be · 
. held responsible for the late credits arid 110. action ca:e. 

be .. talcen against any_ p~cial. - . , _ . . · . _ ', c \ f., , • 
_- (,;)_ Tiu,· amount· of Rs. 555, Rs. l,97(f 50 and Rs .. 2~J43·-50 were - · . 

sJ,.own in the.Register ~gainst:receipts, dated 30th; August, - 
1960 and the amount was credited to· Government on 

· 24th · Sepiember ,.'J 960 ·aqd is · includ;ed .' ·. in . Ju; ~S~223. 
_·credited into the,.Treasllry,-.· vide Cha}lan, No. _1, dated - · 

; . 24th· .September, 1960. , · _, · ·· . • _ 
; The:. para. was dropped subject to verificatidn by Audit. ' I 

', '(6) l'tige.:524,_ Para. 54(i)-· This .para, also (appe!',r¢ ·-- in>1 ·th, . 
1CCOunts of tt,e y~ 1959.;60.the consideration ot_which-ha.s bcea " ·, ··- 

1 • -· • . , . . , . . . . ) ,· ' . I .j. '.· '. '· 
·.·/' 
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APPROPRIATION ACCOUNTS FOR·-· 1961.:.~2 · ... 
. . . : (1) Page lS, l'ara. 46-Non-;fixatioft · of ·Cadre. Stre1'gth. of. 

· P.C.S.. Judicif!l-:.T~~; Department stated ·t'1at every . cft'o~ is being 
made, to finalize this case. ._ The ,Cadre, Strength proposed· by _ the 

<High Court is under active consideration of the Government; The-. 
, Committee dropped the para. and hoped that Services and. General 
.Administration Department will .finalize'jhe case at· the earliest. 

(2)' Pag~ 4, Paras. s· and 9 'read wi(H.paies 53· and :57-Qrant ' 
No. 12~Genfral.A.1dministrapo~-· . . . . . ( . 

-. (i) A-3-- Staff .and House-hold I bf (h~ 1 Governor-« Excess 
Rs. l,3~.917- , ) 

(ii) Ar-;4-. Sumptuary Allowances . of · th« .Goy.ernor+-Excess 
Rs. 6,011- · Y 

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

de.f err~1to ,be takon__ up il_Q __ 11_gwit6 tpc accounts f o:r_• die· year ,J 9.~2~3. 
It W4S, therefore, dropped. from here. . 1 -, · . 

. ·.: \ '' _- ( ,· : . . . ' ' · .. 
SERVICES AND>GENERAL' ADMINISTRATION 

. . DEPARJ'M;ENT_. • 
I APPROPRIATION AccoUN1S F'O~ .1960-61. . 

I I . . . ' ' . I I _- . ' 

Paie 4~ Para. 8'r~ad with page 164-Grant . No .... 12---G~neral 
Atlministration-C-Secretariat and· H eadquarters ,Establishment-12- 
(2)-Anti..-Corruption Departmens=-Bxcess 1-_ Rs.·_, 47,9.95 out. of 
Rs'. ~2,~28-'ntls item was. last considered by the Commlttce:1at its 
m~ting held on 31st January, 1967 when the Dcp~r,tmenthad stated . 
th.at the actual. expenditure was Rs; 17,,l<i,118, and there · was an ' 
excess of Rs.10,018 only. The Commiftee .desired that the Audit· 
Department shouldlet the Committee know as to which Depart- · 
ment the 'remaining excess (Rs.1 72_,310). pertained an~ .intimate the 

· excess to the Department concerned who: shouid submit the neces- 
sary explanation to the Committee. . I 

.. The Acccuntant-Generalintimated that as ia>.rcsult. of reeon 
I cil'iatiori carried out by, the. Department.• with the Comptroller. 
Southern Arca, it had been fojmd that ouf . of . it, an ·• amount of 
Rs: 34~JjJ related to ,the sub-head ~·B-Legislative Bodies-Election 
.for Legislature" (as verified bv the 'Ccmmissioners. Hyderabad and 

· Khairpur) · and the remaining ·Rs.: 37,977 · bertained to _ the Anti 
Corruption Department works .out: 'to be Rs.47;995 ·-which ii more 
'than l % ofthe final grant-it is 'to' be explained. · 1 · 

• I • ,The Department did not ~ci~pt thi,s Position. 
··- .. The C~mniittee directed the Departnie~t~ to . g_ct the , . figures , 

':reconciled·with.thf Comptroller; Southern Area and submit_-_. th~. 
explanation to the Committee in the light of the reconciled figures. 
t}lc par~. was deferr~ to come up again before . the Committee 

I whot1 it considers 'the Accounts for the year 1962-63,. -- . ' . . . " 
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•• ). ~· ,.. ... ' ! J' 1· , I.\"' .' ... , f r ' '. -, ·,, I ' ·1' i '.·... (:. . ·/ - .• 

v (i.ti) 'A-5--1E~pe:nditur~< from ." Contract · Al{ow~nce~$qvmg' 
, Rs. 17,435-,-'. ,· . , , '. . . ·" 1 ." .• · -- 

r , f .', ' . , ' . ~ .J / .- -~ . . . \ ·( ,: .. / i . [ I . 

· · -\" ,.__ · __ ,'. (iv)A~6~Tour. Expens~:S--:-Saving,,Rs. '16,363-·- _--- _ ', ,C I . tr. :}:_' _..,- .... : __ : ..... ,".,, . -'.". \·. _· ·. " 'r : - .- _.: ' ,. .' · .. ·1 -.' ~ I ' " 

> > -._ . ~tv) A~S~Siate, Conv(!y'ahce 'ahd' Motors of.,the ·Governor- 
, .Saring Rs:.110,498-_ ' . I . : ') ·' , . . ' v" .,. ' '_:' I:. - ' 

. . (vi) -G-~l _;,_Discretidnµry Grant' by .' th'e : Gqvernor-,Saving' . 
~s. 50,00()- (Charge~, , - . . . · · · · · · .- 1' i ' 

'f 1 • ) I , 1 r ' "" f ! ~ , • , •. \ \· ' C,:~ ,_ , . , 

.r re - , ·, ~vii) G-;.21 '-'-;[}i'scret7onary Grant' by' ',the · Governor= Excess> . 
R.r.-21,59J (AuthorisedF-. ·. ,, I\'', 1 • 1 · ·• • ./ "'' '· 

. ' ,'. ~ -. ,....: ·_,( . ' '' ·. ..._. ' 1' " t • ' . 

. . . I ' . The· "explanatio_n - gi_ven.- by the D~a,tment ' seria'.tu.m are ' as: ' . 
under • - ' • r ' • '' ' '• < I . I,' ') • • \ , 

. ·~~.: .. ~ ... ·/ ::,. ·:',··.t~~~:'...::L. > \ r__·) ,..--.--· .. -· _'-_ .·.·\ -. ... ~- ( ... ' .'.' . \ : __ '.. . . .'./.-~~:_. 
(i): Tuel ~!mil_ c~e11~~ture·_iticurre~t:.~x-- th~_ . .Dcp~rttnent .. is:>-. 

Rs, 1;2-1,21-9107, ... Tpu, there is a sav1ijg ot-. Rs, 12,121 _1 

in.stead, of an CXf;esS of;l{'S;,'.l,J6,917as shown in the audit . 
r~ott._' ·• The' c differen~e .-. was\. pointed .<nit. to • the{:.\ ; 
Accountant:-qe:riefal, .Wesfl'akistan, _fo.)¢tter N'91' M~y- . - ._ . 

).:6:J:/'1~;15,-_date<.l 1;9:th'July,,: 1963. ·:11' order .to · reconcile ·. _I\ -. 

. the d1~crepancy th'e -audit office .were requesteq to make · - 
a".'a.ilable. the i:elev:ant record , but', they could not ~dp so. _. 1• 

• 

!: (ii),The Suniptuary:Allo~~C~. drawn is:''R~>,20,000.~ Th~re is 
'.,.· -.~#the,t;~*ccss ;n~,r saving;unaer,this sub~head.': \,} .' ;~' \ 

•- .':iiJ .. i:-i:i~~~~: ;~th{itti:r~0i~0:fli~t~liJ!~ : s~~t_ef !viJ;. '. .. - · 
· : under.this sub-head.. /. ·' __ · ,,. : . __ · · -.- . _< (. '- ; . , . . ' ~'\ ~ ·; . . : \: ·' \ t_~ \ -~·· 
(iv) Ag;iinst th!' ·gr~nt -of Rs. 45~0QO the '.ex~eµ<;iitµre _incurred' 

· : is Rs: 38,352 · whiqh · resulted in _the saving 'Of1 Rs .. 4,648' ·· 
'. . which 'ist due to· leis.; tauting by, the -:sta:£r; ' ' ·, .. / ' .... ' ,., . 

(·· •. :; . ·.·_·..:-, ·.,· ·_ •• ·,: ·: •• 1 ·· :- •• ··' •• ·, •. ' • •,. ··., '. • ,. •••• 

- 'c (v) Again~t th~ 'gra~tof · Rs·. '60;0QO: the· adtnal __ exp~~di~ure ·_is.'.;'.', 
I .. -, ·!,lS(6p,94Q.; Thqs.lpereis'·~n· e~C(;SS of'~S;AO 9rilf vyhfoh: . 
. .' , _. : . .ii.s po°'n~L .. , . , _.. ; · , 1. ' , ·.. , " ·- : • . 

' -~vl) The Di~cretionaty grant of'Rs: 50,000 .~~ utilised -in f~~l 
; -_, · , and there w:as ;·nei~her e;,t.cess ·nor sa;ving,: , · r r ,. · • · . 

; 'l , (vii) Th~ allcit~ent b(:Discretioriary Oran.ff o~ · th~-Year u.1d~ · 
, -·· ·1;: :r~,view W~S,ut_il.iseq irt-ful_Lanq .tfil~re, :was.·neit~er(.,~Y: 

J .. , · -- •. -./ ·. sa,~mg_·p:9:r e~~ess. , 
1 

••.•• , ; •. , _ • ' 1: · , . / •• 

. I '1'• '.·.;,,The Accouritant-Ge11,er~l regtet~ed that . 'the.; <liiference no,w. ,: . 
~,J~Qinteq.,out by tl,le.~epa,rtment cou,ld. nQ~ he1loca,te~ ~i~ hisQ,fficc.dJle, .. 

· .. to .loss of:records on account of fl.rd .. - . . ;' ., · , · · .: -· ·. ,-._ 
. - ' . \ ,·::' As tberei was no· way ·oi'. getting tn~,'fig~r'es .· re¢onciled.: '· in-: the 

:' absence.-of,·the records 'fa ihe · A'.ce,ounta.nt-Gerieral'~- Office," the --· 
'; e~pl~ati1qns qf· the Pepartµi~nt were '.ac~ept~9. and' the1'it~ms.:.~erf 

.. QI'Opped,. . . ·. . I • ,- •. . . . , I . 

i'., '\ .·· !:r,1' 
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, . ·;. (3) fage { Para. 9 J'~ad With page S9~Grant ilo. 13-Adminfs .. 
tratlon of Justice-Sub-heads A.D.E. 'andF>« Exc.ess: Rs; 1,10,969.:....; 
The Department explained · that the· excess consists 'of~ . _ ._. , 

. (/) Rs. 24,957 relating to the' Accountant-General; . West 
· Pakistan, Lahore Circle, due to the-fluctuating nature of 

· . expenditure-of travelling allowance incurred on.account 
. . of more f requent touring necessitated iri the interest ,or 

- official business; . · . · . _ . · . 
· Ui> • Rs. ·_ 94,666 relating to the s:A. Circle ;luch is incorrect. 

In fact there isasaving to the tune of Rs. 5-,173;and · .· 
(iii) Rs: 8-~654 relating to: the N. A. Circle •· under- Pay Qf 

Officers and Establishment which.is due to the change of. 
persorinel.as ~eU as due to somevacant posts ... 

-'subject to· verification bythe Audit, -theitem wasdropped. 
(4f Page4, Para.' 8 read with page 5()-:.-Glant No.-~13-.Admin1s-. 

tration of Jl,!stice-sub~he_ads.1A.D.E. and F~Exqiess: -Rs: 2,65,81~ 
. The Department explained that there· was ~ -saving of Rs. 2,66,774 
in ·the S;A'. Circle but due" to the transfer of . expenditure . of I the 
Karachi Administration of Rs. 5,91,822 which . was. previously 
booked .with the' Acountant-General, Pakistan 'Revenue, Karachi, 
the saving. changed into excess. The saving of Rs, 2,66,774 relating 
lo the S~A. 'Circleis due to a number of posts- of Civil · and Sessions 
Judge having remained vacant fer a considerable· period." 

. The ·excess'.ofRs, 11,102.fu -the Northern Ar~ Circle· is also" 
incorrect ... There is in. fact a saving of l~i 15,991'".~hich is due·' to- 

. non-drawal of. arrears of pay, · · · · , 
- There· is· a 'saving in the · Accountant-General, · West Pakistan 

Circle which·consists of-Rs 37,540 due to. certain vacant. posts •.. 
Rs.: 2s,2s1· due to the expenditure and Diet ·and. Road money to· 

· witnesses being of-a fluctuating nature and.Rs. 4,040 due to postpon- 
-: ment of certain .contingent bills. · _- , __ _ _ 

· Subject to . verification by the Audit, the Item wasdropped, 
. . •. '' (5) .P(lge 4; Pafa- .. 8 read with page 84~G1ran(No. 1_7-' -Miscel- 

· laneous Departments~N-.4 .. Miscellaneous=Preservation and Trans-: 
latlan of Ancient Manuscripts-« · Excess Rs. 503- __ . The Department 
explained that the excess was due to more expendlture for telephone/ 
rent bills. . · · . . · · · 

The -explanation was ·accepted and the item· was dropped., · , .. 
')6f Page 126 and 128--:GraritNo. 33-·Miscellaneaus-- 

(i) C-la(a)---Offii:ial Language Commiftee~Ex:cess JJ.s. l,78S-_ · · · 
(ii) C-1-(b-;..::Text Book.Enquiry'Committe~SaJJing Rs; L088-'- 

' (iii) C-1-J~Consiitutfon · : of ~.B.D'.Q .. ,_ Tr.U,una/-Ex:cesf 
Rs. 164- - . . ·, . 

·, 

' ./ 
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-, .: · .• (iv) 1-l~Payment- to Comrac(ors <m .iiccolinl 'QJ2re·partitk>n 
· . cl°'ims-Savzng Ju. 63,793-- .r-: _ • . .. ". _ - · · •. · . 

- · ·• '. As regards excess: under (i) the Department explained that ·it Was 
Dlainly due. to (al late receipt' of claims. of honorarium preferred l;>y . 
}4embers or the Committee and (b) more. meeting$ of the 'Committee · 
held by the close-of the financial year. . .· -. · . · . :. , 

· . · \The savj.ng of Rs .. 1,088 at Serial No. (ill was due-to·the fact that 
officers did· .not proceed on tour, · · · · - 

· - "The excess of Rs: 164.at SerialNo. (ill), was ilorminal, -- 
. .Regarding the saving of. Rs. 63, 793 ai _$erial No. (iv) the Depart- 

ment stated that it was· due to -the following. reasons: - . 
- · · (a)· ~ost of the· claiman~ did not 'tum -up · to collect -their 

payments; or .. · · · · · · · 
(b)._ Some of -the claimants could- not produce Tax c1eatancc, 

Certificate before the close of the. year; or · · 
, (c) The decendants of claimants who · · had died. .failed to - 

produce. the necessary succession certificate entitling 
_. them to receive. the payments. _ • · · 
' -The explanation of the Department was- accepted and' the· item 
were droppeit _ =, . · • • · · • '· "-~~ 

PLANNING. AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT--19"61-62 ~ ,~ ;. . . ,·. . _. ) . . . - . . . 

.. · - ·Page 4, Para: 8 read. .with page· 54--0raru No.12-:-G~nelal-, 
)fdministration-C-Secretariat and -Headquarters; •Establishment-12 

. <H·(e)-Excess Rs .. 2;30~93~ The Department explained Uiat aftet 
· • reconciling month-wise figures of expeniture for. ~ · year l~l-62 

1 (July, l96l_to 'Jun,e,:1962) with the Accountant-General's Offlce.·tlie 
Department finalized the position and pointed out Uiat· e~diture -; 
amounting to-Rs. 2,41,S4S·SS on account of the costofta1ickernplane 
has been wronzlv booked against the Planning and -Development 
Denartment. The Aeroplane was. purchased by_ the Commissioner/ . 
Secretarvto Government ot former Punjab.. · Agriculture Depart 
ment. · This expenditure· should have been .adjusted against the 

. -; Agriculture Denartment and .not the Planning .' . and;' J)evelopmenf 
· r:"e~:irtment. Besldes!'_.flgure on account of pay. c,f establishment for: . 

, Iulv, l961 were also not correct. It should. have been Rs .. 8.396·13: .. l and not-lb. 1.551 ·24 •. These two mistakes were explained. 'to the . 
.A~ountant-Generiirs .offlce. -·· Finance Department was also apprls~ 
of the-nosition who advised the Accountant-General's Office to carry - .. 

,. out the adiustments of the said· figures ··of expenditure· against· th~ 
. -eoncerned Deoartment butthere was no resporise·from-Audit Office:· 

. ·. : A ~enl~ was received from the.'Audit office on' 16th No~ember. 
·~""='.2 t'hat the adjustment' cou1d not be made at such a belated' stase .. 
Thff Ueriartmenfconterided that. as: the actual savip.g was le&$. than. 
10 % it called for no explanation: - - \ · · .~ . . , ~ · 

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

..--.._ . 3'6 - .. ., 
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. . PROCEEDINGS. OF. ·:nm .MEETING .:op . nm STANDING-' .. 
- · . COMMITTEE -ON PUBLIC ACCOUNTS HELD · ON STH \ 

, MARCH, 1968 AT 9-00 A.M. -IN 'TEA ROOM' OF -THE; 
:· ASSEMBLY· BUILDING, LAHORE:- . · 

. .l The following were presenrr-v. . ·" 
(1) Mr; Zain Noorani, M.P;A. ., :_ . ei,·airmal1 • 

.'.· (2rRat Mansab Ali Khan .Kharal; M.P~A. . . .. -~em}>er" 
\. (J) ·Mr. ·Malang: Khan, N,IJ>;A; . . . . i . . \ . • • · Member. 

'·(4) Chau9bri Muhammad Nawaz,' M\P.A. . . . -w~mber. 
) '(5) Mr; G. D .. Merrion, · T:K., Joint Secretary · Expert· · 

to Government · of ,West. Pakistan,~ Advjser. 
Finance.Department. · . 

- - (6) Rana .Muharaniad Yasin, P.A.· & A. S., :Byinvitation. 
-; , Accoun{ant-General, West Pakistan.. · 1 

· 

. (7) ·Mr. Nuzhat Hussain, P.A. & A.S. Direc- By Invitatio~!· · 
tor; Audit arid Accounts (Works), West Pakistan. ·._ . . · .- · y · · · · · · · ,·-- 

- (8) - D;~, Ghulal!l · .13h~ek,· · Joint _ Secretary -to . By Invitation . 
Government of West Pakistan, Health . , · -- , 

_ · Department. _ .. · · . - · .. _.. · · . · . _ 
(9) ML.:~., ~M. Wasim, -C.S.P., · Secretary . to . _ByJnvitation .. 

. · - . .Government of .. West Pakistan, ·_Basic _ : : · . 
. Democracies, SociafWelfar¢ and. Local --.., 

· - Government Department; alongwith Mi. 
A.. R .. Qureshi, . Chief: Engineer, RubUc · 

· Health Engineering 'Department and Mr. 
· Muhammad Aslam Khan, Deputy - Chief: 
'Engineer,· Ghulam Muhammad Barrage 

', /Project · _ · · · 
., . - . __ Chaudhri- Muhammad . Iqbal/ Cs.K., .Secretarv, 'ProvincGit - 

,-Assembiy·of ·West Pakistan; acted-as Secretary of the Committee, . 
·, · __ .. - · II. · The Committee took up consideration of the explanations of -: · 
t · the -Departments jrt · respect of the items ·appearing in the 

Appropriation Accounts. . I . ' . 
. ~ : . .. . . . , ' 

.: ·· HEALTH 'DEPARTMENT. 
1 . .•_ ·_ . .· . . 

. . APPROPIUATON ACCOUNTS,-21959..60. -. . . ' \ . ·. . . . -- . . •. .,,._. ._ . .. \_'· ·-· 
· _. - Page 3,Parca:· S readwitb pClge"2os-· Grant' No/ 42-Loans and· 

Advances by the Provincial. Gqvernment-.--A-3-Advanc:es to stfuJents -, 
- '0./ Bahawalpur-Saving Rs.-63,94().--~t the meeting·· held on·-.l~th _ 

September, 1967 theDepartment stated thatthey .bad incurred a11 
expenditure ~! Rs; ~0,-834.SOr, an~d_;not Rs. 6,SJO· as· shown in . the1 
accounts against-the budget proV1S10.n of Rs. 70;470. _- The Cpm'Qllttee 
directed. the·Dep~tment to· get th~ figures reconciled with the audit 
and then expla~_ the variation as wen. as th'e action ta~en Jtainst: 
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t!1e officials responsible J~r not carrying 6ut .the reconciliation - in time.· . _ . · , .. · _ · _ 
-~At the meeting held oft' 14th Deccmb¢i", 1967' the . Department 

stated that the offices have been asked to get these figures reconciled.' 
aga~. As the.matter is very old, officers are feeling difficulty ·parti- · 
cultµ}y w_hen they have already reconciled the figures. . However,·· 
they have been again instructed to reconcile the figures as desired by 
t~e Committee.. The position will be explained after the· reconcilia .. 
tion has- been completed. 9Y· all. , · · · 

i The Con;imittee again directed that the figures should be recon- 
ciled as quickly as possible. · . · · 1 · . : 

. . . . ·._ :, ' ·. . :-· .,·- 
.· The.~partmentnow explained that mostof' the .offices have now· 

done the reconciliation and· submitted certificates · from the Audit 
offices alongwith · . the· reconciled figures · pt expenditure. It trans- 

, pired in most of cases that ~ reconciliation was not. · done at its 
proper time. In order to punish the ..' defaulter as desired by the · 
Committee, a .senicr officer has been appointed .as EnquiryOfficer to· 
proceed in the matter. . · . · - 

The item was deferred to be takeaup'with the accountsfor the 
year 1962-63. The Department was directed to ·complete.therecon- -: 
ciliation work in the meantime. . . ;~ . ' .. . - .' . .) 

. . ·_ .APPROPRIATION ACCOUNTS-' i961:-62. . . 
. . ~ ·. . . . ' . "\ - ' ;. . . . . 'i _,. . _- ... _ . . 

· (1) Page 21, Para. 3J-: .. -Opening of accounts with PrivateBanks+ 
In this -case unspent balance of, Rs. 6,378 '9Qt of the equipment grant '· 
of Rs. 21,000 sanctioned by the Provincial.Government in April, 1961 

·· , was drawn from the treasury on 30th June, 1961 and deposited into 
. a private bank without. the sanction of Government. The amount 

· was utilizedin the next financial year upto September, --1961 Similarly 
a.sum of Rs. 28,478representing the unspent balances of the various 

.· grants was drawn and deposited- Into the same bank'. on 30th June, 
.. · 1961. .Out of lls._28,478 a sum of Rs. 17;246 which could not be 
· expended upto 5th October, l96l was withdrawn from the Bank and 

_, . refunded into Government Treasury on .6th June, 1961. The' amount 
was deposited in the Saving Bank.Accountibut no interest was claimed 
for the deposits. The opening .of Accounts with a private bank was 
not regularised with the sanction of Government. . · 

·.: ,· At the meeting held on 14.th December, 1967 the Department 
· ,· ex plained · that · before regularization of Jhe case it was . necessary to 

· fix: the responsibility for irregularities ... Explat1atibns of the officers/. 
. officials concernedwere called for but these did not throw any light on 
the question, - Hence it was .. considered necessary to ask· a senior 
officer to probe intothe matter. The result.ofthe enquiry 'isawaited, 

·- The Committe~ then decided thatit wouldlike to have a detail~- 
report about the enquiry made in the matter and the action taken by _, ,h, Departm&nt aaainst_:: the. officials at fau}t. Th~· Committee, fu~her 
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. d~ired that the ·Departnient~otild also t(y: ~d :procm-e··from the 
, · bank, .where'the-· account was unauthorisedly · opene4._;1 detailed 

. ". · .··stat~mentof,accounts showingan·ihe Deposits as well as withdrawals 
and place it ~(ore_.the<Comtnitfee~ · .-. 

. . The Department now explained .that the 'matter has been refe~ . 
. to the FinanceDepartment for regularising_the· irregul_arity. Simw· ~ "': 
'. taneously a senior· officer has been appoint,ed to. hold the inqUU"Y , · '"'. 
against the offici~l responsible -who is being charge-sheeted, . . •. . 

" .... -- . Tlie .Conunit~~noted that ndfurther · p~ogress had been made ···_. 
withregardto this item and the same· explanationthatwas··funnshed 
earlier had beeri · re-furnished onceagain with the addition that the - .. · 

.. Finance Department had been approached on the 1st of February, 
-1968. to sanctlon-regularisation of placing alt ·,th&e amounts in the . 

· . private Banks. The· Finance Department, however, refuted that any . 
: • x such letter had been sentte them. - · · · · · , :,.I · · · :,. . 
.·... : , . The Department' also ad_mitt~t~~t -since t.~Ja~t m~ting ·of~ the ... 

. Public Accounts Committeeandin.view-of the .observations .. ofthe··· 
Committee on further enquirybeing made it is_suspectecfthatJhere ··: .. ·. <: 

is· likelihood of misuse ·of Government · money in this case .and. as· such 
.. .detailed inquiry is· being oncJucted. by a Senior .Officer '.of the Dep~~ 
.ment. Pending-fiilaliza.tion· of thejnqµiry the D~partment· _would 
like to have some more -time before they ._:could give complete. /. . 

.explanation to the Committee .. The· Cotnmittee_ deferred the c<>nsi:. · 
deration of t~e· para. .. :· .. Tll~ Committe~ would like the . Departmept · . 
also to explain. as t<> why it has taken them over seven years :to, . 

/ decide 'Whether . there .has been misuse of Government money ornot . 
1 , in .this particular case.· Theil" attention was also drawn 'tothe 9ther 

aspect ofthe matter wherein it was · evident that this . mo.ney was .. _ ... 
.supposed to have been. utilisedin the next' financial .year.· The· ·. 

· Committee would like to have their fullest . explanation . both . with· 
regard to misuse of. Government money as 'stated · ... earlier . and a,lso 
with regard to the'utilisation of the same du~g the next. flnancial> 

·year, which is an ir.r,~gula.r;i~Y in itself. .. .. · ·-·- 
. .: The para.wouldcomeup-again before the Commi~teealonawi~h 
the Accounts· fortheY-eat 1962-63. . . . , · -. · <, · 

- -, .• ..... ,(2) Page 25, Para'. 4Q~N(!n fixation of Cadre StrengtfP-ne Com· 
"mittee considered the explanation submitted by the Department-with 0_ ··regard-to this Item.and noted that the cadre•·strength_ with-regard to 
the non-gazetted posts had been f!xed by the :Finance· Depaetment.-« · 

.vide their letters No. I(PR) 3-3/50.dated ll-5.:00 and No. l(PR) 3-3-59 
dated 10-10-1960. - . ' : · · · : _ . . .... '·. -, .. 

·, . ·As far as the cadre strength of the Gazetted posts is concerned . · l 
· tht Department informed the Committee that thi$ had not been fixed;,.... · 
as yet as it was under correspondence-with the Finance Department, . · -s . 

., arid the Services and General Administr~tion: Department, At this· 
:stage ~Finaµce. Department c.l~rified the.position· ·vis-a-vis Service·· 

. . . 

\ .···uo . , 
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APPROPRIATION, ACCOUNTS :(1961-62; . , ·.,' . . ' . - .. · . :': . 

• (1) Page 4,- Para. 8, read wfth page · 54!..Gfa~t, Nq, 12-General · " 
Administration-120} (q)-Excess'Rs. ~,102~The: Committee consi- · 

. dered the explanation of the Department a$1 well as -the: obserya,~ons 
_ made by the Audit. . It appeared thatthere'was· a· .. 4ifereilce}.n "th~ 
. figures as claimedby the Department· and bookedbv the.Audit~ result- · 

· ing in ·a difference of about Rs. 6,990; - .:: - , · · · · ==- · · 
. .~.The-'Audit pointed outthat itwas nothossib1e·atthis Jateistage . 
to "reconcile the figures as the. records had: · since ·· · been : destroyed; 

'However, the figures that appeaf}n the Appropiiation-Accounts were '- 
. reported well inadvance to 'the D~partment,~vide ·._ i\udit letters _No. 
GAI/Reconl!BD/986;--dated 5-6-62, GA-1!:Reconl/HMI220, dated 
15.;6-62 and G:AI/I/Reconl/HM/237. dated 3-Si-62. These had -not 

. ·, been.questionedby the.Department at 'the appropriate time .. - ,' 
• '.. The Committee was inclitled to agree With the observations' by 

. the . I Audit and once again I felt a. necessity to . stress that. it was 
incumbent on the Departments- to· have the :figures of their a~oµnts: . 
re-conciled ·.at· the· first · available opportunity •. and not to wait for long 

. ·· periods of. time before objecting to the figur~ 'as .. booked byAudit.-: - . 
The Committck~also -~bserved.thatin view of .the.Ioss nf records. 

· due.to.firedn, the Office of the· Accountant General. .. it,·. would, be 
necessary tor the. Committee-now to recommend the r,egulaiisation of '.. ·· 

· the excess of Rs; 2l,102. . '~ .· . -; . · ! • • • · ·•. • ••• 

·. . : . (2) · Page 4, Para:·8 read with-page . Ss+Grant. No. : 12-·Gfneral , .r 

'Administration-c~(12)--(3.)-Pevelopment. Al,lvisory. CQuncil Saving ·· 
1 

• R,,: 27,547--:--The Department'explained-thatrthe savingwas·duetoless 
expenditure on travelling allowance paid to :Members· of the, Develop. 

. ment'Advisory Council wbicli 'was then: Jn the- .preeess of .:bei,I,!~ 
:- wounif. up. · - . . · · : · · , . . ;: > · · 1 • . , , • 

· · !11e exj,lanati9n of-t]ie D"eP.artin~nf ~a·s ~cctrpte<l .an'd' th~- t~ 
wa~ tfroppeiJ. _ - -. . 1: ~ •• l . : , _ 

• .! ' \ I • ' • ·1. -. "' •·· ., 
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. Rules and the ca<histrength with regard tcfthe Gazettep ppsts. on tho. 
-, C~llegiate side 'and. on the general side;.. ~osition.. AS :explained. was · 

, -· a~ept3:ble to t~e A~dit and the Administratiee Depa11ffletitundertook 
, . . to furnish . details to .the Accountant Genera}. . t- 

, •. ~ . . . . :'.'. .r ·_ ,.. -.,~' . -" .-.. -. -- - :: . - ·r.. -_ . - '·-, 
·· ·To~ Committee felt that in view of theobservations made by the: 

· Finance Department the original' audit objection has. now been settled . 
. · and as such the .para; was dropped. < · . i · .·. . ·.. . · 
'· · .. , (3} Page 26~· Para. 11-11-Audit of Gradts-in-Aid,..:;;..As the certi• . 

ficate.regarding Grants-in-Aid has beenfurnished to Audit, the.Item 
,· was dtoppetl. \ . / ~ '· . . ·. . . . , . . , .. . 

BASIC DEMOCRACIES. SOCIAL WELFARE AND<LOCAL 
.... - . - · . · GOVERNMENT DEP..,RTMENT; _ ' . _.·· ·. . 
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';/ ··.(3) Page 3; . rara; :, . read with ptige ·96 .. G_rant s«. 27..;.. '. · 
l)e'V_elopmem:.D-V)llage.Aid -and Com,munity · · .Developmen(:.Excess, .... , · \ 
Rs. 12,76,292--Tp~ Committee considered.the: explanatiQn of t~ 
Department and noted that-'it wilLnot be possible-to consider this item ·. . 
in detail without the presence of the representatjvf;' of the· Agriculture .. ,.. . 

· Department, . · ' · · _ , : - _ '· : . .. · . - , : 
· •. · ': The ·9ep~ent· informed th~· C_ommittee· that· they had ,~tten - 

to· tlje,Agricul~re .J)epart~ent to send their i:~presentative alon.g witli .. 
~ompl~t~ working paper with regard. to this .item. ButcpnJepresent:. ··. 

- .atiye of. ,the Agrfot1lture. Department 'Wf!S present. As . such; . the . ·. 
· 'Committee fequestedJhe F'Jrtance-Departmentto take, .up the matter · 

with the Agriculture-Uepartmenf and torequest them Jo . be: present .. 
- . c: wb~tf thi~ . item· woul~ be considered along with· tije accounts · for· t_he · , .:r 

s ,year196,2-63.. . . '. . ,'. c · :. .'. . . · .• · . · ·· -: · · .· ..:-- 
\.:.., / • I - • ; ...J r -. 

.: __ (4). Page 3, Para. 5 read. 'w#h pages. 1'26-1'21-Gnint No. 33 .. 
· Miscellaneous-- - . .· , · · - ·' · - · . . . ,_ 

-\ (!) F-3-C~n;oligated _and Develop~nt · 'Gri!nts· t<i- 1;,~a, · - _ . . 
- . 'Bodiei' Saving 'Rs .. _ 16,5,65-_ . . <: ·~ . • "" ,- • 

(ill F:.4-0ther. Cbarg'es-Excess Rs. 1;15,77~ · / ·- ·:· ' " · .. 
. ' -As. th~ Department.co~tentedthat the<Audit figures, -were" nbl . . r ' 
- . correct, the Committee· dkected the - Department . to''. , .reconcile · the 

· figures with the Auoit .. The. items were deJerted to: be' taken up along 
witfr'the·accounts;Jor-'theyear .1962-6'3. ·;, . . ·. . .. . : .--~· . .. . ·.: -~ _: .,. _ ... =. .. _._·- "". : \~ ~: . .-! : _ '. . _: : .. - c .. ". \, ". . __ ,_ ,.., __ - _ .;_ _; : _ • 1· ,;- . ;··.:v. . . 

' P;IJBLICHEALTHENGINEERIN~ 
,:,·• .. ·. ., ',i,_-:.,- ', :\:.-··)-:·· _.--:,~.·· .: · __ ;· '.··_ t···~· ··:··· ·• :. 

. ,- _ _ . _ ~. : APPROPRIATION. Aq:;oUNTS l~S9~t5(l . - · · : · ; . -. _ _ .. 
•• • - f • 

• 
1, (1) Page 18'1: f!ara~S-Non-recovej.y pf Wharfage and D~murrage· ~ 

.· Charges from· a. Contractor:._The. Department stated' th.at action, has 
. beeninitiated-on the'Iines.suggested byJbe.Pu"lic Account.Committee· 

. . at its meeting held ,on 12-9~67, The Consideration of th~ :para was, 
. ·. "'~deferred to·b~t~kenupalongwit~the a.ecountsfor.1962-63 when:thc·· 

, Department shall repott·the latest position::., ·. -·. · · · · · 
·" _ . >: , .(2).._Paiie s:· Para:8,:7ead withpagfi 75; (;ranti{o;. 3f~C.ivz1._Works..:. 

- · S,e,:renderRs~ ·7,92;200.:..-.'l"h.epara relates.to theJ)rainage Scheinef()r 
·>Hyderabad~ Inthe .. meeting. hel~ on ,.l2-9-67 -. the Det?,artm~nt ,~~-- 

) ,,... . pJa_i~~>Jhatt11e 4etm1ed designs . and estimate of th~ scheme on. ·.the . · 
-~Tece!~t _of. '1t~ ~dm:ini~tt,ative· .-apprQvar. Was :l)l'e1>a:ted •. aJld. :$ertt_. hy t~e .. . 

. .; Additional Chief Engineer, Buildings and · Roads, Hyderabad to ·Chief ·., 
- : En£!ineer, . Wes.t. Pakistan'~. J3uilditigsc:arid R.qads Pepar.fment;: :taiiore. 

. ., jn·the vear: 1959> The scheme was further hnproved in the office of . 
. Cbief .Eng}rteer, Buildintrs~ and Roads Department. Lahore ancl then· 
sent t() Additional Chief Engineer, Buildings and Roaos, Hyderaoad · 
for examiruttio1(of its suitability or:Iocal conditions and practicability> - 
Th~ Additiona1Chief Engineer ~ot tli~ sjt~ examin~ by malfing tii~l·· · ,.-'. 1 

~·. ..- . . ·, . . .. i, ( . ,/ ,.' . ~ ·, -:'·. . . . . 
,··J _:--:· 
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· pits and it was reported thaf the 'scheme .can11dt be 'carried out with . _ 
conventional design and method due to high _.sub-soil ,c water. _Jevel,_ 

-- treacherous soil and heavy water-logging , condition. _. It: was · then . 
_ decided that for-this difficult and complicate construction, advice of the 

--- consultants may- also be obtained, -. The consultants, could ngt. be 
appointedforlack of various sanctionsduring; 'the, remarmng part 
of the financial year in spite ofbest' efforts, and, thus the . lapse of 
funds could not be avoided. - -·· • , < . . _ 

The Committee considered the explanation- then · .given ~y -. the 
. 'Department both inthe: working- paper and. orally .. 'From ~tgis, 'it. 

became evident that this scheme was first administratively approved ~ 
· by tl;ie • Sind Government in 1955, - U pto 1959-60 no one knows wh~t 
~app_ened. to it..-. In 1959-60,the scheme-was pr~paredJ?Yfhe Addi 
tional Chief Engineer, Hyderabad and sent to Chief Engineer, Lahore 
who, in hi_s tum; did riot.- agree with. the _ prnpo_sal pf the Additional '. . 
'Chief 'Engineer, Hyderabad and· returned it to · him after , lapse, .of : 
some time. . On no agreement being arrived at; a;t the two _ Chief 
Engineers. level, the Governmentdecided that this be· referred : to. 
some foreign consultants: The decision to appoint foreign consul 
tants was taken in 1961 but they were actually appointed. in 1963. 

-The foreign consultants submitted their repor; in. J965 .- in which, 
among other things. itwasestimated , that the. scheme would cost 

'Rs. 3.92 .crores. Then=again, after a period ofJull, :if"was decided 
that the scheme he referred to the' World Bank-and.Implemented after . 
securing necessary, funds. In" 1966-~7 the Government made a pro" ' 
vision of-Rs. 2·00 lacs. one lat in Local' Curre:JJcyi and one Jae in 
Foreign Enchange outof '-which.Rs.:22,0QO wasspent towards par€ 
payment to-the consultants .. Jrt - 1967-68, . another provision - o{ 
~S.' 40~000 has beenrqade in theBudget. ' It became necessary efer 
the Committee to take note of the history 'of this. project from 19-S 3Ao 
1967-in order to -p'oint out to the Assembly how schemes of ari essen 
tial nature like the present.one, .. were sometimes handled.half-hearted- , ]y and in lukewarm, manner 'whereby abasic-necessity of daily 'life, . 
like the drainage which was requited in an important 'city of. · 'West 

. pakistan like Hyde[.abad, · Were yet in. the plannin& stage ~h~mglr}4 _ 
years have lapsedsince the Government recorded its administrative - 
sa~cti_on for the same: Originally this scheme was befog handled by / 
Buildings and Roads Department· and the Public Health .Engineering 

c~ Department. inherited it onlv in.1961. ._-The.Committee was of - the · 
_ opinion that this scheme, had been. most tardly handled-and the De- - · 

.:.. · partrnentshould jnake up its mind once and for allwhether the people , 
ofHyder;;i~fi~ are to be provided with a modren grainage scheme or 
not. _ If'this is ~- necessary public serviceand ~lo beprovided to the 
unfortunate people of Hyderabad. efforts should be made to have a 
phased ~rc:,g~a~_me made .out and. all efforts should. be made for pro 
per administrative .and technical co-ordination, to see' that it is . im- .; 
plemented atthe earliest. The very fact tha( the - Government is 

I 

....... ' . 

.• . 
,· 
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'willing to place large sums of money at the disposal of the .. Depart_~' ... 
ment for this scheme proves · its keeness to. · provide . drainage for '. 

, : . Hyderabad. But the shuttle cocking of . 'the scheme - -from one ·. . . 
-Engineerto another.ithe delay hi-appointing the ·consuJt~ts_ and -·. · 

other. similar .adminstrative bottlenecks created by the - Department 
do not ·speak·welfof·its efficiency andItsintentions .. All the .. good 
work done by the Government to satisfy .the.:people of the snialler and, · 
less developed regions and to bring-them atspar · with their more. 
fortufiate 'brothers · goes fo, waste when .the various D~part~~nts- get 
careless.and do riot take the necessary interest in. implementing.essen- · 

. . . tia l schemes 'like.this one: . . •. . . ' : . . ( . . - '' . --. :- ', . ' 
' ' . - . ' . .· . . \ . . ·. . . . ~- .. 

, . The Department nowstated that Oh the formation .' -of ,Public . . 
Healtb Engineering Department in .19611 the Drainage Scheme for · · .: 

·, Hyderabad.wasexamined.anditwas foundthat it needed lot of chan- 
- .ges and re-designing.Accordingly the Provincial Government d~ci~ed: 

inJ961toappoint Consultin:g'Engmeer of International repute for, 
· _ preparation of scheme for submission : to 'the WorlcrBank f Q( foana 

and aids.: The Government, however, decided-to give preference .to - 
Lahore Drainage Scheme and Jhat for Hyderabadwas kept-pen.din~ . 
as wilt be clear-from ChiefEngineef Public Health Engineering De- • . , 
partment's D.O.No. 13.;c/61 l-87t-S (I), dated 22·8-(>2 and·eyeajually .: 
MIS Snell Re-public' Associate were given the contract in July, 1963- 
forthe preparation of feasibility report for Hyderabad Sewerage and 

-. ) :di:~inage .Scheme, . Thefirm -. furp..ished · the ~~Po.~. in · October, -1964, · · 
. __ · which wassubmitted to the Provincial Planning and Development 

· Department in· November, 1964.' .Sirice. then the· Government _ ~ . 
. . : hasbeenmaking strenuous efforts to arrange foreign assistance in the ,' 

project costing Rs. 3·92 crores (First. phase of R~. 2,57;29,000 arid '2hd · 
_,_ phase of. Rs. 1,34,70,000). · The Government has also providedfunds 

to the ·exte11.t of· Rs. l IakhinIocal currency and Rs; l Iakh -in foreign 
currency for expenditure during 196~-6.1. · In the Planning and Deve 
Jopmeni. Working Party Meeting. helddn °16th and. 17th August, 
l967 · it was decided to rephase the· scheme and bring the .. first .phase -: 
within the lintjJs of the, above revised III plan provision: J _This has 
now been done and su bmitted to the Government; Necessary steps -, 

, to let out -, the work will' be. taken, aft~r -~he sehemeis approved. . 
In spite 'of the lengthy ·statepient given by the Department. the· 

-, Committee was still 'bf .the -c opinion: expressed .· earlier by it that an 
essentialscheme of providing drainage inan important ·city . like 
Hyderabad should not have been handled in. a manner. whereby ii . 
was being· s~unted · between the pepartlllent,. the- ProvincialDevelops 
ment Working Party andalso .the Central Government _ The Com;;; . 

-~ _ mittee also notedthatat one stage about 15 years back, the then Sin<l 
.>, - Government hadappropriated substantial amount of money to start 

. Jthh- e ·s0chem~; . ,..But_ td_ af!der dtlwt . integr~ht' art of . s1t,in~t-• intt~hWestt·hPakishtan1 ? _ .- ,.'.., __ ··1 

· e_ ovemm~n · ... ec1 e ». o appom -consu ~n S. o . ave ... e w. o e" -. ._ · . 
. scheme replanned an_d to implement it • ~fter<~ll the formalities hap' _ ._ - .1 

_ been completed. The Committee felt that. perhaps the peopj~ ef __ 
. '- 

\ -, -,. . .,.· 
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, Hyd;;abad would by -~~~·have had. a p~bpe_r dratti~g~_sche!1}e/~ad 
the moner provided by the Si nd Government been - . utilized in · time 

, . _ and had the Department, from timeto tirtl,e,proce~dedfurther rather 
· than playing- around with- itin g1e manner * which it is beingdone. 

· The Committee would once again stress \he importance of this scheme 
for the people of Hyderabad a~: hope. that the· Department -~o~_ld 
ensure that the scheme-now having been sanctioned by the Provincial 
DevelopmentWorking Party and the first-phase having been approv- 

z- , - ed. and sum allocated, : all · hurdles should: be speedily· removed - and 
the work taken in hand at' the earliest. . · ·_ . · . 

.., . - . . . ' : -_ ........ ·--_- \ .. · . _ ,•. . . 

Subject to the above observations, the Para. wa~ dropped. 
. , · · - APPROPRIA1'ION AccoiJNTS-1960.;61 .. . 

F.- . ' . .. . 

. Pate 3, Para. 5, readwiih~ pa_ge 419: Grant No. 37-·- Capital 
outlay on Improvement of Public Health- ·· .. . 

. ·,. • '. I (' ~- ~ .. - • - 

(i) Hyderabad, Water-Supply Scheme/Saving Rs. 3,03,347-·lrj the 
_, meeting held _011 1-4th December, 1?67 tne Department ~ explaineci . 

· that therewas anallotmentof Rs. T0,5Q,000for thework. of Bulk - 
Water Supply Scheme, at Hyderabad and expenditure upto 'the .tune 
of Rs. 9,92,560 was incurred· duringt4~: year 1960-61. · The _ main ~. 
component parts of the scheme.were.completed by the end of April, - 
1961: Since the scheme was fully -eompletaj by the .. end of Apri],' 
1961 further expenditure duringthat year. was not .to be incurred, 
therefore a savin.g:_of.Rs; 57,440 'occurred, _ The balance lapse of > 

, Rs:. ~,45,907 was-du~_to the-fact ·that. imP,oited materialswere be!~& 
received for the Project from London through the Pakistan High : 

• - . Commissioner from 1955 to 1960: _ .. N,o debits .were,· however, 
.. ' 'received for this material -throughout :this : period. :As_. required 

_ under rule 344 and 345 of C.P.W.A. Code-cost of· such material 
was beingbookedsimultaneously With thereceipt of material on the 

... basis of estimated cost. .The debit for all this· stuff was received in . 
··· 1960 .. 61 which fell short of Rs. 2,45~907 'and was adjusted in. June, 

1961_. (II Supplementary Account). Thi$ created.a. minus debit' to ·· ._ . 
the· work in the year. 196~6 l. Hence tJils lapse took place. This - · _ 

- was beyond the control of the Department and - neither· was-there 
··.:anytime· for surrendering this amount. :,; \ ' . .·_ . .~ - . . -·i:-· ...... - 

.. · ·· __ .. Th~ Audit pointed. out .that the exriiatiation oi the.Department 
that s.av~g of Rs, 2A5,907 is· the result qf acceptance of debit 'during- 
196Q:.6l is incorrect. Jµ·tact-tb.e·Departµi:ent cati:ieij outthe .adiust 
ment - Qf exces~1ve credits · made to purchase during June, · 1956· _ to. .. 
March, 1958 by debit to work concerned.' ·These adjustments could ~ 
easily be carried out_ during June, 19$6 tq ·March, . 19~8 .. _, The 

. ~partm~nt shouldalso get it verified thatthe credits afforded to· 
t~1s "!ork actually relate to it as the adjustment carried - - out doee - 
nc;,t d1sclose these facts. , - 

' 
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- •· < · The Committee then deferredthe 'consideration .of th para. and 
directed that, in the mean time, the Department should"v~rify it · in . 

· ·the light otthe Auditcomments and submit detailed: expl~nation in 
the next. meeting. . . · · · 

·' · The' Department now explained. that. lapse of Rs.' 2,45,907 · 
occurreddue to drawal uf a T.E~O. No. 9 of October, 1961.adju.sted 

, inJune, 1961 (Il.Supplementary .accounts).. Balances of many items 
• remaining outstanding in 

1the . suspense <head '"purcpa:ses''. w.crc 
clearedby affording minus credit to: "purchases" .and contra ·minus· 
debit to "Bulk Water Supply Scheme, Hyderabad" to which th~ cost 
was origihatly debited thr_migh subsidiary. purchase account prepared . 
'on probable rates in terms of para. 346 of C.P.W.-A ... Code; 1 The 
materialwas received in the monthot June,.1955~-March, 1958 and 

: -January; · 1959, .Payrnept t.b suppliers was to be. made by .the High' 
Commissioner for Pakistan in U.K. a1nd Accounts Officer; Industries, 
Supplies· and Food, Karachi according'.to the terms of contract , \:)Y· 
debit t~J .stock through' Director, Audit. and _.t\cc~unts (Works). West 
Pakistan, Lahore. who on receipt of debit had. to pass on· the. debit 
to the concerned Division ·fof final · adjustmeyt ... certain debits - 
were not received fromDirector, Audit.andAccounts·(Works),West 

.. Pakistan, Lahore, . · · · · ·: · · · ' · · 
. '\~. 

The Department contended that.it noticed the:differ~nce of cost .. 
;in May, J96l whereafter no· more debh.swere anticipate& and . for . 

-, .· this reason the Department hadto adjust the . remaining balance . 
• '<. as per para. 346 of C.P. W .A. Coae. This adjustment w~en carried 

·· outcaused a saving,ofRs.2,45,907 on the .work of· Bulk Water· 
.Supply.Scheme, Hyderabad .. This couldnotb@. avoided being the" 
requirement of rules; The department" could· not 'foresee these 
'differences before May,.J961 because the. Audit. .office. did. not' 
intimate the • actuals .:before. this .month .. ·. The Department-.a.lso could 
no~ -deferthe 3:dj~stm~nt till f% 1-62: · . The: Co?al rules.' require ~h~ · , 
adjustment to be earned out as .soon as known, hence 1ts: postpon- .. 
merit would have rendered. the department liable for the disregard 

. of.codal. requirements viz; rendering -the account-of. · work as . µrt~ 
. realistic. A.reference to the monthly accounts· of June, .. 1956, 

· '•Marchi 1958 and January, 1959 willreveal thafthe material- was . 
charged to various component· parts, of Hyderabad ".Bulk Water 

, __ · . Supply S9heme phase-I (De.bit to Bulk ·· Water. Supply Scheme, 
.. Hyderabad Phase-I. .a~~ .credi,t to . p~rchase~). .The fact _ that these 

balance actually. pertain to this Work rs · also proved from the copy Of 
schedule Of -purchases supplied to the Audit as well as the . account· 

. of payments' made' by. the: High Commissioner for Pakistan in u:K; 
and Accounts Officer, Industries, Supplies ·& J:'o.o~, Karachi.::\ . .: 

- · .The Audit pointed out that the. adjustment of items' whiclt · 
resulted in saving of Rs. J;03,347 'Yere lying unadjusted since June~ 

\' 
) ) 
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1956 to March, 1958. The provision fortheir ¢leararid, should hav~ 
been made in the Budget estimates. 

The Committee accepted the explanati~n subject to the remarks 
_ that in future all such schemes should.ias far as possible, be included 

in. the manneras prescribed: The para; was dropped. ' 
(ii) Drainage work at Hvderabad+. Saving Rs. 2,00,()()().-;--The_ r 

Department explaindthat there was a total grant of Rs. 15,00,500 ·, 
out of _which asum of. Rs.'13,00,500 was surrendered throughthe 

.2nd list of Execesses & Surrenders, keeping back Rs.: 2,00~000 for 
payment to consultants. But the amount could not be spent as t~e 
consultants could not be appointed, till, .the.. end of the financial.. 

_ year. · This resulted in the lapse of Rs. 4,00,000. The full history 
o.f the case of Drainage Scheine Hyderabad .has been explained under 

,, the relevant para. for the year 1959-60 wherein it has been explained 
that the appointment of consultants for. this work had to be post 

·poned-till the consultants for Lahore Water Supply ·cJ.nd Drainage 
: Project were appointed. - This had. been done In July; 1963, and their 
report was submitted in April, 1964. 

The explanation was found to be s~tisfactory arid 'the item was 
dropped. · · - · · 

(iii) Drinking Water Supply in Ghularri Muhammad. Barrag« 
Area-Saving Rs. 6,58_,598- . - · - ·_· _ 

- (iv) Tools & Plant Pro .. rata-> Saving Rs. 38,800-These _ items ', 
were considered· by the Committee at.its meeting held on J4th 
December, 1967 when the Department· contended thatthe work had 
been executed by A.D.C. and the funds: were placed directly - with 
them. The Committee then decided that .the - saving should .. _ be 
explained by the Agricultural Development Corporation. The 
Department - now stated that the Deputy Chief Engineer (Irrigation) 
Ghulam Muhammad Barra~e had been apprised of the decision · _o( 
the Public Accounts Committee and he had been requested to ex 
plain -the saving to the Committee 'through proper representative but , : 
'A.D.C. neither submitted any working 'papers nor deputed any. · 
representative to the meeting. The items. had to be. deferred to · be 
taken up at the next meeting of Committeeto be held on 17th April, 
1968 when .the Agricultural Development Corporation should sub 
mit the working papers through the Public Health Engineering 
Department. .· · · · · · ---- 

.. (v) Total Surrender, . ~rainage Scheme . at: Hyderabad-« . 
Surrender Rs. 13, 18,87~ The Department explained, that. the Central 
Development Party who was. to clear the Hyderabad Drainage 
Scheme decided in March, 1961 thaj: the Scheme .prepared by · the 

. Department be dropped and t~at the scheme should · be re-drawn· 
with proper -techmcal appraisal . and consultants report. The 

· · amount had, therefore, to be surrendered. _ · 
I . - . - .. · 

1 · 
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- · {2) Page, 3, Paro. 8, r~ad ~ith Page 91-Grant' No.' 28--Civil 
Wor~sc-Saving Rs. 2;69,216.-The De_partinent in. the· first instance . 
explained that the .total grant · of Rs. 52,79,000 . arid ·- the total 
cxpenditure-:co.( Rs. 4(),07,470 is inclusive ofthe T &-P- charges of 

': 

. \ 

__ (4) Page 2.f, Para. .. 2~-f,9Jpenditur~ifzcurfed.fn excess of DepoJir 
reeeiyed~The Department requested Jqi more time to be giv~ to 

, , them to enable them to - furnish detailed explanation to the _ · Com 
-- mittec; _- .The (;ommitte~ acceded- to tlie _ request: 9f · the· Department. 

The _Pane was. deferred lo come up again" when the Committee 
considers the accounts for the ye~r J 96_2-63. r · . · . 

APP~Q_P.~TI~N, Acc6UNTS_:i96f~2, (PUJILIC ~Oll!l GJU~S) "_ 

'. . 0) ,Pagt.2, Para. 5, r.rad with pagt: ~~Grant No. 3~-Capitar ··,T 
,, Outlay,:--Savm~ Rs. 12,7l,53~- > · t · . ---·· '. , -- · · ' '. --- 

-,(., . ( 

- ~ - The-Department '.now- ex_pl~in~d that .the matter ,.of collection of 
·the relevant record from · the Communications and Works Depart 
ment has been vigorously pursued with that Department and - . a.fter 
a great deal. of eff~rt;s_ the <:;6,mmu~~ation~-~nd: ·works _ De~rtm.ent 
has .stated that .the record· in questron _ relates to the __ Year 1960~61 

-when thesubject' was dealt with by the Ex-Chief -Engineer, West.,: 
Pakistan; Buildings and Roads Department, Lahore i.e, as. old ,as 6 - - r- - 

· years and thatthey. havsnot been able to trace out . the ~~levant 
_ .. -. record.. TheDepartment has ·again ··requ~ted'the Communicatiens 

and Works Department 'to make another ~«ort to trace the records. ·. 
, - Th~; co~~ideiatiou of thes~ par~. ~s deferred to be taken by 

·. _'-the ~omiµjttce at its meeting t~ be ·~eid· on _17th_ April. 1968 ~t __ 
._ 9.00 :A.M. , ', . . . . . - 

..... - ·. 

t-. 
.: I 

(2) 1 Page 4, Para. 8, re~d with page 23~Grant »«. t 'i-Public 
Health;:-E:xcess over Authorised grants Rs. 23A8,864,-;.- · _ <, " • . . ........ _.. . . . ... . . . . 

. · .. The eiplanation was found to be satisfactory and th~ item- was -~.,.. - 
dropped. -_ , - ·- · -" : · - -- ·- - - - · 

- \ 

. '(vi)'8yderabad Water Supply-, 'and -[)fainqg~. .Soheme-> less ,· 
,_ ltecoyery lJ.-s. 5,57,089-As the recovery ha, been made and.included 

In the Appropriation Accounts for 1964:-65, the.item.was dropped. 
. . . .,·· . -- . . 

.•.( ---. j: : 
. '> • ·- . . ~ 

( -· 

r 
·. ·.. -, .- . - . . . ' '~:- . . -- ;:~_' . ,.·· . ' . •, ·\ ._- \. 

\ __ ·- (3) Page7,Para. 12, read with page 234-Surr,etzder RJ. ,s,79()--.: 
- ..• x., · -- ."the matterwasJast consldeted.by theCommittee at its m~tinJt hel~ 

on 14th: December, 1967, when the Department had explained that 
the. Communications .and Works ~part1!1etti· had":boen··moyed: ,for 
the.transfer ofthe record. ,_ - · -' 
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Th~ Committee then considered the work-wise explanation of . 
the saving of Rs .. -10,02,314. at (a}' above. . , J 

(i) Hyderabad Water Supply and1Jr9inaie :Sch~me-· 
Allotment= Rs. 5,00,000. . ' 

· Expenditures=Rs. 1,35,891. '. 
Saving=Rs .. 3,64;109. . 

- The item was deferred to come 'up aaain alongwith the Accounte 
for -1962-63 - · : . · : · . . - 

: (ii) Basic Survey for Urban Water Supply Schem·e-·Saying 
R3. 13,415,- . · . -- ":' - .- 

(iii) Lahore Drainage - and Sewerage Scheme+Saving 
Rs.1,262-. · . 

(Iv) Basi~ Survey for Rural Water Supply ~cheme~Sa~in,: 
, :Rs. 3,992-, . . - · . ,. ,... . · · 

Saving in above cases being within prescribed limit, the , items 
· - were dropped, .. · · . _ - · · :: · .. i . . - . ·~ 

. (v) Water Supply Scheme, Kazi' Ahmed-·Savlng",Rs.··7'1~193-, ·. - 
The Department· explained t.hat the lapsein this case was. due to the 
fact that_ the Civil Authorities could not acquire the land from its , 

· · -0wner.s who were to give it as a gift tothe Department because · one 
. of the conditions of aid for . establishment: of the . Rural. Water 

Supply Scheme was that the Local contribution. will be in the shape 
"' - pf free land: Unless the possession, of'.land: was .taken funds for 

construction could not be utilized. - Delay in acquiring land was 
perhaps. due to the fact that Mr: ·Dost Muhammad Khan. who had 

- .agreed to.give the land as gift was' subsequently not .Tound to be 
the real owner of the land. Therefore, the land could not be 
acquired earlier. Arrangement of land was the function of Civil 
authorities and not of this 'Department, - Efforts were made to ·1et 
hold of previous correspondence with. the Civil authorities on the 

I •• 

""'" ·, ~,,,,."". ·. I - .• ; . I . . J,,71 ... 0 .. 

2,19,271 
,- -'. ·-' 

(«) Wvrks 44.; 111,rno: 3•2711,U~ 

- ,/ 

(") Tll'P '*r•-r•I« 1,00,rtt i,3(1,71~ 

-- 
lfil,(12,:.ll·f 

. ·-·- -·- . -. - ·--~- -- • "'--= ·-·~·-·-· - . -~,- ·.·-·- ·- . __ .·,_ -----~--. 

/ Expr n.::!it,it·e 

. . 

&( 2:69,216. The actual position of expenditure under tlrc work 
head .and T & P head is, therefore, as under : - 

\ 

\. 

.i 

~-- 

1 . 



.... . 

. .., i 
' I 

1 
. - ; 

1 
. I 

I 

I 

I 

I 
t' . 

I 
. I . I 

. ~ 

.J 

\ 

~ ,· ' ' .;./ 

·· 1 • \. 

{. 

. --·. /. 

. .,, 

I 

i _: . 
. . ,. I . . . . . . . .- . . I, .- \- '. < - . •. I - _· ·•. 

ao;l;,-joct but llnfor:tµnatcltno records couldl,e:made available .. The· 
amount.. however; was. -not surrendered ·tis it .: was · expected that 

' possession otland would be. given .. and immediately thereafter funds 
could be- utilized. .. - ' - . ' . ,· . r ~-- ) -' 

The Department further. stated that expenditure ·of Rs. 23,607 
was made on the purchase of pipes. ': .- · - . , --"- 

- . · ·-The explanati~n was . found satisfactory ind the it~m ·wu ·, · 
dropped. . _ - · . · · - . . · · 

.. (iv) :fYa_'terS~ppt/s~fu:me/Ta~do Jam~Sqving . Rs/·_-98~6Ql-. '.•\ .· 
The -Department explainedthat the.estimate was technically . sane 
tinned on.SthSeptember, 1961 and tenders. were -invited 'Oil Hth 

. .January, 1962and again on 1 Sth .April, .1962~-\ No suitable contractor _ 
came forward· to undertake the work and moreover the land · was 
acquired on 23rd July, 196r . T~ere,fore/fulrfunds could not :·be 

. utilised in 1961-.6;2>" The funds· w~re not surrenderep. in the hope 
_- that a good contractor would. he. available and possession of land 

would be~~ransfe1;edj~ time and. f~nds utilized: .. - .. · . ·' ,\; ·:.· : . . . 
. · The Committee felt that further details should; be supplied <to .. 

,the-Commijtee.with"r~ard to twotenders, which-were•·• .invited 'for 
-this veryjQ_b· and subsequently-cancelled .... The rates quotedin-· the -. 

, two: tenders by. the various tenderers as . well- , as the i;ates . finaUy · · 
· accepted.forcarrying out the work-and the.method.by.which.thiswas-, 

done should be supplied-to the Committee at the next meeting. - The, -, 
Committee, would also like to have details of the efforts made bv the 

.. <, _ Department to procure the land within the year so jas to see whether .. 
eff'ortsfor~procurerne'l1t of land were in hand at the titne·\Vhen- the ~ 
tenders were .initiallyinvited. . The item-was deferred to_ be taken up -. .'-"' 
alongwith the accounts-for 1962-63_. · · · · 

.. :· (vilr_ Water.c,. S~pply,· Ta~do. ' M°uhamma4. "Khan-=--Savi~i- - 
, Rs. 82;231- .. The Department· expl~ined·\ that. t,he- piece . of l~nq.., 
for Water Supply, , Tan do Muhammad Khan. could not be acquired 
during. 1961 ~62,' therefore, the funds 'could not be. utilized · in · full, 

· After .trial boring at a number of s1~efa pieceofland ~as - selected, 
andimmediately thereafter· correspondence w.as· 'started in January, 
I 962 between. Public Health .Engineering Department, Civil Autho 
rities and the "owner of' .the land.': The Additional -Deputy 
Commissioner, Hrderabad, informed .. the department that the 'niece 
of landalreadydecided upo1Jwas taken-away-under Martial Law 

· 'Regulation No. 64 and·. advised. this. Department to. approach Chief ·. 
-- . Land Commissioner, West· Pakistan for· purchas,e qf ·. land. direct.: As . 

this 'intimation was. received too late· the funds .eould not .be .: ': - surrendered. - ) . . .. . .• . / 
.• . : '.. ·.· .. ,.· '. .', .. ) \ .. .'.. .~- -;~:-. . . 

The Committee failed to understand as to how/ , out of .a: total. .__:,. · 
amount of R,s.2~83,990, .a sum of Rs. 2,01,759 could.have been spent on ·. 
the scheme when the land· .hadnot been acquired by the Departnjen~ 
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. Furthermore, it was· ~ot clear from. the·explal1alion·subo;>.itted by:'the 
. 'Departmept'~s.tcr'!h~ther the amount to be p~id for ~he· purdh~se of 
land was included ll11 the amount of Rs. ·2,8~~-990 which- .had been· 

1 

·• allotted f9r scheme. 1:he oral•co:qtrntion.of the Department that · 
·. the land was to be.received free by way-ofgift, was not acceptable, 
· . · to the Committee as the copy of the, letter · No: .: })573, , dated 15th ', ' 

... i February, 1962 from the:AEiditfonalDepµty .Commissioner, · H~der- 
abad to the Department, as well.as the Department's own written 

. , explanation, made itabundantly .clear .thafthe .: land was to, be. 
purchased .. The Committee ·would, thefefor~~ like the Department 
to'.furnisli Fi detailed explanation' on these :pohlti atqngwith the'break- . . · .. 

. . . -up of total expenditure incurred for .consideration' ~hell the accounts ) ', . 
,· 

1 
. , for. .. the yeaf'l 962l'63 are taken up by the Public Accoupts Committee. , , . 

• _, . . _!· ·- ' -·1t . T. I ' 

: , (viii) Water S~pply Scheme, Jamt;sabad+.Saving, Rs .. 2,24,858- .. · 
· The Departmentexplained that theninds lapsed dne'to the-. fact 

· that the land ,required for the scheme was' 11.;>t handed'. over by the .: 
Assistant Director, llasic Democracies, Mirpur , Khas, -It was 
expected that immediately -~·~ ,cq"qisitibn ofi'. laJ4 ... 'f.Oiistru~tion ~iU 
be started and full funds utilized but. as possession of land could not 

.be jaken, part o( funds lapsed, The funds were· .not surrendered in 
. ~ .· ~ the hope that work will be, started as soon. as · possession' of Iand is 

received, . I ~- . , ::, , . ,J • 

· · . . ' ~ .1 · . , . . .. :; i" . . . . . . . .. · .: , 
: . The explanation , was f ound to be satisfa;ctory 'and the, item was 
dropped. : , . . . · .. -. . : . ' ·· ', · .. ·· 

' -_'. - I ,' ;, . - - • '. . - '.: .· • ! ,.. .. •, .:· - ' • . 
,. (ix) WaterSupply scheme, Rato . ,DertrrSavJng'.>11:s. 42.~lQ-. · 

The Departmeat expliµned 'that the work could 'riot be .completed . 
.. · .due to .nori-receipt of pipes.froin1_abroad a~4 as .·.the· __ .materialwas 

. expected. \_Vithin I the )in~ricial . Year,' ,the }fun,ds could not b~ • 
', surrendered . • . . \· : '. • . . I '. 

• \- ' ( \ . / •r I ' .. 

Th~ Committee observed that here die Department stat~d that · 
-pipes were notavailable for this particul~ ·$c);).~nie when in an' earlier · · 
explanation (Water Supply Scheme,, Kazi Ahmed) the Department 

I had stated that pipes were available, · _. Since this ~.ls9 ·perfain_s 'to thcf· 
· •• ·i same 'peiJo?~ 1:'he: Department should Jv~ish ·: detailed explanation, t~ . 

· the Committee as to how pipe~ were ava1la~le for one r scheme and; 
nor .available (0r,the other ... The irem should: come ll:11.aeain. before. 
the Committee when ,it 'considers the 1Accoutits for 19(),2-63. , · 1 

(x) Water Supply Scheme, T°ajo_ri-· Sd}lhig s». 51,R62~Tht! 
.Department explained that· -as the land Was .not arranged. 'by· 

· . Revenue .authorities, construction could not 'be' .made · and hence ,. 
fundslapsed. "The funds, could notbe surrendered as land. was 
expected to be made available during the fu;iandal year. · ·· · . 

, The Com.qtltf~ directed the Departmetj(tri• furtd$b details ·of,..· 
expenditure of '.Rs. 23.76~- under this Scheme. · 'J'.he item was 'defer·· i 
red to be taken_up alongwith t~e, accounts;,~or· J962-63.: c' . . 
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.(xi) - Water STJP'fly _Sqheme/ ·-Leda;,1#a~Savlng ;R;. 4,74~ 
~. (xii). Water S~pply Scheme:. Mlrp?f,r Khas-Saving Rs.: .· 144-/ " 

. _ .' (xiji) Water, Stf:~ply Scheme, Qamar M~~h~-;-;Savirzf R~~ 62-. __ J 
• f . · The saving being · within prescribed ; limit, the items, were 'I 

'dropped. ' . · · · · · · · ··· · · ·• · 
.- • .: ,:·: ', :·' .",·1 '. _ .:· \ ·• t -· .• ·._ 1•• _ • '· •· , , , ··; :_I 

· (~v) Water Supply Scheme, Mochi Wala~Savin~ Rs. 37,515-_·_ · I 
. The Department 'explained that when -the variation - was. noticed in 

· .. the early stages the. revised estimate was got sanctioned· before .-. · . j 
incurring any liabilities against such items. · The funds· were not 

.s_·~.rre_n_ d_~red in th_ e hope .' th_· at 'thes_e form_ ali_ r_i~_--. will_ • , b~- ·._ comple_ te_ d_ · ip.: J 

time. and the work executed .. · The Executive 'Engineer concerned 
has, h~weyet, been warned to be more c~r~f~l1in, · future ~ver· such ,' 1 • I 

~a~ri~,,expla~~ti.<>n was .fqun~ to· ·be satisfact~r~ :and the~tem was, - .> . I 
dropped, , . . I i .··• . • ', •I •, ' I 

- (x~}'.lmptovement of Drinking Water Supply in 'Civil Saria.Jl!lran .. 
Shah-Saving,. Rs .. 24,95+-"-The Department. explained that _ this r- 

work was executed bythe Communlcations and Works· Department · ~- 
.and .the reasons for the saving have been · asked for from .that 
Department. 

1 
' . , . . . ' · 

1_ 
• • - •. __ 

. The Committee· deferred the consideration of this' item ' to the: 
, next meeting when the 'Accounts fortheyear 1g62,-63 rare considered, · 

· 1 
1 

· (xvi) :·Wa~er-- Supply 'Scheme, KhFrahqd-Savin.g · Rs. 753-.', . 
••(xvii), Water Supply. Scheme, · Warburton-« Saving ,Rs.,to 11 ~- ·. 
(xViii) · Water Supply Scheme, Luilia1if-:-SaPing . .-1?.s. : 6,4SJ~ 

,, \(xix) .·· Wa'ier 'Supply'Scheme, Uch $,harif~Saying · Rs. 155~ .; · 
_ ,.. .(xx) Water.SupplyScheme, Shir Sultan..,..S0ivingRl 4,17§~ · 

·· · _(:ui) Water. Supply. Scheme, Khangah ·nogra,i-· Excess: 
Rs. 716~. , . - . ' . . _ . 

(~ii) WaterSupply Scheme, Fazilpur-« Savi~g RS: ) 447-. ' 
• , ' ... ,· , , • " • _ , ( · , I , '· , C • 

. (xxiii) _. JY ater Supply Scheme, Katcha Khufi.-:-Excess Rs. 65~ - 
· _ ·. c;avings nad ij~ces:~s in the above cases he~~ nominal, ·the items; 
w~e dropped .. , . ·· . -.1. , . r ,· . -. 

. . . . .; (xxiv) Water Supply Scheme, Paroa+. Saving R~; 48~643~·- 
• : • : ..... / • \. • . ... • .. _-1 • 

The D~partII1e;11t.e~pl~ined thatthe ,work:CoµW·not be complet-. 
· ed' due to non-receipt of pipes from abroad and. as the· material was· 

expected within the financial_year the funds could not, be surrendered. 
. . - The Com.mi~tee. asked the'. Departmentto ·giv~, full. ~efaj~s about - 
tpe work.. The· item was deferred to 9e -taken up: alongW1tlr. _ th~: 
accounts for l96i-63: · . · .. < , . ' .- · t · 

. ·! 
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362 ( -r: 

! t '· -~ 

1· 
1 

/ 



\' . 

. J I·. . ·., 

(· 

. I, , 

• . . '' 

: ! 
. ( 

\- · . 
\ e: / 

--~-- ·-----···-- 

II 
II 

. . 11 

' !I ... 
I • 363 J'· \ '>- , -, 

~( .. "4f 

' ·.), (¥~) Water &tpply. 
1 
Scheme, Ji µzwa-. Saving Rs. 1,290,!. 

. (xxvi) Water Suppiy Scheme, 1: Noryab=-Iixcess Rs -. 2,020- , 
_ (xxviil Water Supply. Scheme, Qqz.ian-'--NiJ-· ·· , . , 
- (uvili). Drinking Water Supply ~cheme ln (Jhulam· Muhammad 

. Barrage arelr-Excefs Rs. i~, 705-.. , , ": .. · · 
The savings and Excesses bei,tlg nominal, the · items were .- "" 

dropped. . - J1 . _ . • - . 
1. 

· '(b) 
0T6ols 

and Plant Pro-rata (Gr4nt No.28.CivilWorks~.~qving · · 
Rs. 2.~9,216-,The Department explajrled.tha~ th~ expenditure under, t. 
T.&P 1s booked onthe basis ·.of prorrata distribution. · Since the . · 
actual expenditure booked on. the . scli~mes b1.psed, . due to the. re3:sons, · · ·. 
explained above, .. therewas naturally!1a $avingunderT & P because'» . 
this is Jo be in proportion with work~. expenditure, ,· , _ 

' •. . . . '· I . . • . • ,. . _;. 

(Die explanation was· found to)f ~ti~fac(cry ·a9~ the i~eni was - 
1· . dropped .. , . · ,,I , . 

·' - '. · '<3) Page 31;Pq,ra. '13~E.x,cess ~~yment-. -Inthis ~~e'a~ agree-·· 
, _ , ment to execute· a work was drawn ht the· contractor, which mcluded 

· . an item ~f ~ork to be _ done. at Rs. 3.3li per \1 qoo cft. Subsequently .· the 
' .» rate of this item of work was enhanced to Rs: 130 per 1000 cft. through 

· an extra item statement sanctioned b~ the r,\dditionatCpief Engineer; · 
-, According to the terms oftthe .agreerµent the extra items . statement 
was tq' include onlY those Items whic~ were . not ··. sp~cified in th~ 
agreement. By )allowing the. incre .. a~e~ rate o. f · Rs. 130 an excess P.aY.· 
ment of Rs. 8,191 was.made to.the contractor, · . · 

. . •, . . . . ' . . jl . . ' ···. ' 
-~ , The matter was las~ considered lY the Committee at its meeting 

held on 1_4th<Oecember, 1967. when the -Committee , directed , the 
Department to. hold-a join,t .eng_uify~· ; 'th Audit and : t~e .F~ance 
E>ep~rtment.. As no . progress lias , b ·en made, · the consideration of · 
this i~em was de!erred to the· ne~t· 1eetjng when the Accounts ' for 
~9,?2 .. 63 are considered. , . , '1!1 _ ·· . _ : · . . 1 .' •• 

.. ,,,,. . -- • _,I. -- - : .. • ..... • ·. (4) P,age 3, Para. 5 read yvith.Pagt.18 (AppropriatiO.!J Accounts-- 
other titan· P.W. Grants) .Grant No. !121-Deve[Qpment-· M. Public 
Health-« Saying 'Rs. l7,961-The Ddjpartment . explained that this 
item pertains ~,to the .Comm'!lnic~tio~, and .Work~. Department .and 
not the· Public ·Health· Engineerm~Ji?;partment. The Committee 
decided to refer theitem to the Co~unicatio~ a_nd·Worlcspepart~ 
meat ·· ·,· · · · · · 

~- . . ' . . . • ) ·:1 ' • : l ' ':: 

. IV. The Committee the~ . aijjo~~ed to meet .·· again· . on 
Wednesday the_6th March, 1968 at ,.00 A.M~' . . 

\ LAHORE: , · · t . _ , ~AIN NOORANI _ . 

The ~~h March, 196s l' 'Standing ~~"!-~~blic A~counts. . .. , {. 
d.1) '·. I . ·,(,.,' 1 

\ >,l , 
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: PROCEEDINGS OF~. MEETING. 'OF THE. S.TANDING 
. '. ::cqMMIT".$E ON·ftmt1c AccouNfs astn ox. 6TH 

. .. MARGH~, 1968 AT ,9-00 A.M. IN THE 'TEA ROOM' ·OF THE ,. 
. ASSEMBLY BUILDING, LAflORE. ' I ' ' ' : ; : ' . 'I . ·, .-~ . ' . . ' . . ~ ; 

I. .. The following were present (-:-·· 
1 

. 

·: .. 0) Mr. Zain .Noorani, 'M;P_.A. .... •.. ,;Chairman.: 
·,2) Cpalldhri. 1 · Muhammad . Sarwar ·. Khan., . 'Member .. ·,. :c • MPA · .. n .·. ·,·ii· 

• . • • ct 

·1 •. . (3) Chaudhri · Muha,mmad1Nawaz, ~.P.A., .. ~ Member.' 
(4),Rai· Mansab AH''Khan Kharal,- M.P.,A .. ! . Member, 

.. ·. · (5) Mr. Malang. -Khan, rvi.P.A. . · . ;< .·· , : - 1 · • • .... , Membe; .. 
·,. ·. . · ,I · ·, ., l . ,i . ·• .'·,·· 

, ; \ {6) Syed 'Imraa- S~ah, ",C.S;J>., Additional .. \Expett. , 
Secret~ry to. Go~rnment ·?f ~est Pakis-. ·.Advis~r:. t ,_ 

, Jan,· Finance Department. , · ,. . . : , .. , 1 

. " .· , . ·, 1. . ' . • . . ' ', . . ' . i '., . .... . ... _ ' •· ' •·· ', 
(7) Mr .. Nuzhat Hussain, ·P.A. & A.S., .. : By Invitation. 
. Dfrectoh Audit and Accounts (Works),, - ' . •. . West Pakistan, , · · · · 
(8) M;. Ahmed Hassan, P.S.E.1.:'s~retary '··ay 1Jn~itation. 

,. ' to, Government of ' 'West Pakistan, lrri;. I . . • ' ' ,, • 

' I gation and Power Department aiong'-. 
. .·with·. Chief Engineers. of Vari:qus Zones'. 

1··. . , . ; ·. . . .· • . , ' . . .. ,. . . , 

(9} Mr, Sarshar A; Khan, .C:S:P., Chief Qf · By Invitation, 
· Agriculture Division, Planning arid Deve- _' · · ·· 

.lopment Department: · 1 .' · · · 1 
''. . . . . • . I, . ' .· ' . .. ' I . • .. 

·· ,' (10)·· Mr. Amir Ahmed Khan, Secretary· to .: By Invitation. 
Government qf I West' Pakistan, . Agtj:., , . '. 

. culture department alongwith Chief. .. 1 · , , 
1 

' Engineer I of ' . Agricultural Development · · 
· , . Corporation, · . · ·· 

. ,'' '(11) Mn Nasir Afuned Virk, D~puty ·secre- , By Invitation, 
· .··, ·• .tary, .Board of Revenue Land Utilization I . 'Department ·. alongwith Mr'. Shahdad ·. 

Khan, P:C.S./ Revenue Officer, '. Ghulam .• '··· 
' ' 'MuhaJD.mad Barrage Proj~ct.' . I ; ·, ! 

. ~lf) Mtr ,·M.A','ltashid, T;Pk,, i. csz, ByInvitation. · .. 
• I ·. , Member Finance, W APDA. > · . . . , · ·,, ' •, ' ' . '' . ' .. ' . . . '. . ' ,. ( ·''t' 

. . .. ,Chautµi!i ~uharm,n,d· Iq bal,.S:l<-! S~c~etary, 1ftov~cial Asse~bly 
·of West Pakistan, actedas Secretary ofthe Committee. · .. . 
, .. :. IT .. The Committeejn thefirst instance resunied ccnsid~ration .. 
of the Fin~ncial Review of' ~h~ Lower Sind B~rrage· appear!-ng 'in para. 
17 (~) 89 (i) ofthe Appropriation Accoun~.for;J960-61: whieh waslast 

, [ • ' ' : r I . • . ~· ": '/ . . j r. .•• ·' .: . ' . i. I .. , t :~: . \ ,:,' .. 1· • . '• . 

. 1 », 1 .• I \ '\ · I, \ I 
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r considered ll>Y the Committee on. 4:-6th M~,- 196:7 · when the CQm· 
· · mittee had made lits observation on the f oijowing. points :'.-. . · 

;1 '<l) Increase 'in cost of the Prbject; '.: ,'· ,. 
(2) . Pro<l:udtivify of the ;project; · · . ' :: · ' ·. 

'(3) Fall in revenue; and . . . . , '·-· 
(4) Pace of I colonization ··ope~atiom .. alongwith provision of ' i .' Irrigation fa~iUties in the areJ;( ' • . : . . ' I . .\ ' ' 

The Committee had -also made certaiit':'suggestions regarding : ---- 
(i) 'gran(of ~ubsid.y 6r.foans ·for-building 'of•.' houses.· iby the . 

•. colonists; .•. v.. ' .. ·. } : i(, .j .·-,, ·, 
• . ·. - ' . . . f ' ._ .... - I . .t_ 

(ii). providing mobile workshops p~yin~. te~lar. visits to . the 
· farms where machanised ,cultn{:atton "1Sibe1ng .. done· for 

'. attending to the I minor repairs Qf'niacbines onthe spot; 
,' (iii) ;want of tax h~lidayfor.;agricultural.operatfons; I , . ' '. -: 

;· (i") .standardization ofagricultur.afiµ1achinery; ' ,. i:,, . 
:_ . . I ' ' .1.' •• /f' . ·.. .' . • ' . ,If •t -· -··, ; I ' ·f .. , ,•·• 

.•• ; 1 '·(v) production of smali'tractors; ,i ·:~ . '\' . I 

.• ~- (,A)providing·more means.oftran.spoft a~dlcOhllllUIUCations;', 
. • ' . i· . ·.,. . , ', 

(vii) setting up of regular 'chaks'dn the. Barr-age' area ;.and• to 
. , provide ad~quate educationaland m¢ical I coverage for 

the.population; , · · 

. (viii). absentee landlord~;· ;: . . •. 
·, . ,.(J , .. - . : c' .-. " • . . _.· ., -·. ,1/ 

:' (ix) ·.Allotment ~f· economic:-holdingsJh new battag~: at~s-t~ tfie · 
· , , people · uvfo:g upon below subsistence: -and ·. uneconomic 

, > . · holdings In.the ". older districts o~ the .. province, . .. . · 
. . ' - . -- ·. I ', ' I " ' . •. . \• . . . . . ,. . 
. . · The Committee-noted 'that.representafives of the Irrigation.'· and 

Power Depart~ent; ; Agriculture .D.epart.~nt, A,gficulttiral Develop- 
ment Corporation, Planning -:and .Development · Department and 
Land Utilization ~partment were, presen\. • · : , 

1 
, , • • .'-- 

\ .- .. Regarding the-first point whether the li)rairtage _ P1"01ect , of · - the.- - I 
Schepie"'sanctioned s~paratelY'at a cost.of Rs-11'5 · .crores ·should .be 

· .. taken as apart ,of the .<1nain!Project:in w~cl;t case thetotal. cost of.the .. 
t. Project·w;e>uld.·bem.uchhigher,:the'lrrigation andPower .. Department ' . · 

stated that the' Drainage Scheme Phase I, · was, an outcome of sub 
sequentctihinldng _after the development of ·the.Ipigation·Project and .. · 
therefore, toconsider the~schetneas a.part r : of::the ori~al Gh'\ilaII? 
Muhammad-Barrage Project would not strictly ;.appropnate. 'Further _ 
if Department agrees with the contention. ot the :Audit that the cost· of· ' . 
the::qt-ah.;lag~ ~cheme··~li~uld be.ittelud#·iJ'the'.mw1 ~oj~fbecause· ~ ', · 
_by: iµtrodl:lcmg the · Drainage system -in Jhe Ghulanr :Muhammad · 
lJ3atrage area the -condition otJarid would itnptove.with .a; consequent . 

'.·. iinpr6vetnent in the produce pf. various 1crops, ·Jhen ~the ffpllowin1 
\.:! ?;.~~ ... ,, .. i ''.: ... I ·"·-.,···h.··-~:·· . :···,I '\·''. • ) 

\, . 

. ) . \. i , , 
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' . connected operations\ h,eing undertaken · l)y\ the Agriculture/Cc,.-. 
operative'Department should ~lso beincludedin the Project,:...._ · 

· · (i) intensive use of fertilizers. _ _ . 
(ii). Change of cropping pattern as ~uited to certain areas: 

(iii) Pl~nt .protection.. · - · · - 
'' l ' . . • , .x· •. 

. . (iv) Extension services rincluding · training centres and other 
· - · facilities :~o settlers. · ' 1 

(v) Co .. operative scoieties.and loans from.banks, 1 . 

· (vi) Construction of mandi towns, connriunications and .supply 
. of seeds, etc., etc. - , , --- - . · · _ . 
This matter is howeverto be examined 'bf the Finance Department "as. 
decided bythe Committee and.it would be for .that Department_ to · 
take further action in the matter. •· . -- .. . · . · · 

. · -" -. . As regards tb.e second point the Irrigation ~d Power iDepartmen\': 
: stated that the.Department could riot offer· any comments till the re~ ; _ ,, 
conciliation of figures qf revenue and expenditure between the Audit~ 
Agricultural Development Corporation and the Board of Revenuewas .: 
completed which.has not been done so far. i . ' . . 

. As regards th~-third_point regaidiJlg fall in assessment when . the 
.- area under cultivation was increased the Irrigatidrt and· Power Depart 
.ment stated that it could be explained by tlie Board of Revenue. · The 

_· Department further stated .that the questi,on pf irecovery . of arrears '. 
'· · 7{rom the defaulters, -w~s· also a concern of, - the . _ Board of· Revenue 

·_ 'whibh is entrustedwith the task of collection of revenue, The, Irri .. _ 
· · -gation Wing of the . .Agricultural · Developnient .. Corporation has, 

'however, referred the question ofre-veritication of the areas 1· released. , 
f or cultivation to the quarter concerned and- these figures_- .. are -undeti _ -' 

:· verification by the Deputy Chief Engineer, Ghulam Muhammad 
Barrage, . . · . . - 

, . -·_· As regards the fourth point regarding colonization operations the 
Irrigation and Power Department stated thatit concerned the Agri- · 

. cultural Development Corporation which has a Colonlzation Officer_ 
.under the control of Project Director, Ghulam Muhammad JJar"a_ge .. ' 
The Agricultural Development Corporation Ipigation;staff is collect 
!t{~thtictual.~g.ures of the Nakabultrel~a~ed area which ru:e receivitig-- ; .. 

: irrigatron f acilities . under the canal- system. , - , 
r_ , ·the Director, Auditand , .Accoiints . (Works}: - West· Pakistan •. 

·· 'polnted out \hat provision for Drainage was as under in the successive .. 
financial forecasts : --- _ 1 \ • 

1 
, · 

Rs. 
, 96!0.f,109 
l',08~27,QPO 

) .. :,. . , . r,f6;40,686 
t26,95;000" · 
: { • . t- ,.:£. . ~"· 

( 
. \' 

I . 



, I. . . • ; . . . . 

' . . J. : ~i Bhagar . . . . · . ·· • ·• .. ~ .. 11,39,Sop 
. This proy1s1on has been excluded from the follormg Canals :-· · · 

(1) .K .. B. Feeder System. . 
. . . . I 

(2) Pinyari. . ,· 
(3) Fuleli.. . . i 

In 'the 3rd financial forecast the provision tor drainage was also ~a,de 
9n the following Canal: - · · ·. · 

0 
. · · - • · ,, 

. l . Rs. 
L Kalri, Bhagar; ! • • • l,26,95,000 

'· It has been stated thatthe question of"salinity control was being tackl 
ed .on ~est Pakistan basis and Messrs, Hunting Technical Services 
were appointed toprepare a report on this problem. It has further been 
stated that the question is underconsideration olWAPDA. The Hunt- 

, ing Technical S~rvices estimated· that Rs. 3,46,39,000 would be the fa.- , . 
pital cost of drainage for the GhulamMuhammad Barrage area,-_ vide 
page 46 of their Report Volume n. It hasbeen stated in the Project· · 
Director's D.Q;, dated 26-2-1968 that in the 5th Financial forecast 

. Rs.1~·26 crores have been provided for Drainage. It is -not clear . 
whether this amount of lls,.15·26 crores is-tqbe spent by .the, Am 
cultural Development Corporation. or byW~DA. -It. is:. ~so not . 
clear whether this is the overall expenditure to be -incurred on . the I 

'drainage scheme throughqut.West Pakisti;ttt Qr onIY · in . the Ghulam 
Muhammad Barrage because the figures ofRs.15·26 crores is nearly 
five times higher than the figures of· Rs. 3·46 crores · ,giyen · by the 
HuntiD;g Technical Servfces Limited. · Audit consiqe;rs that the cost 

I of Drainage cannot be excluded from the total cost of the Project on 
th~ plea that the question of salinity and · Wa,ter-loggiµg: . is··· being 

(. tackled on West Pakistan basis. .· The question . of . Salini~ Control . 
and-Water Logging is being tackled on West Pakistan basis because it 
has assumed alarming proportion and effective steps are necessary to 

. check Salinity and Water Control. In the context of construction ·orJ ·· 
the Barrage, th@ fact that question of Salinity Control · and water. 
logging is being tackled on West Pakistan basis, does not justify the 
exclusion Of itscosr from tlie Barrage; . The two .issues . are Quite 
separate and Audit is insisting that cost of Drainage be included in 

· thecost of the Barragein.order.todetermlne wh~ther 'the standard 
of produc.tivity would be: achieved bY the . Barrage or not. The 
financial aspect is not to be linked with the .. technical/. que!tion of 
Controlof Salinity and Water logging on West "Pakistan basis. . 

, The Committee decided that ~ decided by the Committee at its 
lastmeeting. f .. 

Rs.1 

. , 

fn. the fourth revised . financial forecast provision for· drainage has 
been made in respect of the foil owing Canals ~ -; . ', 

. I. / , 

: I 

.» •. 
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I t~tai released are~ in' round figur~ >, 

.. '-·· . . ': . ( •. -... . . :;. ,,..1.: v 
Area involved in Huntings · report 
. . Where disposa! is banned.' 'I . 

Net available released area f or . 
· di:spc;,sat · . . . · ·.· 1 . 

• · · • !' Area di.spo·~ed of upto .1-965 
· .. '· ' · '.Atea·aispos~ of during 1967 

;I 

I 

_,.' ' i . ' ' ; c . ; ' ~,§, '.. J . 

. (i) The Firiance' Department should expedite . the examination 
. . ~f the question yrhether the cost <;>f Drainage Proj(}t?(should be taken 

', · ~s a. part .ofthe main Project;,. . . .: " . • · \ -. ·. . · · · · 
. . ... . . • ' ' . ..., • ·.· . i. • :· ~. ' •.. ·.' 

'. ,'. . (µ( The Finance, Department should see h6W they ~~- going to · 
pay the annual, interest c,h~g~s on capital ·inv:estm·enttili 'such .'· time , .·· 
as the Project. becomes remunerative and· the. Departments 'concern- 

. ed ~d. the. Audit 'should reconcile their ~gur.es o.f revenue and . 'ex- 
.. penditure;. · 1, '· · · · • 

\ l' 11. ·:.· , .• v - ·1 •• 

. (iii) 'The Board ofRevenue arid-the ·Finance 'Department shouJdi' 
look into, the question of fall' in assessment arid the recovery· of arrears 

, , olreYenue. . . . . · ' · · · · · ._ .· · · · ... · 
(. . . '.· .. 0 

. ·. As, regards the fourth point,' the I Rev~n~~..., Officer~· Ghulam J I . 

~uhammad Barrage Project.Hyderabad stated:_-· · . . 
"(,1). The discrepan~y· in tbe figure 

1 

of the · released , .area has' 
. been reconciled. with the. Irrigation -Department, The, up- 

· torda~ fig~r~ 9f tlie1relea.sed~area·'a~ agreed upon by ~oth .· .. 
;the. Irrisation and ColonizationDepartments comes .to 
l?,87,399 acres. ; :ft~ t~_llS , appeae '.tp.at there '.' .is . a· 'v · · 

: · '· . ! difference· of 75,0P.O acres m the preVIous and .the -present' 
figure. iffhe ,previous figure · of the. · released area. as , 

.. supplied by theRevenue Officer'.is taken · into · c;qnsidf.'r·· . 
: ation. , There ~!]:, b~ a difference ,of~ ,l ~ ,000 ~ct~fif th~ 

. · figure of the· Irrigation Department 1$ taken tnto ~ons1- .. 
··) . deration.' In. the figure ofthe released a,rea ·as previously. . . 

. supplied by the Revenue Department an area of 32.000 · . · · 
·· acres of. Inland -Forest was not taken into . consideration 
... because-the Colonization Department is mai.,ly con-: 

cerned with the 'figures of. Nakabull (Government). Land. 
', The ifi.e;ures in1 respect of •. about 6~000i acres . released on 
PbuleJiHead Works: were also. , not received ' fro111- tho 

. Jrrigatioa- Department .. ' Thus the total 'Short.fall in . the .. 
previous figure of the released area as supplied b-V: t~e 
Colonization Denartment .comes to 3;7.000 acres' which ts 

'due to the mistake~dn''.compilatioit of the: details of . the 
I· 'contiguous area Of 1~31,000: acres· 'released it} lJ9.~9.-'1(). ·· 

'The details of the disposal of released area c,t .1,2,87,000 .· . 
acr~s are a~ under: - . 1 ·• • 

,- '·.I j . . ,R~.\' ', 
. I : • ~-- · < · { 2~87,0{)(} 

'87,000 . 

J '.! .• J 

i, i: 
v . 

_.·. ( 

I I. 

i • 
I 

.· ; 
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From the above it would appear that ·the: Colonizatlon-. has : not 
. lagged behind the Irrigation.Programme, 9n the contrary.in view· 

· of the earlier instruction of the Board of. Revenue contained in their 
endorsement No. 2650(61-2-II-GMB, dated. 19-8;..19(;1, ap. area: of 
2,02,000 acres was disposed 'Of during 1960-61 out of the unreleased 
area, · .· - · .. 
The disposal of land stopped during 1965-66 and re-started inJune, 
f967. but was subsequently postponed from 440-1967 to.15-5;..1968-on 
the· gr?und that Ghulam Muhammad Barrage area was declared . ~ 
calamity affected and the local abadgars hadno money to compete m 
auctions or otherwise purchase the land ... The disposal of 'land / will · · , 
again start after 15-5-1968.· Out pf the area of 50,000 acres which is 

· reserved for Government Servants, ManglaDam displaced persons, . 
Ruling Chiefs .of Kathiawar . States, President's ··special reeom 
mendees etc., 17,000 acres have been gjven on 3 years' lease to bring 
the area under cultivation and it is. expected that. some more area will, 
be leased out during March and April • .1968. · · · 

- · _ · (2). Th.e cultivation figures on Agricultiirai Development Cor- . 
. poration side are supplied by the Irrigation:- Department . The cul 
tivable area under the command of'Ghulam Muhammad Barrage is 
28,. 06,800 acres out of which.Jl,53,520 acres are.kabnli and 16,53,280 
acres are nakabuli, The total. area of 14.,45,645 acres brought under . 
'cultivation during 1965-66 is from kabuli and nakabuli : area , and 1 • 

therefore this figure can not. be· compared with the figures _ of allot 
ment. There might be instances of · unauthorized cultivation on 
Government land also, but such casesare d~alt with bythe Revenue. 
Department (i.e. Taluka Muhkhtiarkars and: Deputy Commissioners 
of the· District)." ' · · . · : · . . 

. , With regard to nine suggestions made by the · Committee .· the 
Departments explained R$ under: --:7' . ·.. · . 

· • -, '.(i) It is true that the Colonization does n<:>t' mean the disposal of. 
land only but also the proper settlement and welt being of the settlers. 
Itis also true that some financialassistance to the settlers particularly 
the peasant Class may . be given to ~t:i~~ . on their f oot!ngs. The 
Governmenthave proVIqed·enoug}l facJlitl~s to the settlers in Ghulam 
Muhammad Barrage .. for,obtaining loan/cred.it .. _TheY can.haveloan 
from the. Agrkultur~l ,Bank'' agam.st .. the ilutfal 'deposi,t . and .. the 

"' . 

SO,<m .... 
--1 

·· ·Rs. 
98000· , · . ' Area included.in the i~Yi sche<t,ib:· .: 

.. for. furture .dispos~t : : · '.: · ', ·. 
-. Area reserved· ~for ca~~ories. -~ .. '. 

· have not . shown interest ·to ·· 
take up the· land which is , at 
present being disposed of on . 
three years' lease. · 

I 

\ 
·\ 
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, -, '. . , · amount .rep~d in; inst~ents ;md lthey ·Gan, also li:~ve ·- Taccavi · Ioanc; 
, .: · .Jrom .:lhe J?eputy <;omrµissioner; of t~e District, 'Taccavi1 ,l~att' :c,1 ./' 

. I . ~~A~OOO is ~q;v~~d. t~Ai~~et~ler '·~had ·grant .. ·~.\~) .·.·.·aa_-~_-.·_r:th_e __ .··: ,larid.,··jj ..•... allotted to. him (or u,till.zat10n as undet: _.\ : >-, . 1\ · · ·.. ., .: r ... , ... ,,,;;.,.· .. ·~····.;si;~a~~1Utt\'" .. 
Rs. i,.}00 for, purchase ~f fertil~et; ~cl \ , , ,. 

-. .·· .. ·.. .. · Rs .. :. 100 f6f food stuff. :>/ . i .: :: . ,i -. · .: ,' '>, . ·v ,. r 
• :, .. · > • '.·::.(ii)_ lt is, a fact that c9~onists are '. fa,cµtg: .. 4i11i~ties'. iJi: gettingi,· < 

. , tn. _e_ •.... ·ir. -._ •. _.t.rac_ · ... t·o. f&. _: r··. ep_ .. •·_.~. ir.'. ed .. •·• .. in. :_ .. a .. l>s. e. ~- c -. e. o.f·····_~ec_._ ·. hni_. ': ·.c_.~ __ n_ l·.y· .... s_'_o~ri.~ · w- .: ec ... _ .•. h_,_ · .. an···.·.tc_ s_. 4n_ ._._:_:_· · · tlj~, area, and.t~~:deartb of-W:orkshpps~- · _Th,ere are ·aijqut 450 W,heel I 
. . :Me tr~ctQrs: priy~tely , own.e~ r;t!id: .· m~niu~ed ,b~: ~h¢ .la9d'."lbt~s i,;t ·." · ". · o,u1am .. _·Muha.nnn~d -Bar,:-~ge area and they_ are spr,ea,d_ over-In the' 

., - · '·.Proj~t area» 1:'he.~i~~ts .. ~{niot:,µe Works}iop,tp . each )uid ._· . ev:~ry 
· .· tractor-wq~ld tnel:Ul hea'Vly1Qost." . Instead, it_yv~ ~ugge~t~ltha_t. ·.~\ 

.. sb~ul(l ', Jfa,v~ pidperlY: trained · meqhatµcs available>at·.yarlo$ !Cen..tres·: :· 

. wJ;to~ .Q~ d~mand from· Zn~dar~ ~uld proc~d.'.to _'¢$Kthe,,sites: oa.; . . 
. public cpnveya11c~;:checkth..e, tra~tors. a,nd\~arfy outi i~airs:on • )q.~:_· . • .. ·. 

t, ·. . \. -~P°-t ... where ·the _:reptace,ine~t .of. ~~rts .is. n~t~vo~ved,: ~ut 9n1y ~tt:1qr: .: , .: : · · "~>· 
, repaJl'S · and adJust111ents .are required. Jn case the · replacement of >. ·. , · ': ·· , 

. p.arts was involyed qr·some parts '~eeded repair, .thr ~echanic' coulif .· . : . 
. dr;aw out' the list of the spare parts fdr the -' ~min<:fars to· procure .. 

;, .. ' H;owev~t,liaisoi{ could be kept" in ''b'etw<ren :t.heJir.m•an.d 'the .: Zafuihdai: . · 

-c, • >,1~!i~s::~()~~::b~1!! ~e~!0~~;,ik~h~~tr:ci\i~f:.~ :W,~r!~!i!~~~=-· ::' ·. · . 
-: i .'.;thes~cpuld, :~~e ;'b!o11ght-lo;the·,Jieafest. !/.dtkshot>Y::foj:·· necessanrj.··· .: . 

:_·._r._e .'. · __ P __ arr·· .. ·.s_._ •_._r_ms_ ·.·.·_way···.·.·_.·_t __ h_ e __ ._· Zam1_._· .. · n~_ar '. s .. w ·. QU· .. 14 .• _g~H_c_ h.~~_,P_ ."·_·s_._~!!_1_._c·:·. e_ •. _.s. i __ .. vl_J .... n_ .d_w_·r.· ·:•r·_ ... .. " .· : .. this: arrangementJZamin4ars would··:be. requtred to regi.ster,tlfei: pi;tr,fl\;j _: . / 
: J~lllars of thetractprs 9wned·.byJhem m.tne,t\ear:est:W;qtkshciP,.~~'\·,· ... · 
. /pair facilities. to the' tractors• of Z.atnhldars \;¥QU1d. t Oe: :av@able':. to\.};,,' 

. 1 t~eD1on9o~tba~~-;:.<;, '? ·:· . ·.· .. · .: .·1 • ,, , 'v·. ·. - •... · ·. ,· 
. ·.. -·· (iii) The [a~ ao.liday',c°.n:session is, aijpw:ed, !11: :9hul'a.m Muli~m~ · . i . 

'., ,mad.Barr~e·'area·for a ~ti9d, <>f3,ye~rs; ·'A ·.gfan~eeof the·n¢~:f·.·· 
'. area,whicli:,has:notbeen brought,wdercµItivation.·orhas r~aihe~·." •-· · 

·. '1111;.;cultlyated .. conti11riE>usly ! for. 8: ~arvest. seasons j~. •. the ,past Js ;exJ;. ,t -~ .\. 

. ·~mpted fr:pnr ~~ P~Ymenf bf Latjd ~~venu.e, :jaterrate, etc;;. fpr _ .. t1 '·,;./ 
.:periocf'·df .3 Year~ *n.d in fact he-.lias 'notwng to pay, toi·GQvernm~nt:. I' ,· 
\ (Qt ariy · ~uJtivation :raised. ·~n· th'at land du11pg I , eonsecu~iye : ..• ye~rs.: ~," 

: . ,The grantees a:re ~so allowed '4 YWs grace pen6d tor th~ p~ymeqi 
.·; .. '.~f:;'.M:~I)ca.ttEt iJts~epts:~.11. thel~pd ·~cqµife<i;~y:'1~h~m.·• '·'fb:~yiy' ,~:,: . 
·., .• _.· .. -1so allowed ·cail~SlOn : m ,deserying , : , C:8$CS, Jot; posq>ODel]ltnt · .for. 

s~tjng gf the ins~lment5 .. ; \,·/.'< . . . o·,.::: \':'' ·.}. 'i. , .. 

. : ·. ··: . .(iv) ·aov~rn~enf have already· standardized ~Irie _, whee1 .. m,e; - 
· , · ,:.: tJ:~~tprfforthe.!);grictllture<pJ.Irpose$.·iA 9.µr,~~11try.~ )Vtt~n:.;wf:get: . 

· ·. . :· ~~.r~t{Ai~i~p~~-fh.~r~ ·'!,.:~~yett,.t>11ytA~:~gri?J1~~¢~,ehin~!Y( , : 1, 

. ( ·"- .' ,.: '.;:,::. :> '. ' . ':f: ._>;_:'_,· \ :·· :· c : •> ... ,' ..,. . . . ' : . .; '. ,··,~..... : 
'/ ,(·-. .. . 
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Total length of roads __ .. 
I' ."' ··:. '.·•':'. : .'· •. .: :, 

. , 10•0. •!hedilfere~cein~ength' . 
. 18_ due· fa· ohan~ fa . 
. mileage of~~ ro1111 

Ui8~5 ' .. ·· 12·58· ,. 

215·5 .263·0 
I 

Length of roads' completed upto _31~ 
Dec9mber 1967. ·: · · 

:Roads,in progt'e!l!l'(includ~d· .in. A.D.P. I 
1987-88 and 1968·69}. 

t, o. • I ., - 
.·,·. i· ' • 

:~ ~rknnd!ll: program~e after 
- 30th Jnne 1969!, _. • .' . 

. . ' . . . .... '.. ·, ' ·~ 
'•_431.s· 

'( I 

I . . 
'Pueea roa.dfll K~tcha roadF . 
380.5miles 425·5miles 

••• r. ... ' 

. T toal mi!eag. ' · · 
; ( .. . ' ' 

• i 

-. I 

:_ ·1 ~ 

371 

r-. 

I . 

'I. 

Ii . / . :manufactured 1by the· ~d, giving couritries,jt -~- . djfficult .to< in,pos~ 
restriction onthe import of the equipment - other than 'already _ ·stanr 

. -dardized, :·There is an-Assembly1plant for Massey;Ferguson tractors· 
In Karachi and the establishment of. Assembly plant for Zadrugar 

.tractor is under the active consideration ·of Government. i In absence ... 
. ,;of steel mm we can not manufacture most of the components but have 
'to depend on· the imports. . .In case of _ establishment of Assembly 
Plants, the parts willbe easily available bu~ itis a gocd Idea to make 

_ jt ~?mpulsory that t.he fast roo.viµg spare parts ~O the e~tent of 20 %1 __ - 

·' beimported alongwith the tractcrs and 10% .every year in the subse 
quent year~ fer the estimated economical lifo of the tractors'. . · · · 

· r , • (v) In the command of _ t.he Ghulam ,Muhammad Barrage area 
the scil isvery heavyand there is hardly any· scope for the· small 
tractors to become popular. Mainly they will net be ab'e to. break 

-through the. soil efficiently •. The -small tractors could be usefully 
employed under conditions where· the soil for most of the year is moist 
and the; '\Vorking conditions require less' draft on the plough~ just ·as· 

. in East Pakistan, The peasants of small holdings shculd'be el)courag·, _ 
-· · ed to pco1 their resources and work on_ co-operative basis so that tlie · 

- ccllective holdings jtistµy th.e ex-penditure;'involved under mechaniza- · 
-tion.' , ,. ·· · , : · ' · · 

· · (vi),The roads in Ghulalli Mu:t,ahimad Barrage Project were 
transferred to Agr,icultural . Development Corporation . in the . year - 
1961-62. _ At the time of taking over of thisroad constructionpro 
gramme by Agricultural Development Corporation. . 122, -_ miles of 
roads were existing; As per programme taken up' by Aertcultural 

'Development Corporation 3Sl\miles of.puccaj·c,ads'and 396 miles of ' 
kateha roads.were to be constructed durinz .the first i,hase I.e; years 
196~65. _ The katcha roads which were ,to be constructed in the first 
phase (durins 1960-65) were to be made pucca dtiri11g the 2nd phase, 
i .:. years 1965-70. , In this programme l9.'pucca and 19' karcha -c 

·roads were to be constructed. 'Besides this. twomore' roads' were 
· approved by· the Governmentto be constructed as .pucca roads which 
I "'~l"e not included )1 tbe origtnalRoad Master Plan. The .leneth of· 

thes» two roads being 29,·5 ,miles, the total .mileage of roads taken up: 
by Agricultural .Develonrnent .. _Corporation became 380·5< miles 

Jcak~ a. 1'11e1 Progress-: of tb.e work done sof at is as underr-> ·- 
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(vii) According.to the Master Plan, 330 ehaks are to be.estab,lish:.-. 
ed inGhulam :Muhammad·Berrage, area··-ror·settlemehtoftheColo-: ".) .. 
nists. -. Out o1thetn· 222 chaks have already been·._esta.blished.· · 'Thtt ··. · · 

: Education and,_'l{ea;tb. Depart.mejtts are not under.'the ,gnumsti:atiV,e, ..... ' 
. control -of the Agncultural Development , Corporation. · · On : the; • l: 
'request ot .the Agricultural Deye·opmenf CQrpofat~ott tbe''Educa~>',}.· 
tion Department had .opened .schools ln 85 chak,s . and 1: the 'Healtli'· .: ' 1 

Department lfad openedIf) Rural Centres ,t Matid{Tow1:f.'.in'·Ghttlrtm .·_·, ·. 
· ~uhamµiad ,Barrage··'ar~: The-~· chak~ are qiostly·_.inter"'.cotittecte4'.;?''r ·. 

w1t}l .eech other amt .ult'mately :witlt big · Jovms and :Mandi Centres" 
where ·educational· and otl7.er facilities are lavail*1ble. ->. .. ,.. ·. · .: -,)· 

\ . • ' <> • ·> •.· ; '.:·.;:;_::;; 

· ;' ··· <iiil The t~d disposar'policy·is·rrafued-·bythe lioard·<>f'.:R~~enue 
(land Utilization Committee] and.the. terms' and.'coriditions qf1 tlte ,, 

.. grant to each cai~g~ry_ar~)dspfram~d,b):'them,, A.bc<)rdi~g:. to- t~ :'I 
: terms .and conditio~ _attag4ed _tq-_the ~~~t: o~er t}ien,.peasants, the 

. ·: .. -' •. - :·:, ··._.-.:·;·. -_j.> ). . ·.,·-· . . .. _. ·-'.. :< ._. .' ---.:.. .. _\ 
_./· 
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""efir Fu11r7s nll:-::ci,,k,r:7 bJI . · . . Gove- rime11f ': ... 

\·· .· . . -, ' . 

· Fu~id8 demanded' 
·by Depq; .~nt .. 

j .'·- 

• :· - •• , ' ' . . • . . • ,: • . -: . ~ • ' • :· ~::... . ''s( ., ·">· : 5 . ~ ... ' . . . . -· ."\." ·.:·.· 
.The road .proghunm_e isnot k~pmg pa,ce, with'.1the targ~~: rut~ ~\- 

' • • r : per \app;roved ·P.C.I. prof orma; The rriahi ,reason· fpr · .. · this is. ·· th3t' 
ru~ds a.re not allocated, by ~he Govermn~nt as p_er demi:t,ids.--:of; .. ~e' 

· ., . -. Department, · The figures given below will_ 9learly show this l)~S1-; 
,J : · tfon:·'..:...-:- : · ·._ .. , ·· ·· · ·· \ · · ,. ' ' · · · ' .. · : ' · ·. ·.· ·. · . ·. •. · 

\ . · • ..,J·· '\ ' ' (. 
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grantee-has· to reside permanentiy i~,the' village abadi.' Heh~ tobuild': I 

•- a 'residential house within .12 months of the: date of execution of the. · , 
· ·· agreemegt.or delivery of the po~sessio~ of the Iand.: .··_If the gr~ntee is . 

reside there permanentlr. .Beside the grantees .. }iaveJo bring the 
~ntitedand of. their grants under cultivation;' within 3 years. / Sinii 
Aa'rly. the hari grantee lias to reside in the c~aka.baqi.permanent1y 
within:,6 months.of thedate of grant-ofJand-;and:has,;to bring entire . 

r, land of his grant under cultivation. , In case of irifringt;Iiettt ·o(.- the. . , 
cori~i~on~. of the grants, action for thetr ~an~llatict1Js being . taken ''· .. 
after.> issuing show cause notice and hear ng tr.e gra "'tee. concerned. . :· 
About. 30,000 'acres have.been made aval'able as a resu't of Ci!D"elJa;. · · 

r · tion en account <>.f ,:nrringn;ieni of cQridit:011~. The land ,, UtH'.za(fon . 
'Committee, Board of Revenue, West PEikistan in its.meeting held op 

.. 3-11-1967 have. at:ccatedOS0.000 acres mor~ area for JandJe,sl '1aris 
•Peasants)., .· The original ,allocation nf this categozy 'w~s .. , 2.SR 000 

'.,I' acres and it had JlCW been increased to 2,62,342 acres. The question 
· c,f.removing of restriction for purchase of land by owner (Muhagdar). · - · 
is under consideratio1f with the land Utilization Committee. , · : 

The ~onmittee regfette1~ to~et~ tlla! the. B6~rd <i Iieveim~ did : · 
notplace before the Committee their views. on. the. Committees 

,suggest.ion regafding alletmentof economic .h,bldittgs in new barrage 
areas, to the, peopl~ .. Iivi1,1g ' below . subc;fste~ce .. ~rid: . m,~e--nnf'lmjc.' 

J;tolders in older. <Jistricts of 'Province. The Conunittee hoped .that· .: . 1 

the Government willgjve due consideration-to : the Committee's .. · 
· '. $rlggestiOQ~ , I. . '\ , : ' , ' ' . . ·. . . . \ · ,••• , . . ' ·. . ' .' 

Subject to. the above· observations.,the ,para. w~s dropped;. - .... ··~ . 
"" . Ill. The Committee then considered tie ,xplat:fat;on·of t~elrri .. 

gation .andPower Department in. respectof the.foHowing items:~ 
-----:... ' . . , .,~· ,y·\. ', .. ~ .: c: -. ,__,, ;' ~,,··:~;- .. {·(- ·~.> ..• . 

APPOPRIAnoN AccoUNfs 1.958~59 . : · : · 
~ . ! _:·. . . .- .\ ·-:; .: >: ~ ;· · 'r ·' ..• --· •• - ... - __ ... _. ·-·~. • . . . ; .' •. · '. :.· .. ·,. en Pag~ 30~ Para. t7 .(a) 29~/nfrut:tudtis e,pend .. ttire4-ThiS is a. 

· case ofpurcbase.of 40 Vicker .Iracters. without'. proper plann:ng _ 
reSlilting in infructuous expenditure of Rs., 63,97,415. . . · · · · 

I The matter was last considered, by the Committee at its meet'ng 
held on 23-1~1967 when the Department requested-for mere · time 
for 'furtller examinatio11 in . the -Department ... ,itself. · Acc;ording , · to 

. the Department the facts of the case are as fo]Jowf:'-'. . . . ' ~ .ne tractm, were t() complete gtiarante~ : cpe~~tion of . l 00 . ; 
Jiours but they started· giving trouble. fro_ni,_tbeyery. staet;.' :A~ "'.':C"r,~ , · 

· · mittea was appointed ·b_y the Chief Engineer, lrrig~fion West P1.1ki~r . 
tan to investigate the causes for the·faiture of these- tractors wliich ' , 

- attributed the cause of tbe ,, failure · to: their.\.~bere,nt-. '·defects 1 •• 

~d their being-: suitecf .)or ,use only. µi.tiie>~Qt4 . countri~/·<, . 
. / Olin .. receipt of the . ,¢qnµni,tt~'~ I renort ... Jbe' I ~uppliei;- agreed ~ \• . 

. to ··µndertake .'the· :fepairs":.<>f ,, th~~;, ,trac:t.~ , :bµt.,1 .. 'lccord:ng·,·: 
. ~.. the, Audit- .inst~ad :• of using :'theit · 0WJ1. sp~e parts the 

. ·' ,l . ' : i ~ ·\. • ' .• ; • • ' • • • ! t ·, . ,' __ .,. [ ) 
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J,dt 'accorcli~~ ~ .. ·i~e· Audit instead ~f ,ui;mg>tli¢it O;\Vrt ~spat~. p~~ t~ '. -. .. 
, . iupplier·c~psum~ spare.parts worth l~· ~6,8~.;belonging,.tc>': :the .. 

. Departm¢nt~ ,' Thus: Audit tpok two" obJections : ene regardmi the , 
.' , 

1 wastage_ of ,f~r~ign,-.e~ch~nge \VOrtJ;i Rs. 63•2 lacs ¥1. 1J)W'C~¥ittg cthe I'' 
· 'Vick~rs 'tractors whicf1 dtd not prove. successfnl: rn Pakistan. ?;n~ . 

. .: ~S,ecdndlyno1t-recovery .of·th.e.cost·of.th·,espare-parts worthRs~:66~882/. 
: 

1 
· used .by,the supplier. in suqsequent : r¢pairs to the · t;ra~9r~~ .. Qtt 

.\'"' . ;, I·. receipt of.the:Auffit,objectiap.the•pep~r;tm~,~scru!injzed·~he_!ecctd$ ' 
· agau1 and found ·tlte followmg pnopt1es were J~1d· 'd<>wn m.; tile · . 

. ongitlalin1ent placed.byOChief ,Engil1eet, Jp."i~a.tiQn~ West Pa~ist~n' · 
1 • · ,· ··. ,throtigb .s~et~ty .to'\Govemment .9f .West Palti~tan . /Pevelrl;,merit 

; ... 'p · ~ .. ·· ... ~? ·.'_i:i · .. ~1':')epi~rt~en.t.· in , Dec.~JV;b~t,.':~956.qn the Dj~r;:ctor~. 
1 , , :, :.:~ ... ~ntra!, ~upphes · ~nd_ :.J>evelopment~ .: Q9v~rnmeJ1t. rof,. PF1¥1s~a~ 

• · 1 • · t' • ~rachi · L..- · · · : · ·' · · · · · · · • ". ( , . .· .: d\ i~~t~r~Pitlaf:: · , ·, , ·:· .. .1 t • • 

. .: .,, .. ~- .. -; ..... ' /. . ::-:'... . '· . ,·_~ .· .. · .. 
• •.'.1· T ·.(2J'.Jnternati~nal~ \> , 'I ; ;i .( • . '•• • ,-;•', ': 

•· · ,1 · ' J ·. (3).vickers. :.' . .. 
' ' ": .· :rite V~cker~ beihg. ofrel~tively ~!Ilai'rt°' caPa6ify/a'riote :wa~ ,'ws~rted . 

. :, · ,·. inthe llldentthat' if these were . mdeflted .the tw~bers should , be . 
·e.nbanc:ed tQ,ll 17: ~g~1~st 9Q. np~~ for ~t~~ tra~t(?rs.' ,. 4Aftbe same· 1 .. · . 

. . . :,(tune. at1otber not,;tappe_ared·. m the·m4ent wh,ch .. read .as under.:~ . 
. -I - , • ,,, ·.--·, .• ,_ , c_ ., ··:_ '. .--; 1- .• -·-- • ..,-r ' .. ",•·.· , \ I 

· "Type of :Machines tp· l)e purchasef iµ ~lle order.of·priority are .·~ 
: 0). <;ater.-Piller;. ·(~) ... JnterpaJiqnal H~ester- · and. 

. (J) Vu:k~rs. ·~· ·.D1rector"'.~11eral, .. · Supply and Deyetop- .. 
· ·'1~nt.: ~~9t J>e:allowe~t'. t9:: ~n~l,te.: ptirc;h~~ , \\'!thout .... 

·r :·: -"'!~~T··hav,mg been agreed to the type,of rnaehineto' .. '.\. 
. . ·1.>e.use4'r.~> -.' .. I :c.., :0, .. ,·.::t; :': - . · .••. , .' ..' · ... · ,· . 

. , '.Irt ·1anuaxy/l9S,7:a revisedind_e#ewas'Jqbm!tt~J,y t~e''$~rie!~rvito:.·/ 
· .. , · . the Govemqient, of West ?akiStan~ ( De~e19pment ·and Jrngat10.t:1. 

l)P.n~rl !'Y'"'."?f'.~,_,ft~r. ·; 'l telebho-iic · . co:dvefs'itticn _ with the Dir~dQ:r- . , , 
! ; '· ' . .General, ··Supply., and Development' Secretaryto Gcverorn.ent ,qf. ~PSt:. - !A!<~stan~ Dey~lopmerit and Irrigation Det,a~me~;t l~~t~r-; ~~' 4 ( ~J ·., ,1.,.,fS/5~., dat~d.19~1-57 makes a clear_tl?:"t~?.111of , t~~-- ,t~1·eo~r~1c . 

· :co11ve'"~~t10TJ .. wluch tcok o~ace betwe~n tl;t<f~rectqt~Ciener~l, Stjoply 
, . and Development· anc;t him. . .A~· a :r~sult · of thi, disq\J~qi.on ,th.e fode11t 
··.·fer machinery was revised but .. •the .notes-similal' to:those .trierinoned 

' . Jin th-r, nr='1'"~!' •ndent:continued to: appear in!,,th~ r~'4~ed/in9:e11t ·. . f •• 

1? '··~•· .. and.~he.pri9rid~ ofrva.!i~u,s ·ptak~'femapi~~: ,'upcbary,g~4.1 ;~,·.'tbe·.;. , 
. . . ., Pu bite · Accou.nts .• C~mm1tt.ee mf!:tmg •. beld on : i13-~-1967. · .• tlle1 ,: c:0nf '<: 

1:r · · : :··tention of.'th¢ Audit·was tb~t No. lpriority ·. wa~· ·assigned· .to the;,'· ·. · 
, . \ i ; ··Vickers ._tracto( by ~he Department. i~\: the .revised iti~ent\!.;._,.vide . ) 

. ' ; , . Secretary tu G9v¢mment- of West Pakist~!1: .·. Development·:, and•c:. .. 
. "Hrri_ga'tion. ~epa-rtment'$ Ietter~.dated 119-f-1957,. refert:ed.,to.·i aJ,cve/ · .· 

I tB~t the .!~r<l',fl.;icl/,110,t ~pport;.this -yi~ .and ~~: ·J)u,'«#ot •. ~µdit; •'.' 
- :": .... <; "/ ·~·,,_· ..... :.> -· ,,:·-.-· ."·?--· ;:·:;· '\'"· ~: . •_. ,.- \.'·.,\ '·-~ :·_.i··;\ ... ·,··,· .. ·. -'\: ',. _· 
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Total claim of the: Department against .:· th/ 
indenter , . . ,. , .·.·. ·:-6~26.8iO 

Deduct I cost. ol spares for . normal ' wotlcif.lg 
\ ;· . i 11 d1uringthe period in q~estion; \ ;:: · . 

1 
2,~5~795 t 

Balance . , · ".<' · 1 , 3,41,525 , r 

.~. r Value ofspares suppliedbythe firm.. ': .· ''" · J,75,poO 
. The Superintending· Engineer; ·fyiechanfoal who 'did' not accept .this 

'position in ws letter No. MC/0141/208/2932, dated 18th· August:.· 
tractors fr9m Government Stores r : , According _to the s11:I?erJ.qte11(;1,ipg 

'i and Supplies Department, Government of Pakistan, 'maintained that / : 
satisfactory working · of the · machinery for .at .; least 1,000 working: . - 1_ 

hours :was the responsibility of'.the 'firm and ap.y part . which, they 
· supplied ,to meet .this· requirement" was . not to be' taken 'into account 

in' defraying the . cost oftlie' 'parts utilised' for the repairs of these : 
.. tra.c~ors from· ;Gov,ernmeµt Stotes.1 , AccordingJp the. -Superintending 

Engineer, Medham':al an. ~µiount ·. of' Rs. 3,55,000 was recovC:rab~ . 
from the firm. · This position however was not· .. accepted , by the · 
Central Government and iii' his letter addressed,to . the ' ,Chief .Sec'." . 
retary the Vice-Chairman, Investment . Promotion Bureau · adhered 
to .the original stand of his Department, and .informed that the . 

. · 'matter had beeP, fOllS_idered . at.the highest .. Iev~,:: in the Centr~! . Gov-" . 
I ernment ·aft~r which., 1t, ha~· been de91ded· to. J1naily settle chum . _of 

. . the fi,tm on the basis of his calculations. '.This ! was done. despite . 
, protest from. the. Irrigation · and Power Departraent : not .: t~ · finally. · . 

settle th(:· claim of ·the _firm. .In August J9~5 m lett~ · 
-No~ V "JA-I/ 4_707l/ K/ 57, the . Director-General Supply, informed. the 

. Secretary, Irrigation and Power Department that the case had been ;, 
',·· ftna\jsed. · The last paragraph of this .reference from th(?, Central .'1 .; 

. . · Government to the Provi~ci~l. 1Secr~tar_y, Irriga~ion: and . Powerr DJ.ns 
. as under;.;;..;... .. , . · · · ... : .. · ·, ).:.·-.·· ' . .· < 

!'lf in~y 'be noted that the .. contract was .b.crtween. the. .. 'Central · · 
· · Governinehf and. the. firm:and .it . ·WU for· · the, •. Ce1;1traJ 

. '>.. •. i:; ! ··: ··,' .·.' .' ·/':: ··:···· - -... . .. " . :>. ::,. ·- . 
. , 
:i 

:t' 
:.375, .··i.· 

i.· .. • ,. . !! ; • ,. 

~~rAc~µn~~gr~s))g lµs,I~~ N# ~ArC(f)/J7{~291~.8 .. 59f~l05,, .. 
d,a~~~ P ·J:~,t~?.'tt9. t,he P~pattm~~t. d.t4Jnot· :\II~~:.:~ IJle~tJon to _th~ ·• 
Pr;1,«.>nt1es. ihavmg b~Q. . c,hangep._ . Some · parts :w~te.. supphed:Jrom; the· 
sto~e~(of; tbe QepartmentJot · maintenance and *p~Jts .cpst. of which 
w~s. _r~¢oY~fa.ple Jro~ the; firm. :··, This :matt~ w~s 'ta~~n··:up· ~th' the 

. CeP;~at 09vernm~J\k.a?:d finally t~e· ·Centrat ... qovernqient . in · t!te 
. , Depart.m.ent of InvestmenLPrqmot1on and· Supplieswrote ,to the Chief 

Engineer,-. vide letter No. BA-1 /47071 / 57:-K,.dated:,.i'i4~7-l963 that 
. t~~ .. W'fil had already Sl;lPPlied_ free of c~st. ~pai:~sii cos(i?~ · Rs. ), 7? ~900· .. · " 

and :t~~iefor~· ~~!h4tg.,\,VM d~e from them ~811•11,S\ this item. ·!gamst i · 
the claim oftne indenter. . '· . . / '. . ' , . ··... ' .. 

. The:·: calculations .o( ·. thcf .Investment. ,Protnr,tion • -and, Supplies 
· Department were as follow~:~ . · · , 1 

. r: Rs. 
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, ~ , ', . G<>,e~ to, take·. the decision. \jf any claitn was .to ·.·t,a, 
._';· . ( .. .tq~t byJt4e.,fi.nn,.'.',1'e'-y:iatter·has'. ~een·~xaiajn~: a.~ ~o-., . , 

,higJiest level and ... the release of finn'-s ~IlllDlSSt<>n aftet ', · 
so many, years has been.all<>we4 after very k~ conside> · 

; ra.tion .. and ·examination; · M1JlO: fresh.·:groVn<l fot claim· . 
h~ been inW.cate~tbY ~he Department oflr;tigation and. · 

· Power, West Pakistan. Government, . the ~e , stands " . fina.lised" , I I\ . , , . . - , 

'- . Jne ;gist of-the matt;r ~o~ ~ that· 4g {rck~rs tiacfors .were put,c~as~ . _ 
. ed. The . coritract was .. signed· '.with · the .. iµ'n:l: \ t,y. ,the .... Ce11tral : : 
-Government, Tlre purchase was .made by th~i'C;entra.t Goyerru:Q.ent. ,_ · 
and their· fi,nat-ctainis -were settled by the Cent~l, _Gove~~erit; ··: ?\ilo·, · · · 
papers, are. a:v.aila6Ie, qn [ec<>r4 of the' Depart$ent .to::show th~ ·p;nor'. · . 
.concerrence of :Prqv1nc1al -Govemmen.t w~ o~tamed, by · .Q.irec;tor- .,1 

· 
1General SuppU~ and· Qevelopment:befQre·placing .-indent. for an t{ 

·,articl~ .~hi~!W~ )>.l~ed .,r :priodty-Nd~ ,µI bythe in9r~tor, altho:u~, · ·· 
' · a proVl~lOJ.l·:111 the indent \eXIS_ted . that pnor approval' irt <. such . cases 

· \froP! the inderitors:would be ne<r~sary; ·, Anoth~t\ :AAint which t~e, 
. _,Aud.it.took up dutµig tpe course df fu.eit e~amma.~on was that 1l1 . 

, . April, 1957 11 report of.the them Sppermtendmg EngineerMr. Keel;u:t '. .. _ 
. '·; had brought to the notice C?f :the 1 D~pa~ment that rthe ·/Vickers,: 

· ·'H tractors had not been functioning properly and the Department-had !I 

; . . placed orde~s· f Pti these: . trapt~:l'S. despite • the reJ?Ort; . of Jh~ .'. Supe!ID- I. 

te~d1ng ~n~~neer.: On venficat1on.bf tecC>rds.·1t has·.COlll~ to light · · 
.· that the revised: indentwas plac;ed: m, January, 1957' and -1:>y Feb- ', , 'c\ ... 
.rnary ,A ~57the Viclcers were' on . their w}1y to J>'akista:n,. . . Therefore 
any report ma~e · by;.· t~e~, S~peri11~endi.n~ J~ngine~r . .,in __ 1 f\pril, '. 1 ~57 , . 
could not have: become instrumental 10 withholding th~ despatch of . 
tractors w]ljch. had beerj: • shipped in f ullx by rhe. end of March, · I 957. · ' 

.. \- Unde~J.the·~jr9umstances.· t~e.D~part~e~t ·,conte~ded·.th:it_,tio , p~e.· :: 
· · Department .and no one ·md1v1dijal were involved in the whole aff arr, 

The. Provincial . Gove~ell~~ •.. the · Central · Government; . Chier. 
· , Engineer, Irrigation, West Pakistan, S.ecreta:ry, . Development and:', 

Jrrig~llon D~j>artment, ·pirec.tor-G:eP:erru Supply . ' ang ' D~v~~o.ptnen,t 
Department and the Vice-Chairman, I~V~tment. Promotion Buteau: 

•0 :_ .. in the' Central Government,w~re at orie or other times involved in 
, this. case. The responsibility of .the Irrigation Department lies only ) 

as much as the 'placing of. the 'indent was concerned, and even this· ' . 
dndent was ':~viseg; 'aftet a. tel~phonfo conver1.ation' whicl1 took place · 

l. :( behyeep_ :brrector-General, .. ;Supl'l.Y -·, ~d . Develop~ent ·and. the· , . 
4 Seqe~aiy Deyelopm~nf and Irrigation/. The remaining, patt· <in, .. 

this ·case was pfayed :,:r1.6stly. at .Centre 1and if. the Public Accounts' 
Co:mni.itfoe d~ired that a. co~plete · exantinatfo.mof..the ,~ase whic:li 
led to the p1,1rchase and fiµalization of thi~ "deed be broughtto their 
notice, thef?;; the, Depa!f~ent.: would' · suggest. · that Jq~ officers: therr. - 

· CQncerned. m ~his case m1ght-:bc summoned t<? th~w further:light. on· 
·. the.ma,tter and the concerned,Department···of_· the·· .. Central 'Gov~r:n..., ., 

. in~~ nu~t :,also be Jq~y assqciated in t'e e~~~ati?D< : : ~' ... < .', 
\ ' 
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. The Director,' Audit and Accounts-' (Works),. West. Pakistan, ··. 
Lahore pointed out that the explanation of the Department · that 
tli~Director .. General, .Supply and Developmentplaced the indent for 
Vicker Tractors without prior approval r of the · Irrigation Depart 
ment was not based on· facts. The indent was :. revised . by tire 
Department on 19th January,-·--1957 wherein -a condition· was _ 

· stipulated that in case of Vicker Tractors the number - is to be · 
increased from 30 to· 50. . It implied tha.t - priority· was: given· to 
Vicker Tractors .. In case the number was increased .dueto, Vicker 
.Tractor being ofSmaller size, even-then it is.clear that the· Depart--\ 
ment had agreed to accept · Vicker Tractors;. Moreover the copy · 

-c of the Indent placed by the Director-General Supply and D~vel<;>P· 
ment on 25th January, 1957 was endorsed to.. the Irrigation 
Department. Had the Department any objection for the' supply of 

· Vicker Tractors, this should havebeen pointed out at the same time. · 
These facts substantiate that theindent placed.by Dlrector-General · 

• · Supply and Development half received thy approval of the Depart 
ment.: As regards; report. o/ Mr. -.K~elan~ S.E., :who, pointed out ~hat· 

· the Vicker. Tractors are not useful 'm this country, it was - received 
in reply to reference madeto him in April; 1957. 'The Department 
should have waited for' his report before placing · the jndent. As · 
regards payment for spare parts, the Inspection Note was -signed 'by 

-~ -- the Department, on which basis the final paymenthad been released 
· to the firm. Moreover the claim of the Department was rejected _ 

by the Director-General Supply . and Development ·, as no fresh , • · -·- 
grounds were indicated: by the Irrigation Department. .· . 

t . . . The Committee was of theopinion that no one' Department and no one individual.could be held responsible for the loss sustained by 
the .Department. The Chief . Engineer Irrigation' . Department; 
Secretary to -Ciovemment of West -Pakistan Development and 

· Irrigation Department, Director-General S_upply. and Development 
Department· and the Vice-Chairman, Investment Promotion Bureau 
in the Central Government wereat one. time .. or the other involved 
in this case, . _ . · · . . / _ _ . . . · _ ,. _ 

. • The Committee was . of the' opinion that: as the · contract was 
between the · Central Government and the · firm and the Central 
Government had taken a decision in favour of the . firm, , further, 
examination _of the matter byth~ ProvinciaJ Public Accounts. Com· ·' 
nnttee would .. .not be desirable, although· tt appeared ·to the . 
Committee that some one has been responsible for serious bungling, 
The Committee recommends that the Provincial Finance· Depart- 

") merit_!~houid mo~e t~e. Central Finance Minister to -get . this 'ca~e · 
exanuned ·1n that Ministry and refer it to the CentralPublic . 
Accounts Committee, if)t is possible to do ~o. 

With these observations the para. '\YaS dropped. ' 
(2) Pagt(_23, Para .. 17(a)18(l)-Shortage of Stores-In -this case 

a shortage of stores worth Rs. l, 14,873 · and a . surplus of stores 
\ \. ' . ' ' 
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. c (:- ~-'Wo~h R(l,.Q9,773 was noti~~d.'~t !he\i~e .: of: :P1iYst~~L ·v~mi6~tiofi <. .·. _'.:11 

· - of stores ~ 195~ but the deficiencies a11c1' the . surpluses · were. not . 
: _ accounted· for. till December, 1956. - A report of the shortage and .... 

i surplus was_ not made to the Audit Office.' The physical verification '· · · , 
required under the rules was not done .from ~953 to 1956. · 'fhe 

. - . non-compliance of rules f acilitated further · shortagei in stores .. and 
'. \ ,~ ! tbe·depaft~enhrepp~)n February.. 1961,;' that wi the . completion- 

, .' · of the .physical veriflcation shortages worth Rs. 1,61,040 against 35 · 
· · section holders and-surpluses worth Rs. 2~:71,44Lwere fqurid ap.d 

1, 'accounted for but· neither-the amount of Rs; 2,ol,040 -bad been, 
. .reeovered norany discipl~ary action" .taken: against the .··.·,official~ 

_resp~nsiJ>le for the_ shortages and delay in the'. a~o~~thigof these· 
; defic1tes and surplus, . _ _ . · · .. · 

- , . ~The 1J1~tt~r "'Yas ·_iast con~i~ered by the· comroitt~~t ai its_ meeting _ · 
, held on. 19th .Apnl, 1967 when the Departmentexplained the I para. ~ , ·. , as underr-« · · · · · \ · · - ' 

, . ''!~ The,· CJtplan~ti~ti of "one. E,recutive , Engineer:, now -~ 
. · .Superintending Engineer, two . Assistant Engineers . now 

.· Superintending . Engineers and ··on~, ··Assistant . EngineeJ;" 
, , now Executive Engineer- . have . been. received. Charge 

. . - sheets . at'.e. being framed. ·.against··• them. · Replies . o( -~- _ 
- Executive Engineer, another Execudve- Engirieer (now .. 

. "Section Officer) .. and anAssistant Engineermow Superiri- t .. 
tending · Engineer) . have not: )>een ... received so. fat. 
Director, Audit h~cl been. written tqtake action. ajain~t 

r .. -~ . Divisi.011al Acco;unta.nts. .:.. . · . _.. . \ - _ , · ... , . " . 
2. (a)Jleco~eries made.so far amount to_Rs~l&40l6l1out .. of · 

-.. . which cash recovery of Rs, 947·35]1as been verified and · the remaining recovery which was in-kind · is _yet. _·under:,· 
· ', ··correspondence 'with the audit-'oflice:"" · · 1940/61 · 

(b): _Adjris1ed'a~d' vJdned ·by Audit. = . . ,!4;795/89, 
(c }. ' Further _adjus~ed, : and ,, verified:., = , . )0~786/80' 

.' .• by Au:art ... __ ... _· .. _ · .. .. :'· .... · ·,· ... 
(d) U)1der veri:ficat1on with Au4it .:=· ,.3,,881/48~. <: 
(e) ' t:ases, under :examination fior . ( ·.;., 

. . further recovery (5 perso~si ·t· · 

. ;:' involved). ~eplies to 'Show , 
-, · ·; . "Cause' n:oflce~ · served': on 

:: - . ~t~!J'!~J~~tveof b:=i~:: '. 
ment .. : · alongwith · rec.oy;ery 

· . · i ar~ 'In ®tt4. - · 1 · · · · 
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(3) ,A Committee was formed consisting of mes~ers:-. 
(1)" Sh. Zahurul Haq, S.E'., :Mech: Circle; 

. _ - Lahore, ·' ·. · : , . · . ·· ., · : ... >· _ Chairman •. 
(2} Mr. R;K. Anwar, Executive .. Engineer, 

•· Stores Division . · · · Member 
-. (3) Ch, Ismat Ullah, Executive Engineer, . 

Lahore Drg: Division, Lahore. .·· ... ·, · Member. 
to sift the record. and furnish necessary details .as.to how 
the surpluses occurred and what steps have· been taken 
?r are being taken to guard againstthe fictitious . ~~tries· · • 
in -the issues or non entries on the .receipt : sides of .. the 
stock registers. The Committee has met only one. 11ptil 
now and is on thejob, There areas many as.568 items 
involved and obviously it will take' quite some' time. - to 
examine the events of issues anti ' receints , of various , 
articles. As it may not be possible to go through allrthe 
items· in reasonable time, . some · representative articles 

_ will be examined by the Committee to, show the.trend" .. . . .,· - .. . ·, . .. . ' . ,· . . . . .· . 

. The 'Committee then observed that 'SO far: as .the question of, . 
verification of the recoveries was concerned. it was . a 'matter between 
the Audit and the Department and they ~hou1q settle it, themselves: 
So far as the surplus wa~ concerned, the Committee noted tbaJ an 
Inouiry Committee had· been appointed by I the , Chief · Engineer. ·-. 

· Lahore. to go into the· matter. A number of representative items '. 
, . might be selected by the Inouirv Committee to go . info and tp~se 

items come back to the Pu blic Accounts Committee toeethe- wit.'1 the 
report of the Inquirv -Committee. 'So far as the anestion of taking 

·actiori.again~t the defaulteringofficers was concer.ned~the1Committee 
desired a full report. . - 'r - , ; .. ' · •• . : 

The Department now explained 'that the ;: explanatlons of the , 
Executive Engin~ers and ~ssistant Engineers · were obtained · 

. and· examined. Finally five Executive Engineers were selected for 
Charge-sheetinn them as their explanations were 'not satisfactorv;: 
Thi~ case has been: submitted to· the Min1~ter- Irritiation !Governor 

· for final orders. The report · of · the · Departmental · Committee: -, 
frt,m~ 'fm· mV~tigation and 'reascnsfor sur,p,1~~:·W~s-···fopv~4~··· .. 

, .. 

Total :.· 2,61,0J.9 
~------ 

.. 27,993 
.J,96,730 

' ... ~ no more recovery is possible, estimates for 1]osses of .stocks have 
been framed as follows : -· · . · . ;, . · . .. 

'·'sentto Secretary' Irrigatio~ and . 1: 

·. power . .,. . = 

. Under Secrutipy - · .. - 
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to the Director Audit;.anl Accounts ' (Works), )Vest Pakistan, . by: tlt;e . ; 
• -c: 

1• 
!.Clucf Engineer; Irrigation, La1Jore Zone.: The·Audif offlce Lahore: . · 

.. -, _has' sent theit further observations on. the said Report: of P,epart-' 
· - ·,., . : :2ten_tal .. Committee' which -is beingexamined.by the · Supeririten(\ing ,, 

.En~1µeer. ~echahlcal. Ci!cle, Lahore for_. r~pJying to . , each . of . the> 
pointsraised by the Audit, . ..· .. . _._·· . ; .· .. 1. · · '. 

. Tb:!3 CotnDJittee d_irecte<tth~ Finance _t:>epaftm~nt: .a#d the:Aud~f; . 
. Dep~ttment. !o. watch. th~ progre$S till. th~ finalizatiqn of, the. case, 
SupJect to th1~ remark, the para. w~s dropped .. · . ... . · :: , ' . . · 

I .· .· · ... ', . ' . • ... · . , , , .. ·· ' \ • , . 

· . · (3) _Page.-,26l~ 'Para. l7(a)l9(6~Misapprowiation··_of Store~. 
. , . .In thiscase 287 gallons: of patrol worth Rs: 946. was issued from the 

( . stores for use in- various trucks .but the same was neither .accounted ~ 
lot in tile log books nor any consumption .shown thereQf elsewhere, 
Similarly_ 22~ .gallons of di~~l'oil arid1 44.gallons of,'petrol worth. . · 

:Rs.·439·was issued. but its receipt was·neither accounted for nor its t ·. 
consumption sh~wn'inthe relevant books: ". · ,: , .. ·, . ., · t , . _ ~ · 

,.,. TheDepartment explainedthat: Mi.· A.K; ': Sheikh,., F..x~ctttiye.· 
·- Bngineer '(Stchres. c::ontroller, M.J.>_.o. \.YAl>pA~ has 'be¢ll called upon ... 

to, make good the loss to. Government or produce documentary . 
. · evidence '.from-the ~GoyeI'11ment record to suppbit the. ub-ac¢ou~ted · , · ( 
' expenditure as haying been incurred on Government, .purpose, . He 

has:f.urther beeninformedthat if he makes· gqq~'the los~then·\ the_··. ' · 
f infobnal warning· will be issued to him and irl case he. does nQtavail 
. of this opportuajty' tlie,n the' case 'will · be proceeded further to inflict - ;, ,·. 

· ' -;~the,punislunent :· · .. • . I •. , . . . .•. •1 • ..; , ,·, 
11 

•• :_;~- 

. . . Th~ _Co~mittee directed that _Jht\ . Audit · ~!1-d. · t~_e _. Fip.~p~ .· ... 
Department should watch the. progress !tIJ the 

1 
~9~at1on -. of · the 

-~-· .; .. r ·:·' ·'. :: t- • . .: ·.:·.. . ' --- <. · . ' . :, . . ;· .. -~ .. ., •. •· ·c'. . 

· ' Subject to these remarks the para/Was dropped ... ,t : ··•· ·,. . . · · 

··• ~- (4) ·. Page' 30~ 1'~!~·-i · f7(q)2t ~Loss . _ of F oreJgn /.~~chang~Jn 
·:i , thi~ case. tractor soare ·parts, :w9r.th Rs.' . 20 >Jacs . were· : nurcb.asscl 

.... through Dlrector-General- Supply and /-Development; : Whe)l _ the - ·· 1 
' censisnments.were-received and opened tnese spare ·)parts .were .. 

· found to be· old. and Ut!'serviceat,le. · . ,: .· • , · - · · _. __ . . 
-. The matter.was last considered bvtheCemmittee at its rn~irig ·:· . -~ 

0 ' belcfon 23rd Januarv. 1967 whentheitem.was deferredis it\Vas:afs()"' 
.'. ~4in,g :with, die CentratPub,Hc.A,c~~ntnts ·('.fo~itte~ .. ::· ". -· _; , .•. 

The item was azaindeferred and would be. ta,l{en up .. alongwit}l 
·,the-•Accounts fot 1962-63. ',. · ... -· · ', · .·::·) ·: · · -~_:,, · 

.... ' .. -.>. . -·.· -~ . ..,· -\ . · . .f_ • ' : . ;\ -~ •, •· • . . ·1 ' ... >_. . ..... · . -· \, . . .. 
'· · · · . : APPROPRIATION ACCOUNTS· FOR .1959 .. 60 , . ), · . . i•, • 

'>;,/ " .· , . , . . .. . :. ·. . • . . . . . •. r :" . . . ·. - ·~. · cp Pag,~, .34,' Pafq; .... _ lJ(a)~~O)(z'l::-;!rih;uctuous .. ex~r,~nd#ur~~- ' 
Certain eqmpinept reqmred in connection _vv1th th~·.er09tmn Qf· gates·. 

· · '--anfgearlnjt.wer,e,ordered· on; Gov_e:IJ-me~t '\Vorkshop. Oh i~ecei~t _· 
, . of the n;iaclµnery however· an add1t1onaJ .. &11m · o( .R.s· 3~8,3_19 w~s : · 

.. _ Yc. r ,p-t Oil 1eetif¥in~ ~ai~ dtf~ts f q m~tjuf~9rnrt a~d, ftJT t1t~dm1 
·, I,· . , '• , - . ".,·. ' ·, . ' • ' 

-· • , v . ' 

,,~, 
.: --.:._·_ 

·- . 

.. \, 
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a .number of missing items in the equipment although the Govern 
. ment Workshop was supposedto supply the equipments free of any 

defect and complete in all respects. . Thus . the - additional 
expenditure was a loss to the Department. .··.. . . 

. . The Committee at its meeting held d~ 26th October, 1966 
recommended a ··•· joint . inquiry by . Administrative <Department, 

. Finance Department: and Audit. •• . ,· . I .• . ' . ( 

The Department now-explained that the joint Inquiry .Committee 
assembled and heard the Department on 18th October, 1966 and 
7th .. 8th March, 1961 .. The.Inquiry Committee. wanted to consult 
more record which had been sent by the Chief Engineer, Irrigation, 
Bahawalpur Zone, Bahawalpur. The Inquiry Committee had not'yet 
fixed the date of its next meeting, · · ·· . . ' - 

. The para. was deferred to be taken up alongwith tbe ICCdunts 
-. for ,the year 1962 .. 63; · . , 

(2)' Paee 37, Para. l7(a)~~No.n -: accdunting of expenditure ' 
under. the finalhead fpr·a considerable time· leading to. the possibility 
of misappropriation of Stores, etc. ... -Jn an Irrigation Division of the 
Southern Zone it was noticed-that a debit amounting to Rs. 35,761 /7 
on 8.CCOUnt of work I done and supplies made OU behalf of another 
Division; was advised through . the head "Transfer . · Between Public 
Works Officers" in the month of December. 1949 for adjustment and 

· incorporation in the accounts of the latter Division, · · ~ · 
. The debit has. not so far been accented and incorporated in . the" 

accounts by the concerned Public Works. Division. · 
· As the recoveries have: been m~de and adiustments carried out 

by the Department and verifiedby the Audit,,the para. was dropped,. 

APPROPRIATION Accouxrs FOR 1960~61 · 

. -(1) Paee 10, Para .... 17(q)18-Exoenditure on works in. anticina 
tlon . of technical · ... sanction to . l!S#mates-:--The .. matter · was . last 
considered bv the. Committee at its meeting held on °25th January, 
1967 when th.~ ·Department, explained that· the Chief Engineers· of 
this Den~me~t were making the .best nossible' efforts. to clear the 
outstanding estimates. , Thev reported that the fisures of nnsanc- 

.tioned estimates have been reduced . considerably, Similar 
objection was also taken up in the previous vears of .thy annropria 
tion accounts and at a .. meeting of the dti hoc Public . Accounts 
Committee it was decided that the Department and. Audit · should 
prepared and reconcile .a' list of the outstanding estimates rinto 30tn 
June, 1961 and its progress reports. The Director Audit and 
Accounts <Worlcs) WestPakistan, Lahore. had supplied .a list· of a 
number of unsanctioned works' upto 30th Sentetnber, 1966 and the 
Chief Engineers had been reauested to submit their report in respect 
of each work by the. end of-Januarvv1967 and the final disposal of 
t~ese 1.msl}ncti9n~ ~titllat~s shoultf ... \,~ repor,tQd through regular 
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, ,~~~«- *j~o~~P;kfh1~0~i~a'tt1:~iii:Jt~n~f- 
the p_ersons. r~pons1b~eJor starting the -. · .. worts \.without techni~ 

· sanction to estimates had been called for;by,' the .• respective .. Ghief 
E~gi~eers, ·· J?iese cases ,~o!!Id; be decided stri¢t!)': . i~. · accordance· 

,w1th· the. Efficiency. a11d Discipline. Rules~· t9~0. .. • .: ,:. 
. ' . , ~he· <Jomtnitt~e t1?-e41 f¢1t. thatthe expl~natioy. :fu~ishedbY::'. the . 

. Department was too vague and. general, to ' be satisfactoryt' The. - 
J)e~artm~~t was una~ip to produce any. !ecorcl' sho~ing any actipti 
~av~g. ~een taken. againstany, <_>f?c~r. .As regards . _the· number · o.t 

·• t . oases still outstanding, a. reconciliation was necessary b~tween .•. the 
. fiiu~es, given bythe DeP.art~ent ati1 those ~Veil bftp:\r' Djrecto_r : of' ~ 
t\ud1t and Accounts (Works). '· The Committee desired that . next 

. time when. the para. conies up .before 'the Committee; tlie · .. Depart- 
\.· men.t .. should furnish full explanation .· when the total amount invoN.ecf'°' 

.In each case should' be given. , '·.: · · · 1 
· ·· ~- , ,.-.:._. . .· · . · · · · · · '' 

t· .. -··· _. ·. ·- ' , _·. __ . . -. . . . . .. " ·;"· _. ·- . . ·' .. :_.-_ .. :i· . .... . . _- ~ .··. .. 

• · ... .TheDepartment now e~plain~.tpat ;they atf,iµ~king·.th(ir ~est 
~ · eft'Qrts . to clear -the outstanding estimates, . .Th~· .. reports .. ·. receryed 

· fr9m 'Lower formations jn.dicate . that a .number.'. of unsanctioncit 
. estimates have been. got 'sanctioned and cleared and '. some 'bf 'tl1e 

r: ,.,.,. estimates ~:re ~t ~heir final stag~. The.1;°?,~P-~,ft,llletit ul~ced. befo.re 
: tho Committee a statement showine-full history of'each item. and its · ' ,· · 

present stage and stated thatthe Chief Ellgin,eers are, pursuina. the 
· cases where disciplinary action is required, , · Three officers of Qu~tflt 
Irrigation Zone have 'been.warned! ,Disciolinarv\action·.a~ainst' 10· · t. 

\ Cla$S IOfficerswho havebeen heldresnonsibleforIncurririe; expen-. c· . 

. diture on works and without technical sanctions· to estimates . and." ' 
. Budget allotm~n:ts·, .has since been init~ated and fh1aHsced at . this ·r.nd . 
The cases are being submitted to the Minister' fGCJvemor. for 1final ., , 
orders , · . · · . .,. · ,.: \ . 1 •.• ,•_..,., ' ': '' : . · '. _:' ':· . ·. ·. .,...... _-- ... r: , ... '. .. \: ' ... -. ' .: -~.· ·.. . 

... The Finance Departmentpointed out to Jhe'. .Committee} that· ' · 
~- ' though the contpntioil. of-tl}e Depat;tmenv~)l ~long . has bee.~.._. tliaf · . 

these WOfKS were of an emergent: na:ture and lt was .not '1'0SStbfe : JO , ·, ·• 
obtaln'tbe techni6al sanction ii:1 advance of_. the execution of the, . ../ 
works,' at lea!Stth~ follo:wfog works .executed . by'_ the1<·D.~partm.ent 

-; . . .without. technical sanction were not of .emergent nantre :-· . . .; . . :, 
: . . I. 1Constructin~ seven N6:' Senior~J~rk .;. : ;. \si,961; 

, , Quarters - at Gujranwala. . . - · 
\. -. . . · ... · ·.: \' - . . .· . . " ,'. 

· 2. Constructinp; Sub-Divisional' Offic.ers ·' 
-: 1. .,, . . 1les1de11ce, atl{µndian .. ., .... · . · ·. . . · . · > ·: 

. 3: Constructing of twelvec No. Junior I 

Clerks'. Quarters !it Sahiw~l. · · 
· , . 4. ,Const111cting of sJx··•N:o., Senfor· 

· Quarters:.at Sahiw_aL •· · . . . : 
. . . f S Ar S Q rt d . 22476 ' 5; ConstrucUng o : . ~ . · ,ua ers. an ·c:/ · · . , . . ; 

Difpensaty .. a~ ~~r. · 1 / 

) • _'f.. I 

-, J ~' . ~ .;,... . i' ,) •' 

--·-------~- 

/ ·. 

\ . •. ~ '-.... . 

./ 

_,,:· 



! 

3$3. 

6. Constructing of Gud Loop· Bunci in ·:_·· 4,65,758/ 
Larkana Sub-Division. · ;, ... 

- . ' ' ) 
, . The Committee agreed with .. tlie Finance 'Department and . . 
desired that the Department should: consider this a:8 a· serious matter 
and '. take proper I and . appropriate action. against, - the officers 
concerned. . . · · : .. · r . .. . .··. . . I r .• . 

· . It was also observed bythe'Committee thatthere was !3- di,fference. 
b_etween the figures of Audit and· the Department in , respect _ of 

.Sargodha Zone, which. required. reconcillation., The Committee · 
• .. o.bserved. t.hat. )t '.w .. ~s.· o~.· o. us th. at.· simi.far. s.• .. ·. ~µ.·· at1.· o. ms k·. e.pt ...• 011 arising every year. It .. is in the tnterest of the Department, once and for all, _ 
to lake stock of the- situation and· to lay down. a policy .· whereby, 

, .particularlr in view of the advan,ces made in. communications· in the - 
.' present days, it becomes essential as. far as : •. possible that sanction 
even of 'works of an emergent nature should be' obtained from+the 
appropriate authority· excepting in very·· rate cases where it is 
humanly impossible "to obtain sanction. · 

I ~ / 

In the case ofconstruction of Gud Loop Bund . in Larkana, - 
costing Rs.' 4,65,758 the Department's contention was that the work' 

· -was carried out under the orders of the Indus River Commission. 
· Th€! Indus River Commission being a · high-powered body.: therex 

should. have been.no difficulty in getting iecfinicajsanction within 
six months. · · 1 : · 

. Subject to these observations, reconcili~tiqn by the Audit and. 
disciplinary actionto be taken against the officers concerned, which 
should be reported td tbe Audit and the Finance Department. the . 
para. was dropped, 1 

\ ,· ,1 

_ ·, (2) Page 29Para. 1'7(a)39(5)~8xc;ss Payment-.i In this case an 
· excess parment of Rs. l,173 was made to a contractor by allowing · 

carriage charges of stone for the first· chain. According to the Basic 
Schedule of Rates for loading qf. stone in~o:: boats included catfi,ge 

· charges on .account of handling up to one :chain, but this provision 
· was ignored and the contractor was paid .for the first. chain . also - 
which resulted in an: excess payment of1ls-: f,173. · . '·· ,., .. . ' 

/ The matterwaslast considered by the Committee at its meeting 
held on 25th January, -1967 when thy Committee directed the Depart 
ment to take a clarification from the Standing Rates Committee .. 

- I The De;~rlment ·. now explained . that . the .: Standing Rat~s 
.. Committee in their 58th.meeting held on 30thMarch, 19.67dealt with 
this subject in connectiorr with another reference .. The Commiittee 
decided that "For handling of all types of material for short · l<:ad 
including upto J chains, nothingis to be paid. extra: Where Jiandhng 
and carriage involves an extra lead beyond 3 chains, carnage · for 
whole of the distance should be paid". ·,: l · _. ·· - 

"' 
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,.· ~ sJbject t~ ihe'·n~partm.en~'s ~r~ducintra co~fo(ihe declsi6ii ·. qf the Standing Rates Committee to the Aµdit and its ,verification by 
1them, thctpara. w~s dropped. · · ··· · · , · . · ·. · · · 
<:· . . _I ... -\ : .. •• - . ._ / " .' . . -' . .: .• / 

•. . , ·(3) Page 29, Para, J}(a) 39(7)- .. Excess Pq,ym(}nt----t,.51 this case'. . 
W,as under arbitration; .the para, was ~ef~rtecl to be taken up along- / 
with the accounts/or the year 1962~6,3. · . .> · . . · 

~· ,'. '. · - '. - -.· (,;If ·.- -• ' -_ ' , _ · ,' , . - . ' ., ."' :~ . : \ ~ '. _ . I c- 

. (4) Page 30, Para.11(a)40(l)-· Shortage· of Stores~In ,this'. case'· 
;· I . hlaterial worth Rs; 3,381 Was found shor(against. certain . staft' arid 
, '· .. was debited to the suspense· head "Misc. P .. W-. . Advances" . during . r 
· . tli7·.re~rs i949:50, 1959,.51, 1955-56:, l,~S6-S7/,l95J-.58 ~rtcfJ958~~9 .. / ··.·_~~ 

Niether any _action· had been taken. agamstt~ Government officials . 
responsible· for thjs shortage nor any recov~ry' was· made. The·, · , 
department:explained.~hat a sum of Rs -. 1,579:62 has been recovered r 

· ·. out.of which a sum of Rs. 450· 37 has since been verified by · Audit. 
As regards the: remaining amount of Rs. 1,?01; 38, the matter \Vas· .', 
last considered-by the Committee at its- meeting held· on 25th . , 
January, 1967 when.the.matter was deferred, · _ · , 

The Department now -explained that·.a· sum of Rs. 1.s42.;n h~ 
since. been recovered bµt only verification of Iq. 450! 37 has been got · 
~.o~~.fro~. , A. ll. d1.·t . Y,. e. rifi.catioh ·of. .. th·e· balance i.$_ in hand: _The , . 

. ·pos1t1on•of.amC>Unt1yet tobe recovered 1Sag under:-. . . , .. , .. · · , 
... \ (a) The. official who accepted the ~Jiottage 9f-Rs. 9$·25 h.as 
- ·· only 'paid Rs. 25·25.: . He is now working as' .Overseer,. 

MuJiic:ipaL Committee Shorkot. · 1'he Depti:tY Commis~ 
, si6ne.1y Shorkot has been contacted to ~ffect the recovery 

-t . ' of the balance amount/ . . r 

- (bJ ·. The .caqiage \:on tractor has . deP9sited. the frill· i~o.unt in 
- April f967. . . . , . . . . . 

(c) .The shortage ofRs.JJ82:00 against.the official of Buildings 1 . 

. ·· and R.oac;ls .was notaccepted 1,y· Buildings,· and Roads ', -, 
since the official h.as left servfo¢.. It has. now been decided 

. to recover the. amounr .from the. discharged·· Overseer . 
through, , Civil.· authorities _as, ar:r~~!s, under . Land . 

'· Revenue Dues Rpcovery ·. Ordi!lance, .J 962. . The .. matter: · 
has: been referred to th~ Collec~or,:~ah~waJpur on . 16th . 
October, '1967 J9r. effe:eting recovery: . . ~ . . · ··, · J 

(d) All.efforts, to frae.e. · out whereabouti of two officials: . 
.responsible for shortage ,of Rs, ··215 have. ·f!liled ... The,. 
amount is to be written off f or' which prelimmary pro- - , 
ceedings ate:itJ. hand. . . , , .. · . I , 

( .. : )' ~ . ··-- . ·- .. ' __ -- . : . _- .·\). 
(e) Write"oft proceeding in.respect-of Rs; 71·37Jias nott,,een 

. finalized .as- yet. . . . . . ,. ' . . .. 
Toe Committee1 .obse~ed: that. ~the amourit . since ., recovet¢6. 

, .. should be got verified .. Efforts should be m.a~e: th·. expedite ·. fuFth~( 
· r~overy and as soc:>n · as tlley are -reeovered; - lt. ·:sh~l.11~ be, report~. 

.' \ 

.: I \ 
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' -r- ' .to, the. Audit and got v~r~fi:l . I)isfiplinarY; ;ction also , ih~uld be : : '' I 

expedited. , · ·, · ··· . · ··" 
, . - Subject to these remarks thejtem was dropped, ;· ' .. 

_ . .- (5) Page, 30, Para. 17{a)4Q(2)'..l;_~hO(tag~ of ~tores\ Jn this ca.se JL ,' 

a shortage of l 1650 lbs. 10 ozs. pf white met~ costing Rs.1 '7 ,428_: was 
, · - reported during the· course of proceedings, .againsf a. chowkidar ' . : 

who was caught' red handed while removing_ from stores 'one gallon· 
-.,_ ./ H.S. ( Diesel Oil worth Rs. L . Subsequently.the Department Intima- ~,. 

ted the shortage to- 'have. further increased to· Rs. 19,724; - In. 
· December, 1957 the Superintending Engineer ordered that the entire.: 

stores should. be checked physically by , the . Sub~Divts!onal - Officer 
personally. Despite repeated reminders r1either the ' result of the 

.-. · stock-taking 'nor the details -of the shortage amounting to Rs. 19,724 .. 
. , <; _ were intimatedto A~diC v, • - __ . :; ' _ _ . _ • _ ,, -. "'· 

· . · . · . _ _The matter was last considered by the Committee at its meeting 
· .held on 25th January; 1967 when the Committee was informed that 

"the result oftheenquiry.wasawaited.. · · .· · . '~··, · 
· _· · .: The Chief Engineer, Srikkur now explafried- that he had pa~se~ , 

ord~rs .o!1'}7th February for the recovers .of the amount __ from the, 
Sub-Divisional Officer concerned. at the rate ·of Rs. 100 per month; 
the Sub-Divisional Officer is to retire.in 1987. His increment has 
alsobeen stopped for two years. Subject to verification- (lf recovery. 

/ · · ,by the Audit, the para. was dropped. · , , . ' : , .. 
i ._. (6) Page, 30, Para. I7(a)40(3)_:.iShor.tage of Store~In this cas~ \,_;, 

Store articles worth Rs. 14,292 were found short.asaresult of physi:. '. 
, cal verificationof stores conducted in ~ I 55 by the A,E.N, ,_ . ,_ - · . 

·, -The matter was last considered by the Committee atits meeting 
held on 25th January, 1967 ·wn.en the ', Commi~tee . observed- that .. ' 
progress fO\VafdS .the finalization Of the ,case WaS. Very I slow and 

r-nee~ed to~ ~c~el~rateg. \ . ·. , .: '1 . ··_-· , \ . : , ; 

. ' The Departmetit explained that preliniin'ar)' e),lquiry was.: c~ 
.ducted by Mr. A:. M. .Soomro; Superintending Engineer on the basis : 
of which the Charge-sheets yv-er~·iss~~dto M{st A,rlwar ~d A,bd.u:llah. · 

· - -· ·Mr. M. H .. Memon, . .Superintending Engineer; . Headquarters· . _· of 
Irrigation, Sukkur Zone was appointed asInquiry Officer,-· vide order 
No .. 52/59:-S. C.V(E)l65, dated 29th March, 1267. The Inquiry - 
Officer submitted eriquiry ' • report' to the., ciepartmen:t · which . was 
ex!1ajiie4 ~tthis .end and the .ca$~ ~as :.l>een · submitted. to · the 

-Mllllster:/Governor for final orders." , · · ·• . 
. . '. :, .The para, was deferred tobe taken~upwith the 'accounts for the . 
year ·I961~6t · < ·, , · ' ,' _:. , '. > . _ · ·., : .. !;-.1' •. :,- .: ·· · 

(7) Page 30, Para.11(a)40(4)-Shortage~of Stores21n this case, - 
stock material worth Rs: 15~107~was found short ·against two Sub- · v , 

Divisional Officers . during. the. year. l 959-6-c>~ out of which recovery 
. ' " , . . .._ ' . ' ' " . ) . . ' . .,. 

r ·~ 
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of~* 1,604 was'.effec;ted from them duringthemonths of August.and 
September, 1961, leaving the balance of Rs.13,503. . . 

The Depar:tment explained; that the position '.or th~ case Was as. ) I 
under:-. . . . . · .. · ·. . . · .. \ . . .• . i 

(l) For the shotages worth Rs. 9,40fr50· Mr .. Abdul J\ziz. 
Mangi, theJhen sub-Divisional .. Officer Warah Sub 
Division was held ,respons~ble~ After observing .the, usual 

.. procedure under the Efficiency . a,nd Disctplinary Rules 
J 960. Mr. Mangi was held respeonsible and the amount is 
being recovered in . the monthlY, . instalments of. 1Rs .. 50 · 
per month; , The order for. the recovery were. issued . in 
Octa ber, 1966: As per latest' report frorn I Executive . 
Engineer, Warah Division a sum of Rs. 2,JOO has·'ah:eady 

. been recovered. fro-µi Mr. Mangi, The balance amount 
will take' about 11 years to be recovered . 

.. (iz) Ashortage pfJl~.: l,202/SO"in.Iyliro .Khan.' Sub-Division 
isrecoverable .from · M.r. Muhammad Ibrahim Khan -1 

.. Tunio, the then Sun-Divisional. Officer and,, . necessary · r 

orders for the recovery of this amountIn Jitlonthly · inst~l 
meat otRs~ 100 were issued by the· CW.ef .Engµieer, 
Irrigation, Sukl<ur Zone Svlfkur in October, recovery of · 
this amount will· be . completed. in one year's. course,' 1 

(iii') Shortages worth Rs. 3, 12s'-50 representing' cost · of 4~2. 
· Cement bags.has sincebeen reconciled ": The cement was 
actually consumed on work. but the issue · was 'not 
acc~nted. for in t~e .. sto~~ accounts, !(he . ~xecutive-· 
Engineer Warah D1v1~1on · as requested t:6 .: produce. the 

·'l'f1evant records· br,fore Audit to vppfy the faictual posf 
· tion. . Relevant record was produced before the " Audit v 

, and that Department needed some other. records connec- · " 
ted with .' the Enquiry into this,shortage for which the 

·. Diviston,has been expedited, , · : · . _ · i 

The Committee observed that the recovery has already' stated .rJ 

In one case and· in the, case 0£ other two. lhe matter is yet under 
consideration. The para. was deferred to be takep -up again with 

· the accounts for the year l962-63. Jn the meanwhile the. discrepency · - ~ 
should begotreconciled by, the Audit. ' 

.J .·, ' '-·/ , • . . . ~ 

(8) Page(3 I; Para. l1(a)40(5)~S}zortage of Stores-The Depart 
. ment, stated that the, position of this case was the same as in case of 

I para: 17(a)40(3) .... · · ::: . .. .- )1., . · • 
.- '\ .... .-_ • I - .. - ' ' 1-. -- - -_._ - - - - -: ., 

1 
. The para. was -deferred to be.taken up, al.oilgwith the Accounts 

forthe year)962;_63.. , · , 1 
• · · 

. (9) Page 31, Pa~a~. 11(a)40(6)-Shorti:lge .of Stores-« In this case 
shortage of l,5Hfba~s of cement worth Rs. 11,.582 was noticed 

1· 

• 
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The Department now explainedthat since .the recovery of an 
: amouJ?.t of R,s. _ 11,582 on account of misappropriation . of stores · 
constituted a major penalty. under Efficiency and Disciplinary. Rules, 
1960the Official responsible forrnisapproriation viz. Mr. Muhammad 
Saeed, Overseer was charge sheeted, The reoly 'to charge sheet 

· furnished by the said Overseer was considered and found to be un 
. satisfactory. Mr; Muhammad Iqbal, Sub-Divisional Officer. Loralai 

has been appointed as Enquiry Officer to record 'his report within the 
stipulated period. . ;• . -: . . , . '. ' 

(10)' Paee 31,.Pdra.17(a)40(8)-· 'Shortage of Stores= Tn this case 
a shortage of 3,35,228 cft. bouler stone worth. •. Rs. 2.01,301 was 
.noticed against the Overseer 10 October, 1959 after he rnade over 
'charge ofhis post on transfer, but no report was made to the Audit 
as required under the· Rules. 

. T4e Department informed the Committee ·that . the . adjust 
ment has been madeand accepted by the Audit and now there i~ no 
shortage. . , . . . . 

The. para. was.dropped. 1 

J . r }·,:. 

(1 lf Page 31, Para. l 7(a)40(9)-·· Shortage of Stores-In this case; 
. stores worth· Rs, 27,859 were found short against an Overseer at the 
time of his-handing over charge on transf~r. · 

The matter was last considered hy the Committeeat its'rneeting 
held on-)9tl1April, )967 when the Department exp\ained ·, that the 

· amount ofRs. 27,859 'represented the cost of Tqols and Plants articles . 
·· found short agains! Fazal Haq· Khan, . · Mechanical Overseer. An 

amount of Rs. 20;100 for the costof 7 Nos.Pumoina Sets returned 
in kind by the Overseer had been withdrawn from ''Misc. P W. Ad-i 
vances" in August 1964. The relevant record had been got verified in. 
Audit.Office from 12th-17th December, 1966. The result .,f verifica 
tion was still awaited. As regards the recovery of remaining amount 
of 'Rs. 7,159 an enquiry was instituted by Chief Engineer, Remodel- 

' Iing in July 1966 .. This enquiry was nearing finalization and .further 
action in respect of recovery would be t,ake1fon receipt of the enquiey 
report. · · · 

I 

' I 

· during local audit of a Public Works Division of Irrigation Deoart 
menr in JulY; 1959. Despite repeated reminders issued by Audit no 

·. action was. taken to .hold departmental enquiry .nor any · recovery· 
' . was made from, the defaulters, · · . , · .. • . . .. 

' . . - J ·, 

The matter was 1ast .: considered by the Committe at its :meefit1g 
held on 25th January, 1967 when the Committee . observed that.the 
action could not be finalized by the Department even after a lapse of 
sevenyearsand more time was wanted. ;.The Committee recommen 
ded that action should also be taken against the Officers who were, ' 
responsible 'for .this long delay. ', · · · '. ·.: . ·. - 

. . . , . .; I 
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, The Audit the~ Objected to the return· of the· .: Pumps · in kinc1 • 
.. ·,' .'Audi~Jurther pointedoutthat .hire Charges' for 2. years ·· and ·ten: 

:, ~m~titlls ~en ~he p,ump~,;were ~~h the Overseer should. have beeri \ 
recovered fro~ .him .. :i,es1des : disciplinary . action, · . .' ; . .. 

· After, dis¢ussfon .the' Secretary, Irrigatiqn and . Power Depart. -· · 
ment .stated that he wanted to. reconsider the whole matter to decide r, 

once for all whether' tlieTools and Plants ai:tiC.les found -missing c, 
.eould be'replaced in kind or not. The Committee· therefore 'at the· , 
request 'of thfSecretary; lfrigatfon· and. Power Department deferred. , 

.. i . .. consjderati~r- oftheitemJo be taken up.again alongwith the.~ccoutits·. ·· 
· .- "for 1 ?61..62 when the Department should furnish complete informa- ,- :.. \ 

· .. : · ... tion in regard JC> 7 Pumping Setsand other articles founlkshort. , - ' 
' .. .) -, /{he Department now stated, that th~ 'report 'Qf th~ enquiry ' ' I 

\; .offlcer has been received, wherein the responsibility for recovery ,Of ' , , 
lls>8;l43·instead of Rs. 7,159 from Fazal Haq, Meehaaical 0Vers¢et 
nas.• been fixed., .••. .charge-sheet has. . been . sent . by Superintending ... · 
'Engineer, Lind Circle.to Execu!Ne Engineer, Mustang PJvisio,n for . ·. 
service upon to the Overseer to effect-recovery from him under · .... the 
West ·Pakistan· Government . Servants Effide,p..cy ·. and. D~sciplinflry' 
Rules; 1960. · · . . · \. · · . "1• , .: ·. : 

1 
.' , - • , •• i 

• . '. The record 'pearing.>rec~ipt of pumping sets costing; Rs. 20,7no . 
,' . shown short ·again~t Fazal. Haq, Oversee(ha.s been got verified from. 
··, .Auditbythe DivisionalOfli~e .. ·• 1 ,.'. . ,·r +'. .. ,. , . . · . · 

' " .. ' . As th.t, Departmenthas not yet t~keu ~ny<dec::ision' a.s proposed 
by the. Department in the previous meeting, the para, was deferred 

· to he taken up, alongwith the Accounts for.the.year 1962-63. · 
' . . ) . 

· '(12).Page 32, Para.·1,7(a)4D<ll)-. Shortage of.St9reScr-Inthis case 
.an amount of Rs. J,437, on account of~short~ge of stores wasplaced 

~- .. · under the suspeµse head "M:iscellan~ous·Publi~,_Wqrk:s Advances" in 
1 · - .the ac-c0untJ~r the µionth of February,)960 as >recoveraJ>le · from 

-- . various· Overseers and contractors. ." · .: , .. . · · ·, , 
. . Th~ ma:tter. was last considered 'by the Committee at .its meeting .. 

1 " , . · held on l9tll' AP!ih- 1967 When the item was, def erred, _. . 1 ,.: . . . <. 

1 "The Dep3rtrt1efrt'no'Y-:explained thft;t, the af!Iountof,Rs.· 3,43~ ~ii·,· 
,accountof costof,shorlage,:?f stores. against y~nol.lS .officials ~~s since 
been reduced hy the Audit to Rs .. J,444163. 1. 'The: ,pps1t1on .of ·-\ 
recovery is as-µ~der .-. . . . : . . . ,. ; . . . . . . . . --, ,;, 'c, . :. . - ·, 

. : (1}; Muhammad 'Ashraf',. Overseet~R,s. 3J4:~37-- · The~·ma~ter haa. 
· J · been takenup with .the Collector, Rawalpindi. The Executive · 

~~ .: _ijngm.e~r, Cll.aj brain~~e Division has . reported .· that ~~e. said',' c~s.e· 
· · 1 - .contatmng reports of -Iocal officers has been misplaced m .Collecter's . 

· ., 1 . ',office. However the recovery will be:made by the-Collector, Rawal-. ·· 
.. pindJ as arte~r.of Land ~eyenue, aftertr~cin.g' ont the-~aid:-'I]-US~a\. · ... 
'"\.. (2) Mohammad. Nazir Overseer~Rs .. 675- ... ., .. , ; .. ,,· .- ·,,, _.. , 

(i1 The e&timate ,of losses, of _stock worth Rs. ,75 JS · under ' 
.· sanction. . - ' 
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(H) The Executive Engineer, Chaj Drain~tge _Dhision has 
been directed to submit another 'estimate -of 'losses of . ' 
stock . for -, Rs. 600 on account of uhserviceable .: material. :i 

(20 Ton{Coal Dusts which was wronglY named as coal 
' ·. slack) .....•. _:'··\· . :_ .. ' . - :~ ', '.: .. ·• .. · .. · \ 

,1_ (3) Muhammad µ.afiq; Overseer+Rs. '455·25-.·. The amount · _of 
. Rs. 301 frotn M. Mohammad Dyas, Contractor, real defaulter has I; • i . 

- 1 •. been rec9:yered byi Executive ;Engin~e'r,. Chai Drainage Di.visi.Qn .·. in, . , 
~· December 1~66 a. nd th~ -balance amount. of Rs. 154·25 w{ls'· recove. red; 

. ~vJde Receipt No -, 27 / 4923 dated 16th January, 1967: The re- 
' \ coven-:- has since been confirmed . by the Audit Office, ' . ( 

-, Subject to -verifteation by' Audit both of' the reco:Very as well as 
the write off,1 the para. was 'dropped. . : -, . · 

. '(l3) Page '.33, Para. 17(a)41(7)-Loss to _ Government-In . thfs 
." : C&S~ a leather cash bag containing Rs .. 1.027; was . 'stolen On · 9th -; 

~~<?Vembe~, 1959 by_ br~~kin~ open an office:.a.JPJirah. . . · . 1 
. 

. ' < ,; , The matter was last consid~red by the Committee at its meeting 
held on· 1 ~th April, 1967 when the Committee was-inf ormed that the 
Head Clerk who was· held Fesponsiblefo.r, the loss had filed a.' writ -; 
petition in the High Court.>: As the case has nor vet.been decided by r 

, ,.. . _I, tbe High Court, no further action has 'been.raken .. :: t' · · 
The para,.wasideferred to be taken:upalongwith the .. Accounts' .· 

for 1962-63 e . ' . • ; / ' > · .. . ,,~. '.'', . . r- J ·· I 

, . , -~·.;.04). Pafe 34,. Para: '17{a)4I(8)- .... Lo.sflb·Gpverhment-· In . .this . 
• 1 -. case, Machinery was· employed for, execution :bf works 'on geha\f of 

other Divisions from which· recoveries were effected on the- basis. of 
estimated figures of expenditure ,Oil' the working and ·maintenance. · 
of the.machinery and works required lo be.done during the . course 

.: of t_he,.Ye,4r," ··NormaUy th~·recoy~ries should have1been.eff~tedin , . , 
' ·i · such manner that the total thereof. · should be equal . to. the total, 

, expenditure incurred '. on the working. .and' mainteriance of · .. these 
. machine's during they.ear., 'it was, however, notice~.tliat'recoveries . 

fell short of the expenditure by,Rs. 64.645. . This amount was nlaeed 
under the' suspense head. "Miscellaneous P.W. Advances". -. Out of 

. this amount. Rs. . 36, 146 . related to the year 1955-56 and Rs. 28,499 . 
to the year 1957:58. ·. It indicated that 'eith~r. the expenditure .incur-. 
red: on. the working andmaintenance of the machinery was excessive 
and over and above the estimated amounts of ths-work done was. 'not 
upto expeetations.. · ( .. :i, · , • : · . ' . · I" .. · 

. . . - .. : ·. \ • . .. ·. :-·· . ' '· .-: r .. . . . . . ; 
,,. As··~diusbne?t of :R~:- 64;6.45 :h~s. .alreadybeen made,hy: the.Pe-: 

· partment and venfied by the Audit, tbe para: wasdrepped.:': , ; · 
. . . -. : . -., . . . • . . "I 

. .. ,·05) J:'a_ge 34, Para.' 1_1(a)41(9)7Loss to· Gpvern7!2ent\ In _Ahl~ . 
case according to the Audit, the Government -lwd to incur an, , -, 

I additionalexpenditureof Rs.\58,350:bY .not-a,c~~pting·the.iowest rate ' ,, 
of nr~mium te~d:rted -. bf a cphttact~r in } the first Instance, The r- I. -r • • . ''.- I · · - . . ·· . . .,' r-. . -: ._ 

\ • J .-:<,. ,. -- 
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Qli.ginal :Lowestlend.Jr fot earthwork at 245% 'above. the. Dasi(\ 
S~hed1;1le. of Rate~. received _ ~tiring October, 1959 was .. _ lost .• 111 _ the 
Direction Office, - Subsequently t~,nders were invited for the-same" .. 
work in February, 1960,' and the l~st rate quoted and· accepted 
was 260 % abovethe -Basic Schedule of Rate. As 1a .result of the 
carelessness shown by the depamnental office in losing the tendered 
?OCUments the Government had to incur· an - extra - expenditure - to' 
the extent of Rs. 58,358. . · -·,c'.' · - · , - '. - - - · - _ · 

_ _ -- Tpb -m,atter-was last considered by the Committee ;~s its meeting , - 
held qn· 19~.4;1967_ when the DeI?artmep.t expla~ed that the case had: 

_ beenmves!1~~te4 by ·the -Supermtendmg Engineer; - . Headquarters, 
. Lahore Region, _ .It ~as revealed that there was no case of excessive 

. payments as tb,¢;second rate of 260% above: basic, schedule· waa 
. approved by competent authority with due consideration. o'f, the old 

fendered_rate,,:viz. 245% .above basic schedule.' received 'a 'year \ li y \ '' ' I , \ ear er.- _ . ) _ , . 
,. -· . \. . . . ·. : ,,,-·: . . '. . ' . . .) 

.: _ _ . From the explanation,.giv~n by the Department "in wri~ing . .and 
orally the facts, as.they emerged were thatoriginallytenders were m- __ 

"vited on 10th October; 1959. , Seven co·iltracfors·'particioated in the : . · 
same. J'hree quoted according to the, ·~construction Schedule" 
while 'the remaining four according to the "basic schedule", ·The· 
Executive E~gin~er.reconu:i,endedthat therateof" 24~% above basic _ 
schedule whichworked outto.188% above cons~r~ctwn schedule, be 

· -1' · accepted. However, the Superintending Engineer npt agreeing with 
-, _ ·-hipl,suggesled that as. an.incentive, rateshould heiri.creasedto700%. 

. above, construction schedule., - Thjs resulted in, correspondence · bet- - 
"ween the Chief Engineer, 'Superintending Engineer' _ and:" 'Executive 

· - Engineer. ultimately resulting in the ( loss of.th~_ papers. Subse- 
quently, the work was fransf erred from Dr~itlage · Circls-to th,~ Upper 

_ Chenab Canal Construction. Circle and the- Engineers there decided 
- -- ·.t6''re·invite,tend¢rs. The lowest rate quoted nowbeing:260% above.', 

basic schedule ofrate corresponding 'toabout 200% above construe- ,. 
_ tion schedule. . . · __ ' ." · _ .__ · - · · . · '. . ) , · , 

. . - . . . - , . . - - .'. I .. : . .r -· - . '. . . :: ·. . . :' . ·,. ..' . 
- The, Comtf1ittee wanted the 1D~partm~~t Jo. ~xplai~ af to .: wh~ · - 

the Englneers .m Upper Chenab 'Construct1oi;i.C1r~Ie. ~1d not have __ 
the work' executed as pe,r the o,J;ig.i'1al 'tenders ~nd 1wh~t : was . the - 
reason for re-inviting the same:. As the -·- records were · nqt forth-: 
coming, para, was 'd~f etx~~ to be taken tip ,hlo~g~tp the · accounts ._ 
for - 196t-6i -when the .Department should also (1) produce before the 
committee all the originalpapers including the' notice of ,the first . 
tender as well as second tender as issued and the details of the pub- . 
Iicity given to this {H)' give the names of the 'contactors who ulti- . . 
·ma~ly executedthe job; and (iii). bring up all the·papers"and COr· 

- . _, r~~p~~e~;:::. ~:::1~::{ i~ the m'eanwlµle the Departme~t , ; :/ 
should consider 'whether there was -any defect in the system -to invite ' 

'r. 
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the tenders which led to the 'loss .in this"cas{andwhetber the Depart 
.ment C:OUld suggest' SOD.'le other system by following such '· 'con- 
tingencies could be avoided: J . ' ' '.- -': .··, . . . .•• '.. , . • 

. -- • '-• '._ : .• .·I_ f • _,r· • .. • . -, 

· · .The. Departrnent now· explained 'th~0position as under : -· · ·- , 
. . . . ' • ., I . \ . 

_._ , , L Superintending Engineer, Lahore Drainage: Circle, Lahore , ; 
submitted the 'relevant record and statements pertaining to the par- 

. ments received by the; various contractors in connection with . the 
work cited as subject. . It. has been found' fo he; a decided fa.ct that 

, the ?gginal me, of -fhe offi.c~ of the Chief Engineer,' Irrigatio11i W~st ., 
· Pakistan (Defunct) conta1ru,ng1 the/first tenders and the comparative \. 
statement-as submitted by Superint~nding Engineer, Drainage.Circle, . 

.. Lahore to the.ChiefEngineer, Irrigation, West Pakistan (Dafunctl 
. =vide his letter No. 1988/31-A/L/D./58., dated 5-,ll-1959 is .not 

traceable in· the record. .These tenders wete called .on 17-10-195_9' 
and seven Nos/ tenders were received: . The final sanction to, these I \ 

tendered rates was · not : accorded and . Superintending Engineer, l 

.. Lahore Drainage Circle was asked by Chief Engineer, 'Irrlgation, 
'c:WestPakistan (defunct),-.· vide<\1is letter No. 761/R,&DU/5~/1118, 
dated the 48th December, _1959 Jo ascertairr whether it was possible 
for the Department to carry out the -work at, 188 % above the cons 
truction schedule' 'of rates (Phis "is incorrectly shown as basic_ s.che~ 
-duLe _o,f rates in Chief- Engineer, Irrigatic:n:~., .West Pakistan'. (defl!nct) 
le~t~, dated 22:.12-:19,59 mentioned .above .: ·· through an . ove~s1ght) 
which conforms to, 245 % above basic schedule of rates.· Due · to 

,,·closil\g of the Drainage Circle, Lahore. thisletter was ·. marked as. 
passed OI} to Superintending Engineer, J:Jpper Chenab Canal Circle . 
on 2f.12-r19~9 without atfy despatch number, with t~e 'result th.at . 
Superintending -Bnglneer, Upper Chenab .Canal Circle showed its. 
receipt in his file on 22.-2~ 1960 when it reached hint and sent this \ · 
letterto Executive Engineer, Lahore Drainage Division for· com- ·· ""· 
ments on 23-2 .. 1960 iei,,after a-period of two months from.the date · · 

. of its. issue. Apparently this letter .remained · mixed UP. iri · the Jett~rs 
for disposal of the defunct Upper Cbenab Canal ·Circl~.; During 

· the period of two, months Executive Engineer, Lahore Drainage 
. ,( Division had naturally no intimation .. as· tQ the fact .of the tenders .: 

subnittted · for _ sanction by .Superintending Engineer, Drainage 
-Ci(cle, Lahore.to Chief Engineer,Jrrigation,West Pakistan (defunct). 
The 'following 'action: was taken l?Y Executive Engineer, .Lahore 
Drainage Division for not starting the work although its · urgency 
existed r-« · . · ) , · . · , 

, •• I . .·· '.. . . . . 

. · (i) Letter No. 46./12/A, dated J9th January, 1960 ! requesting! 
~up_erintending_ Engineef, Upper Chanab c,mtlCircl~.~oarrange for 
!he earlY sanction of.ten4ered, rates for ten.4e~ received on J 7}h , 

· October, 1959 so that the work -could be. taken:tn .hand; \ · _ r: 
1 

• 'i • ' ' 

.. , . '(ii) . Letter No, 45/ 12,.A, dated f9thJanuary, l9~Q was . ~sued 
A.o Superintending Engineer, Upper Chenab Canal ·Circle wherein he 

\-. . ·. . ', \. , . . : ' - 
( 
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. quoted references to Deputy . Chief·; Enginee~, -Irrigation, · Lahore \, 
Region's order dated· '18th January, l 960i:desiring . that- 'the · work •··~ . . 
should be started as soon as possible. He (Executive· Engineer,· ·-- - . 

. , Lahore Drainage Divisionl explained that- the 'original tenders called. , 
... for .: on?~onstructjon schedule of rates" were lying in higher office. and: · . 

• ,..,.. 1 : their approval was notreceived, - .As the basic schedulels applicable 
·•• 1 toworks in Upper Chenab.Canal Circle, approval may be accorded .• 

1 
. , • to invite fresh tenders on "basic schedule of fates" so that the work '°',_ ,: 

! . _Ofna.'y be started accordingly. .' '1,.__ . ; r": ,. ' 
' I ·, . ,. I ·, ' .. ·' ·, . . .::. •. . \.._ . . . . ........ ' 

:· (iii) ·rn. ':iew of·. Superintending Engineerc'Upper Chenab Canal 
Circle: Letter -No. 682/31-A/'I;), .dated, 2lst January 1960, 'to· the · ., , 

.. address of Executive Engi~eer,:_Lahore' DraiIJage Division with copy · 
' to Deputy Chief Erigineer, :1mgation, Lahore th~ · commencement 

1 '. of work was 'postponed till . the calling of fresh tenders on . "basic 1 ..-· 
schedule of. rates" and their final acceptance b,y . the competent . .; 
authority. The wotk could not, . Jh.erefpre; be I started ., by. the' 
'Executive Engineer .in 1 I 60 as well. , · . · · , ,--' 

.:: a '· •. •. ': ' . '·,__,·.. I'.,' ··, .. • . \ .•. • (' 
.. ·· (iv) All this .•· correspondence clearly , shows that Superintending 

Engineer, Upper Chenab Canal. ~ircle · and l)eputy-Chief Engineer; , 0 
• . ·. 

1· Irrigation, L~ofe Region .had no knowledge of' the Chief- Engineer;' 
-:, Irrigation; West Pakistan's letterNo. 76,l/R&PII/ 1118,, dated 22nd , 

. D~ceµiber -1959, .issued to. 811:perintend~g Engineer, Drainage ·. _ 
. '- .· Cm~!e. . .Th~, fresh . tenders w~r · a.ls~ submitted by SU;pennte~du:~g . . • . 

Engineer, .Upper 'Chenab Canal, Circle, to. Deputy .Chief- Engineer, · <: .. 
Jtriga~ion, Lahore .. Region .·on. 5th -. February 1960~~vide .his" 

.No. 273/31-A, dated, 5th February 1960 for sanctionin anticipation· 
:of receipt a;f the observat~ons ¢~~tain~d in-Chief Engiil~r~ Irrigation, · 

, West <Pakistan's letter No.: 761/R&Oll/59/1118, .dated ':22n~ 
·-. December 1959, in Circle office (Upper Chenab €anal Circle). !.The · 

second tender (8 Nos.) weresubmitted to.·.Clfief Bngineer..Irrigation, 
- West0 Pakistan . by : · Deputy . 'Chief . Engineer, Irrigation,': Lahore 

_. Region,-. vide his letter. No.· 564 /WII/iRt 60 /4841/2511960,. dated 
llthFebruary 1960, wberein rateof 250% above ·"basic;.scheµule of 
rates'.' was- recommended as against the rate 260,% .above, keeping hi. 

i · · view the general rate. of 250'%· already sanctioned for flood, works in 
· Upper CfieriabCanal.Circle, ; '1 , •• - ,· · • ., · ·• • \. 

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

11 >(v) ~~ecu~ive Engi~eer, Lahore J;)rainage.Divisfo~·\ook prompt .,,. 
. actiou on receipt of Cltlef Engineer; West· Pakistan's observations on 

, the first \enders contained 1~n. his "letter No,. 761 /R&DII/ 59) 1118; 
. dated 22nd December 1959, ~opy of whiehvwas. ·'r.eceiveci by· him 

under Superintending Engineer, Upper Chenab Canal Circle endorse- ·. 
_, ment No. 2004/31-A/L/D, dated 23rd. February, 1960 .. Executive - 

Engineer, Lahore. Drainage, .Division, Lahore,-vide .. -his Ietter , · 
No. 171/12-A, date<i'24th Februaiy.1960, requested the Superintend- ~ 

· ing Engpieer, Upper, Chenab Canal Circle that after . .the 'case: of 
secondtender rate of 260 % above "basic· schedule, of rates" .having ···. 

\, '. . . . . . ' 

~;' ' 
I 

"'·-:-· 
/ 

'..--·'· - 

.f 



·' 
) ) 

been submitted to, Deputy Chie(E~gineer, Irrigation, Lahore :R.egipn . 
I by Superintending . Engineer, Upper· Chenab .• Canal Circle, the first 

, ·: tenders called for the work and submitted by Deputy Chief Engineer, ·•· . 
- Irrigation, LahoreRegion in the first Instance may be treated _.as 
.. cancelled and action on: the fresh tenders· only be taken.· .Accordingly _ 
-Superintending Engineer, .Upper Chenab Canal.Circle . aslo asked 
Chief Engineer, Irrigation, West Pakistan,-:--ivide his letter No. 962, 

· dated 18th· April 1960, .copy of which was· also endorsed to Deputy 
Chief Engineer.tJrrigatiori, Lahore Region, that no action. was 
required to be taken on Chief. Engineer, Irrigation· Wes_t Pakistan's , , 
observation on the first tenders contained in · his letter No. 761 I 
R&DII / 59/ ll 18, , dated 2211p:- December 19.59, in view :~f the. f~ct , 

. that fresh tenders had- been called-for and submitted to Deputy Chief 
_ Engineer, Irrigation; Lahore Region for approval. - ~- · . 

. 'If • ,· ' . ) . . • . . • 

· - (vi) Subsequently Executive .Engineer, Lahore Drainage Divi 
sion issued Canal WireNo. 884; dated 8th April l960, Jo Superin 
tending Engineer, Upper Chenab .. Canal Circle/Deputy. Chief _ 

-· Engineer, Irrigation, Lahore Region I Superintending Engineer, Drain- · 
' age that the contractors · were not willing to accept any rate lower 

. than the tendered rate of' 260 % -• above basic schedule of· rates. . The · 
Chief Engineer, Irrigation W est Pakistan accordingly agreed and _ 
returned 8 Nos. tenders to Deputy Chief Engineer, 'Irrigation Lahore· 

· Region,-. · .. · vide his letter No. 1562/DL6Q/513, dated 27th April 1960, 
· " ', · for according the sanction to the rate locally as he considered Deputy -. 

, . Chief Engineer to be· competent to accord such -: sanction: Deputy : · 
- · Chief Engineer.Irrigation LahoreRegion, however, further requested 

-Chief Engineer, West Pakistan, La..hote,-vide his letter No. 17181 , 
i\Vllj60/19117/Sub/302/57, dated 22nd June· 1960, to issue format , 

orders for commencement of thework, ,Chief EngiJ:;!:eer,Jrrigati,on · 
W est Pakistan further. inti:mated,-vide his· ·letter. NQ. 8031 / D ! 60 l 
J120/852/55/60, dated 9th July, 1960 that as explained Inhis fetter 
Nci.J562/D/60/513, dated 27th April 1960,0it should be considered 

. that sanction to execute the workat the rate of'260%. above. basic 
. : schedule 'of rate had been accorded on.27th,April, 19,60 and the -woi:k 

should be allowed to progress further and the estimate for the said 
work should be submitted soon~ 1. -. · 

-; ,·' . ~ (vii) As -~egards -th~ i~sue whether tlie work w~ put' to t~nder 
_ ... with. wide publicity and whetherthe existing system requited -some 

+ · , modification, .the existing practice .of calling 'tenders '. in . Irrigation 
Department is. that copies of -N. l T. are supplied to .various sister. 

·., .Divisional O~cers.f9r_ publicity py posting tbe N.· I. t on their 
notice boards f or the information of Iocal 'contractors: .·' Copies of 
blankJender forms aresupplied.tothem on request by theDivisional 
Head Clerk_. ., As the systtm of carrying out work on ."work order 

·basic". inIrrigation .Department" in' former Pµnjab is working 'satis 
factorily lt needs no amendment, The N. 1.:1". in both the cases 

' , ,' ' . '• \. ) -/' 
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w~re. issued by Executive Engineer, Lahore Drainage. Diyision anc1 
these were duly brought to the notice of the . then local contractors. 
Chairman, Public-Accounts Committee also desired . to .. know the 
names of the contractors who tendered for the workand who actual 
ly executed the work. . )n this connection a statement' showing •. the 
desired information was furnished to the· .. Committee which - showed 

. , that the .sanction of 2~0 % actually' represented ceiling: rate . and. due 
to the urgency, the work was got done from the intending local 
contractors as· the contractors whose rates were the lowest were not · 
recommended both times by Deputy Chief Engineer. · The rate .. of 

.. 260. % was, however, accepted long after the work was taken in hand 
in 1 I 1960 onthe verbal order of ·- Chief · Engineer, · dated J/ 1960 
confirmed in his letter, datedsth July, 1960.· · Thelist of contractors 

, · ,, who actually executed the work revealed that only petty- contractors . 
who couldbe.available (other than renderers) had been allotted work · 
as the renderers never cared to represent why work was not 'allotted 
to them.because the rate of:260% above was not-so remunerative. · . 
.. · The Audit pointed out tl,iafthe original tenders were t~<:mgh - 
invited on 9th October, 1959 on.the basis of construction schedule-of 

- rate, hut the lowest rate of 245% above· was quoted on the b~ic / 
· -schedule of rate. · - · 

, : The .Executive Engineer, · Drainage· . Division, Lahore . while 
referring the case to· Superintending Engineer, Upper Chenab Canal · 
Circle,-.·. vide his Np. 45 of 19th 'January, 1960 did not disclose these. 
fapts whereupon Superintending Engineer,~vide his No .. 682 of ~l~t: 
January, 1960 allowed to call for fresh tenders .. On one.hand Divi- . 
sionalOfficer misrepresented thefacts and on th~ other hand instead · 

· of taking the action on the original tenders that were .avallable . in 
- . Superintending Engineer's Office, orders for calling .: fresh ~- tenders 

, were issued. . ·, ', . . ' - . 

. J . ·; _ . N; I. T, for th~ second time wai issued on 21st Ja~uary 1960 .. th; 
lastdate of receiving the.tenders was fixed .. as 27th January,. :1960. ·· . 

. - No tenders. were received on 27th .January, 1960 and the date of 
receipt of tenders was' extended unto 2nd February, 1960. The time 
b'eing short-to subsentaiate the wide publicity was not _:given to the 
tenders; · · 

The second rate of 260 % · above Basic ,'Schedule 'of .·-Rates ... was . 
sanctioned on: 9th July, 1960 and .the original tenders :of 245 % Basic · 
Schedule of Rates came to the· notice of the Superintending. Engineer 
on 23rd February 19i>O. (If not earlier). · Action should h~ye therefore 

· been taken 9n original· tenders instead of fresh tenders. _ ·· . , . 
The Committee examined the original files of the Chief Engineer's 

Office and f elf · that Ir could not· accept the. explanation given by 
. the Department. The Department . had, not . able to satisfy ·_ the 
Committee-above the genuineness of the reasops as to why the .r first 
tenders were. not accepted and· the. work. carried out according ·. to 

/. 
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1.6 .... Page 38,.Para. i 7 (a) 44 (2) fnfru{t~ous- expenditure=Ttu» 
Audit objection wasas follow: - . . · .. · ; :'. · : .·· '. . 

- ;/ 

· {1) There was a ipfop<;>sal to transfer t:WO fyrigatfoy Worksp.ops· . 
to another place m the Province for constructing a Central , 
Workshop to cater· for the needs · of the whole of . West 
Pakistan. -. The construction work, · etc., at the new - place .. 
was completed, but the proposal to ·traI1Sfer the workshop . 
was.dropped by the.West Pakist~n·GQvemnient. because . 
the. area chosen for the construction of the workshop was . 
all waterlogged and the drinking water available at. that ... 

-place was not fit forhuman consumption, ·· The workshop 
was, however utilised for some time · for · manuf acturing 
the gates and gearings for Taunsa Barrage Project Even 
this was done merely to utilize the ·workshop because a 

<. . Workshop was already available c : at. .Taunsa 'in . wbich · 
gearings could have ·been manufsctured. This. defective 

·planning resulted in a wasteful expenditure of Rs. 21.05,422 - -· ,·· . . .- .- 

) 

.. them. This would have · saved the Government frpfu subsequent 
1oss. . The Department could a~fr-not.satisfy the Committee as to the 
reasons why ultimately when the second tenders were. called, the 
lowest tenders · were eliminated · and · J4e job ·: entrusted. to 
certain other contractors who · were specially . brought i11. the · field 
fof this purpose. The contention of the Department . that. it · had 

· become necessary to re-invite .. tenders because the original tenders 
were lost or misplaced, seemed' to be an 'after-thought'. Even if 
this were so, it was itself a serious matter of negligence on the part 
of the person or persons responsible for this. .The Committee was 
convinced that the matter had been very badly looked after and felt . 
that the · . strictest possible· .· action under . Government 'Servants 

. Efficiency and Discipline Rules, should be taken against . a.II th~ 
·. /officials responsible for this. The Comniitteestressed that action 

should be taken not only against thejunior staff found responsible 
but also against those officer or officers .who .were.·' involved and 
were responsible for this. · . ·. · .. · 
~.. ' . ; . . . 

· · The Committee observed that it would · be in · · the interest of 
- Government if the Department were to consider once for aN, . doing 

away with· the "works order" system; .· This system, though · it may 
haye its. own adv ant.ages,· is .a sure method b.y·. whi9h . m. anipulatio~,.; 
bnbery and .corruption are made easy. · The advantages of this · 
system can never be considered to -out-way: its defects, · : . : ~ . . 

. ~~ .· . .. . . . '. --; 

The Committee further decided that the Department should. 
· report to the Committee. when the Accounts, for the year 1962-63 are 
taken up, the disciplinary action taken in the matter and give ·. also 
the names and designations of the o.f:H.cials·f9:µnd.respoirsible·for. the' 
Irregularity. . ·· - · , · · . . ·•· : · .. . · . 
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forwhich even the sanction of '. Go~emment was not 
. accorded .before the ~commencement of the work. . . . 
(2) Besides a sum of Rs, 3i,400 was incurred on Je.tching~ 

· drinking water bytfucks for the 'daily. use of foreign_ 
experts; Further, .due to claimatic · conditions - of . the 
waterlogged. area the iron sheets etc., started getting rusted 
and 'an expenditure ·of Rs. 42,000 was incurred on · its 

. '. . removal ~bi.ch was' the result of the' selection. of bad sit. . ' 
(3(~part·froni th~ above, an .expenditµre of Rs. 9,77,373 ~as·. 

· mcurred.on the construction of bungalows for· officers and 
quarters for the staff which also. remained mostly : UD.• 

. . occupied during the year. These residences have, - · how-, 
v : . /ever; now: been occupied due tothe ope_n~ of two Publie 

Wqrks Divisions at that place! cipring the year.1960;.61. · 
- (4) The' commencement of such big project: without due con 

sideration and detailed examination of· various .. aspects '. of " 
the site, is a clear instanceof ill-planning and mis-manage- 

~ - ment in the matter of huge investment of. public money. 
The expenditure incurred without . proper sanction -. also 
remains to be , regularised.. The ·responsibjlity : for. 
infructuous expenditure is stillto be fixed and disciplinary . 

. .action against the offi¢ials· at fault . also remains - to .be 
-_. taken .... · ... · .. · . . 

' The matter .was last considered by the Committee .at its meeting · 
held oh 9-9-196Twhen:.the Committe desired that recordsshould be- 
produced before them 'to . show-> - . . . . . - . . ,/ . ' ' 

. _:· . tl) that tlie workshop at Bhalwal was constructed- as a ~epJrate· unit· . - . 
' r-, 

(2). that the question of shifting - of . Moghalpura. Irrigation 
Workshqp and the workshop atLyallpurto Bb,:E1.lwal wa,s 
-~e~ up snbsequentlv; _· _ · . _ .. . . , ' 

(l) That· no grant was obtained or taken from Finance Depart 
. ment for shifting.of Moghalpura-Irrigation Workshop and 

· ·. · · the workshop at Lyallpur to.Bhalwal, 
The Department now statedas under:--. ,1. 

(l} '{he Department made hectic ejfqrts to search out the old : 
" .. records and .the, following information has . ;come. to ·- 
-: ·- . ·- . . .. ~ ._ . .. . ,; . . . . ,. 

light:~ . . . . .. . . ··. - 
_ (i) · Videlettet No. 236'54/S~ dated 14~5~1953~ a Committee 

, • was· formed by the Chief Engin~er and- Secretary to · { . 
the Government ofthe Punjab to go.intothe question- ·' 

; of'manufacturing gates and, ge~ings · for· Taunsa 
· .Barrage;: . -, · · · · · 

·· (ii), V(a:e\lefter No·:_·s2-srt59/\V,.datoo i:~6-1953, .the Com 
.. - , mittee recommended that.the hole ·, work be . done 

at site by constructing a- new..workslioii . . · · 
- - • • • • . .:__ - ( ">• 
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. (iil) ·. p.O.· No. 281/.172:.\\\ dated· :8:.,.11?.;:~54r;i~atek .. that 
the. site:·of constntctingJhe ~OflSffllJJ.i\Vas . fixed ·at 

· , Bhalwal with the approval oftii~i then' Goverrunent as · · · 
'. it .refers to the Chief Minjster's:apptovalfor the design 
· · of.the buildings to-be constructed: at Bhalwal, . · ·· ' ·· 

- (iv}. An estimate for. constructing.·~ ~~ifttiwtt·~at--: Bhal~ 
. ·. was approved, by the Secretary !9i~mfpment of the 

· . - :Punjab;-· vide his I. et.ter No~A~.6~~!.S.:/,2, . .,22. Jf\r.-i. a. ted . \ l0:8- .. 1955 for a~ amount' of :~s.~~~~wP9-. , 'i~~li _tb9 -, 
. ·· . . e. ulstdunab·. t·e·b.r:.uil~port. JBthw. a1s st1ate'!,.· .. ,J .. ~. ~ij .. ' .. J; .. ~5:~Rt ...... J.; .. ,·'. ~.Jr ... ~.'.".~.] .. ' . .-.. · .... , wo · . e ... t .~t. a wa to··~Rtµt;·~,1'.~f!D;~~il;('~,~~~t.· .» · • ; . 

. . for the In:igat1~n DepartmenJ.atJ;ctwas ;.·.w.te,pd~:di :J~ - 
~ : - ,replace the Central Work~hcjP/\~{ . · ,Anmts~r. :: .'~" .. 

.. abovecorrespondence showed·'tJ1atJhe:-w:otksh6pi>.~t 
-. Bhalwal was constructed' as '..*~.,~J?·Bfc~t(,V:Wt;:f ~t ~'! t,ff~ 

_ manufacture · of 'gates and. ~eat)n'os.-;~f!il':·,· tjtq~r~:):®:- · 
.nected equipment.'. ·· · : .. '.:r?:P;-:~·::· 2;,0•t"'<~ 11~~:~~t, . 

· '· • · · · • ·" ', ·. ,, ,.., , i '!fr(.i1,. .:r·..-'·u"'< ll}ll,'/ · · 
.·. _-, . ' . ~ . ~ _.. . ,,;< . - . - .. - ·. ~-. ·. . .... . '.. . ; .. ob·: :;:r' _ _.;.,.. . . ·. -.- "' . . . - . ..; .... , . ": '""~ .. .... ·_ . 

,. .. · (2) .. The:following correspondence showed11t\iaf~tbe) ~e~miff1of 
shifting of Mecha~cal Irrigation .Workshop:, (9UB.b!fwar·'\!~Sj:'{alce,n.' 
up snbsequently s-« .··. -' ·. ·. . \\ _ _-··".\:~,: · ::··;·-i:~·:··;_:·r;,::::'./ ·, .·· 

. -(i) . Vide Secret letter No. 5948-DCD .. 57i4634~ .da.teJ.iS-:r°0-195.'7 
. .}he Difector Civrl Defence apprqacg~1~~t~t~~i?f~t~g 

t<? . Govern.rµept of West Pakistan Jq.< ~q~~1,ger4h~Frl'oss1- 
.· bility of. shifh;ng the;Mogh~lput.a Irt1lilJ9~'.~.qr~J!9l?,1;!P 

- som.e. suitable place m the intenor' .of m:~:i'.:~~;qrt!ri}Jf~~ · ·. security pomt of V1¢w; .. / ., ( .' .\'-<.~'"{;"_ ... _ .• I:, J.,~'-.J'!..-~ .• ;,..,.,, ' 
, ••• , .• · • - --- , .• ·· . - ---~ • . • . . • 

1t-:·. t~) Jr1;t~;Ltj:ft · · · 
{ii) The prQpos-al of shifting Mech'anicatlrrigatio11 Wqr.kshop - : · 

to Bhalwal- as a security m~asure· was . · dropped . for; ·--tlte·· - 
f · time 'being after due consideratiorrby the·6ovetn¢~t,a,s· .. 

. . . · per decision contained· in. Secret?· letter': .. No~ ~ 5-S.Q/$7 · 
· 1 .• (Vll-Jrr.),.dated 16~5-1958:. .·· ·· · .. - .. . . -. -~ · ' · · 

. . . .. 1,.,,, ... ·1 .. ; 

(iii). After formation ~f YI APDA jp 1~59 the .. Lyallr,Ut,:,:~wor~· 
· . shop was taken over by the MiP.Otof"'WAPO~ JJJ.d the 

·.·question of 'reorganization of the remaining\twb.-.,;::~~ .. , 
· 'shops left· with the Irrigation Department o=iat<Mgghat- , 

.. pura arid one at Bhalwal, was taken up agam · and .. two . 
·a,tematives/were considered ,t,y the· Chief, Etiglll~, - ·: 
Irrigation; West Paldstan,-vid¢ his letter No .. 798/M/S/j- . · . 
266/50, dated 20-8~1959. ·. · , .. , . · 

(iv) .In S~ptemb,er •. 1958, -the Government accepted the proposal 
: .. 'in p.rincipl~ ·· to amalgamate the 'two 'workshops and 'locate 

the same at Bhalwalanddireeted that project estimate 
giving- full· implications may be w<;>rked out for. obtainina: 
Finance Department's approval,. . . · ·, · . .· · . -~ . . ' 
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(v) The· Project · Estimate was prepared and ,rere:rred . to the 
· . .: Finance Department. The Finance D~partment in- April. 

.1961,-videU.O.:letter.No. 62-S.0(1)/61, dated l3-4-196f, 
advised that the case may· be .gct cleared · from the 
Development Working Party •. · Thereafter due to re 
organization of Government Departments the case · does 
ndt appear to have been approved by the competent 
authority. . . · ,·. · . · 

. . . . (3) The records of the Department .were consulted - tQ find .: out. 
whether any grant 'Was sanctioned by the Finance. Department for 

_shifting of the Moghalpura Irrigation; Workshop "to Bhalwal. · It 
showed jhat the expenditure on construction of Bh,alwal- Workshop 
which opened for fabrication of .. gates and gearings "for .Taunsa 

· Barrage.was chargedtothe allocations cit Taunsa Project upto 
30-6-1969; and for. the year . .1959'."60 the expenditure was sanctioned . 
by the. Finance Department in connection .. with · Bhalwal -; Workshop - 

'under Major .Head C.C. _68-Capital-A(I)-Prodfictiv~pe,:i_ Canals, 
with effect from 1-l-1959. The Finance · Department conveyed its· 

.sanction. to charge the expenditure of Bhalwal Wo,kshop-!3-gainst the 
major head of Revenue viz. XVII-· Working Expenses rather-thenme 

.: Capital Head,-vide 847~BV-60, dated 15-li.1960 .. Thereafter. the ... 
expenditure had been charged und~ the Reyenu~ H~ad.. of Account 
for 1he workshops· at Bhalwal which are still functioning under the . 
Executive Engineer till today. . . . . . 

. The Department · further stated that no. funds were. given by the 
Finance Department· for . the purpose. of shifting M~hanical 
Irrigation Workshop to Bhalwal nor was. expenditure· incurred at 
Bhalwalin this.connection, The Finance Department's advice on 
the subject also supports this -view because without approval . of the . 

. scheme by ·the. Development Working Party Finance .. Department . 
· could not have possibly agreed· to release funds for the shifting of tho . 

Moghalpura Irrigation W <?,rksliop. · · · .: . · · · 
··· The explanation was found to be satisfactory . and the. para . 

. was.dropped.· \ .· . ·• ;. : ·· .. .' . ·. .·,. - 
_:, :The CoinJJ.nlttee then adjourned to meet again on :7th Marcil, 

1968 at 9-00.a.m. . · · · 
· LAHoRB ·1 . . . "\ · - ZAIN NOORAN! 

·. - The 6'th Ma~~h, 1968 r·. . Stand,ing Com~iTt~blic Account~; 
-- ·, '-..... '. '·--. ' .. . ', . . . . ~ ·-. . ' - .: ' 
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1. 

. . ' .· . . 
(3) Rai Mansab Ali Khan Kharal, M.P.A. _.; ,: ·Member. · _ .. · 
(4):-Mr. Malarig Khan, M.P.A. . ·- - Member. _ 

.· (5) Chaudhri Mu~~nunad N_awaz, M~P.A:. .,, . Member. . 

(~> ~~d T~~~i!!h::~ ~:~~·8secre~Y,· . Ji:: .. 
and Additional Secretary to. Government · · 
of W estPakistan, · Finance Department. - 

(7) ·Mr. Nuzh~t Hussain, P.A. s: A.S., .• Bylnvltatioit ..: 
Director;-Audit and. Accounts- (Wor~s), · .·· .. ·_·"·" .. .. . · 
West Pakistan. . · · · - · · · 

(8) Mr; Ahmed Hassan, P.S.E.I.,_ S~retazy .... By Iflvifatioit. 
to 9oyernment -of -. West Pakistan, Irri- 
gation and .Power Department· along- 
'with Chief. Engineers -of various Regions 
. and Chief-Engineer of Ghulam Muhammad 
Barrange Project. , · · · · : , ._ , ·· . 

. ~ . , - . ,. . . . . 
(9) Mr.M:A._ Rashid. T.Pk,, -C.S.:P .• Member By Invitation, 

· ,, W APDA alongwith Operational Manager, . 
· · WAPDA. · . . - · . - 

_· . Cha~dht1i . Muhammad Iqbal, -sx, Secretary,' ~ovincial 
· Assembly of West Pakistan, · acted. as 'Secretary of the Committee, ' 

II. The Committee resumed consideration of ·· the: . i~Uowing 
Items of the Irrigation and Power.Department appearing in tbe Appro- 
priation Accounts for the year 1960-61 : -- · .· _ · - - · - 
'. 0) fage 34, Para. 17(a) 41 (11)-· -Lossto Govemment-Aii this 
case, the lowest lender of' a contractor for the construction of a build 
ing was approved on· 7th June 1959,. butthe work was not. given to. 

· him at these rates. 'Fresh tenders for the same work were : again ' 
invited in· March, 1960 without giving any reason as to why' the work 

.eould not be gotdone by contractor whose tendered rates had already 
been approved by the . Department. The rates .apprqved . for . the 
second ·time. were too higli although the: same · contractor had been 
willing to execute the work at his previous rates. .. As .!l result . ~f · 
the irregular action . of the Divisional. Officer the . Government wu 
put to an additional expenditure of~· 4>~81. · · · 

•• 

Chairman. · - . . .... 
Khan, Member. 

,,: ·1 

.·.. The. following were. present :.-· 
(1) Mr. Zain Noorani, 'M.P.A: .: ... , . 

•.. ' . 

(2) Chaudhri Muhammad Sarwar 
.. ·M.P.A~-·:. 
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· -.{1~·i'fbetmatter:_i~'J~tconsidered by the .Committee. at its·meeting 
. l'{~lV~iOnil~h t~:@~:l 9{tt; when the 'Committee directed ·that detailed 
Jt#'WJ.nlJ.tiP~;.§0:QlliL~l:'JUPPlied by the Department to the Commit- 
tee with regard to the· following: - · · · . · 

I - 

:, -Ia) Whether it is aJact that· when the firsttenders were received 
by the Executive Engineer the 1lpwest tender was withheld by.him. 

- :SilbieqJ.1.Cl.ltliY . on the intervention . of the Superintend~g . Engineer 
-, the._··said contractor's , tender· was . forwarded by .: the .. Executive 

Engineerdtt:the .:Superintending Et).gineer and. w_~ accepted· by the 
Superintending- Engmeer and · if . this is correct, ·the.· reasons giveJ;i by 
the SuB~~\ldµ:ig Eggineer fo!- the acceptance of the same. - · ~ 

- . (b);:>;fJY~t~0:SC>llS for the Work not being done 'On the J;>asiS of 
the, fir~tJen.~.- .~· .,~ < ~- .. · ; . -<'-· ,. _ ;, \_ .. . · .» ; 1 

·-(c)/fhe::reaso~ for;' re-invitingthe tenders. 
. (d); W}i,a.p was Jll.eJt:i.ne lapse ·between the first and the second 

tenders; ....... · ·· >.C:1,-:~:'· ·. . -· ·. - · . . · -· 
. (e) Reasons for;twt/accepting the Iowest_tepgei- at the time of 

. $~QM,]t,mle,~; ' ' ·, . -- ,. ' . . ·' - 
(0 .\Vho 'was,laW«rded-the work. . - 

_ The Department now · explained as under r-« 
.;:_:\' tt:··: (,-,· ., f \"·:). . -_ . 1r~,~~·-:'· ·,:. =. · ... , .: ' . . . . ' -. . ., - . ~ .. -· (af The E~~utiy'e, Engineer and Accountant claim to have 

. received. :Qnly: . two - tenders, . The ' third tender ·_ 'of. 
Mr .. AbduJiah,_ which ,w9,s the lowest · was found 'with the 
case Ji'f Gjr~le_ Office as it · was neither entered in.. the 
tender Register of · Divisional Office nor mentioned in 

.;: -- .. ~ th~ ·forwarqjng memo. of the .. · Divisional · Office. This 
.,cm)~3r,r1rtwli's pbIBteifout by the-Superintending Engineer, and the 

case tertitred backto'the Bxecutive Engineet'for reconsi 
deration. : 'On this ref erence the . Executive . Engineer 

- recommended the- lowest tender · without .indicating the 
source of its, receipt. · The- lowest tender recommended -_ 
bythe .: Ex~,:mive Engineer was.approved.by the Superin- - 

-_: te,I1cJJ11g,ijngµieer. . _ _ , · · - _ _ . . 
(b). Neither the 'sanctioned estimate nor .permission to . start - 

]Jk·-~rt~~;~v.(O.i!ll§;jn;~tifipation -to the sanction -tlf estimate 
· J:, ke~!~~·.'l:r25itant_amo~rit~g to Jls.1.6,_oop had, __ ho~~~er, 

H'.7Vi:;i ,r,h~~\ili~~t'.}';~ for this· part · work pnor to the lllVJ,fabop · 
\,.·1~~-0f &~!,\teµ.~"~s during the.year 1958-S9 for,--the first_ time; 

,]?he W01°k:',W8.S, not actually - started :during · l95S:.5Q, _ · b.1,1t 
: . J>lllY-- huild,ing,,material costing Rs. 13,162 was· arranged: · 

,,.,_ ''. : and bo9ke9: :against this work. - . . · - , 
(cf.The .superintending Engineer, issued · orders . to· tlie Execu- · · 

;:ful1··1 tive:i'Eti~neer .on 19th, February; 1960 to start. the work 
sn-:.n:Hifrf,'ttaittamfjation 'of the sanctioned . .estimate, . The 

Executive Engineer had jC>incd , the· I>~vi_sion on lst 
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. <If Th~ -work w~ ~x~ut~d by !vi. -C.Ji.i!a_gJl, D~ ·contracto/ 
- .· · The explanation of the Bxecutive- E11gin~, :ine. 1,)j~~iQilal·; , 

-~ . Accountant and the Accounts Clerk· of tbe Cil'.cl~ :QJJj<;e w_hp q~ 
,., . the· first tenders. and. dealt with the . case. of ~am:,tjop · :wm.:.e ~K~ .f9r' 

· -: ~ thtc;,w. light how the tender.<i(M .. A~dµ}.liill·~~tit,r~c!Qi found place' ) 
m the Circle Office When no submission was reported from. the . ~-- · 

1 • ' Di~~on; · ~ Th.e: tt,.re~ otficials have .npt'.b~eµ ~!>~ · -t9 ~~plain the.· 
·. matter' sat1_sf~ctoriLy. _They are, therefore, 1).~iR~ _clia~ie-sl~:ee:ted ,1tnd 

the matter will be.decided on merits, · . · · 
. It appeared to the Committee- that a series of irregularities had 

been committed in this case. First, .tenders were invited in Feb,:nary, 
195~ without there being proper estimates or the pemµssion to ·. - 
start the work · although the funds , were available. Tru_s was · the 
first· irregularity; The second irregularity · wltlch. came -to light ,~'lS ·. · · · 
that two tenders were originally entered in the regist~r aad · w.er~ · r 

sent to. the Superintending Engineer and, Executive Eµgineer. · llo:w~· 
ever, lbe . Superintending Engineer claimed that J1e r~e.ive<l - three 

· tenders although two had been entered in .the register, .. The . third 
'mysterious'. tender was supposed to be :tb,.e lowest one. · After .some 
correspondence, this third tender 'was aC(:.epte,d as the lowest tender; 
Thework was not carriedout for over a y~r aJtd-in>J960, a ·_new- · 
~x~utive Engineerwho had taken over in. the meantime, w~ asked - 
JO"'BO ahead with the work. J,Je invited fresh .tenders ·for the -same · 
job'~t~~pg the plea that he was not aware tbat tenders. were ~Deel · 
fot that job a year earlier, However, the $Pl:P,~ '.EJecutive cEngmeer 
who was not aware tha~ the, tenders ha(l -b~ ~ed earlier lor -t~ . 

. _,, 

201)% JO~% 
200% '. }20%. 

( 

. , .j ,A.l.laJ,i Ditta . · 

· ·./1 · OhiraghDin 

.. 
175% abo-.e BSa 

. -109% a~OVl:l BS~ 
·. . . ·'-'. - .:. 

: ioi~- ~~ ti~. · 

.90% ~90% · , l H, A bdullah 

~~.~™1r1 (l•r~i;;, · , .. E.Wo1Ji 
• • • < 

·~ame -ofConira~or. ,~~I 
No. 

,, ,01 · 

ianuary, 1966.' .omr~~Jpt·of !b.e$e Qr4ws ~~ -h.irlt~--~+ 
tenders. 'He being JJeW to the J>iyi~f Pl:l · .Qi~ ~Qt ·la!9V! 

.•... ::r:~:te~; :ip:!1::d !Qi'aV;:~t~ c:~0c:~gi~t: 
his notice by the Divisional Account~nJ; . · -. - · · 

(cl) The_ lowest. tender was again from 1\1. A. _A,b~uJh,ili, ·:\)V,t 
· the Executive Engineer, did not te.cQ1!1n!~µd_ !li~ j:Jt~ 

--·for .the reasons recorded Oil· page J6 of tll, t~4~t. 
Register, which are reproduced is u..ndet: ~ . . : 

• .- '" . ' . ! 

i . 

.J 
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.. _ Joh, was a~. that time w¢ll:-versed ;ith the ·-reputaiioli and- the stand-, · 
_ 'mg of the party that happened to be the lowest, tender among 1'otlt 

- the first tenderers and the second tenderers, ·. and did·· not_ recommend 
him fprth~ ~xecution ofthe job which was given. to ·. the second. 

·,lowest tedderer~ It .appeared {9 the; Committee . that: this : mis 
llan4:ling of work had- not, only led to a chain of irregularities being 
committed by the Department but also had, put -the G_overnmeAt to 
a. loss .an!! that a ·systematic attempt was. also made to victimtse one· · · 
of the ,contractoi:s who . again happened' to ·. be . the lowesr tenderer. __ The Committee recommends that the Departmen] should call forthe .. 

. explanariotis of all those -persons responsible for, committingrthis """· , .· 
r: .<;ha.in. of irregularities and take necessary. action .agairi.~t them. The · 

: acpon. takep. · againstth~e per~o~ ultimat~ly .should be reported both 
Jo,the Audit- as .. wellas the Finance Department, .: · , · · · 

::" . ~' •.· . . . . - .; . _: . ' ~ 
/-<"·- .-Subject tothe above .. observation, fhepara. wasdropped., 

'. · , -(2kl'(!ge 37~ -Para; 1 '7(~) 43 "(4)-· .: In this case, a Butn~ of Rs. -;0,406 · 
. was .ou.tstanding_ against a Sub-Divisional Officersince March; 1968 
which feptesent~d· cost of .certain .machines, stockniaterial ,_burnt in , · · fire. .. - · · · · · ·- - . : - · :,:- . ,_ . • ·. · · · .. . _ · ·. · · · - . _ : · 
. . .• As'. iiat much p;ogfess has. been made in this rtiatte.r -since its 
last, consideration · by . the Committee on 19th April 1967, the Coll!- .. 
mittee deferred 'consideration of the · para. to be. taken up -_ again 
alongwit}i the accounts for 1962-6~. ·· · __ ', , ·. . . ·. · ·... . · 

·· · -·. .· (3). Page 31, Para: I7(af_ :43. (5)-c-O~tstanding :. ftet~verie~Jn. < 
. this case; an. amount of Rs. -63~657 was· outstanding against certain . 

officials· pf·Publfo_Works Department since. March; · 1958. The. . . 
outstanding amount represented unauthorised .payment . 9f .labour I 

.wages, · ··· ·· · ·· · , .. 
. ·The matter was: last considered by the· Comtriitt~~ at its meeting, .. . 

heldon 19th.Appl 1967, when the Department explained tha.f· the -, · 
.Enquiry _Officei: aftet, detailed proceedings found _- that .. the ~n~ire . 
,eXJ)ettd~ture was legitiµiaJe.and;regajiar and tliere_had been noJO&_! .. 

·-to Government, , '.The; Audit had pointed out that the complete 
· ittquiry ·had not been conducted and the report .as submitted .was 

thatof anincomplete inquiry or an: itripiQPer inquiry. ': . . .\. . . 
• r:_ ;;: The Department now explained· that in. his .report, the :(nq~ -- . 

,-Officer had noticed that Initially die· expenditure· was charged t~ the 
· . final· head of acco1;1I1t/bufafter tmonths, tnitconcerned- · Executive . 

Engineer,. got Jt 1'rain. wave to r~se objection and transferred • the - 
. _ expenditure to suspense.head -"MISc. P. W, Advan(?es" as recoverable 

·. from the 'concerned Assistant·· Engineer., The_ concerned Executive, 
· Engineer,\vas notheard .PY the Enquiry Officer ,,~?> the Auqit · .. 

-. Departpient wanted to know, .the reasons o_f ommission of such an . 
···"" iniportant:person, ofth¢ case. · _ '. · · . 

·1 
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: : .. The"_i~quiry Officer -sent the [ollowingieplyto the 'Director, 
~ud1t and Accounts (Works), West Pakistan · on · leth November 1967:-., ·.. . . . . ' 

· "Reference your Jetter No. PAC/(p)/F-31/IB/60-61/2923; 
dated the 3r~ May,· 1967 on · the subject , noted above 
addressed to me- and copy among others sent to Chief 

. Engineer, Irrigation, Sukkur Zone, Sukkur, · · 
The .record has been sent back tothe. concerned offices and 

· it.is not possible for me onceagain to 'rake 01,1t the canal 
. wires from the record and have copies sent to the Aue.lit. 

I am entrusted with the enquiry by the Government as a 
responsible officer of the Irrigation Department. When 

. I have quoted the numbers and dates of the Canal Wires · 
and alsomentioned in my report the gist of these Canal. 

_Wires. It should ordinarily be · believed _·. py the A udit, · 
-, I do not see any. reasons for the audit to have considered 

. . the necessity for calling for the copies · of ' Cana] Wir~s . 
from me. · · · . · • 

. I did not find it necessary to spend good ~~vernment money. - 
I to call late Mr .. Mahmoodally · Memon.vExecutive 

Engineer for recording his statement when everv thin~ . 
that] wanted could be had from the record available with 
me. All that I have said in' my Enquirv Report is · said . 

. after consulting the record. - In my opinion. it was .. not 
all necessary to have recorded the statement of late Mr. 

-·- .. Mahmoodallv Memon, Executive Engineer .. Unfortun 
. ately, Mr. Mahmoodally Memon -is · since dead. God· 

. bless . his soul. The question . of recording his statement 
· at .this sage therefore does not arise." · 

. . The Committee deferred the para. to come up again alongwith 
· the accounts for.1962-:63'. and directed that next time. the EnQuiry 
Qfi.icer should be personally present in the Committee meetingalong 
witb the documents and original canal · wires on the basis of which ·he , 
had given his report, · · . 

. -: <(4}:-Page 37, ···. Para. l7(a) '43(6)~Wharfa!!e arid· Demurrage 
Charges~- In this case. Rs. 5,088 representing wharf aze and demur- . 
rage charges were paid to the 'Railway authorities in December, 195 l' 

· on account· of delav in taking the delivery of . the material. in time .. In 
March:1953 the above chargeswere debited to the susnense · head 
"Miscellaneous Public Works. Advances:" ~s, · recoverable from: the 
Assistant. Engineer. . ,. . .· . . . . 

-. .. The matter· was last considered by the .Committee. at its cieetirtg · 
· . held on 19-4-1967 when theDepartment informed the -C<iwtnit:tee 

that the matter had be-en inquired into by .all :Enquiry om:~e"<wbo.ei 
onerated the concerned Assistant Engineer.' The Audil~!jjoiftt\id~·out 

_ f~ttt ~e ~.( ()f en.q~uiry report ~as not been supplietl to them.. Th'& 
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Coinmittee then directed that a copy of the enquiry report- should be 
· sent to the Audit for' verification of the factual .position, . The Com 

.mittee further-directed that 'the Department should .determine _who' 
was responsible. for .the $Upplying copy of the~" 'Report 'tothe Audit 
fo'r.su<:_ h .a 1_o_n_1a ~- arid.Vfha~ action the Departiµ¢n_ -t 'intend tt> take. 
a;~t thftt 1>fficer. ._ . . . · . . · _ : .. ., · _ -: _ · .·. .. 

-1 The Department now ~xplained that the - Inquiry Officer had 
). pointed out in his report thatimmediately-after arrival of the ma~!rlne 

al the destination, Mechanical, Engineer, Lower Sind. M~nanjcal 
Plvl:sion had made a- reference to the Railway.authorities for the: lease ~ 

· of Railway premises where the machine was to be re-assembled ll,1 . 
qt.4er_ to ayoid payme~t;of higb wharf age: ~d · ·dem?rrage charges. 

·-- The case was not pursued •by. the Mechanical Engineer after the 
otiginalief erence W;as · made. J11e Enquiry Officer h~d therefore con 
eluded that eitber the irregular payment be. charged to the final head 
o( account or placed under Miscellaneous Advances against the then. 
Mechanical Engili~f, tower Sind Mechanical Division who .failed to pursue th~ case with Railway -authirities, · A 'reference :was made · to 
Finance Depar(ment for allotment of funds for proper booking. of 
tlie: expenditure of Rs-. 5~087 /94 to" the final head of account; but that 
Depaifriieni, did · ii<>t agree .and desiredthat · the other alternative to _ 
re.cover ·th~ ame>unt from the then. Mechanical Engineer, Lower Sind 
Niecbaiµcal Division . be - adopted. Mr; D.: G .. Esker the- _·. then 

, Mechanical Eriigrreer, Lower Sirid Mechanical. Division (who ·, has . 
since _retired· as Superintending.Bngineer, Mechanical · Circle) :,W'as· 

-> . a¥6[d~~fy asked to pay.,~p,to the ~ou~t-~He ~.esi~ed to exami!lc: . 
. -tpe. reteyatt~ record and· hi~ explanation .: is awaited; .The .. Chief Engineer, Jfrigation, .Sukkur has been · directed 'to · __ take , steps -for 

speedy realizatfoh of dues from Mr. Esker as .per Finance Depart 
meat's advice; . .-~ copy of th'e Inquiry. Officer's· report· was -supp_liec:L. 
bv t,he Chief En,rln:eer, Irrigation, Sukktit,--•· vide hislatter No. PACI'- 

- DP-159/Nasir/60;.61/36, dated 17-9-1966 addressed 'to .the Director, - 
· .. 'Audit and Accounts (Works), West Pakistan, Lahore. .. · : · · 

.. Tli~ tkpirtmUit further.s(ated 'that _they·intend.·tO- charge .. sheet 
the·· then 'Executive Engineer~ who is on leave preparatory to · retire- 
ment. , · · · - 

. . ~· flie ~ol1iliutte· cfii-ect~ct that the P;Partmen:t· · should · '. expedite . 
·. the ~ov~ryofthis amount, and in case the Executive Engineer. is to ·. 
be clla.i:e:e-sheeted necessary formalities should be completed well.in 
time. · The para. Was, deferred to come· up ·aga,in · before the Com- . 

. mittee when the accounts for t!J,e year 1962-63 are being considered,' 
. . '(5)' Pqge 37,, Para. 17(a)44(1)-lnfru.ctuous Bxpenditur~In·. this· 
ca~ 96,0SQ bricks werecarried to the site .9f- wor,k in excess, .' of, .the .· · · 
f\ptuil.i:equirements .. Tliis resulted in an infructt3:ous _exbenditure of -· 

· '1u~J,i96 on ·their tjtttiage and fecardage·wltjchdX)Uld, AAVt,. been ji~y··~~ ,, . . . . . . . . . - . ' .. 



-- , 
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~·. -.- The Department ~xpiained-that the fc~6rdrelaJing'tothis para • 
. has· recently . been. traced out- from the various .offices by the' Superin 
tettdjng Engirteet', Thal Circle~. Oji peiu~alof the.record.It has been - 

found that -Ch ..... Maqbool' Ahmad, Overseer · (Now Sub-Divisional 
_Officer) is r~ponsi6Ie f(!r carriage of.96,050 No.· Pacca Bricks to the 

. work named Constructing D.R: .. Bridge aL.R;D. 18200 Escape 
Channel" and- subsequently re-carriage to .' _the stock'. "The.. above 
~am~ Oyerseer has cleared his position in .the explanation, extract 
of which 1s reproduced: · · · - 

. ·. . . . . } 
"The excessive issue . of , 96,050 . bricks , was _· for r- shuttering 

- purpo,se _ Hence those - were earned .: to the site) of work. '~ - 
_ These have again been taken on Stock. For this - extra 
:_ item necessar(y provision already exists in the sanctioned 
.estimate",' · . ·__ . - -· - . ..- - - 

The . matter was - referred to the Director of ·- Aiidit · and Accounts 
' - _ ~ ·. (Works); ·west Pakistan, Lahore in- August, )967 for verification.: 

. · However a representativeof thedepartmentattended tlieAudit Office 
on_2nd November, 1967 but he was not entertained. - ·. _ · .- · _ 

. The Audit 'pointed out that representative qf the. _ Department _, 
attended the Audit Office but no records - were produced, bv him , 
to show that the amount involved. was not infructuous expenditure. 

· The ·committee .recommended lhat the Department should - _ 
recover Rs, l,296 from the person concerned and : take - nece~sary 
disciplinary.action.early. 'The action taken as wen as-the report of 

' -- tµe_ recovery should be intimated to Audit and . the- Finance. Departmtnt. . . , 
' "·c- --- • • ,_ ' ... , .~ • • ~·· . • .. •, -· . •'":.· ,' ;." • 

Subject to these. observations, th~. para: was '_dropped. - -r 
. 0 .. . -- . . . -- . . . . . ··- 

. (6)_,Page 40, Para. 17(a)4S(2)t-Fictitious Stock adiustment-« 
According to Audit note .. 400 cement bags and ·192tons 19: cwt. 3, - 
Qrs, 12- lbs. M.S. Bars were indetited"from .another Division during. 

.March, 1958 and-shown in the accounts as: liavittg been received 
- · although the requisitioned quantify of eement was awaited from · the · / 
factory even in ·the suppl,Yin:~ -Diw.sion .by that date and M.S -. · Bars 
were actually carted to the Divisional goqo~ns · during October · to 

~ J)ecember, _1959 i.e., after one anct half year .. of their accountal in the 
· , Division. Thus the receipt of these stores was purely fictitious and 

. was made .for utilizing the budget. grant only, which was against the 
provision· of rules. 'Further as a result _of physical verification of 

~- "Stores carried out during September, 1960 and Febr1:1ary~ 1961, i.e.; 
subsequent to the receipt of these, stores .a shortage of .l 6Jons 10 cwts. _ 

.. -Z qrs, 2 lbs.iof M.S. Bars worth Rs. 14.9~f -was detected, __ This 
shortage \YRS reported to. the higher Public: Works Department autho 
rities duringMarch, 196-1 butthe same was neither accountedtor l,y 
-debit to the suspense· head CCMisc. PubU~ Works"A(lvan.ces'' nor- was - .> 

tnyJntbnatibn SDn.t.W:A~d4-a~,req'Uiriti.un~.tben.t~. _ ./ - , 
_........,-- ' -. 

-: \ . 
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· . -The.matter waslast.consideeed by the Cohunitt~ atits~ me~ttri1 
held on 9th S~ptem~r, 1967 when the Departmentexplained that.the 

· ~udit_ objection related-to the-followlng ·irregularities·:_.:._, . - .. · , · 
.-·- ' •. -< . (z} T~e storewas indented from another.Divisi011·:inMar~h, 

. , . 1958; which was carted to the Divisional Godown aft-er 
/ one and a, half years. . The receipt ~as, therefore, purely .· - 

·fictitious and wasmade forutilizitig:.the budget grant. - ": ,,- 
.' .. ' . -. , - . . '-,,. : '." . . . . . ·. ·.,. ' ... ' .. · . '," 

(ii) A.s1 a result of physical verification of; stores; .shortage , of · · - 
_ r- l() tons 10 cwt, 2 Qrs, 2 lb~:·or M.S~ bars worth Rs; 14,931 . 

- ·WaB detected and that-the shortage was not-accounted ·fot 
., . ~y debitto suspense head}4iscellaneous Public · Wor~s · -, · 

_ " -~~ances.. .-.. .· ~ _: .: . :.·-· ": _ '. , . .> _ /.- _-- : _" : · : 
· · The.expla:dation"cf9r the irregularities. was stated ·to. be as :< 

·follows:~-- } · · ' ·· · 
; .,. .; 

•• --·-. .: • .• • r= • • •• • -~:.._ • .. • . ... • ••• • • •• . ••• ' ... }:::f~:";;~ .. v:. . . .,--·_. ~ 
· .- "(i) f(c;~ftious receipt nfade to . utilize- 'Budge: gra11f~ltidus . 

_ Bridge D1V1Sto3:1 was created m 1 I 53 for construction pf road bridge 
,near Thattaori Indus River: Funds to. .the-'. extent of Rs .. 2·5 lacs · _ 

, were sanctioned for this. Division in the 2nd List of Excesses . and . 
Surrenders ... The-innp.edl~t~ requirementof this Division was M.S. 
Bars and 'cement which- were available and surplus to the r¢qil'ife- · ·· 
ments of Remodelling Division,' Hyderabad. An. indent. was, there- 

_· fore, placedand 192~19-3-2 tons of M;S. B~rS- and 4000. bags 'ot • 
· .. - cement were!issueci by the Remedelling Divisfon and A.T.D~ No. J6 . - 

.. · dated. 25th March, 1958 was forwarded to and accepted by- the 'Indus • 
• · Brid_ge Division; · The transaction was accounted for in Match, 1958. - <. : . 

]t is thus clear that there Was ·no ulterior - intention. to Utilize - the . - 
'budget grarit]!_at theclose .of the· year," It 1s alsonotcorrectthat.the ' 

· receipkof stcreswas fictitious. - Indus Bridge Division. had no stor.age 
_ godown to 'a~ommodate the· material-indented. .froJJr Remodelling 

·· D~visiorr,. f\1.S. Bars and cement occupied- quitealarge sp~~e and · -. · 
also needed a watchman. . Temporary storage, accommodation was 

_- therefore arrangedfrom Remodelling.l)ivisiontill the. same was • 
, shifted\to. lh. ne# premises; .. Thus the', (a~e --shlft~g of-the material 

·. does not indicate that the receipt was fictitious. . - . · '. · _ 

~· .·. - .. (ii).Sho);ag~of 16-10:2~2 tons of .: bar~ivorth Rs'.· 14,931 and 
· its _non-acco~ntal tasuspense.head-« As a result .. of . enquid~,~Mt. · 

, Muham!llad i Anwar .· Sheikh, 'the - then_ S._ D: O. __ has: . been. heJd 
responsible 1pr· loss to Government. ·:By -the time, the case starte~l. 

·_Mr. ·sheikh. bad. left 'service and .no action cou}d•. be .. taken ,·against 
·· him, - as bis} .whereabouts wete not. 'known.' It ,haf. now been 

·. disclosed tbat,.he.is doing business in Karachi. Details of casehave 
been furnish¢dto · him on 30th November. 1966 and he had .. been 

.directed to 1clear· his position: :~fhe . Su~r,iµt~µding_· ;E~~ip,eer~ 
Thatta, Sujawal .Road Bridge Circle has - been asked to call '1\tfr. - - 

-~ Muhammad \Anwar 'in his dffic'e- to sbo~ · him the -l"qui'r~ct ret<frds~· · 
. ·. . - , .. · . . ",·- ,- '.: 

-·.:..:,_. 
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. ·· The Department now explained that 4000 bags of. cement were 
recei~ed from Remodelling Division and accounted for in In~u1 - 

.. 

In case he fails to tum up and explain his position, steps will · be 
taken to recover the. amount from him as arrears .of· land revenue. 
The 'Superiatending-Brigmeer, Thatta Sujawal Road .. Bridge .··Circle 
has inumated that Mr. Muhammad Anwar had gone on · Haj "and 
therefore he could not be . contacted. · Recently. the Executive 
Bngineer; Indus Bridge Division· made efforts to contact Mr •. 
Muhammad Anwar but he could not.ascertainwhether or not he had 
returned from Haj. However the . Executive Engineer has been 
directed to continue his pursuit · till recovery -. is · effected, · As 
reg aids disciplinary action. against those· who. failed to pursue the 
casepromptly, it is under way." · ·· · · 

. With regard to the firstvpart of the objection the . Department 
further stated that during that period there had been two transac- · 
tionsof receipt of 4000 bags of cement one in March and the other 
in May, but that the Audit .had pointed out the transaction relating 
to 4000 bags received _in March . 

. The Co:qimittee . then felt that . the . Department should · ha~e 
produced, before the Audit and also at themeeting of the Public 
Accounts Committee; the two receipts, one. !for the transaction in 
March and other for the transaction in May,' to prove their point. - 
This. was. notdone. However, the Committee decided to drop the . 
item subject 'to production of the relevant .records to prove this ·; 
point; to the satisfaction of the Audit. The Committee further 

· ' decided that in case the· Department. was not able to . satisfy' the 
Audit within. the next month, the Audit s1!9uld report this to the 
Secretariat of the Committee, with endorsement .·to ·the Department 
and the matter would then come up again· before the Committee 
alongwith · the 'accounts for the year _ 1961-62~ With .regard to th~ 
second part the Committee 'considered the explanation to be un 
satisfactory. The. Department then-stated that special efforts were 

- being made to make- the· recovery from the; person concerned who. 
· was traceable and was said to be in business somewhere in Karachi. 
The Committee desired .thatthe Secretary, Irrigation and Power 
Department should take personal interest in the matter . and speed" 

- up the. efforts to recover· the amount.. He should ·10.ok into this. 
matter afresh and - see: whether proper attempt was made. to fix· the 
responsibility and to inquire as why the S:D.O. alone wasbeing held 
responsible. He should also find.out whether any one else-in the 
Department who was. responsible for · supervising the work of -the 
Sub-Divisional Officer was also responsible in-any way and whether 
responsibility should be fixed on him also. · A report - on both 
these points · 'Should come up before the · Committee at its nex.t 
meeting, • 

) 

.~ 
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-. · Bridge Division. In ·the nionth of. Mar~ll, 19$8: . Audit. h~d p;ifit;; 
• <ed out that eeµient was a;wait® 'it>.tlle Rem.gg~Jluig_l)i.)1sio~Jte>P.l 

Factory even.upto 1'4ay, 1958-and as silc.h stock a.cljY$t'ment wu 
, fietitious,' ·This impression wai created Jtpm a letter _· aat~d ~r4 •" 
May, 1958 writt~n· by Ei.ecutiv~ Engin_eer Jndus .Bridge Pivislqn to · 
Engineer Remodelling Division- was/ requested th@.t 4,®0" ·cement - __ 
bags . when received from Factory may be kept _jn .his Qp~\lll) JtJ.r 

. ··: · utilizatien on works ofIndus Brid,ge Division. . It wa$ · e~phi.med z . . · 
- _ that the Jetter dated 3.rd May, 195~ related tg- t}J.e ;ln~ Jnde1;1t ,,ii4· · _ _ · 

· had no bearing on the first supply ,of ,4000 ~ment · ba_gs wlµc}l WM .·· . · · · 
. actually received in March, 1958.: i.eJevant :r,~I'.d pf ,Jn<f~ . 1 

.: 

Bridge Division i~ support of this statement was. produced.to A\idit 
and ~~at' pepartment was . satisfieg, bu.tR it · was- _ P1'.opose,d ijy · · the 

, .' Audit Department _that_ the relevant r~cord .of· '.Remodelling .. - 
Division .IJ!.aY. also be shown 011· 2nd November, . 19.~7 which was · 
done: The Audit Office has called for further .details ··and_ .record ·_ '( 
which i~ beingcollected and , ~halLlle produced- so.Qil. _ The S~b .. -'- .; 
Divisional Officers are. ~irectty:_tmdet the ~petvisi()n ·'..of :,th(;it -, 
Divis1omil Officers .who are also responsible for .proper supervision 
and control in.all.matters of ·the Sub Division> The- :tonceined1 
'r>.ivisio1rnJOflic~r was asked 10· ~larify· his position,., :vide Chief . 

. Engineer; lrri~atipn Sukkur's letter Np. ,PA9JP,t¥?! (4?)(2)l;J~/; 
~60-:61(41), dated 21st September, 1967 addr~~~~~l,,io Supenntending 

__ · - Engineer, Thatta .Sujawal Road-Bridge Circltf,whtfin Jum ·has now 
reported that Mr, Anw-a,:- Shaikh has Ju~lied, ms·· r~ply through 
Advocate which is being examined by th¢ Executive Engineer, 'Indus 

- Bridge . Division pending submissicn ·.,of· llJ~,eo.mments._· · · · 
• . . . . ' .''"'"l'l;,,. • ..., .. , 

· ... -'~µe committ~e ·ob~erve~ that the .pari'·;PB ,~,.-~ itre}ate<t J> 
fictitmils stockadjustment has l\OW beep..:settl¢d .with Aµclit.. With 

. regard to the shortage 0.f steel, tb¢' Pepart~rit has Inforrned the. . J 
·Committee· that one of their form¢r .Sub Qiyjsional Offic~r:$, wbP· -~ 
n9w no more in Government service, WM· · iesPoll.S}ble · f Pr it, ~n<i, 
that the' Department was _proc.eedingiJ)Jhe matter and wqul4 mJk~ . 
recoveries . as. arrears of land revenue, in· coasultation with' the. Law 

· Department. The Committee decided that -progress· on this sb9ul~ · 
_ be reported .· to the Committee when-this . para.' c~m!!'S- up ag~iri 

along with the accounts for the year 19~2-63. .: · · . ·. 
c- -;, 

.t . (7) Page: 41.,. Para. :-11(a) 46(l~Fi~titious · ,Payment~The' . 
· explanation pf- the. Department was accepted; and .tlle para, · w~-s _ : · 'cir·-·,. d . . ' ' . ,• . ' ' •. 

. . - oppe .. "' . .. . ,.,_:__ . . . , 
~- _ :·(8) Page 41; Para. 17.(a)46(2PFicti#ous fay,nen, ........ Jn thil c.aso · 

. an amount of Rs, n ;320_ w~ found to have ~~ paid to . .a cont 
ractor on account of $tackmg ·of'.15,09,275 cft stone while · -, actually 
the stone was lying i.n. a haphazard manlier and in fact no ·st~c.king 
had be~n done; . This· fictitious p~yment was_ f~Qilitate~. ~y , P1e. 
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dereliction ~f duty on the part· of, the Sub -Divisiohal Officer in -not 
conducting 'check of measurements before allowing payments as 
provided by the rules. . · c ·.• ·. • ·_ ·· - , •• 

The_ Department explained that adjustments. have been- made . 
and there is rio shortage. _ . · · .. 

The p~ra. was dropped subject to verification: by the Audit . 
. . (9)' Page. 43~ Para. 17(a)47(2~Mis-appropria/ion. ·of Govern 

ment fl:laferial-· The para.rwas deferred to ~ome _'Up._ before the 
Committee alongwith the accounts for the year )962-63. _- .. 

. . " .. (10) P~ge· 42, Para; l 7(a) 49_·· lrreg1,1la,-- P«rchases- .: According 
to the. Audit objection, the local purchases during a year- exceeded 
the .limit of Rs. 10,000 prescribed by the· Government· prior to the year 
1950. .Thislimit was .raised to Rs. 12,500 in 1950: _The Divisional 
Officer continued to make local purchases in excess 'of the· limit 

• · ignoring the orders of the Government and .the -purchasesexceeded 
the limit throughout. ·. ·· - - 

The 'Department assured .tlie Committee· th~f necessary action 
would be - taken . '. against the. officials concerned· in the near future. 
The Committee directed· the Department' to .communicate __ the ,. 

': - _. action taken by them to the Finance Department as : well. as the 
• ·. .Audit. ·· - - - · ... 

. . - - - Sfibject- to these observations, the para. was dropped. F 

_ 011 Page 44, Para .. 17(a)53 .. Excess issue of" material-« The . 
explanation was found to be satisfactory and: the ,item :vv~s dropped. ·~ 

, 02) Page 44, Para. --17(a) 54-- Irregular withdrdwat of Govern 
ment Mone:y According to· the. Audit 'obje(;:tion, · the _ former 

-Governmenr of· Sind_ permitted the· re-imbursement _· i>f ·· pay of 
malis engaged on the maintenance of. gardens <attached· to :the Gov 
ernment residence as awar concession ... It was admissible upto the: . 
date. the .war came to art end viz.' 1945,_ but- it continued even- there- 

- after. Early in 1949, however, the former· Government- · of· Sind 
· decided that theconcession should be_ continued so Jong as th~ 

headquarters of the Government of Sind.were .situated at Karachi. 
The concession should have. therefore, been withdrawn from- 14th 
October, 1955, the date ·_of integration but 'itwas' noticed that 
some! officers eontinued to. avail of the concession . even after -. the 
date of. intezration and accordingly a sum. of Rs: 73.345' has · been 
irregularly drawn .·· on· this account: - On· the - initiative of Audit' 

._ Department the Government of West Pakistan, 'Finance Depart 
ment agreed that the concession· stands withdrawn after the · date 
of integration. Orders. to the . officers· of Irrigation" Denartment 
tcr put an · end ·to this. - irregular payment' were issued by the 
Irrigation · and Power Department· on - 12th _ December, 1959. 
Another. sum of Rs. 783 was also drawn by the officers of the 

. Irrigation · D"paTtmem ~v~11.· after. the da,t¢ · · 9f issue . <.>f . these GQv..; 
-~rnment orders, · 1 

409 ., 
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The matter was Iast.considered by.the~ Committee· atits: meeting . 
held· on 9.th September, 1967· w.hen the question whether: the - 

.Gove:rnment'1ord~rs -took effect from October, 1955 ;· or-December, 
L-959 could not be· settled as the. order itself was not:)1vailabte. · .-. Tho 

.. Committee: directed, tl}.e Department to have its contention 'cleared · 
with the Audit and the Finance Department.' · ,, . · · . · _ . 

• -. .- ~ - • • ,r - ·•, _/,; • . • -. 

· _ .. The Departµieri(now explained .that ordersol t~e- Irrigation 
and Power Denartment were based on the Finance Det>artment's 
advice dated, 10th Julyf_ 1959 which _ indicated _ that. .altliough the 
concession of- engaging· Malies con tinned· only· fon- as· Iong.as .Head-. 
quartersof 'tX-.Sind Government continued at Karachi, but there is · ' 

. _ __ .--_·· rrofhing mentioned ~bout-_ the recovery to < be : t}fl'~~ted. from the _. ..•. _ 
·_ .· - -·.'.officials concerned: for the period from 14th October;-.1955 to 12th , ·•- - 

· · · . December,' 19~_9....::..whe11: thefinal orqe~s to" discontinue with· the'.' . · 
Malies were issued, by. the Department "; It was: also: mentioned An , , : 

;;, _ the advice.issued by the Finance Department on ) 001 · July, : . l95t - -· 
. that stens were- being taken· to regularise 'the matter: i.e.: regnlarisa,' - : . 
- .tiQn of the exnenditure incurred from- 14th Qctober, -1959-to 12th_ · 

'December, 1959, The contention of the Deoartment was-that the 
·~ concession of engaging, Maliesbv the ·offi~ers af :thei~ ._residences, 

sto.od withdrawn onlv after the issue of the orders of the Govern~. . / I 

.ment on 12th December, 1939 and as> such the expenditure which,, • 
was incurred in good faith -.011. that . account needed I to be 
regularised. - . :- · .~ . · - _ · 

_. . - . Fina:nce,)\)~partin~rttwas ~f the -view that thetamount .prior to 
r the date .. of i,~sue of orders by>.the Department on 12th·D~cembet\- 

1959 could beregulatised, but ,-that part of ,,_..the amount Which 
rel ated · !O the period subsequent to the . date · Oil which the letter - 
was . issued should be recovered· from the persons- concerned 

''. The Commttteeaereed withthe Finance Department. arid/ reeom. ~ 
mended · · that the Department 'should proceed· accordingly. · . 

. · - . .Sub:iect · to. regularisation and 'recovery as recommended.above 
and itsveriftcation by. the Audit, the para: was dronned; - .: .. 

. <_ '/ .. 0(13). Pa~e ~3~ Para, 11(a)89(U)_:.Miaf!WfUi··_.· Hydel',P.rojec_t-ln. 
this case.the ~:ridit note.was as µnder:'\ ' . ' ,,• '. -.- .- 

- :, , ''The Mianwali Rydel Project as planned - bv the former - 
r - • Puniab . Government was taken in hand" iri January, 

>, -·19Sp··without. any detailed· -estimate or designs. An - : 
· estimate 'for the· Project amountinn to Rs. 2, 137.07 . . ". 

' lacs" was prenared after about three vears of the com· '- 
.. mencement of works - Ori . the Proiect ' but - · Was' not . 

technieallv sanctioned. In 1954 when the sritvey : and 
., preliminary ipvestij!ation .works • on· the Protect · were· 

·'<in nroeress 'the Central Government .ordered the 
l -- ·abanaonment of the . Project- _gn: the ground.' that . the - , 

P!oj~~ w~~ n.~ither productive nor. any aid ·wasprq_mi~ed 
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-~ bi .the foreign - · aid . giving c01inttles. - . The total 
. expenditure of Rs. 44,81,897 incurred on the Project till 

_ · its- abandonment not . only included-the expenditure on 
survey works · but, also the expenditure on the import of 
machinery for. the Project. . As· ·a: rem.It of the com- 

. 
1 mencement of the Project without sanction to the · 

detailed. estimate· and. 'approval of the .Government and 
its· subsequent · abandonment, the .:' Government had · 
suffered. the f ollowing losses : -· ,. · 
.(i>- the expenditure of Rs, 8,f0,~33 on va#ous ~u~ey . 

and· preliminary work~_ incurred by the DtVISlOD 
from 1949-SO to 1954-55 has gone waste as the· 

, . survey works for the Mianwali Hydel Project ,are . 
ultimately of no use. ' . :; '.·. . . . 

/ :(ii) Sheet files . and ·steel worth .. •. Rs. 5,91,401 were . 
, issued to the Project for execution of the · -various 
sub-works but as the Prpj~ct was abandoned at . 
the' time.when only survey and preliminary · work 
was in progress, this material · remained · unused . 

. . The disposal of the valuable .material' is . not trace- 
> able after about ·six 'years of_ U1e abandonment . · of 
· the -Project. Jn the absence of any material at - 

site. account for the . sub-works of the Project to 
.; which thematerial has been issued, it has to be 

· accounted for. satisf~ctorlly~. . -•·· · · · · . . . 
(iii)- Machinery .and other-stores. woi;th Rs. 30,69,963 

were imported for the .Project .' but in, view of the 
abandonment of the Project these . are stated to - 

· . have been . transferred· to. other Divisions. / In spite. . . 
f>f the lapse of a period of about-six years. no- adjust:-. 
merit of the cost of machinery so transferred, has 
been ·m.age. ·. In the absence of acceptance of the 
debits forthe machinery and storesso 'transferredIt 

. is:' not clear whether or .not these stores and machin- 
- . · ery have· been accounted . • for by· the Div~ions to 

whom these· were transferred .. · · . . . · . . . The commencement of such abig Project; costing 
about Rs. 2,137.07 lacs . without a. sanctioned. 
estimate and designs .is · a complete-disregard - of the ·· 
principles of sound financia]. .administration, 'In. 
the absence Of any . such estimates and· approval. of 

- the Government to. the undertaking of. the Project 
no properfinancial control . .could be exercised ·by 
the Departmental. authorities over execution of the 
Project ·and incuqing .. of expe1;1ditm:e. thereon with 
the result th~t serious .irregµla.ri,tjes : mentioJJed 
i ' .. ", /' .' ' . . / . ;. -r. . \· . 
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. above have been committed. Its subsequent. aban 
donment before the start· of the <construetion work . 

··,· ·: underlines the ill· planned manner in which such a I' 

huge : investment of public money had been under 
taken 'without due. consideration and examination 

_, .oft:hevatjoµs ·0aspects of. the.Project," 
. -The Departmeiit's. contention was that neither :th~ .~xpenditure 

incurred on the project had · .gone to waste . nor · the. · Project . was 
abandoned for reasons assigned by. the Audit. . '. ·· . · · 

·. The Ccmmittee "felt that the1first' decisio~.to:.start workon·'the· 
Project and subs.equentlj aftefthe survey had. taken l>lace; without .. 

. the work. being .. executed the second decision' to • abandon the work · 
was apolicyriiatter .. As such the Committee would not .go .into 

, this. The Committee was - of. the opinion, that in all matters 
which were definitely determined by. 'Settled policies of the· Govern- ' ,. 

.ment, the Public Accounts Committee should . not .· conduct an 
· inquiry. The. Committee 'regarded it. as . Ji rule •. to be carefully . 

· .foflowed, that noexpression of opinion should be-given on points 
of general policy of the Government. ·. · · · - · 

The Committee however .. d~ided that the· Government .should . 
~satisfy the A.U:dit asto. thedisposal of-the machinery .involved .. ·. I( .. ·· ... 
.. these· were transferred to· other Pi visions their acceptances: should 

· be .. shown. -Subject to these observations the para. was· dropped ~. 
· provided. thatif theAudit .· .was not "Satisfied with regard to the· 

. transfer of. machinery, the matter should ; come up again before the 
1Priblic Accounts . Committee. - . .. . . ·· · . 

. 'Ihe DeparlYJ:ent- now Pt~ced before the Colllmiltee. a sta.te111ent 
sliowmg,th~ details of-maeblnery · worth Rs. 27,:94- lacs rendered~. 

.surplus, due· to abandonment· of the . Project . .and . · quoted . the. 
-various .letters. in .. , record of Executive Bngineer.. Kalabagh. 
-Division, .according to which the receipt: of the ·Machinery· was . · 

. .~ . acknowledged · by. tlie receiyirig Division/Organizaticn -coneerned 
,, and stated that the· original' acknowledgment would .be sli-0wn·to · 

.•i~udit. by Executive Et!gin~r. Kalabagh Division; A~ for _adjusf~ .. 
· ment of cost of the Ma~hmery, the Department stated. that this 

· ·,.,would be .done in due course Le., -after an allotment or-minus ~ant , 
· .to- the Lower Jhelum Canal- Circle under the sub-Head ''C.C · 311 
':'Capital-l-Works.''- for which application of. funds was being· · sen.t. 

· and. corresponding . plus grantunderthesub-head "C.C. 68 Capital 
_· 1 .. works'-' in-responding Circles. · . · - ·· · ·,- 

. . Th~ Audit admitted 'that the trartsfer :·of .machinery ··. worth 
: Rs -. -25,60, 754 has been verified ·leaving , a balance . of. ~machinery 
worthRs. 5.,09,209; .~TbeI)epartment ·infot111edthe Committee that· 
necessary papers.' with regard .to the .. tran.sfer -ef this machinery 

·would:alsohbe pro.duced. before the Au_dit iii the.near.future. . 

' 

\. 
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The· Committee observed that· this should be done at as early· 
- adate as possible, Subject to verification· of the same by Audit, 

· the para. was dropped. · · 
(14) Page 64; Para. 17(a) 91-Expenditure on Deposit Works -in 

.Excessoj Deposits received-Audit had pointed out that-· during 
_ 1960-61' the Department incurred expenditure 01167 works in excess 
of the total deposits received which act was· in contravention of 
the rules. • · · · · 

. .The Department· had earlier explained that with the exception 
of three works the amount involved had been ·recovered/adj-usted. 

-, As regards _the three outstanding cases the position was explained 
as under:- · · 

· I. WATER SUPPLY TO K.D.A. FQR Rs; 11,79,439 
"The matter regarding recovery of the amount for the ' ~Ork 

.done by this administration on behalf of K.D .. A. has been taken up 
with that authority since long by the Executive Engineer, Thatta 
Division and the Superintending Engineer; · Bagar · . Circle. The. 
Head Office of K-.D.A. at Karachi refused. to make any "payment · 
on .account of .depoeit works .till _the Draft)Agreement was finalised 
between K'.D.A. and, Irrigation Ghulam .. Muhammad· Barrage 
Project. . .· The delay in finalization o( the- said Draft Agreement 
was due to the hitches put forth by theJ,(.D:A. from time to time · 
which have resulted in non-payment or.our dues. As such, the 
entire responsibility for the delay that has \ occurred so far 'lies on· 
the part of K.D.A. However, it js · now learn - that Superintending 

'Engineer, Bulk Water Supply 'and the Chief Engineer, K.D.A. 
have recommended the case to their higher authorities for payment 

·-"of said· dues. · The Chief Engineer and Advisor,' West : Pakistan, 
· · A.D.C;, Labore is pursuing this .case with the K.D.A;· 

. : . The Superintending -E~g~eer11 Baga~ Circle, A~D.C., Ghulam 
Muhammad Barrage Project and-Bulk Water Supply Circle, K.D.A. 

.have decided in their meeting held at Karachi on 29th December, 
1966 in respect of payment · of Deposit. work as .under:-· .·· --_ . , . . . . . 

Previously the departmental charges on the K:D.A., Deposit 
- work · done .bythis Administration during -the period 

ended 1947-48 were claimed ·at 30!%. · Brit the K.D.A. 
produced ·a ::copy of. Executive Engineer. Thatta 

.Division's letter No. SAC/C·9(e) e' dated 17th-Oecember, 
1947 addressed to the Chairman, Karachi Joint Water 
Board (since defunct), indicating that the ex-Sind Gov 
ernment had laid down the departmental charges at 
13! % of Audit charges for works regarding constructing 

· the Haleji Scheme. . Acc01:dingly, th~ • rate of. 13! % as 
· departmental charges for 'the :said. "period the .amouut 
in this behalf works out. h:, \R:i; ·'3;43;578·06. The. . . . . ·- ... ~ ·. ;._ .. 
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.total claimfor: the Deposit jVOrk upto the said . periocl . 
,_ · thus comes to Rs. is,88,206·06· out of which. .an amount 

.. of Rs, 23;54,500.00 has' already been _· recovered, The 
OU!Standing I balance fot the Said period anti at the said 
rate .of departmentalcharges (i.e. J,3!%) is Rs. 5,34,103 
and for. the .payment of this, the . Karaclii · Development 
Authority are, being- reminded constantly. . -· ' · 

)• • • • • • . . '• ; • • ·, • - • • • . : • ./ ·' ·s I ~ ~. . ~ 

For the deposit work for 19.49-50, to 196f-(i2, the Ex-Siild Gov- , 
. ernment laid down the rate of departmental charges at 25 % . At .. 
this rate the amount of departmental charges plus the e~penditu.ro 
on construction of· Haleji Scheme payable by: the ~:D.Ai is 

.Rs, 9,49,379·50, against whichRs, 7,84~861 have been recovered and 
an amount of Rs: 1,64,518·50 is still recoverable for which the· 
K.D.A.,' is being reminded constantly. . - · . .- 

.. · ' I . ·. - 

, Thus the totalamount recoverable from K.P.Ar is Rs. 5,34,103 
,:+Rs. J;64,518=~s: 6,98,u21. . -, "' - . ' 

2. NARANn FLOWJRRIGATION SCHAME; · _ \ 
. - - The; estimated, cost of the' scheme is Rs, 1S5,000 against :wfuch·'. 
the expenditure of Rs. 92,506 , -. has _ been- incurred. . The .. District 

_ . Council deposited Rs! 47,700 and the balance' of . Rs. 67,300/.is 
· recoverable from them. The District Council 'had however declin-: 

. - ed to pay. the balance due to its· weak finance. The . i Commfs- 
sioner, Peshawar .Dfvision approached the Board _-of. Revenue to 
arrange Rs. 67,300 from ·oov~:rrunerit:f:9nds' and that the· scheme .. ·, - i:· 

. may, be · maintained.by Irrigation Department_ A spec,fal ·applica-. 
;. tion _ for fonds wassent. to Finance - Department to .agree to·. the . 

allocation o( 1 additional funds. The Finance . Department desired 
· to know the: action taken agaitlst the officer · fQt C()Jllpleting . the 
work in anticipation of deposit of additional funds by the . Pi.strict 
Council, Mardan." Reply- to 'the _ob~ervatidn _ . of .the Finance 

· Department hasbeen sent 'andthematter.is still under eorrespon 
.. , dence, . . The amount will· be cleared' from. the; "Miscellaneous -P.W. 

·-· .. •.· Adv ances" as. soon. as · .funds are received: • . . 
. 3.. CONSTRUCTION OF ROAD INSID~ PREMIER SUGAR Mn.~. ) 
The Department explained that. the.records ,were.· not available. 

~- • /_. • . \ . • (_._ -"" • •• ,. • c • 

As regards, the first work: the~ Committeethen decided that:--_ 
Ii) TJ}e .. Department should satisfy the Audit. by'~: produe- - - 

· tion of the original .~Jetter from-the Sind. _ Government 
agreeing to the Departmentalcharges of '113!:% -to · be 

- recovered from the Karachi Joint Water. Board {whose 
_ successor are the K.D.A. in place of 30!%; . . , 

(ii) The· Department-should. explain to the ·connnitte.ea( to. , 
· how and from where .this figure of Jot% - which ar.e .at: 

...• , 'present being ·ch.ar~e4, 'came, and· whoauthorised it; 
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· (iii) TheDepartment should expedite .··., signing· of the .agree . .; 
ment with the K.D.A. . . · · 'c :' 1 . ": · 

and to. report the progress to the ,Committee at its n~xt_ meeting .•. · . 
. As. r~gards. Naranfi°Scherile the Committee:then .. decided th~t 

the Department shouldtake · steps ' either· to have the ' amount of 

I .
. , · · Rs. 67,300_ recovered from the District. Council '.: .. or approach 'the. 

· - -. 'Finance Department for a grant. "I'he progress should be reported 
, ·~ , to the Committee a,t its next meeting. . ' · . . (- · . 

· As regards' the coffstruction of r~ads imidci' the Premik .. Su~ar • 
· tv1i11, involving a sumof Rs.-J,79,22S, the Department requested for. 
time to trace out 1:Jle records and · place them . before t!ie ,. next - . 
meeting of. the· Public 'Accouts Committee, :. .. ,,. . \ · ·· 

' ;' 'Th~ latest position of'these cases Was. now :: 'report~ to be 'as . . under· ·. . .. ,. . . ' . ,· ; ,· .. ." i. ~ / . . . . 

. ..· (.1)-;, .; Supply to' K~ D. 4 ;~·tbe\~attei ~eg~;ding· recove;· · · 
·:<>f the amountforthe wqrk·d~ne by tliis 'ad~tj.is~q1tfo-n on ,behglf 
of K:D.A. has.been taken up with that aµtho:nty since.long by . .the 

. Executive Engineer.I'I'hatta Divisionand Sqpet,intending. Engineer, 
· Bagar -Circle: The head office: of K:D.A; 1 l{arachi refused · to 

~· ; · make. any. payment '; on account of deposit :works till the· Draft. 
agreement · is· finalised between · K.D.A. incl- Jrrigati(?~ -. O.M.13: 

· Projectt The delay in finalisation ot, the sai Draft agreement ~ is 
. due. to the hitches- put forth 'by tl_l~ K.0.A. f om time to 'tinlr Fhi~h 
have resultedin non-payment of our dues. ~s.sQ.ch the.entire res 
ponsibilitv for the delav. that had occured so1for lies on the nart of 
K.D.A. However theSuoerintending Engineer-Bulk 1Water Sunnlv 
and the.Chief Eh{tlneer; K.D.A. recommend~d the case to. their - . 
higher authorities for navment of said dues. ~he. K.D.A. now insists -t, 

that .certain paras. of the agreement' may b modifled . and Draft- , 
Agreement is under consideration with tb'.e .~_.C. Headquarters." 

.. . . 'the points raised by the Public Accoun s pommittee:._were ex- 
.. plained as under: -·•• · . .. 

'(i) The Ex~Sinij Government's original' l~tter "No. 332 ·· '(M)' 
· - {i), ·dated-30::-1-194~ fixing the. departmental' charges at 
.· concessional rate of l3t% (12!-% · Departmental 'Charzes 

phis 1 % 'Audit charges) is not forthcoming either with · 
. this Administration or the· K.D.A .. :: It aonears that: on 

··. the eve of formation of 'One unit.' theBX-:Sind P.W.D. 
Secretariat file containing the said.letter 'did. not . come ' 

· Intotbe possession or this'Administration. · Since there · 
are repeated references to this concessional . nel'<'ent~oe 
01;1 the. sides ofboth this Administration. and the K.D.A. 
over a number of years, it Js. reasonable to. accept . this 
percentage for: Haleji Reservoir Schemes work executed 
byJhis_A9lllll)istration on-behalf of Et.b;A. · .~ 

-C . (. .: I ' r- "'.t. 
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> (ii) Actti~Ity'there is nothing to substantiate the figutes ot 
- _ ·. 30,! % mentioned in this -query of the<l>uplic · - Accounts 

· · 
1 

· · · · 'Co·mm.t···· .• 'tte~--_:· .. · This fig'U. __ re was erro_n.e.ozisly gt~e-n·····. a·nd··· _ th,e e , • - oversight ts. regretted. _The fact .is that 'beside the posi- 
.» sion explained in reply to query No'. (1) abovethere was 

, another work of the K:D.A. viz. "Pontoon :Scheme"~ 
. __ · which was executed _by this Administration on behalf of 

- v · ;· • · K'.D.A~ · at the· concessional rate · qh25% fixed _ by . the': 
: · -P.W.D.,~vide their letter No -. 7356-1(2), dated 15"'."s .. 54; 

... Thiis-tHere,were,two works of .. the·K.M: executedby. "this: 
· · · . Administration; at theconcessional .peroentage - charges 

· ?f_ 13!% ·~11;d 25%~. res:e_ectively. The statemen~ 'sho'Y- 
mg the .details .about the amount recoverable and·· re- 

. · ,, covered" so f~r,r from. the K~D-.A:.; .on .aceount of both of' 
. · 'them indicates that a. total · amount - of ·, Rs. · 6,98;621 /63 

. IS now 'recoverable for both ofthe said ~orks_ . . 
(iii) The :Draft A.gl'eement is· under coµ_sideration · with- the 

A.P,.C. Headquarters because the 'K .. D.A.::, insists· that . 
. certain .. paras:~~f the.Agreemeut-donotsuit .· them and 

. - - . that- the same.should be modified . .- •. · < 
· - (?) Naranii. · Flqw .. Isrigatian - Scheme...:.:..;Thtt, .scheme was 
implemented' by- Irrigation Department o:n · behalf · .of District' ,._ 
Council :;:Mardam· . Its, cost was 'estimated· .to Rs. 47,700 • 1 · 

which was : -pa1q .. · bv the ., District ' Council., . •T})is ,. amoui1t \· .. 
was exceeded <Jue to· (i) increase :iri the. cost of land · beyond the · · 
provisioain the-estimate· (ii)":si4e slips during construction · whicl( . · 
.meant handline increased.quantity of work -than-'~tl:i:a.t , pr¢videc1" i:tf · 
the 'estimate and (iii) Desertion of - the. original contractor. ·which. .; · 
necessitated-retendering of the work ata hlaher 'rate, · -Th~ . .-ce>st, .. of _ 

- the scheme rose 'to Rs. JJ5;000-which - included 'the amount -.·of. · 
Rs; 22.500 for eomnensation, The District· CouriciliM~rdan .: found ' 
itse1f unable to finance the expenditure. The. Commissioner, 
Peshawar Division anproached. the Board ·of Revenue 'to ariarige 
Rs. 67,300 from Government funds and 'tha_t the scheme may. - be ·•. 
maintained by Irrigation Department.' .The maintenance of Jbe 

·; scheme since its completion 'is being": done· by ' Irtigatiorr; Depart- 
. ment while the t~venue derived . from thescbeme is al~o credited 'to' 
Government. Soectal a:onliGatiori. for funds: was sent-to Finance 
Deriartmentto a.l'oc:ate additional· funds.- The FtnanceDepartment 
desired to "know. tb_e action· taken' againstthe dfficet for. completing 
the work in anricieation of deposit'. of: additional. funds .·tlv .. the 

- Di~trict C.0,~11df ·M~+nan:: . It was -exolained to the Fi11ance Depart .. 
· ment .that the stonnane. of work at. the - stage, expenditure · r,acn~d 
the limit of denosited amount 'would.have entailed .. total loss __of, 
amount already exnended as the incomplete work:'. would. have been 
washed iwa:y by the floods; . The -. completion of -the wotk in the 
cireum.S'tl!,fiCef'WaS fully warrented,' - Thiscase: Is stillunder .corres- 
pondence, . _,,. . - . . ' .\ - ' \ 
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. . . (3~ Cimstru~rion of Road inside · ·· Prertdef · .. Sugar c :J.fill- ... The .. 
Committee notearbar the work. for the construction of · the road · 
was . started · as ~, deposit work without appropriate sanction. The 
Dep~ment maintained that this had been-done under· .. orders ;-ef 

)It~~ f~~~. Chief_Min.i$ter of N.\V.RP.. AJm~ :olR~. 3;1.4;000 has be~ 
1 

. ) . .. . . 
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.. (3) ·. Construction of Road inside Premier Sugar Mlll-« The work 
of constructing. and 'concreting road inside the Premier, Sugar . Mill t. 

Was taken jn hand! in thf month of.July, 1950 in compliance . with 
the verbal instructions of the Chief.MinistefEx.' N.W.RP.· as a .i 
deposit 'York tg be paid for by Premier $uga{ Mill · :rvt~rd~n. T_hl, 
Sugar Mill agreed· to pay as soon· as funds become available · ' with 
them after the commencement of.the working season 11950-Sl. The 
work was completed at a cost of Rs .. 4,50;351 ': (W.O. 3,67,037 and 
D.C. 83,314)' Vigorous efforts have been made, at· variouslevels, to · 
effect the recovery of the balance of Rs, l,79,2is without success. 
The matter was also reported totheGovernment.of West.Pakistan;'. 
lndus~:ries Department.. for. effecting 'the recovery from the· bill. ~( 
the Mill payable · by Industries Department .. The case remained 

. under correspondence for three yead but • no: recovery cc;>Ul(i · be 
.. · effected'. The matter was thereupontaken up in March, 1,66 with 

•• • r civil authorities to effect. the recover as. · arrear of . land-revenue on 
· the strength of · Notification No. 7321;:65 / 3587 /LBB, dated 
16-10-1965 (West· Pakistan Ordinance XXIIII" of · 1962). · Several • 
reminders were· issued to the D. C., Mardan by 'the Executive .. 

· Engineer; Mardan and Superintending Engineer, Northern . Irriga- ' ' 
tion Circle; Mardan 1;>Ut 'no recovery· has yet : been eff ected. .In the.. 

.. · - meantime the · Mill authorities approached ·· the' Superintending . 
Engineer for the waiving "of Departmental charges: of Rs, 8~,j 14 and 
expressed their willingness to pay the balance. o.f Rs, 95;91 rif, the 
departmental charges are waived. The proposal-was · referred by . 
. Chief Engineer to Government of Wesf-Pakistan, Irrigation and. ! 

· Power Department, Lahore. The case has now been ref erred to . · 
' Secretary, Board of Revenue by the West Pakistan. Irrigation," 

and Power. Department, Lahore,-· vide letter N9. 18/$;0. T&D . 
· (P) ! 64, dated' 25-9-1967 requesting him to direct the Deputy . Com 
missioner, Mardan, to effect the recovery from the Mill immediate- . 
ly. · Board of Revenue has been reminded: · .. - · 1 · · 

(1). Water.Suppl_;·to K.D.A.~Tlie Committee observed that 
there was a basic dispute between 'the Department and the· K.D.A. 
with regard 'to the-rate ·at which departmental. charges are tb be. 

· recovered from the K..D.A. -;This matter-has beerr pending · .for .. a 
. long time and it appears, that it would not be finally settled between .. 
. the Department arid the K.D.A. unless the, Finance 'Department 
r takes .interest, in: this and tries to ' sort it out: . The . Committee, 

. therefore. asked .the Finance Department to'; get this issue settled," 
' . (2) Naranii Flow 'Irrigation Scheme+ The Committee ·l:}Sked · 
the Department . to expedite. the case. . ,: . · · ~ 
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. . , The P{ll'.a: w~~- clef erred to 1be t~ken up, alongwi~h1 the accounts . , . 
·.' 'for 1962·63. · . · . . · . ,. · · · 

•. 1 . ·-._.· __ .. , ·. • - • -. . :. . . - I-_.:· r- 1. .. . . . ··: . .:' .. (: : \ .. -. _- . :: . ' -_ - :-. 
-. , ·· ·. (1'5f Page 17~ Pqra.· l7(a)9?~~xpenditure on P~J' and allow,ances 

, ( oi Government ~ervant~ acqurtted. by Court ofLaw-,:.._Tfte·explat,.a 
tion was f ound satisfactory and the' ,it,em ,~as dtopp~d. . .. 1 l i 

, ..•. i (f6) Pa~e' 512, -Item No. 5(iz)-Excess Payment- .. As. the item' has 
: been ~011yert~d into, p~r.a. 59 (i) of. Appropriation · Accqu~ts, for 

1963.-64, it was dropped from. .. here. . ' · , -, 1 

'· .. ·, .· f11)', Page 512, Annei~re P~ra.,9, Wasteful. e1penditur~~thd 
para. was deferred .to come.up again. alonzwith the accounts for the · 
ye~r :1962-63 when th~ Department shpuld furni~l! full I faets qf t?e 
case and the, latest p9s1t10n. : . . ·.· .. - . , .. i. ··. .. · . . ·. . . · 1• ., · , . , . ·.: 

'· (18} Paee 'st3·Para.) 1ifloSS· d_ue ta.?fefective p~sigyti'IJg of .S.r>ilt 
. Weir Rs. \,32,855-<.Ir this ease spill ~e1r constm,~ted .,during l95? 
at atotal cost of .Rs, S,91,716 was wa$h~d awav ml the verv .dirst 

. '· flood dutine; _the1,S~m~ year, '.fhe. ,f ailu~e .of s'oHf weir ,was attribut.; 
edto defect m desrn:n111f!I, The1cost,of1ts fnrtber<reo·arrs am9unt~d 

' 

1J() 
Rs. 4~3t]76. Similarly .ancther 1suiU ~ejr. qonsttuctect ~f fl, cost 

ofR~.·4 • .fl,139 was damaged'within-10 -. days of its, completion: 
·\Tbe.daltla~ed rrortion· was gQt repaired:at atotal estitnated c<>st.:of 
R$. 3,64,616. ,T~~ fa.ilur~ ,of spill weir ,ya.~ attributed to defectrve . 

.. I \iesigning;· ' '·, ' ,· · .. , ,· , ; , I ,,:, / \ 
;.I ... _;i. 

I . . I 

) 4181'. 

rec:oveteq.) I This leaves a balance. ·Of R$. 1,36,35 l' ,t6 be recovered. 
Tb~ Mill, ,a:uthorities, have agreed • to p~y t~e 'balance <;>'f. -, Rs .. 53;037 

, which covers.rhe \\;Otl< .• outlay,;-but.have.·, disputed · .. the .. payment of/ 
Rs. 83,3lfJ · whic,h · covers the departmental · charges. · Their " conten 

)ioµ is that theY. sb.o~ld not be asked to pay', this ... amount\a$ the 
, workwas d:<>ne in. public interest. The,'C<;>tilihltteefaiJed 1~0 1 under 

Stand how the construction .of road within .the area of a Mill could be cop.siderea: to. have been done in public. W.t¢rest~ putther' .more, 
from ex~mination of the letter of-the .Mill.authorities dated .4-3-1968, . 
produeed,.by .the Department; it' app~a\ed .,that 'tqe, Administration · 
'of the Mill have taken it upon' themselves to. decide' th.at. the .·.· work 
was donein publicint,etest and arbitrarily refused "1 td clllake · this 
payment; The CottJJitittee felt that Departlllent sµouid .mal{e. all 

I eft'orts-attlie earliest to take,necessafy' action'to recovernot.only the r-, 

balance of lls. 53,037, which covers the 'work outl~y but also amount 
.of.Rs, 8~,314 being the departmental 1,phai;,ges: .The Committee also ~ .. ' 

r. · (eltit worthwhile to point outthat' in quite a few qases~ it p.as been · ' 
bbi;erved . that the Departments. are placed in an .. emQarrasing cp_osi.- , · . 

, tion when the admin1strators,at ·vadb~~ level~ not 'empowered _ to 
give directives of this ,nature/order the" Engineers. · and others .to 

·· · e;e~~tejobs\~thout.~r9pe~ ·~anctio!J-:,1 T~is. 1;>lace~ them in a false. 
pe>s1t1on . and many seriousirregularities are committed on the plea .. 

• tli~t1 ora1J~stru,c.tions; of the _administrator,, ihopgh, u~authorised,' .. , 
&ave beeµ·carned out · , , ,· 1 ; 
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. The matter waslastconsidered by the Committee at its meeting:. 
held on 9'!9-1967 when the Department explained- that the lossdue .: 
to defect in designing spill weirs as pointed out by the Audit Depart- · 
ment was.in respect of the following.t\~o worl{s:-_ ' .: · .· 

· (1) Spill weir at Nawabi near Takwara , iij D. 1.· Khan 
. , District, · · · , · · · . . · ' 

. . . (2) Spillweir at W artuki ln D. LKha~ District. . . ! , 

The Departmental inquiry was held· to• investigate. in.to the causes of ·• ' 
the.damage-done to the 1two spill weirs at.Nawabiand Warrukiand . 

. . to fix responsibility. · In the opinion, of the 'Court of Enquiry . the . . 
spi]. weirs 'were damaged mainly due . to faulty design. . The Go- \ 
vernment, however, after a very:careful.considerat!9~ of-the cas~ 
gave benefit of doubt to the Design Engineer responsible for the~e 
designs, and have ·exo;rn~rated him of the charge as 'it;i design matters 'i 

.ehances for such lossescould.not be altogether elim.w,at~d .. · The loss 
which IS admitted did not 'occur due to malafide · intention or 
irregularity. -The.case'was examined, by the Departmental Accounts 
Conµnitteein their meeting held. on '5th and 6th. July, 196(? when It 

'was explained that the design adopted 'for spill weir was an experi- ' 
ment with a view to' effect saving in 'cost .of i construction pf .such 1 • 

works ... The experiments which were costly, however did not· suceed, · 
~ · I • • • • . • • ' ' • ., • • :j . . l• '·~ 

. . The Audit. pointed out 'that the .. copy qf the Enquiry Report hSrS 
'not been supplied _to them. , , ·. 

' . . • . ·. .' (r '·. • • ·!. .·· .. ': . . ' 

'. J The Committee then directed the I,)epart.ment to . supply a 
"copyof.the Enquiry Report tg.the Audit, and also place 'it before . 
the Public Accounts Committee at its next· meeting: alongwith the 

'relevant documents, I .. ; ' • ' ,' < •' • • ' I , .· \ 

. The Department now explained that the report ck the'. Enquiry 
·Officer was sent in orjgin~l by the Dep,r~rrie~t to . the 'Secretary .to 
Government of West Pakistan, .Comrminications and' Works; Depart- .... 

,. ment, Lahote,-'vide letter No. E-l/4:8,;.S.0.Il(E)I62, (lateq.-i8~5-l964:, 
- ·· The, Secretary to Government of · We.st' Pakistan, Communications 

and Works Department, Lahore has been requested to supply an 
attested copy of Enquiry Report direct to the Director. Audit· · and 
Accounts (Works), West Pakistan, Lahore as well ~s-tp,. -tbe. Depart- 
ment.Ior placing it before the-Standing Committee on Public Accounts . 
as desired, but the copies have not been received f:fom. Communi- 
cations and Works Department: · ·· x.. ·• . •· :, J -. • 

, I• ,·, LI ' ' ' ::. j • 

-~-· : · The Committee notedthat despite the directive ofthe-Committee: 
given in the meeting held on 9-9-1967 thatthe Department ··s~ould 

· supply the copy of the Enquiry Report to ~he Au?it and: also that the 
same should be produced' before the Committee "at its present 
meeting, this has not been done during the ·• past .. six .:' mo1'ths. The. 
Department is once again .directed to supply a ·copy of the .Enquiry 
k~:port t?jthe ~udit ~thi~,one ~ont~~ · :, _'.· ,! .r _ · ·· 

.·/ ., 1 •• ' ' 
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·subj~t,to verifi,cation'by. 'Audit of the, same the· para. wai 
tltop~d. _"- ' I , " . ·, , , , j, • • 

:. 19'.·. Pai~A-5~ 'Para. 8-Grant No .. Nil; Other. Revenue' cxpfn~ · · · .. · 
diture Connected. with Electricity -Sc{1eme7,. . · r · ' · . . . 

~- •. - )', ·;,· .··.' 

01\: 
\ . . I ~ .,J _el''··.~···."• 

. I t.:': ) ,. . . . .. . "• • '., ·. 
'· . · ,19,iperiditur~ _ · . j ••• .. , l,~l,44~ · 

Ei(Ce$S . ' ·. . .. , l 3 i 445 · ' , 
,· .. · .. - . ~ I • . ·. . . . . .·. . . ·. . t· , , ~ .. 

. Th,e Department.explained-that excess expenditure of Rs: l131~44S 
. 'represents expenditure. on. account. of. payment. of claims. of arrears ol. . 

. ,pay'and allqwances.withoµt'budget provision. ..• 'Qt;i ehquiry.from·the· .· ... <. ·,' 

, .• 1< · Director Audit and Accounts (Works), Wiest· '.Pakistan~ .Lahore, it w~$ · 
-'.. ,. ·cl~fied by the Government :of.West '.Paki;tan,;rln;iga~ionp-;ommuni~_ 

1, 
, • I ·' cations· and Works . Department, Lahore,~vide their No. 5/20-SCI , . 

(E)/2/$8', dated 2f:.10~l9pfissued with. the --·,concurrence:·of., .fhe 
f , Finance-Department th~ythe re-imbursement ' of arrears .of pay. ,to 

· WAPDA when claimedwill appearin the.Goverrrment'aceount under "- ,, ·, ,. ;, 
. head ~'52~A--Other · ReVenue Expenditure connected with_ ,,''Electricity, 
S.cheflle~-E.·.stabli~.hm. e~t · .. charges". ahd.JJ,µdgetlprov.· isionfor t~e sapi;e 

.. will have to be made :in, due course: , It was tlll'ther,deq1de4!. that ·~ .. 1 
. atty'1limo~nt 'appears in qovern,ment ~cc9runt's:.f()rthe year _1959-'."6~ -or- . 
.. 19p0-61, itshall have to beleft an-covered. ·As llO:clear instructions 
·.wit~.regard;fo the budgetpr9vjsion.to,be~ad~ forpayment'of ar~ears .. 
of pay for the year 1 ~5"9.-60 or 1960~~ I: ex1ste1 :' lJefore the Js~~~ of r I 
tpese Government orders, .no.funds for the purpose vler~,cateredfor,1 
by the Government, ·· ;J:t.may ,al&? added that the budget provisio,n was') :_. . 
duly made fotthe.toUowing 1yea,s. . 1 • · _ · ·.·. · i" _:. . ·.. .: . : · .: . t 

. . . . , .. '.,. . . ' , . '.' ' . . , ~ i . . , ' ;, , ) 

. . . The Committee accepted the explanation of the Department and',' 
.~ecq~~ric\ed'r~gularizatior1pf the,exce,ss,:.e~p'endijur~{ .. ' <, }1, 

·: '. ne.C9mmittee th~il: adjourned to meet; again 'on B~J-19.68· at.. :-:9..00 a.m, . . :_: . . . - ,:· , . .; , ~· '2 . ..', 

, ' LAHORE: l .' •' .. ,2'.AI~(NOORANl ,' 
. . . . ' . ,, .· .· . ~ , . . . . .' , . . ~.. . .... , CfLµRMAl'!f, , , , ' •. I . 

'{hr .lyfarch,· f9_68/ .... r I Stcmring Coinmf~teer ?~1 Public Accounts, \ ,· 
-. { I),' ( ) .\1 ':" ~ ) • • ':·-( 

,• r-s- .>, ~\ :. ·, r.: 
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By. Invitation. · 

,. - I 

Member. 
Member. 
Mefuber~ 

· 'pypert' · , ·. 
·~· .. · - -,": .nuVtser. · · 

I 
I I< 

_Ex~nditp,re 
Expenditure .. · 

_ _ Eicess. . 1 _ . , 
. . . • ... . {, l 

·:Item L =' Excess of ~s~ 3,84,560~ .. 

··~ 

,r. .,421 1· 

:~ ' ' 

.r 
' 
t : 

I .: 

PROCEEDINGS OF THE MEETING OF TJill' STANDING ' 'I 
COMMITTEE . ON . PUBLIC ACCOUNTS HELD ON 8TH 
MARCH, 1968,·AT9-00.t\..M. IN THa 'TE~·-ROQM',OF 'f}m, 

·') ASSEfylBLYBUILDINQ1LAHORE:. ·. L ... •. ·, ·, ·. 
·,, .·· '.- .• , ,._ .,,_ •• , 1 _;i ,I. ' 

l. Th.e following were present: - . ., , 
· (U:Mr.:Zain·,Noora~i, M.P.A ... '. -, :<),<?.) ~hainnan . .-:: 

(.2) Chaudhri Muhammad Sarwar Khan,' · ... ··Member/·' 
. M.P.A. L \ . ..- ' ·. ' ,. ,. . 

(3)1 Chaudhri Muhammad Nawaz, M.P.A. (. .. 
(4). Rai Mansab Ali Khan Kharal; MJ>.A ... · ... 

,(5) Mt. Malang Khan, M·.P.A. · . • , -: 1 ••• :. 

. (6) Mr. .Imraa Shah, -C~S.P., Adclitioriaf°;~.'. 
·. · Secretary to Government of West.~ ... 

Pakistan, Finance Department. ,, · , :: · 
(7) Mr. Nuzhat, Hussain, P. -A. & A.'s., 

Director, Audit and Accounts (Works), 
We~t.Pakistan. , . 

/ (8) Mf Ahmed Hassan, P. S,. E. i, Secr¢taty .. : . By Invitation 
. to Government .of West Pakistan, 
Irrigation .and . Power · Department, 

.• , ; c , alongwithChief Engineers of various ,1. 
regions.' .: ' . : r ', ' , • ' ) 

(9) Mr. :f\1. :.A~- Rashid, ·T. Pk., c s.z, .,.. Bylnvitation.·. 
. ·: Member,' Finance, W APD~ : _· · · · · ·::; · · · 
(10) Mr/M .. U~ Arain, . P~ s, E. I., Chief .; ... By Invitation..~· .. __ 1 -Engineer,.Ghulain Muhamma4Batrage · · 

.Project.. -·, . . . . . , t . 

,' . ChaudhrC -Muhammad' .Jqbal, "s, :, K,, 'S~reiary~·Provincial I ' 

Asse,mbl:fof West Pakistan; aqted as Se9tet~ of .the C9mmittee. 1 · - <. 

; II. i The Committee considered the explanatiQns o.f the Irrigation 
, ,. .and PowerDepartment in respect ·of.the following Items-appearing 

in Appropriation .Accpunts;:--a..:... ) . ... . · .. · . · . . · 
-t • APPR,OPRIATION AccoUN'l's FOR.1'Hl31YEAR. 1960-61'. ! : 

. .. Page 4, Par~: 8 readwith.pr;zge, 130.--:.:-G~anrtyo. !~Other 1Ex.; 
pehditurefinanced·from 10rdinary:_B.evenue-. 1, • . · 

-; , -i: \ I I . • ,., ·1 ''. . : . ), ·' .• ,." :: . l~.s, 
I .(, Original Grant "; : .. 53;45~010' 

·. Modified 'Gran .. · . t .. : : . '. st;(}S,31 . 
' . i 

.. - . ~. , f i_,88,60, 706 ' ' .: 
... . · .1,88,60,706 
•• 

11,37,SS,3,6 
+: ' -~ 
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. , , l:tem N = Re6onciliatjott o{ figures ) ... , . . . . . .: . . 
l. ' ' I I I ' ,J ·' \ I 

· Tp~ considerafion qf these ~wo, items was, def~rreq tQ be t3:ken 
, 1 up alongwith the Acc~unts :foz: 1962~63. . · . -. . .. ,. '1 . 

• I . • ., ... __ ,: ; _·: ·: >1 • \';.I ' :, -, ·~: . t • . . ', . ,:.,;_ ... _,>_ . '. :·_.: .. : 

. : . .APPROPRIATION A'.CCOUNTS FOlt THE YEAR, 1961..:62. .. . . 
.. ~ . . . . . ' .. · . . . ,. '. ,• : :,-_ • ··, ' l . , ~--. ··. ·.· . _· . i J .'-· . ',1 . . . . ',\ ·. 

· (~} P,age 3, Paro. 5.readwithpage 49~Grflnt'No. 8,},nd_erhea4 .- .. 
.. 13-·. 0th.er 'l'axes1~ndDuties7'F-Chdrges 1,inder', the: filectrici'tf .. 

... ~ 'A,ct"-· .,._::,_,1 ·" · · ·· •.· •· ' '· · '· ·"' •··· 

:, \ ; Rs~',.·· 
. , 

. 
1_ 

onginJ(kfant ·_, ·) 1..:i . ~,3sr2oq . > . ' 

J\ct?#,.txpenditure · .. \ ,· t ! 2?,9p,651' .· 
, . Saym.g~.·· ·.·. . ,. .·. . . . 47,549 , .'!',: '., 

. The I>epart~enl ~xpl~in~d..t.pe saying.~~. under: .~. ' _'.· .. ~·.. . . :, .· -, 
" . , (ll The Modified Grant should have been Rs. 3'/1.7 ~S.70 because · · 

, . .a1,1 am:o,unt'\of Rs.110i63.0·: was. pl~ce'd under\ suo'."p.ead' . 
. "Surreaders arid withdrawals withinthe. gr.~11t" 1, by· the 

... , ,Finance.:,-:pep'art:ment,-· vide their p.o. Np ... BVII~T (~4)J. ·, ) 
· 1 61-1154; dated;36th June, 196~; which was not taken into · :-1 :c 

,: account by. the Audit, Office= Rs. 101630; · ·· · . · 'i 
, I ·. . ', ·, I· ,'; ' ,· v.• ·'· • I 

,(2) Due to· non-availability .of technical staff some posts· · of 
, qualified Electric Inspectors .and Electric Sub-Inspectors'. '\ · · \. · 

· ¢.t<t, remained vacant till the close;~, the· finan,ciij;,y'ear. , 
' . . Surr1endet CQU;ld not. be mad; a~these posts ~e~,e expected : , 
, <- 'to }?e filled up any. time. - Rs. 30,32.1,. . . , .·.· , . 

;1 · (3},1The exaininati~nlof Eiectri~al Sripervis~;s ~d W)k~men: .: :·:- 
. · -: was not'conducted during th6 year as llQ Lfoensing'Board , . 

r, ' was constituted by Government till -the- close ·of 'the, 
, Financial Year.' Surrender could not be made as' the 

: . Board · ~as expected to, be, . fODsti!liJed any .time . · . 
. R~. i,s~~- . . · I . . . .! . . · t . • . • • 

.(4) Due to _non-purch~se of testing instruments' on account- ot , , , .. 
· · :" return of these· instruments from Electricity Department ... 

, ~- :· 

1• 

w~bh .originally belonged· to Electric .Inspector, ( ¥ydet- . 
· .. ~bad.z= Rs.4,098'. , · .. · .: · · · . ·· ·. :· · c · · · · · ,( .J 

• - .... I • I ( -, I 

... The' explanation.was ifound to be .satisfactory and the. item was· 
' ' dropped. . I .. \ . I r • : • j: ' IJ I ':: ' 

. . ( : L . I. "I .; ~. . '.,, \~ 

'.' I ' J. :,, . '. : )·. ;_ . • ·. {·,:·'·! ·,<'; .: . i _,• • . ,· .' : :.' t: . ·: ' ., 

, . :(2) Pr,ge 3, Para: 8 read.wit]: page 9~Charge/ on Ele~t-ricity' ( ·, · 
Establishment-1 _Excess Es. J,i27-:-:-;As the working paper in . respect , r 

'of this para had n<lt beeri sent. by the Department to, the >:Audit pre- ·, : 
; '1 -viously, the consideration 'of this para. w~s deferrecJ. to, -20 Cf.\pr,il,,,. 

,l 1968, • _I, • t \ . , 1 
• \ ': • • ( ' 
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•. (3) fage 3, Pa,:a. 8 read with page,!'14'-GrantNq. 9-lrrigbtibn 
Working expenses=- . .. . ,_ . .: · · 1 · 

, r - , .1 ·' - Rs; ' , 
-Grant ·, 5,13,81,90() 
Ex~en<liture 6~42,72;189 
Excess " 1\28,90,289 .. 

. The Department. , explained th~t '. the I original grant was 
Rs. 5,13,81,900. · The Department asked for more funds in thelists: of 
Excesses and. Surrenders: .Instead of providing more .. furids Finance 
Department imposed a cut ·of Rs. 4,52,990 reducing the . grant to · 
Rs '. 5;~9,f8,910 .. TJ;ie Department spe~t. Rs'. l,33,43,i7? in excess of. 
the modified .grant, The excess expenditure was due to the follow- - 

, ing .reasons :-· . . . .- - · · 
- (1) The exc~ss of Rs. 60,80,565 in Sukkur Region was due 'to 

11the factthat the. channels in Southern , Region required 
extensive maintenance work especially in respect of Silt 
Clearance, groynes raising. and strengthening of banks, 
etc., because as a result 'of Grow More Food Campaign.' 

. the demand of .water for - irrigation purposes had abnor 
mally increased. The supply of water to meet· the require 
ment of the cultivators from partly silted channels was I)Ot 
possible. Therefore, in order to meet' the situation the 

. I demand unden Sub-head maintenance': and repairs was 
increased in the 2nd List on practical groundsbut.was not 

' sanctioned by Government and by the time the Modified 
Grant was.communicated to the Chief Engineer, Sukkur, 
the expenditure on M. and. R;, had. already' exceeded .the 
allotment. ' ' . I, ' ' ( -- ' ' . ·. . \ 

(2) The excess expenditure of Rs. J6,33,070 .isreported by the . 
Chief Engineer, Remodelling on the most- essential works 
in respect ofti) B. R. B. D: Link, (ii) M.- R. Link, and (iii) 

, B. S. Link; which were absolutely necessary for safe run- 
. ning of the Link1s to its. fol\ ,_ authorized dfscharge. .. The .. , 

demandfor these works.}V~~·xp:ade ~ , ~he 2nd, List of 
. Exc~~ses and Surrenders "?,th full, 1u.st1fic~Uon but I-no 

additional grant was allotted, :;_ ·, · .. . · 
,, (3) The Chief,Engineer, S~~g·od.ha:/has .reported excess «: 

· Rs. 16,91,634 as under:-- ·_-., · , · 
' (i) .Rs: 4,78,372 in RasulTubewell Project, i~ d~e. to . the 

, fact that against Original Grant of Rs. 10,00,000 a· ' · 1 

demand of, Rs; 54;48,800 .. was made in the 2nd List 
Bythetimethe'grant of Rs. 43,BO;OOO was' -received 

-the expenditure of Rs. 47,78,372 had , already been 
incurred in anticipation of acceptance of fu}.l demand. 

i The incurrence of the expenditure was on running of 
Tubewells and as such "was in the- ,interest of Grow 

,., ·,,: •. ·. •·. . • ,·. •• ., '.1 ' . ' 
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More Food Campaign. ')l~d. the;. a~tb~ritiei- td(!d ~- · 
. , to · exercise any further· economy .:. the Grow More 

> Food Campaign woulp. have, received a"' serious .set , 
back. . . 1 · · . , . , 

' '· 1 .,. 
" • . . ;····; ". \ 1 

(ii) The e~tess·of .Rs, 8,69,26? in Low~r 'Chen~b. <:anal . .}1 

West is due to the following reasons: - _ ·- / :_ !< • 

· - 
1 

I. (a) ·A huge quantity.ofstone.was}l11lriped-at'Kh~ki .: _ · __ -,_11 

. . · Head Worksto_· replenish. the .washed ··away- .. ~ 
, aprons in weir ~ay~ : and 'other river, _ttait).ing 

works. The expenditure was . u,navoidal:>le' .for 
· · 1 the. safety of Head Work~ which is feeding. a 

large µ-a~t_'of tf~rtil~ area.: These· works coulq.> 
not P,O$s1bily be postponed. ·. · , , : . · . 

. , Ib) the excess ~hs- due to Jiqfild.atiori -;of certain. . ' ·, 
· u~?ilitie~ on. diff't:!:en~ w&~s lying in. Sche4~1e of . 
Misc. P.1W. Advances on account of works done. , i ,. 

,_by Mughalpura.Irrigation. Workshop Division. . 
(c) 'Theionditioris' pf channels due to non strengthen- . · ·· , : ·, ihg of banks etc., ljad deteriofatC?d to _ ;~ch, . ail 

~~t~nt .th;~t they:~oyld , nor ,~~ ru~ : wit~ full 
, supply discharge unless repaired _ _1mm~d1ately; 
\ .As such repairs were carried out ')b~ing _ mo,st' · 

. .J - · · essential and unavoidable. 1 • ' • , · ' • · - · 
.. \ ,.. ,.. -. ;, . ·' ·.··.• . __ · . .- .. -· . ; ·_·.·,· - :._ i· . • . . . . . .. _;_ ·' 

(ill) The excessof Rs .. 3,43;93~ in respect of -Upper Jhelum '. ~ · 
·"- ' Canal was incurred because huge repair works had to". 

_,,,.. becarried outduring itsclosure... Glosl.lr.e_,worksare· 
an annual feature .on all canals, bu~ Uppee. Jhelum . 

I Canalhad a closure after 9 year~ and a large number 
, , -, of works needed repairs and attention. · - -; . . . 

_ (4) Against the grant of Rs. 63,27,470 the actuals reported, ,l>y . 
, the_ Chief Engineer, Bahawalpur are Rs. 9{);35;773, ·thus 

- there had been an excess of Rs: 26,08,3!)3 .. 'the reasons 
for the, excess are as under : ,~ '\ f I : __ ·· . . . • i . 1 , ~ , 

. (a) The debits for the work of'providing gates for Degi-:: 
. -·.. escape in Dallas ·.Division were. .received ·· 'late :in' .· 

Supplementary Accounts from the ·Mughalpura ·. , 
.,1 

1 Irrigation Wo*shops Divis~on .. As· the ,liability had.> 
already been · incurred hence it could not be · avoided · 

-· . and the debit was accepted. ' I. " • . • - ... 

. '.) ·, . : . . / . . . i. . . . . I ·.- I •. • 

(b) · The s;ubm:erge.n9e of the br!dge~ of various channels · 
· · had· resulted 11i abnormal :rise , in . full , levels, ·, The. 
· '.... . heading up caused - by such bridges resulted in up 

.,: setting· the, rigime' of channels ... Tq~ work of raising 
Bridges; adjusting outlets and. regarding ,of· channels) 

.bad to be taken up as a1f emergei,-cy measure: · 
. >--;. 

. i / '> ·-.-~ •, I :~ ... 
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Total . . . . .''tOJl,808 

(a) The expenditure was incurred "on most important ; 
. '. works of the abeve-mentioned canals which were ol 

unavoidable and inescapable nature and were. ·. abso- 
lutely necessary for operational purposes. · · 

(b) Pay ofwork-charge establishment 'had increased- but 
the allotment remained unchanged. '. <; • • •• . 

(c) . ~lectric charges-for' np:~ning. pumps f'!r lift Irrigation .. 
; Sch~n.i.es were increased from 6·5 paisas per unit to 

18 paisas per umt. _ · 

I.: 

-, ! ., 

·, 
; 

(c) The river down stream Trimmu headworks had conic · . 
. in dangerous proximity of.. canal C6lo11y and the 

Haveli Main Line at· R.D. 20,000. " In order to 
arrest the dangerous tendency ofthe river an elabo- 

~ rate scheme of DIS protection costing Rs. 32,00,000 
was. approved by the · Government -. later - on. . In the· 
meantime temporary protection works were con 
structed to hold up' the river to. save Canal Colony 
and Haveli Main Link. The~e . works . were · being 

- 'efficiently ·1 maintained. .The river action during 
_ summer, ·1962, became offensive against the works-. 
and if these. works were not properly repaired and 
extended there was every possibility of waslring away: 
the works and Haveli Main Line, which is in fact the 
life liheJ or the Irrigation 'in Haveli Circle. . As the . 
situation was becoming ·explosive-· the. important 

- works had to be executed in the Public interest and: 
to save Government from huge. loss· in the shape of 

<, · damages to works and consequent loss of Revenue. 
(d) The work of raising arid strengthening Channels was 

· taken up' according to the five years' programme, 
The reaches so taken up, were over-due , for repairs 
and required immediate· attention in · the smooth: 

· running of channels. Moreover the work .. of silt · 
clearance was also done without which the channels 
could not run in Lodhran Division as Mailsi Canal 
carried a big charge of silt, which in turn i finds its 
way into the off-taking channels. · · . . . .. . Rs. .. , . 

CS) Central Bari Doa,b Canal 2,80,016 
. UpperChenab Canal .\.'. ', 1,83~657 

Lower.Bari Doab Canal --· ·. 1,35,280 
·-Nilibar Circle _ · 4~_43,320 
Mughalpura Irrigation Workshop 1 29,535 - 

·I. 

. ·, 425 

' I 

'-~ 



~-- --------~__:__.;c___: _ 
I c .·./ ./. 

' - ( . 

''\ / ; 

( 

.. . . . ;. . ·:, J -c· . ·' .. ,-: )'.'···. 

· 426 ";°:'.- ') . 

.. - 
.,:, 

·,. ·.,. ~. \ -- 
•, \ 

_,{ 

I 

( ·; . . ' . - ·.' ) '. ' - ,,·, .· . \. ..... 
1 (6) 'Fb,e Ch!ef,c-Ejlgineyr~ 1'Irrigation, Quetta, h~·- shown· ;-iul -.<- : . , ': 

, ·. . excess.of 'Rs. i,97,903 stating.that during July; 1962, there J·, 
.: W~fe ;~eavy;ra.m(in_._.Quetta Circle, due~,to.•'thich, eertiii!t .,.·_ 

, .. WOl"ks ~ere,-badly g~aged.w.hije the,oth¢rs.\Ve~·in-~cJ __ . _ 
< - oLeme.rgent and sp~91al1 tepall's, and ,~ou!{! :npt ,be ·post.. -. - . 
,C:J?<?Ded· to nexfyear .. l'le9essaryi :rep~s· were, therefore - .· 

-- carried oqt,;to ~fe.:gt1ard fhe:,· public; :works/ stru,ctµresI . 
. 7 _- .. :b~!I~gs,1etc; - :< ::-<, _J-<,;;,-· . ··\ .-:• ·. ~:~. . . 

(1) J:lie ·DepU(y ·chief Engin¢er, Ghulani Mtihamtn~d Barrage 1 
- ,. 

-/' has , reported an excess .of: Rs: --59 ~906·· w:hich )is que 'to the -, - 
·-· · .. reason _ that_ sonie -debits. rela.tillg J~ P!"7fi~~---Y~rs . ·\Vtre· . ( 

__ . , . . : received for clearance. ( r·. < -· .-• r.. - ... , _,·, • . ,-:. ,· _; -: -. --- . 
::..,.,-----_--:~:·: :_ ': . : __ :· •• ,.· •.. ~ !-_. :-:·· .: :-~- .': -:_ ,-~--·-;{ - .. -._·_·.~ .. <--. · .. ·. ,-···.(~.-- ·.·.·.··· .. ,· .:·.-· . .-~--. : ·. -·_ ',~ 

·c . ''. )J'he _Cpmmit!~-e observed ·ih'a~- t~e De~irieltt's ,· ·. explaq~tio1r,: _is -: 
.· that-they.- ·had:'b~en asking-for .more .fundsthrough;ip.e: Statepients. of-, ·•-- 

" Excesses, and .Sl\irrenders -but Finance: Depa:rttnent 'did. nrit. provide,,· ,. 
fun4s -. :' T_he ·q9llll)1{tt~~- qfew J~t ~~eilti_on'.orth¢ ])_epa(tniert~:t<t the \ : 

·•··PunJab.Bgdget MiJ.t1µalWhf!rem1t1s clearly Iaid down'that the $t~t~ · · - . v , 

·m~nt,Qf:Exc~ses_'and S:µrteriqers., is'_ .not: f@>meatis of. obta.iping' • .. 
~~ditif?nal. funtls., .. .>Ppvio9sly~t~e incurreace ·9f:this, .ie~pen,~iture· · iit ".. 
ex~es~ ()f, the b_udgetal~otn:tent was. irregular. ·:1 - ,_, '-,,_ ' ' «.. ' - , . .. .· 

-c . ... ·'/ ~ :·'~. :· '· .·:. .\/ .. •;"' ·: . ,:. ·, ·: .. · : .. '.- .. ; .. ·,·· .,, ·_< ... <- .. j._-' .. ": .- . ··/ '.·:: . '\· :-..:. :\ .. · ·t,.s · regai":d$: .tn.--e/ dumpiµg ,of · stones at, K,J1_an14 Headw-0r,ks;"Audit:J .. : , .- · 
r-; ., ""had:poinie4 ou_ttliat dumping' of· stones is-an annual.feature end tl,.e< · · ~ · ., · 

" . - ' - l)epartip.ent s~9.uld havebeen a~le.·to, ap.ticipate; r,~e~-- qll@tity .. of,'.-::· 
._ . .stone: whicb:·was;required to be-dumped, --: :Aµdit wantedte>)have the "·· · 

_,- ):Y:;tigµres. ¥.Id.the. quantity)i{,,sfo1;1e ~Iu,mp.ed_;so .. :,that '.tlley--{~l~''-~t;~· _,> 
.. . ~bether ~t was ·tt~ess~zy. -, .. _ ":A 1 

, • • · ·r ·._ _- "" : .. 
- ... ?- .. ,'.. h . ··- ·_.· . , .. '· ... ,· . · ... · .· .· . . .· . · .... -,. . , .:' . . ' .... ,,- • .' 

' .:~ -,:,: ·-;~Tliereisrtogo,ing.awayfrQmthefacHhat~st¢a'd'of g¢mg:m6~ Y 
·· '.fund$··a11Qtted for work$~ ;the" Depar(mentjust W~iit on spending an4:· :a· 

-~- _ Jncurring-~xc~s_s.expen9itqt¢ ,of1Rs.,J,J3,43,279: .If tl'iere,we,re cer~./-: 
. Jain.Jvorkswhete:,th~'_;necessity;f?t:'.spe~d~tfi,a,diarhj~rt o~; ac~unt or . 

. · •(any e~~rg~ncy, the pr0c.eq~reJa1d down J~ -thiff>!tbhc.W.Or~s. Q~p,~t~ 
r,ment>Code was clear and- 1t was. qpen to th~ 'lJ.epa-rtment Jo ]lave _ · 
approached! the.Fm~ce~Dep!1rt~ent-aij(1; inforrued.·the Audit.about_·-"'. :_ . )' 

:\he iti¢11rtence of expen9itµr~ to l)ie,et thtretbergency, but tµis w~s ~wt\ · 1 ( . 
. · ,d,one .. -01?yiolisly thisjs a ~e of !a,tity o(cq~trqf ov~r th(e i1,1c~ensc, < \ 
' of expenditure:, .• All thatJhe Pubhc Accougts Co111µnttee at this sta_ge .... 
·: c~nido is· t~. reconiitneµd, te8'}larjzatio}l o_f th,e ex¢ess. of Rs; J:,;28,9~289 , ·, . 

· · ajJci t<>illll'rest µpon:: the peparttnent that th_eysp.olll4 . '.Iiqt, . ~~~ · the ( 
"Statement of Excesse~ _and. Surrenders~ as _a n;ieans·, of 'Oh.ta:ining-fund$."' 

I . ·. · · .. ~- p;uf should. obtait(f~rth,et· allotf!lent _of_ fu114s :in}hi! pi-op_er piatµtel' if\_ 
,,: ·YJnsrreased .expe11q1iure,9nl ce1t,am ~Qfks berot?-es·n.,~cess~~·: >-:, . · L ·:-, 
-~ • •• • : • 1 -The Public Accounts Committee .would impness upon tlte Depart- ' · 
~, .m~h( d1at ~isciplii1~ry;~c!io:n,·~hould. be 1~ake~ aga4l~ th~sa..~fficers, ,1 

·. _ who spent m excess ·of the allottecrfut).ds .pr m. cases of emergent . 
- :'iiattit~)ii.d. not inform the' },\:udit. and follow !~e 11~e~s;ry 'procegµre··,; /. 

for optainiiig. fund~ fot. th:e: ~Qr~s~Y- ' , , · ~, · t .;· · • , . ; c -;· .,.· _ , . , · -, > ~. · 
,.·, ·:.- .:._ •. -.J. ~- • _. ': ' " \ 
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Surrender, 
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.' . . . (4~ 'Page 3, P.ara. 8, read withpage ?B,_:_qr~nt No: '1~0ther 
lrngat~on fXPe7:1dzturf! financed from ordinary Revenue, I-W orks.in 
charge of Publz~ W arks Officers-«- . · · · · · 

~ J /. . • , ' '' (' . R$ .. 
12,6~,300 

-,.-_.:)!: .. 

.. 62,96,250 -, / 
"'l,J'.5,68,~0'7. 

9,66,050. ' ! ,\ 

, . .. Excess .' . .. J. . . -. . ... - ·, 52,71,857 . . .. 
·,. The Department e;icplainedithat the ·total Jgr~µt .. under -. ·Budget . 

Head 18-QRE.for the.year, 1961-62, communicated by the Finance. 
Department was Rs: 72,62,300 which also included Rs.·9~66,059 being 
the grant for the maintenance of Bund Works in Ghulam Muhammad 
Barrage. ~s the Ghulam Muhammad Barrage area-was transferred 

· t~ the Agricultural Development Corporation, R~. 9,66,0SOwas also 
ctr.artsf erfed t() . the'Agricultural Development : Corporation by the 
Finance Department, · 

The excess expenditure of Rs, 152,71,857 was explain~d as 
follows;- · . , · 

(1) The. liabilities against tubewell Circle in Lyallpur );legion, 
on account of expenditure for the year, 1960-61 outstand 
ing is unresponded debits under minor head suspense · 

, were cleared during, ,19~1..:62~ which resulted in excess Qf 
· Rs. ~0~000 over the modified grant. > . . . , . . 1 

(1) Due t(ds~ue1o{moi'e q1iantity 9f 'ceinent~w; Work etc., . ,· 
.. which. was lying ~nlhe-slock,, ·of Wa;ziristan · Irrigation, .. _ 

v. Peshawar Division. -Modified ~grant ... under · suspense 
'· stock+. Rs. 1,00,000-Actual~Rs.: J,84,369. ' ... · ·. · 

. (3) Due to heavywave wash, works-durirrg"tht:abkatan'.qt1ood 
. seasons) of 1961, as well as heavy r~pa1r works were 

carried out.tobunds to safeguard t'q.e public property in 
Sukkur Region-·_ .Modified grant-Rs.. 2.89,64~Actual 
Rs. 44,01,048. Excess 'works out to Rs. 1,ll,4Q8. : - 

(4) AgainsJ grant of Rs. ( -:-) 3,500· the.aqtuals reported by the 
·. · Chief Engine¢r, Iirigation:suk.ku! .are Rs. 1 ,• 71, 731.· (excess 

of Rs. l,75,23l)"but in the record of th~Aud1t ~he A7tua,s 
of Rs. 9~5;579 are reported, The Gh1ef Enwn~er, Irri 
sation Sukkur has been requested' . to· teconc.ile these 
'figure; and report· the correct' · position. (exce_Ys 
Rs. 9 99 079). The Chief Engineer.: Sukkur, will explain -. 
the pd.sitipp. jn 'the meeting -of the. Public Accounts Com- - 
mittee. · . . . , . , . "': . . · 

1 (5) The Soil Reclarnatfon. Board (Now Land aad Water· 
1 

- · Development.Board) was. allotted a sum oL.Rs. 23,670 
· @rant::in-Aid~ Against this · ~m<;>\l,nt, the . ·~9tuals shown · 

(, 
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by the Audit afe _Rs. 2,99,185: - ... T~~ s~~tafy, .Land :and · · 
· Water.Development Board -has, how~v:~tr, .intlmated .~ctuaJ .. 

expenditure ·oflls .. 2,03,0~9 against Rs~},99.,l,85 _ _soo.~n-. by · 
. Audit.· . Detailed= Expenditure grven l?Y fheir organization ~ .. 

:. isas follows;:__;_ .··. I ' ' .: . j ;,;; ' i' .. ·T' '. ' . ' - '; .. 
''.ta). 1'.ba accounts re~r<l of. 'therdefun~t Soll .Reclamatio1:1: 

· ·. 'Board has, been further ~a.i'nined to. find· out · the .·· 
. ·. correct • position' of funds allocated 'as : ' 'Grapt~in.:Aid- 
-. and expen,~fitrire 'incurred,there-~ga.U1$f, d1J~g · . the .. 

./ year,. l96l"'62, under Budget Head ~,.1~:..__pRB" .. · ~ni 
. flct the Soil Reclamation Board was' · allocated · an· .: 

amountof'Rs. :+lacs. as Grant-in .. Aidduring, 1961~62, .- .: · 
and based ion this allocation; the total funds .: w~re ::_· 

". paid toth~ Boi\rd,-_v'ide Cheque No.466817/0466-9, 
· dated: 14th\Oct~ber~ 1961, . by .*e,,_Qe,})uty_. J?ir~ctot,. 

.;_. · .. Land lleclamatmn, West' Pakistan.'. This amo,unt:';· 
-. wasreceived in Jhe: Cash) Book.of the d~funct Board 

O o~ 1~7th Obto~er, 1961. ·Later? t,,6WeV~r,~\yh~esub;.-\ 
.mitting 2nd List of .Excesses .andSurrenders tor.the . 

.: . year; ··196tJ.62,. the· Board. observed \·that····· the. entire 
.: a:nio~nt\Of Grant-in-Aid, th¢. major portion~<>f which 

consisted qf' Publicity' ];quipment arid -Transport .. \ 
!1 Vehicles could not be .. uti~ed fully . as · . originally . ' · · ~, 

·_ - contemplated for want of Foreign Exchange alloca- 
t~n; '' It W&S accordingly decided : to provide,'. . • . /' 

·.- 'Rs. 23,670 in'the Znd Revised Estimates.surrendering ~ 
the halanc¢ to the -Govefnm~n( ... Tb£lrrlgation: and 

, \ Power · n*partmen'(,.Lvide' their Circular · letter. 
No. 24-BO: 11/62, dated 5th/9th}un.e, .· . .1962, · com .. 

. .· . muiiicatedithe revised grant of.:' ~s:_ '.23,670 · 9-uriug,. , 
·. , 1961-62 ' !, . I . , -. ·. '· -I . \ : . • .. :. '',, ·~ ' =. ' ,• ' 

. _ (b). S.ub .. ·,.se··._ci .... u~n. tl~.on a. -refer.e.11!.· p~: m.· ~de". f.ot ..... ·t·h···.r· .. 'a.l19ca·t. i.?-n··_ /., .. ,> · ,.'\·_ of Foreign Exchange, the Finance Department,-·.·. vide : .. · 
· - their letter ·(No. ·EF-~(34)/61~· dated 2nd May, 196'2, · 

, informed that.as the functions. Qf the Soil Reclailla 
tion Board~ould be t_aken over by tn~ Agr.icµlhiral 

· '- - Development 'Corporation; n<> separate· provision for · 
.: '. the ne~t ·fi11~chil year· could be made at this . ~tag~. · .· 

; Ho:wever;ia.$ regards the yea,19;·~961-62;the . Agrlcul-. 
. tural .: '. pevelopment Corporation -who .had .. been. 

I ' .. ' allocated>R..s -. 50 1acs in Foreig11 Exchange' might be .: , ,.··.·: ,_ .. ,. _,,. · ·< .cont.actedinthr·matter .. /fhe A.gricµltural De:velol'..: .. · 
·. """i • - .· .. :~ent Corpqrat~e,:i oil bem~ requ~~tecl placed At the: , · .. () '· 

1 •· · • • ,d1~pos~l . of the Board fqre1gn · .. exchange,. equivalent 
• 1 :- to .Rs," -l,21~000,- .. · vide.th-eir·. Memo, .. No; F(B).;'lJ6; 

-· _dateµ 25th--:¥ay,' 1962 and necessaryJndents for th'e' 
. pur~h.ase off pu~licjty Equipment-' and' Transpo~t 
Vehicles .w~te,, thef9re,, pla~ed- ;with -the Directoriof 

· Jndu.stries,-. \Yest Pa,kistcl11, · A lettet·of Credit· Net., , .:- · 
• ~-- --: . . . . • , '\ • . • :'. ~ .-·_, • ' • ' , •• : I •. \.-· . . . . :··,· , , • ,· , I , . ' . , .. , . '- f ,\ 
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(d) The above· expenditure does· not include. a\ .sum · ,of 
j Rs. 30,000 spent dur.irig)96~-64 against. the.balance 

of Grant-in-Aid by opening . a:. Letter of · yr~dit ; 
No. 21146, dated 12th July,)967 to import equip-". 
ment f O.f setting . 'up a Soil . Evaluation Laboratory. 
Indents for· this equipment also were placed with the 

, Industries. Department The equipment on receipt 
by ·the. Board was, however, later .. transferred · to 

_ , . Director, Land Reclamation, Wtst Pakistan· on cash, 
l ', I payment. . • . . , < . ,' ' : ·.· . : . , 

(6) Chief Engineer, .Quetta had explained that the excess - of 
Rs. 5,48,3,S7 in Quetta Region, (a) Rs. 5,07,927 was due' 
to· the wrong Booking of expenditure by Audit because· 

, ~ ' of the fact that expenditure : on repairs of machinery and 
· 1 its' spare parts was charged to T & P grant instead · of 

.' ' "Suspense" hence theexcess .. .' . . .. , , · . _ . ·, 
(b) The excess of Rs.40,460 was due to 'the expenditure unden 

. [R & C of T & P in Division of Kalat -Circle because -df the· 
, · facts that survey and. mathematical .. instruments .were 

. . · required urgently and immediate repair;:· wltjc~ 'could 
· .. notbe postponed for wantof funds, earned out. · !, • 

The explanation furnished by the Chief Engineer, guetta is 
not acceptable, as the Modified ·Grant was as follows : -. · 1 

, ··_. .. . . _· . • . . Rs. 
0) ·_18.0.~£.A(l)(bJ: Tubewell Investigation - ¥&& 2,00,000 
(2) 18. O.~.E.A(2) . Misc; Expend : 

1 
T & .: P., . · . . . .\ 52,920 

t . - r ; Total(-, .. · . :. 2,52,92()' 

\. 

2,03.068· 34 
. ' •. ! 

Rs. 
15,196-.:34 ( 

1,87,871:00 
. / 

l 

-1{ · Cash-expenditure on Pay, A}low 
ances and Contingencies 

2. Amount of Letter of: Credit. 
. No. Inland-I, dated 9t~ June, 19-62 

To(al expenditure' d1frliig _ 196~. -62 

i 
-1 

I 

I 
I 
j 

I 
I 

429, 

I~and-1, dated 9th June, J 962 for Rs, 1,87,87f was · 
simultaneously · opened with the . United Bank 
Limited;. Lahore. 1 The: Director : of : Industries· 

1 : (Supply Wing) subsenquently ' placed · order · with 
various contractors on ' 23rd .. June. 1962. This 

" change in . the utilization . Of. Grant-in .. ,Aid .over the - 
·. revised grint df Rs, ·23,670 was brought.to the notice 

of · CJiief Engineer.. Irrigarion.. · Lahore · Zone,-._ vide 
Jetter No. 2-A/1961 .. 62/ 3775, elated .19th June, }96i~ 
copy endorsed to the Secrft13.rY:, Irrigation and Power 
Department,-vide No: 2-A/ 1961-62/3775, dated . 
19th June; 1962 requesting him to apprise the Finance· 
Department also of this position: . . . 

(c) Based on theposition stated. above the expenditure 
~ ; incurred during 1961-62 'against the Grant-in-Aid. of 

Rs. 3 lacs is as .under:-. · · · 

I 
I•\ 

; . 

;. .. 

j 
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t) 
· · (5). · Page 3, Para .. &1. read . with., pqge:! 97,~Grant No/ . .35.,:;._ 

Jrrigati(Jft Capital-« · · - · [ ,· ·-1 
( : ': i.: . . . ( ,,1 ; . Rs. 

Original Grant .: · ... · 14,31,59,40() · 
. -Modified Gr.arit - . . , .. . 13,09,96;430 

Expenditure ; '· ;, , !' 18,~};67,914 .. 
. Surrender , · 1,21,62, 7?0 : ,,~ 

. · _ . Excess _ . . _ . , .. 5,41',71,544· . 
As the Department asked for sQtne more time. to explainthe' 

excess- expenditure; the considerationpofth!s·para. was deferred,· to 
· be taken up in the next · meeting on 20th .April;J968'. · . . 

(6) PageT, Para. 14 read ·with~PageJOS-,'N6te ;10 under grant 
No. 35-.·· Irrigation Capital, Re-appropriattbn 'order issued after the 
close of the financial yeqr- 1. : • . ·· 

.·, The explanation was. considered satisfactory-and .. · the·-par-a.: was 
· droI?ped .... -- . . . · ·- . ·. -. , · . . .· , , ·: < i, 7,:_ ,J i .-...:I 111/U,ftl 

·. (7) Page. 39, Para; 17ta) 135-Excess. Paj,ment7"-ln this case an 
- over-payment of Rs. §,512 was made toContractors- -.by: 'allowing 

them premium) at- 150 per cent, above the>~ scheduled/rate· ·. in 'case 
~f earth; works cos.ting: less than Rs .. · 209 f o.r which . 'tenders, were; 

. JlOt req1t1red t~ be cailed f-or. The contractors .· were, , 1;1~weve_r, 
.. · allowed : prellllu~ at 1.~5 per cent, to 200 'per ce~t1 above-the sche 

duled .rate resulting in an .overpayment, of Rs. 6,512 to the 
_ contractors .and consequent loss to tlle tefoven;iment~ · · 

1 .,_ . The Department explainedthat the tenders for, earthwork to be 
carried out under Annual lv.l&R _ duringi • the -·· year: 1951-52 · were· ' 
called by the Executive-Engineer, Sheikhupura Divi,sio1r -,and· the 
lowest rate tendered by contractors -Wa$ .. _ 190_ per. ,cent,.ab'--ove the . 
Schedule of Rates.' These rates were. sent to • .. Supe~tending ': 
Eng~~er,~ Upper Chenab Canal Circle' fo:r approval by the-Executive - - 1 

Engineer. The .former asked ·the .latter to-call-fresh tenders. Fresh 
·-ienders-. were called by the-Executive Engineer' -and 'the lowest ·rates 
were 200 per cent 1above the schedule of rates. · They were recom- . 

.. mended by the .Executive Bngirieerto the Superintending .Engineer, 
1 Upper Chenab Canal Circle for · approval.v. The - Snb-Divisional 

- Otfi<;ets,. Iqlan Fazal. Haq :Khan · and · , :Mian - Abd.tir _R~shid . ~ave 
st~tcd in '.their explanation· that theserates had been approved) by ·. 

_ the Superintending.Engineer, Upper Chenab -Canal Circle but .that -· 
reference, is not. · available 'inthe office · record. To 'regularise', the 
matter: after the objection was· raised · by the· Audit, tfie Sucp~~n:- - 

· tending i Engineer incharge ,oti -upper, Chenab CanalCircle ,inJ963 
after giving due consideration to the· ·r~t~s . on other Estirnates 
involving earthwork .. Paid during 1951-52( issued ·1 a' 'pcsttaeto, 

-- sanction,-virle his letter,N'o. 5412/27A .dated '14th; Augst;- 196p/ 
-". approving a.premium of tqO_pet,cent ·ab9ve·the basic schcdU,lt·_. of 

·rates.. The postfacto . sanction thus .accorded was .. not ·accepted.\ by_ 
the Audlt, As such the three Sub-Divisional Officers viz., Khan FazaJ.I' 
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, Haq ,Khan, ·M:ian Abdul Ra~hid and· Mr, Shafiq Ahmad who fuado' .· 
.. th~e.pa~m~nts .wit~opt ~uthority. are ~ing served wjth charge s}:l~ts · .· 
·for.recovery and disciplinary action, l_. · :' · · · • J'· 

,· ..• ' • . -·. I .•• • ., )· • . I 

. _ The .Committee ,· ,/noted - :tliat the 'Department. __ admits: 1he 
irregularity '. 'and that-· they.- were going to' charge> sheet· the 
Sub-Divisional Officer concerned, Uie. result - of - die action taken , · 
against the above' Sub-Divisional 'Officers ' be . eori;u:nUriicated ~ ·: to · :< 

\/ ; the Audit 'and the,Fin_ance Department. 'subject to this observa- .-' '. 
\tio,n the para. w~ dropped, . .. · _ . - . . · · / - "', ·: · · 

•. (8) P.ag~. 39;: Para: . .17(p)} ~~Excess Payment"- . .. - _ - . - . 
, ·. ·. •.' '.C-- , : ' ,· } :·-_- .''. I .i" ' . ·.· _ - ·-· .,· . ,•·t: ,· . :<9, Page 39, Par'?:· 17(a)137- . Excess Payment oj.Rs. J,32,583::s. ·· · 

. · - . '.00> Page.'39, Pa,'ra .. 17(ct)l38-·• f,xcess·Payni~nt of- Rs. ,3.7,7l8~ . -· 
· 

1 _(ll)-fag~_39, Para.,,11(a) l.39~Eiccessraymenr,of,·Rs_'4,3~8~' 
~;plan~1c;m ·of.the Department m . respect of th~ above ' paras. ' .. 
was accepted by the Committee and the paras. wererdropp~d. · ,, 
. (12) Page 40~:Para: 17(a) 14~Shortage:of Store~1:ct'thls case· 
a! ~:uµf of Rs>36;0Q7 was recoverable from:: an: Overseer since . .June, 
1959,~m account of StockArticles found ,sl!<?rt against,ltlni. i. _. . 

. : _ : The Department explained that' the - para~ .pertains .to ., the 
shortages of .. eertainjarticl~s of stores again~fvarious1i>fli¢ials. •i:-he. ,) . : 

. - amount of Rs .. 36;007 has stnce. been reduced' to Rs~ 8,147: .F-ollqwmg _ _ .~ 
1~ 

• ,'two_items have since been_,cle~rCrd :-: . . : ·. · · . ·. , !": · ; . : : _.· 
\ -: , . __ [I). Rs._l,260 (cost of45 CWt, L-lton) adJusted,-··· ·. vide transfer 

··- ··- \ · · .. entrv.No, 20 dated:27th Fe9ru~ry,.1967. - ., ~'.,,. _ ·.. . . . . 
. •,. ,2. , ~ •. l,225 .. (co,st,of Delivery Hose ,\.and\ Ij5.?s,e., Suction),': -. " 

. ad3us,ted-v~de tr~fer, entry ~o. 19 ~a1ed14th Decem- • 
. _ . ber, l963 (Totalamount R;s. 5,.082/50) •. · · · ~ · 

'., . ' ·_ . •) . . . . . . . .. _· .' . . . . . .. . . . ·- 
The :relll~ining -- .. amount .of .. Rs., 5,662 · wilh be recoyeredfwben .the 

'case :._-ofFazal, Haq Khan, Mechanical Overseer isdecide<L? ·He bas· , 
· been served with a·c.:ha!ge ;~shF~t .. during· -, S~p!,ep1ber, ._ 1967. ;.• Th~···\ · 
Qverseer at present 1s. wpr~mg 1n.1Quetta ·_ Region, · Jle -asked · for 

· coJlSultatio11 of some 'record, -• In reply. he · was asked ·. to attend 
- . Executive Engineer, Pasrur Link Division, Sialkot's \ Otlice. for. the .. 

needtul;' · He has been finally informed br a ppstal. -: wire to, attend.': 
the office ofExecutive Engineer, Pasmr'Link Divisio11, .: -.Sialkot .... on 
25th January positively failing' which px.-party decision> will 'be 
taken. · ·. . • ·· · , - - , _ , :. · · .·· · . . 1 • • ~ · 

. .The Comnnttee'noted,that·thb·:sum.of .Rs, ·•·2A85 ····h;s •. ·bein - 
adjusted and vedft~d by the, Audit ... ·1ne· oalance 1of :~ Rs'. '. 5,662 . i~ 
to be: recovered, f. The Department ;ftlrther 8-t~ted that they · .have 
charge-sheeted the Overseer concerned and. disciplinary action is ·1 · - 

proceedjng ag!linst);itn. . . . ·... ' ' < . ; .. ; '> -: . 

. I Subject to recovery and verification' of the sanie ... amount. ·and 
~~imatiOJI.Of ~sciBlin~ action taken agai~t -tlie ·-Overs,er con-·. ' 

·. 1 · ~emed ·to Audit and Finance, pai:a. was dropped. . · - . · · ·· 
. ' . . : '· . ; ... '. _- .;, \ 
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(13) Page 40, Para. l1(a)l41-Shortage qf Stores-In this case 

a sum of Rs. 5,326 was found outstanding since March, 1950 against 
an -Overseer and Sub-Divisional · Officer -on account of 'shortage of 
stores which· stands debited to the suspense head "Miscellaneous 
Public Works Advances". · 

The Department explained that Stdres · wtirth Rs .. 5,326/25 was · 
declared. short ~gai~s~ the non-Mu~lint o!fici~ls. in 1950_ on. their 
tra~sfer from this Division. They have smce migrated to India and. 
their where-abouts are not known. These cases are being dealt 
with at Government level. These ·amounts :: have -already been 
reported to Third Party Claims Committee a~d the decision· in such 
cases will settle the case. · · · ' · ' · 
,,' . \ 'I I '. ~ -, 

-, . · ... The para. was dropped subject to th~ observation· that Audit . 
should keep a watch over further .progress iii the matter. . 

. (14) Page 40, Para. l1(a)l42-Shortage -of ·s,ores-:-,-Jn _this case 
stores worth Rs. 3,194 were found short ; against some'·· Overseer. 
The shortage had come to light: in March; 1952· and was.reported by 
the . Sub-Divisional Officer to the · Divisional Officer in May, 1954 
but was-not reported. to Audit ~ce as required by ., rules: ~e 
amount of the shortage was also not placed under "Misc: Public 
Works Advances" to watch recovery. ·, , · 

· The Department explained that the sh9rtage of stores to the 
tune of Rs. 3.194 has been taken up,-. vide:~ar~. 14fa)(b)of:· Audit 

. Inspection .Report ·of· Sheikhupura Drainage Division for the yeat 
1954-55 whieh has now been covered into draft para. No; 17<a)142 
tor 1961-62; · · . · · · · · 
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- C .. Stock Atticl~s sh;;tagainst M. Ghulam Nat,i. Overse~. 
L M'..s:.· B~ lfi' dia. -. . _ . 0-141.3~. _. 4441-1· . .· 

: . D •.. Stock articles short against Mr .. M.R. Arshad,. ·oversen,.;... 
Fuel W<lod. . . . . . . .158 Mds> 9812-r~ 

. . . . . . I . . - .. . 

.· ' The Stores under 'A' and 'B' above were handed over- short by 
Mr> Muhammad Shaffi, Overseer while handing ·. over . charge : on . - 
Ist' March,· 1952.- to Mr> Muhammad Khan, · Overseer. .· Further 
scrutiny-showsthatmaterial worth Rs. 1,921,/7/,. had either been 

'consumed on ·works· or .made good by the Overseer concerned · but 
not accounted for. Therefore .the Bxecutiye Engineer, . Upper 
Gugera-Division who was.-initially dealing witb_,,tJrls .case .bas been 
as1'ed to collect and produce the relevant.record so as td arrive atthe 
cor-ect- decision. At· the same time the Chief Engineer, :rttigation, 

. Lahore Zone, Lahore has also .been requested to consult the record · 
of Reehna Drainage Divisional Office and find out theexact.position 
of this· case. Till then the: para. may stand dti the _ agenda, ··. . 

- .. The Committee noted that as 'yet the Department is not :very 
clear as to whether tlie material worth Rs.1,921'/42 has been con 
smiled on the work or. not. The Coramittee observed that it was very difficult for . the. I ·Public . Accounts Committee . to consider 
sneculative explanation of this nature. The Committee _ was I also 

. disturbed to" note that although this irr~gularify was pointed out . in 
· the year 1954, the . recovery has not been _ finalized nor . any 
disciplinary action· has been taken. The Committee · asked : the 
D;partm_ ent. to ex_ ped.ite settµng_ , ~f t_his m_ 'at~er ~t .th __ e earliest i and 
also to report to the Committee what action tt .intends · to- take 

_against the person/s.ooncerried. who have-been responsible for rtbe 
lapse pf such a long periodof time.to settle this matter. The nara.·is 
d~ferred, to come up again alon~th the· . ~cco~~~s f~r- .the ,:ar . 
,962-63. · .. , , . . , .. • . I ' 1 ·•· j */., JWr 

. (IS) Page: 40,_ Para: 'l 1(a)f43-Shortage_ of_· 'Stores-« As : the · 
shortage has since been adjusted and verified by the Audit; the para. 

. was droppect. . . · _ · · . · . .. : · · · · 
· ff6) Page' 40, Para 11(a)l44-JS1iortage <Jf Store.v-In·this_ ease 

·, stores worth. Rs.. 63,730 were purchased during the J~ars 19S4--to 
_ 1958 for subsequent issue to other Divisions o! tlie'-l)epartment .. 

, G L1. i. ·x ,rrioane, 

·· 4 · . Sh,g3 Me,s'.,·- era · 
. . 

3~011, 

.I No. 

·2 N.01. 

!Noa. '60 0 0. 

1so o ·o 
5 0 I). 

. 10 0 0 

. 2 · .st~ 1 'foi.o.ki 50' 

' I . · C,,o~LlB.dsw/o ba-~QOOI 

~ __ _:..,~------ ;._-.-.--..---_;,..,..~---- - -~·--.:.:...-~~_::._ 
I Commod· · l NQ, · .25 0, ~ ' 

N vrne f Al'icles- ' A,IrioU ~t: Quantity 
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These stores have not been issued to any other Division and· are 
lying idle with the result that they, have deteriorated · in quality 
and have also blocked Government capital for a long-time, The 
stores were purchased withoutbeing indented for by ·any Public 
Works Division and purchased- in excess .of ~ctual:"tequirements in 
contravention of rules. · 

The Audit has verified the consumption of ··st.ores worth 
· .Rs, . 40,320. The Department stated that the stocks worth 

Rs. 23,410 have also been consumed. This may be got verified by 
the Audit.' Subject to this observation the para. was dropped. 

(17) Page 40, Para; 11(a)l45...--Shortage of · Stores-The para. o 

was deferred to come - up before· the Cotilmittee · alongwith the 
accounts for the year 1962-63. : . , · · 

-(18) Page 40, Para. 11(a)146-Shortage of Stores-« 
09) Page 41, Para. 11(~)141-Shortage.of Stores-· 
As these shortages have since been settled, the paras. were 

dropped. ·-. _· .. · :, 
(20) Page 41, Para. 17(a)l48-. Shortage of Stores+ In this case 

•. an irriegular payment of Rs. 6p516 was made to contractors on 
account of iWetness allowance. Acco!ding, to Chie~ Engineer's 
orders, • wetness allowance· could be paid only · after pnor sanction . 
of the Superintending Engineer and after his inspection of the soil 
to be . excavated. Payment of Rs. 6,516 was · made to · the con 
tractors without obtaining prior. · sanction· of the Superintending 
Engineer and was therefore irregular. -: · 

The Committee considered the explanation of the Department 
and noted that out of an amount of Rs. 6,516 objected to by the 
audit for being irregular payment· on account of wetness allowance, 
the necessary certificate of· sanction · for an. amount of Rs. 4,635/ 47 

, was produced and. _accepted by audit. This leaves a balance· of 
·. Rs. 1,880/53 for which the Department would produce the relevant 

evidence from the persons concerned and get it verified by Audit 
and inform the Finance Department. , 

Su~jec;t to this. observation, the para; was . dropped. · 
(2l)Page 41, Para. 11(a)1'49-Shorttige·of Stores-« - The para. was 

deferred to-be taken. up alongwith' the accounts for the year .1962-63. 
· (22) Page 41, Para. 17(a) 150--lnfruc.tuous Expenditure-,-The 

Department - explained . that the expenditure was not irifructuous. 
The explanation was found to be satisfactory and the · item was 
dropped. · · . . . 

. . (23) Page -41, Para. 17(a)l51-- Iniructuous Expenditure-« In this 
· case Rs. 5,824 were paid to the Railway as whatfage and demurrage 

during the year -1952 apparently due to the failure of the., depart 
mental. officials to take· d~Iiven, and to remove the -material . from 
the Jlai_lway premises within the stipulated ;time. -. · · 
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lbe. pepaqin.ent ~iplained that out of R.s. sJ24~iRs. · 3,754 have 

been recovered and verified ,by Audit.· . This· le.ft a· balance . ·pf 
· Rs .. · 2,070. Out of this amount, -the Department maintained. that. a ·sum e>( Rs .. l,73'5' will have to be written. off smce, t~e persons,. con 
cerned 'are dead ·thus~ l~aving a balance of Rs. 33~·,,to be recovered. ': 

. Subject to tile verification of the recovery l:IDd';.tJte write off. by, 
the Audit,. the para. was .dropped, t • • : . . : · •· · •.•• • . . • • • •• • , ,. · 

· '(24) Page ti, Para. · I7(a)152-Infruct~ous E~penditur~- ·The · 
para. was defered to be· taken up 'alongwith the Accounts ·for .the • year.1962-63. · ·. · · ·· · ' · · · · · 

. : ,· (25) Page 42, Para. 17(a) IS3~Infr14ctuous Experidityr~The 
. expl!lnatjon was found· to be satisfactory arid the p~ra. w~ dropped .. 

· .. (26): Page 42,. Para. 17(a)lS~Una1,tthorized fayment--m thi~ -, 
case· an µn-authorized payment of. Rs.'. 13,858 was·, made on account' 
of.extra .allowanceIor wet earthworkwithout- the sanction of the· 

. eompetant authority; . though . according to . the . d~partment'ai orders, 
. such extra allowance could' be paid only with proper: sanction of . the · 

· · Supern.i~ending };ngineer specifying . the .. dep~ · and. parti~ar 
reaches .. 111 which such an allowance was- to. be paid. · . . . · .: ·· 

· The Department explained that these paynie.~ts relate ·.to .· the 
work. done in .connection with (1) construotien of .Innundatioa r 

Links for Dip'.alpur . Canal · (2). Constructing ., Tulleqi _: Sput off-t~g 
· from Pakpattan·Canal. R:D~ 33540' (S. R~111ittan~ . Sulemanki 

Division) executed in 1950-51 and 1951-St - Sanction of the then 
.Supi.:,rintending, Engineer is· not forthcoming for wetness allowance. 

,To regularise· . the' .payment of . · wetness, · ... Sup,rin,teilding. E1:1girieer, 
· · Depalpu~ Canal·. Circle iss~~ e.x-postfact!) sanqti~n pn Jlth . APtil, . 

. 1964, ;w-hich '!as: not entertam~. by ~udit. ·. Disciplinary action 11 1 

· · called for against the· officers concerned .. 
. . ,;. . · . The Committee noted. ;that .ex-post(acto , sanc:tiop.' :was , issued · 

. · 'about twelve years later which was contrary. tothe' rules: and was not 
.· in. order. The, Department should make ·. ·efforts to · recover · ~e · 

amount. of. Rs. -13,858 from the persons concerned who had origb1al .... 
ly .made this .PaYD;lent, and; ~so suitable actionbe ~ajcen1 ~gain:st .. the · 
person who JSSUed ·the certdic~t,e for the .wet' earthwork allowance 
J.2 years after the incident took place. · - , · · · · · · 

Subject to these · observations and' . the ·. verification of the 
recovery by-the A;udit, the para. was dropped, ·, ·. · · · 

. :(27) Page 42, Para.) 7(a) · 155' (il Unauthorizef! fayment-- · ·. 
. _(28) Page 42~ Para."11(a)lS5 ·<ii) U,u.mthorized l'ay,rum,~ · .• ~ . 

(29) Page 4~, .Para. ,J7(!1)155 (iii) Unauthorized Pay~nt~·™ 
Department explained that in these cases no loss · was caused 'tp 
Government. ~ubject to th~ : · J)epa;rt~enf s. satisfying- the . Audit 
that these. :were· not· . the .cases _of doubl~ payments, tho paras. were 

.-droppei, · · · · ·' · · '· 
I 

I. 

I 
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l·· The following were present:--..:.. · · · 
.Ol.Mr. Zain Noorani, M.P.A. . Chairman. 
(2) Chaudhri. Muhammad Sarwar Khan; Member/ 

M.P;A. .. .· .... · .. ·. . 
(3) · Chaudhri Muhammad Nawaz, M.P;A Member.' .. 
(4) Rai Mansab 'Ali Khan Kharal, · M.P.A. . .. Member. , 
(5) Qazi Muhammad -Azam Abbasi, M. P.A.· Member. · 
(6) · Mr. Malang Khan, M;P.A. -, · : 1 ••. :Membtt. · · 

· (7) Rais Haji Darya Khan Jalbani; M.P.A~ .. H Member~ · 
(8) Syed Akhlaque Hussain, T.Q.A., .c.~.P., Expert 

. Additional Secretary to .. Government of Adviser. 

. West Pakistan, .. Finance · Department . 
. ··(9) Rana ·Muhammad Yasin, .P .. .A. & A.'s;, By Invitation; 

. Accountant-General, West Pakistan. 
·uo). Mr. Nazir Ahmed Chaudhri, ~.A .. &.A;s.;· ·By,Invitation. 

· ·_. Director, Audit. and Accounts (Works),·. 
West Pakistan. · 

.· (iU·Mr •. Ma.sud Nabi Noor,S.K;, ·C.S.P.; ···]·. 
Secretary to Government . of West 

· Pakistan, Home Department. . 
(12) Mr .. - Iqbal ~oeen, C. S .. P., Deputy; S.ecr. e~ I . 

tary, Services .and General Acfministra;;. • .. · 
ti. 0.n .Depart. me.nt . alongwitb. ·. Es .. tate _ .. 

1 
.. · . Officer. . .. , . 

(13) .Mr: Amir Ahmed Khan, Secretary· to'. .: ·.. . . . · 
· 'Government. of West Pakistan, Agricul- ·1 Jly lnVIt~tmn, , · 

. ture Oe_ partment alongwith Mr. Miiham- .: . (at the .~e · · · - · · . · · ·. · ". of Considera- mad. Mohs~, C.S.P., _Mem.ber, . Finance, . ti f Items · 
West . Pakista~ ·: Agricultural . Develop- · r~f!tin; to ... 

. m~t CoJoration. . . . . . . . . . It their respec- . 
(14) Mr.· Fand-ur-~ehm. an, .c .. ·.S.~., Dep. ~ty tive .Depart 

Secretary, Basic Democracies, ,. Social · 'ments) · . . 
· Welfare and Local Government Depart-. · · , 
. ment alongwithMr, A. R. Qureshi, Chief 
Engineer; Public Health. Engineering 
Department and Mr .. ·M. Aslam Khan, 
Deputy Chief "Engiaeer (Irrigation), . 
Ghulam Muhammad Barrage. 

US) Mia.it. S~eed Abined, Director-General, 
. Highways Department .. arid Mr. M. A.. . 
Waheed, Director-General, Buildings, 
Department. · · J . 

P'Q.OCEEDINGS OF THE MEE'(ING. OF·. raa STANDING 
COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC ACCOUNTS HELD ON 17'fH 
APRIL/ 1968.AT 9.:00 A;M, IN 'TEA. ROOM' .: Of ·THE , 

. ASSEMBLY BUILDING, LAHORE. . · . · 1. · . · . 
). ~. . 
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Page 1.2, Para. 11 (a)-Outstandin2 Recoveries· and. Un-necessary 

withdrawals-Ass this case fines aggregating Rs. l,19,864Imposed by. 
various courts were reported to be· outstanding on 31st March, 1962. 

The Department explained that the fines' to the· extent of 
Rs. 81,052 were written off as the convicts underwentimprisonment · 
and the amount could not be recovered even though e:lf orts to recover 
the same were made, fines to the extent of Rs .. 7,992 have· since been 

. recovered and fines to· the extent of the .Rs. 30,820 were remitted :iln 
appeals. · 

The Audit wanted to see the records Jo verify . the contention of 
the Department that fines. were written. off after making sufficient 
efforts to recover the same. The Department undertook to show a 
few cases to the Audit.. Subject to this the para was dropped. 

AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT 
APPROPRIATION ACCOUNTS FOR 1957-58. 

(1) Page 34, Para. 5-Losses of Stores-Ax: this case eight cases ~f 
irregularities had been reported. · The Committee at its meetings 
held on 31st October, 1966 and 28th January, .1967, dropped all the 
items except the shortage of Paddv Seed-239 Maunds and 13 seers · 
and 79 bags. _. · · 

The Department at the meeting held on Jlst October, 1966, had 
stated that 79 bags were not short and out of 239 Mds. and 13 seers of 
Paddv Seed, 56 Mds. had been · written off. The Department · had 
also produced a letter dated. the 19th August, 196.6 from the Director 
of ~riculture to tlie Deputy Director of Agriculture, Hyderabad, 
askinz him torecover the cost of· 183 Mds. kom the concerned 
official. The Committee then observed · that the recovery could not 

· be made without holding a formal enquiry and fixing the respon 
sibilitv on some official. This order itself was faulty as the Director 
should have· ordered· the- Deputy Director· of Agriculture to hold the · 
necessary. enquiry to fix responsibility and the. recovery could .only 
be made after responsibility had been fixed and punishment awarded . 
to the defau1ting official. The Committee then. directed that the · 
Department should· ask the Director of. Agriculture, Hyderabad to 
modifv his orders. . · .. , 

Af .the rneetinit held .on 28th January, 1967; tlie Committee was 
informed that Ike. Deputy Director of Algpculture, Hyderabad, baa 

·Qaudlri Muhammad Iqbal, S .. K., Secretary, Provincial 
A-.mbly of West Pakistan. acted · as Secretary of the Committee, 

II. 'The Committee took up consideration of .the explanations 
of the Departments in respect "of the. items appearing · in the 
Appropriation Accounts. · 

HOME DEPARTMENT 
APP.OPRIATION A'(:!COUNTS FOR 1%1-62. 
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. '~ instriicte!-1:toconduct epquiry in terms·e>f'the:at>cive observa&>t. 
of .the Comnuttce. · . · ·. . ·· · . , 

. . , .Jlhe Co~t~ .~ed ·.tbat the enquiry should ~ coim,leted .•.· . 
. as.soon.as posSible andlts result placed before the Committee .. ·' · 

.', .As no further progress was rep~~ dutjng the present meeting, 
the item was deferred to betaken up alongwith the accounts for the year 1962-63. · : · · · · · · 
~ (2) 1:'!ge. 3S, Pora .. (7>-:-:In ·.this case. tl~~re· · were six; ·cases '1of . 

___ 1tregpianti~sout of wb.1c~ .f?l.lr.w~r~ <lr-io"'~d by· the·cqmmittee ati~ 
me~~!D88. held. on.15~ .Ai;,ril~ }?66 and Jlst October. 1966. The 
posmon in respect of the renia1mng two cases. was as· under~~ · . 
. ; . . (i) · Loss of Wheat-7 Mds. and· 20 seer~ The Deoartfuent stated .. 

. that .Mr. Zulfiqar Mirza .. who has been .~eld resi>otisibl~ was . bein, 
pursued to Dlake payment. The. Committee observed that a re,nitar 

· .enquiry must be held because the official, who· is· su,pposecfbv the 
Department to have: caused the loss, ·inay · not be ·.preparedJo rpav and 
he would probably be well within bis rights tq do sc. The Committee·; 

· bad advised the Department to hold a. formal'-. inquiry, and after -, 
6.xina reSJ).Onsibility recover the amount. · . - . · . . · · · 

I At the fflr->Pt~v,.., ·~ ... 1-r ~.?l '.'8th fo.n11ary.) 9r,7, the Committee- was . 
. informed that the· fonn~l enquiry was cont~nuing and: the action 
.taken in terms of observation of the Committee would 'be reported 

·. , as' soon as the· matter W'l 1 ·finali?.ed •. · 
. (ill Wheat-26 'Af ds."'.17 s,~.-. · Shown as -. ,hort+-11:frf nintter was 
reported to bt under correspondence between the Oepari~ent . and 

. · the Audit. . The Conmiittee had directed thattne·I>epartroen:t should 
· , · rumish necessary information to the Comptroller, S. ·A .• ~aracbi and 

,ettle the matter. : .' · . · . , · 
··: · .... ·Attbe meeting held on 28th' J~nuary •. 1967. the· .1)ep~rbnent,': .. •· ·. 
stated tb:at the Comptroller; KaJ'.aCbi had ~ppljed· art ext;act ~f .• · .·.· 
the para. ~n which the E:ttr~ _ A.ssistan! · D1~ector . of. Agr1~ulture, · 
Nawabshah, had startedveritication which couldnot be .fi11al~:edfo1 
want· of .relevant. records being in the court. ·· Further . development 
woll).d be reported 'in due course of time. 

-,' ,, . •,· . . . ·.. ' . }' ' . . . 
· .. 'As regard '(i) the Department . ' now explaiiled that :pepufy' 

Director··of Agriculture, Khairpur bad .askec;l·~f· Z .. A -. Mirza .. to . 
verify the relevant records personally but b.e .cbd .not comply · with 
this. .So far as disc.iplinary. proceedings are concemed, a·: formal· 

"charge-sheet b~ been 'prepared by the Director, ~gri~ture, Hyder- 
, abad 'and subJD1tted to the Department for· semce on. ·Mr. 'LA. _ 
Mina, who is now.worklng ~. D~trict.Soil q>ns~rvat~onist, Mard'1J 
at -Nowshera. '· Necessary «, action m .this respect .JS belJlg taken · · .by 
the Deparim-nt · · · · · ·· · · · · . .: ·· ·· ;,· . . 0: .' .. - .. 

' •. ' R.cgu~g -(il) . .it. was stated that the record$ _' are ,tfu_: :lfiri& wi~· 
· Uie.·lt.llti-O)nupti<>n Dep~ent. · · · 

• : I ,. .. 



, · (~) ·Page J6, Para. l l(iz)-·_ Shortage of .Wheat-2403 Mds. 14 Srs. 
8 Ch,s-. · At the meeting held'on 31st· October, 1966 the Department 
stated that recovery of cost of '62-20 Mds. had .been · made: This 
part ~f the __ sub-item was dropped subject to.verification by Audit. 
. _ J.s regards remaining 2340-34-8 Mds., the Department stated - 
that they had written off 973-:-mns. and 24 seers .and . responsibility 
for the balance of 1367-10-8 .mds. was being fixed. The Finance 
Departm.ertt and the Audit pointed. out that the write off was · not 
correct, as action had been taken under rules which were no 
longer in ·force. The Committee directed. that the Department 

. should look into the inatter again and straighten out. the case. 
The Department it the ··. meeting held·o~ 28th)anu;ry. 1967 

stated that the question of write off. of 973-mds. and' 24 .seers · was 
under the active consideration · of Government. So far as fixing· 
of responsibility for the balance of 136, .. t 0-8 rnds, was concerned, 
the Department stated that Deputy Director · ·of Agriculture. Hyder 
abad is making every effort to finalize the case, but the. cases 

· comprising this item .pertain to different quarters such as Deputy 
Director of. Agriculture, Ghulam Muhammad 'Barrage, Revenue 
A,.utho~ities and Deputy Director of Agriculture, Khairpur ·· and in: 
formetion · -whatsoever collected. from .these quarters through 
correspondence. was insufficient to decide the. case and fix responsi 
bility, under Efficiency and Discipline Rules, for, awarding 
punishment and making recovery. As: ' such _ the enquiry · wa~r 

. continuing· and the Committee would be apprised of the. factual 
position as soon as the matter was finalized. 

The Committee then observed that the, Department had made 
no progress in the case of write off of 973 mds and 24 seers and the 
same had remained stagnant. The Committee . further · observed 
that no .progress had been made with regard to fixing of. responsi 
bility and effecting recoveries of the balance of 1367-10-S Mds, also 
and the. same old story of records not being available was being 
repeated. · 

· . The Committee could not accept this- "parrot cry" . of . the ·.· 
Department that records were .not 'available and efforts were being 

.made. ' In fact, the Committee was not .satisfied that sufficient 
efforts were being made in this regard, · 0 · : 

The Department was' then directed that this. matter, both with 
regard to regularising of· the write off as well as the recovery of the: 
cost ,of,1367-10-8 Mds. and fixing the responsibility for the same, 
must be . finalised without fail and reported to the Committee. 

The Department now explained that out ·of 973 Mds. 24 Seen, 
~16 ~ds'. 26 ~e~rs ~a~ already-been w~~fo~ .o~_ with proper sanction · 

. •, '... ... . 

the accounts 
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, ~e para. was. deferred to be taken up alongwith 
tor tht year 1962-63. ' . i . 
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, , Th,e para,. was deferred for cotisideratibn· whefr th¢ Acco11nfs· 1 

for .1962-63· are-being,cQnsidered. In the ineanttme the .. Depart-. 
. . ment. should, get the., write ,·off •· as well ' the recoveries, effected; . 
· - vcrifi~d by t]:ie Audit and also· make further.. attempts to · re¢ver the 

· . , balance amounts. -.. • · 1- 
. , 

• •• . • L • • APPROPRIATION ACCOUNTS 1959~60. . f 

(1) ' Page. 13, Para. 5 read :with '· page 208~Giant Nd. 42-lolns 
ttrid.)tdvances by' the· .. Provincial' Govefnmen(~AL3:Ad_vance.f 'tq . 
students of Bahawalpur-S,avilJg . .Rs: l 5,925...SExplall~tic,n' .. for, ,the'-, 
saving of.Rs, 1,200 hadbeenaccepted by, the Committee _ar.,· its 
meeting held on_ 30-1-67. · As· regards the remaining saving : of 

· Rs.' 14,725· -the Department stated that it was ., . due to'.' th~ fact, 
· thaf sanction was not · received during the: year. ·:_The:· Department 
further stated that no further infermation was available in\ tµeir- 

. record. The Committee then directed that. the Department should 
make further 1efforts to trace the records and furnish. detailed . ex- 
planation. · 0 ·· 

: ·. The Department now explained _that' ~trcnuous ;~ff orts . have 
again been made to trace the record but no, further-information .)s 

·. available 'except that the rewajning savincg of-lls, l4,,72S w~, 41,1~ \Q 
. the f act. that ,_sarlctfon was not '·rec~ive-q d-~ring~Jhe ye;ir .. · ·. , >Y, ·.J : · 

: . ' :The iteqt was ijroppeq; i ' - . . '·· 
t:.·. - • •-"\ ' 

cl, ; 

) 

;. - }3'01 
L. , 

,,........__. 
\--',·.,. 

(H1): $1wrlages repeated twice (in. t'\VO audit . reports) ine.dT'1:)Ita'ntly 
·.. '. b.f the a,i.1dit'. · . . ,, · ! >. , • _.;;. . ,· 
(iv} Shorl.:igas pert&iningt:J Ghula~ !il!b~m'.'l.d 'B:i.rl'ase,(A,Il;C.) 

· · · , Are1, sti!J being porsued, . , , .. ,' :;-1 . 
.: ·--. {, " t-: -~ --;-· .. ~<~ .. ;··!-· '. 

. ...... 
f e ;:,> 

r~· · o··:o. iY , ,°i·.:0 

L.at 10 '<> 

. ( h) ~coveri01! effeoteck · · . 
. ,,_ (· 

· (i) ~ffl~ial:i ch&r~~sheeted '"or fl~ing respon~ibiliJ;~ i,i :i:~overy .of 
· ';' shorta5re, · · .· · . · · .. <.' · · , ·. ,· .. 

.··Mds. Seers.)bh.'' 
. ·. t· . . ·.·. 

l Oil . 31V: 0 · 

• 55 

L -. -. 

/ 

·,;1· 

·,' ~ f .) . f: 
,_ .'- ) 442, . .:! -,,; · :. r: :) ~: ; 

. N~s~acy sanctimrtor the write off of th~:remainm~- 1s6-38~aunds 
· ',.has also been issued. As regards finalization -of l367 l\fds. · 10 · t ";· 

Seers and 7 Ch; , wheat . shortages, the Director . of Agrtcnlture, 
· -Hyd~rabad has fl~rther written off 6~-:~6:-6-ldds: leaving ~lb~ce.of. 

1304' Mds. J4 Seers-i Ch. The position of this balance w~~ stated' · 
to be as' under :-· · · -. · · :: '.:i •· .:· .: t ... : 

-·. .·{1 ·--~ 

' J · • .Aot.1on t11aken , . . Qu~titii!v.,lved : , 
. ..... ,\ ._ ., ,. ... · .. ··. 

~ .. v. ·: ----~-4--~~---~' I I • • ~·- 
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(2) Page 39, Para. Jl)-Loss 'on ·$ale a{ Government Stores- 
Four: hundred and forty-three Mds, of Bhoosa was auctioned for 
Rs. 167·25 in March, 1958 @ -I 6/3 per Mds -, as against the prevailing 
market rate I ranging .· from Rs. 2 tc;, Rs>~ I SO per md. Thus the 
Department suffered a minium Joss of Rs; 712.93; The loss as 
reported by· the Audit was ascribed by the- ., Department to' delay in . · 
the disposal of Bhoosa · due to rush of work, Later on, the quality 
of Bhoosa deteriorated due to rains etc. and had to be disposedoff · 
at reduced rates. . .. 

At the meeting heldon 30-1.:1967 the. -;Department stated that'. 
_ 443 mds. wheat Bhoosa was obtained from wheat of Rabi Crop 1957 

·· · at Seed Farm Rakh, Manghan. The stuff could not be .disposed of 
early as there was no demand of Bhoosa as the farmers - had their 
own stock; Further the Farm 'is situated at a distance of 12 miles 
from Dera Ismail Khan proper and no one was willing to purchase 

.the same in view of heavy transporation charges, at the. ·prevailing 
.Tehsil rates viz: Rs. l per Mds. hence there.was no otheralternative 
but to store in Bhoosans (local method ·of ·!' storing Bhoosa at . the 
thrashing floor) as usual practice because there were no stores for 
'stocking the same. Unfortunately due to frequent rains and floods 
the Bhoosa was deterioratedand its colourchanged.Thus it become 

, ' dusty and unfit for bullock feeding. If was auctioned · during 
March, 1958 as. waste Bhoosa and could not possibly fetch price· 
equal to good one, Hence there seems no faUlt on the part. of the 
Farm manager. The Department further stated that the loss had 
been written off. . .. : . · , : ' 
- The Committee 'was not satisfied that this was a· fit case for 
write off and directed the Department to produce at its · next' 
meetings complete details of this case, including the files or the· 
releyant papers giving reasons leading to the write off. It also 
directed that the files and the papers regarding the enquiry conducted 

· by the Department, as a result of which tµe Department came Jo 
the, decision that there was no negligence, ,,should also be produced 
before the Committee. The Committee further directed that if the 
amount in question bas not yet been finally1written off, any action ' 
in this respect which might be in th~ process of being "taken, should 

. he .stopped, 1 : .. ; ·; , • _ , 

· .· .• ' The Department now explained- thatthe 'Oeputy .Director of 
Agriculture, Dera Ismail Khan · had been appointed as · enquiry 

.. officer to conduct a fresh enquiry into the sale of' damaged Bhoosa · 
of Rakh Maughan (DJ. Khan). The ti.ridings of' the Enquiry 
Officer revealed that the damage or. loss was due to . the 'natural 
calamities and there was no negligence on the Part of any body. 

The · Committee examined the relevant papers and considered 
.the explanation given by, the Department with regard to this 'case 
and decidedthat theexplanation 'submitted by the Department bo · 
accepted and para. be dropped, ... . · 

.. 
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. :· · · {jj ·1:ftage- :216,:Jtem No;< . .fl'1):.Short~ie ;. of :i4rticl~s. pf :iiead:s1ock1 

Rs. J ;051-. · ... · ., .. · . ·. _,. . · .. ·.· /· · ... · ·. · 
. · ( 4) Page 216; item. No:- (,18):.Shortage of Stores~Rs~ ·2,587-· · ·. ·'. ·. ·. 

' . ·- .. ·. ,-_.. ,• ,_- '. . .-· ... ,-_ .. 
,. These item were ~ptisideiecj' by the. C,onimittee at .: its .. meeting: 

· held-on 22;.4'.'67 when the.Departmentvhad-stated -that the"RA. 
.: D .. A.>. Bahawalpur investigated , the· matter. and found -:--Mr. · 

.· MuhammadAmin, .·Juniqr Clerk,·· responaible.' for .. ~he:. ~b:otiage. 
Mr. Muhammad AminJeft serviee during .1960 .. ,. Thereafter;·.hb 
services were-terminated with effect from .26-3-1963 due to ··his_ 
wilful absence from duty._· However, when· this 'fact cameto light, 
a show cause notice was served on.himby the:Ueputy Director of 

.Agriculture, Bahawalpur ·on 15-7-1964,--but·he.· did not. receive tt.: 
After . failure. of-all efforts to .· recover the 'aIDOUnt; frorii:bim .• a .case . 
h~s: been regi~teted. against him which is uajler. irivestig~ti.ori. of '.the . 
Police · , · .·· ' - · - · · - · · ' · ' . · ·. · · · · ·· · · · 

Th~·.C:omrnittee' then directed the_Departhient to ccinti~~c thifr 
efforts and report.the progress. . . · . · . · · . · · , · . - ·· 

The Department now explained. that-the case, has ·b,~eil filed.by . 
the· Police for Iact· of evidence .. · Action· is cbein:g -t~en· to ;writ-c: off , 
the.Ioss, . _ . . . ;-· .. · . .' .. : ·. , · . . · . ·(. 
, · _ The explanation was -accepted and 'the .items were , dt,opped. . t -- .· . . .. ,, . ': . ,· . · .... : . ·.·· .. '· 

· · · (S) Page 3, Para. ·s read with page 209 ... Gri,rnt N.o.:42~wans \. 
· . and- :Advances by. -. ilte_ Provincial .. Govefffme,iil~1J-4~(l)ii[.;tians to 

. Cultivator.sforSeed Multiplication ojRice and, o_ther;-: crops;'''B~ 
' . (8)-Loans to-.cultivators.for Multiplicatidn· of Cotton 'Seed-· . . . · 

. - · .... ~. 
Final. GrJt,.t "' · '2 2Cf800 • ': I .>; ,. . ,_ ,. saving· . .. . . 2;2o;s01 .. : 

. . · ·., This. item . was last considered by the Conunittee· at· its )neetittg - 
held pn ~0-1-1967 when :explap;a!iot( for the savmg off~. s~.Q0 .. 9bt 

· of the· grant. ·of Rs: i~1800, pert~inin~: . to. ;- the . -p,ep_Elrtwent- · W'!S 
, . accepted. No explanation was· grven.m res~t ·qf. .. the,balan~ '<>f 

of Rs. two Iakhs; The Departmentnow expJauieq that -R11p~s··~o · 
. lakhs were drawnby the S~re!ary,'Kalri take'Develo};imeilt'~oa~d · . - 

OJl 4-2-60 and as such the saving shown ·by the Audit ·· was not. 
correct . . , . . . ,. - . · . .· · · 1 · 

- ·' '· · •· . . . .···· , - . _ -· . ·.· _ _ . I I · · · ,. ,._ _ .. I .. . ,' . , .... __ -- __ ··.. . _ ·_ · . . ' .. . __ - _··~. 

·. . The. explanation bf-the Department was accept~d1.atid ~e-'itflll 
was dropped; · · .· , '. .: · . . - _ 1 • ,- 

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

. APPROPmnoN ACCOUNTS 'FOR 196()-6'[-.- .. . 
. . (1) Page: 1,-P,ara~ 12. iii) read with _pages •421';'*23-S~rreiiile~ . 

made in excess of total saving+Grant' N.o. ~8-Cap_ual·· ·outlay -on · ·· 
Agricultural Improvement and Research- · · · · 

.. ,Savin~ . , . . . - . .,. .-.· ro~Jtio~ 
Surrender .• . • · "}14,02,490 
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.- j -At tbemeeting·.held,on J-4;.9 .. 67'the :Department. 'gave expla- 
-nation.for surrender of-Rs. 44,02;490 -& :saving of · Rs. 10,31,109. 
rBxplanations ·for .the: surrender were· accepted• by . the Committee. 
·It' was, -hewever.. pointed out to· the Department that after the 
-surrender -of Rs.,·44,02;-490 'there had been excess expenditure to the 
tune ofRs. 33?71,381 whereas the Department had _--explained• the 

isaving of ··Rs. 10,31,109. .The Department contended that. there 
-was a.further .saving · of Rs, 10,31,10~: after .the · surrender of 

· -- , ,Rs. '44,02, 490. · The Department .did nor accept that they had' 
·meurred .any ·excess expenditure-after surrendering R~. 44,02,49J>. 

· The .Coll1!111ttee 'then. directed t~at , the, . Department 'should re 
, -· eoncile · this matter with the Audit . and report the result to .the 

Committee. -. · · 
··. ·" 

The' Department now explained that out of the· original gtant of 
Rs. 71,5, 74;000 · a sum :of -Rs. 44,02,490 was surrendered leaving a · 
sum or lb. 7,21,71,SlQ. A.'gainst this .grant _ an expenditure of 
.Rs, 7,55,42,901 was incurred; · : thus .there: was an · excess . of 
'Rs; 33,71;3911• This excess was due to the debit raised by 'the 
Account~t-General, West Pakistan. on account of cost of fertilizer i 
received 'fromthe'Central Government-during -the , previous 'years.. 
The explanations given earlier were regretted by the Department. .: 

The_; explanation was 'found satisfactory' · and the item was _ 
dropped. . . . .. 

(2). ,'~Of~ 47, "°para. 58-0u!siandin' G9v.~rnment( Dues- 
.. .In-this case Rs. 15,096 relatmg toJlj.~ year 1952"'.53 were reported 

- to be '.outstand~g against two contract<>~s. , 
1 

- _At.the- meeting held on 14-9 .. 67 t~e .• Department explained 
that the outst~ding amount was Rs~. q,096. _ It was, due. from: r 

. - . - _,I; Rs. 
I . . 

(1) Malik Bahadur Khan _ 1 7,995·00 
''(2f Sy~ Fazal Hussain Shah / :: . 5,lOf·OO 

' \. .' . . I ,. 

. ,,t- ~tal l 3.~096 ·09 
. ) . . . ' 

· ~ati~ Bah~dur l{han __ ,was_, a econtr~c~~r- but_ - t1eith_er the . c~ritract~- r_ 
1 

··_norhis surety had any_movea;ble or' i~movable J1roperty -m . their 
names. Under tsucbl ciroumssances \th~-_ outs~anomg -. amount could 

_ '. not be recovered. . Syed Fazal Hussain had died a few years back . 
• · The Commissioner, Bahawalpiir - .Divisien, fixed 6 equal - instalments 

·.'payable in the mo_ t11th- o_ f · Au_·. gust_· -_ev-~ry;_Ye_ar. The sai_d_ in_ st-_al.men~s 
are being paid by his· son,{Syed· Faiz ~1.ISsaiil). He had by then paid 

'Rs. ·2,000. _ The Commi~eeJhen observed that this was -a case. in 
:which the' Depattmont'had' not bothered even to read the 'proceed- 
' ings ~f the I Pubfic\Accol!tt!s Commit~~e · \Vhich inc!dental~y, ha<f · 
', been 'J,ncotpora~ed tn their ~Wm workpig , paper. . Neither had tho · 
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_., -.1ono6 
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'',The. contr~tor .at serial ·No:'i., above, -Syeci Fµarl~uss;in 'Shah. is ·;; , .. · - 
.. dead . and. the outstanding is. being .paid 'by Paiz Hussain. Shah, ,,lh~- , 
son' Qf the deceased in. · annuaj-instalments Qf Rs, :1~000 'each .. under .. 

. the orders of the Commissioner, Bahawalpnr:' · i>ivi~ion~ -> Th,erdjs • 
/ pnly a ~alaq_ce~of -~. 2,.l()fngw' ~h~ph, w!ll ~e :recovered -, in ;~WO . 

arinu~t)nst~\melltS Jn the next- two years.:-[/~ 1r~gatrd~ the: -out·,, 
standing against contractor No .. ·2 halt sh~~e of the Khar ·Contra~t -· . 
1nthe CbolistanAreawas auctioned to- h1tt1- for· Rs. ,11~992 ·in 
1952-SJ by-Mr! Meer ·Muhammad~.t1ie then.Ch~listaA·Pevelopment-, 

- : Officer'.· 111e.·contr.a.ct~r paid Rs. ,3f9!}7,. o~r. ·leaving ahalan~e -_a, -r-. 
- .· < . .Its, 7,995- aiamst h~tn. , . Smc~,.,then, the' oalan.ce· _of.-_~s; 7 i995 ·remaJ1:1~ -, 

·. ,, ed .oµtstanding against the-~~ontractor; , p~g this penod· of ,)2:l.3 , 
: y,ears the Revenue ': Authorit~~s cpuld not re~~ver' · · the : ·· · outstaJtd!n;, · 

. . . ' ·' ', ,(._- . . . :, . . . ., -:· 

-, 
- . . . . - 

I. 3 000 
. .', '\ ' . 

2.- 

) . 
( 

'Actuq/ paid.-_ 
/· .. 

\ . 
/.'- 

. 44.·.6·- ·. . -- ,, . ;: ··-·· ; ' - 
•• / . ' - • • 1_. ·.:. -_ .: .-_·' • -::' :,...._. -- ' ·\ .-,·. . ·: >- .·· '. \ .· < 
background nor tfle nature of. the case b®n full},-:-stated in the ·ex 
planation nor- had any . indication . been,' ' give1(.. as to whether= . an- . 

. ell:qt1;ify . was. being-' made ·to .: ascertain as tp .wh6 was responsible 'foi 
. this irregularity and W~afact1onft_ad'. -beeI1.:-taken_or was~heing,taken' , 
agamst th~.o.fficer qr persons concerned." The o:llly thing that had 1 

· 

been expla~e<i!_was withregardto 'the·p~ p~rt~itlg.tct recoveries;- - 
wh~re. ~fso _it appeared that out,qf·_Rs.· _l~~02§,1the ~11m.of Rs;S,101-··_. , 
which, fellto the lot of Syed Fazal Hussain; and was. said to have .. 

. been .. accepted by . his , .son to · pay, in: instalments;; '. was: be1ng · ·· ·,. 
recovered while a sum. of 'Rs. :1,995, had ·. been -· shown , :outstanding··.· 
against th.e ct?ntracto~\ Malik.- Bahadur . Khan. i The· Dep11rtmerit· _ _. 
~~~:~g~s;~plallle~ satisfactorily as .to wqat happend to'thcfSUnf. Qf. ,-- · -_ 

. /The Para, was then deferre.d to ~Onie.up Jag~i11~~th''.a ftilhattd> 
detailed explanation oil. all! tliese points · ahd-any further·~ inform-. . . , .,.,, 
ation which the Department could produce. ' , , - . . . . . . _ 

_ - ' .' tIJ,e present pOsitio#, otihe outstancliµg · df' a~. t3;096.£vvas.> •· 
· stated to· be as under:- ··- ,. '- j • · -· -· - · -, 

ilame>of Contractor., :"/r ,··). ;T6tai_41n.01,~r.''.~· 
. j ,.. R.s . -· '( . . 

(b Syed Fazal }Ju~s$ Sihah - .. ),ior·-- - :-- · .. · 
(2) Malik<~ahad\l!_K.hari < ... ., 7:,995: __ -:»; .- · 

:-·.. -~ ''t_ •. Q(a,) '. l.3;096··; ·"' 
• ·'.·, ,J' 

-': .\ ~ 
· · ;; Balance to be1paid ;: ·. ': i . . . .. - . ,_ ' . . Rs. . . . . ) . . . - . 

, .,' .r >, 

- ·2, 1011· ' . . .. =-~-• ~- .. i,l .·. ~r .. , . 

. f .... ~ 7,995 :i' 

,-- .. 
/', ... 

~ ., ., 
' - ~,· ;- - 

- ). 
.I 
!.,· 
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' 
. , .'on examining the case_iurther,·the.conunittee'·roundthat·in the 

~as~. of sure.ty; the propertywhich h.~ owned, was subsequently t:nm~.; . · 
ferred by. him to some other name after about 6 years, Duringthis 

.period numerous· adjournments ·were given, This .meant that· the, 
saidDevelopment Officer facilitated.the transfer of property from the' 
name of· the surety directly or indirectly thus resulting in' a situation 
being· created whereby Government.dues could pot be recovered. ln , 

. . ' . . . 

..... 

' 
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from the contractor orhis surety even 'with their full competency 
to'reeover the outstanding as arrear of land revenue .. The case was 
tried by the Deputy Commissioner, Multan and the defaulter was 
kept in Jail for 40 days by the Tehsildar Khanewal but there 

, being no . moveable or, immoveable. property in the name of the 
I defaulter be could' not recover the ., outstanding -; amount. Aft~r~ 

wards the. surety Mr. Khuda Bux was tried at the request of Forest 
Department and it was reported that he too has become insolvent 
now and nothing· can be recovered from him ... The case was again· 
referred to the· Collector 'Bahawalpur on :23rd November. 1966. 
After obtaining the advice from the :Public . Prosecutor, . the 
Collector; Bahawalpur.-. vide his endorsement· No. 145~, . dated 
12th December, 1966-stated that since the defaulter and his· 1 surety 
had no moveable or immoveable-property there was no way to effect 

·°' recovery and it would be advisable .from legal point of ' view to 
write off this outstanding .. With regard to the fixation of responsi 
bility for 'Don recovery of outstanding it was reported that the then 
Cholistan Development· Officer. lnstead of, cancelling . the sale for 
which no dues · .. were .remitted by. the Purchaser during the . 
stipulated period, confined his action to merely issuing reminders 
to the surety. The purchasers hailed from, Multari. District which 
was beyond the control of Bahawalpur State. The sale .could 
have been cancelled for' non-fulfilment of the. terms of agreement. 
This w~s a logical and realistic approach: under , the circumstances, 
Further more the surety Mr. Khuda Box who was equally .· respon- .. 

~ sible for .the payment was solvent .at that time -and he would have. 
paid the amounthad he been pressed to dO•SO by theTehsildar or the 
Assistant Collector. But the-surety was alwaysletoff by the Collector 
by giving extensions to produce the defaulters. -This aspect of the 
case provided. chances to the .. surety . to transfer his immoveable 

· property measuring 57 kanal situated in Bahawalpur Tehsilto his 
wife on 10-2-1964 and thus hegot himself declared as insplyent from 

. the Court of Civil Judge, Bahawalpur. On'. the other handthe share 
of property due to Malik Bahadur.Khan was transferred in the name 
of his grand sons by the father, of Malik 'Bahadur Khan td save it from 
any . attachment for .non-fulfilment of agreement conditions by his 
son. Thus both the defaulter and· surety having no property · in 
their riame at. present have been declared. as .insolvent and. the con- 

' cerned Collectors have shown their inability· to effect recovery from 
- them.· . · : · · . · . 

·' 
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r the.opinion/of the C()m.mittee,, this m.a:tter i'eq11ir~ Jooking> into I 

further.sot.as. to arrive at a conclusion as to:'why;proper efforts were 
. not made to recover ;Governmeni cb.1e$- in: t-i~e: . ~,s11qh the ;C9m .. · · 

. mittei would ]ike' to· ask the CollectofB~hawalpu1\tO be present at -. 
. the next meeting of· the Public Accounts Committ~ · alongwith all 

the . relev~nf records- and files when this. parEt. comes . up:.before the 
· Committee wirh the Accounts_for·1962-63.·.: The (2oinm.ittee felt that · · ·i · , 

.: in: the meantime the Department· should take proper steps-to have the 
amount ofRs; 7;995written oJf; · · · · · · · 

I. - ' -- ' , --_, 

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

, .. (3) .Dage 148~i'Parf:1, 59.,E:wbezzlement oj Government Reveime--- · · -, In tµis case-the Audi\ bad reported that in· a certahl:•Fruit ~'.Farm a·· · · 
sum, tt!. Rs. 5,200 being.the amount of. Govemment' 'revemre. was 

~ 1 embezzled by aclerk who was required to deposit th~ same ill , the 
Government treasury. The clerk also encashed certain T.A. Bills -r- 

. of ,the Establishment · amounting- to · .. R!!: · · 46 from Government 
.: · treasury and .misappropriated · the same. The -qlerk . was tried in ·~ 

th~ court. of Jaw andsentenced .to six months rigorous imprisonmenk · 
· Under the' Dep11rtment~ rules the clerk, was ., .· requited .to .· funpsh 

two sureties of. Rs. 200. each and a,ccc,rdingly :a sum. pf '.Rs. 400 · w·a8 •· 
recovered from- the sureties. < '- ,. 1 : · .. · · · · - ··· ··; 

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

, , Although the,'CflSC' Was decided by the court In the. year: 'j952, ~~ 
the balance of Rs. 4,846 had neither .been recovered: nor written off -: 7 •. . 

: .rth the sanction or .the· .competent authority. Considering the .. ,/·:- ' ' 
· __ ~¢ount embezzle4. the security cbtained-fromthe dertr~ould s~em . 

to:~~ in~deq1;1ate. The orders ~ngthe am~urit otsurety needed· ·· 
re~lSIOJb :, ·,. n . . .·, '. •' . r ' ' "' .·· ,' ' -: ' ... ' . j I L : 

The'. Department· at 'the meeting -held 01114tp Septembel',. 1961 · 
explained that the balance amount ,of Rs. 4,846 had been written off, 
but -the.Departnientwas .. not · ableto.produce.documentto: suo-·· 
stantiate that. the . writing. off . of Rs. .· 4~846 . had beep: · done iri 
consulatien with the Finance Department. . ,,. - · · 

.. ·· -Th~ Co~tte~:·th~u not~·that.th~ clerl{r:esponsibl¢-.Jqr,this . 
misappropriation was tried and sentenced· by· die· proper court. but 
·il was beyond the understanding ·of the. Coµimittee. as to how a niere - ; 
cl~r~ co1;14Lhay~ fui~app~op~fate<.t the sum of-.R.s;: ·~;20Q over a p~pod: · · 
of timeifproper supervision had been e~erc1sed,mth~ office·bytlie·· -. 

'person: who was, respon~ibl~ · for the sam~.. Nq ·m_ention: ,vas, _mid~· .. _ 
by the -Department as to whether any. action against th~ .. persons', .. 
responsible for the supervision was, taken or: not. · lt 'tp.erefore .-· · 
appeared to the' .Committee: Jhat" th~ pe~S?B ~ancern,;eti -had-deli- · k 

. beratelybeen protected'; ''fhe•Co~ttee,drr~t-ed, .-t~~:Depl;L~!lJent 
· to examine the entire matter afresh, fl~~ th~·res~nSJbthty · as; to':who · 
besides the clerk was· responsible for: this- µegligence~< wilful : .. or 
otberwise, and' t~ . take. necessary: a';tion: }t!tai11st ~im. . The . 
Committee directed the Department: to < report· , the· ; , acnon . ~akc1.1.· · . · 

· ag·ainst the' officer;:or ·person resp~nsible·ifo.r,;negti~~ ai,ill~f~,.'9r 

I '·- .. 

) 

448 ·, 
) 

. I 
t : -. 

r. 

\. 

\. 



"The Department informed the Audit in November, ·1961 -that effdrts 
. wer~ ~a4~~.to ,dispo~:~At'tli~·:91~ ... stocf .'.~~: an1;1ou~~µient through 
Rad10 PakJstan '.but. tfie-t-~ w~ no response and subsequently the 

- loss was ~rerrea·for, write . olf. · .. · ~s ~· Audit Report; neither tJte 
,respo_: . . ·nsibiHbr_°for clel~y· lll._1disppijal h,~a been ·~- ea by· -the -:; ~~rt- i'ment, ndr"the loss.had been 'written oft'. ., . . . . . . .· . 

I . 

3,927.00 . Totij:- 

'.· .. 
. 'l'f.:·~·j T; Tomato Juice 2716 tins. 

. . 2. TinnedGrapes 401 tins; 

, propet. supervision alongWitti the documents ~q. substantiate that .tlte 
amount had been· written· off with the concurrence o'f -the Finance 

Department, . . .· . . .. 
The. Department. now produced the file with . regard to . the 

-sanction accorded bv the Finance Department for the write off of 
Rs. 4,846 and stated· that a fres 6. inquiry is i;,ei.pg conducted . by. the 
Director A.R.I. Tando Jam as directed by the Committee: The file 
revea'ed that a clerk who had been entrusted with the money for 
depositing the same in. the treasury embezzled the amount. He was 
sentenced by the Court to six months rigorous imprisonment. The 
Committee felt that adequate -precantlons had. not been taken , iii 
leaving a large sum of money, viz, Rs. 5,200, ~th a mere clerk for 
being deposited. The Department contended that O the Sind Go;:, 
vernmentRules nermitted that even a neon "nuJrl be entrn-ted with 
the .taskof depositing a sum . upto Rs: 200. · Two . per~ons,' the 
Department further stated, could be sent 'together to deposit the 
amount bevond Rs. 200. They relied. on· rule 4() . (c) of the . Sind 
Financial Rules of "the· former Province of Sind'. The Committee 

· found it difficult to. believe .that such a rule could exist in any 'or .. 
ganized formof Government and requestedthe Finance Department 
to look . into the· matter and to advise the Committee as to whether 
this was a correct picture as · · reported by the · Denartment . and 
whether in this case the responsibility .of the higher officers had been 
examined in Finance Department thoro1:1gh!y : before agreeing to 
write off.· · Pending report from the- Finance Department, ·the .. 
matter w::i~ deferred to come up again with. the. accounts for the 
year .1962-63. 
· The.Department was· asked to submit to the Committee at the · 
next · meeting, the results of the -fresh inquiry and also to state the 

·nature of the enquiry. . ·· . · · · · 
. . " ', . . '' ' 
.(4) Page 48,, Para. 60--Non-disposal qf tinned Fruit-In this. 

case. the undermentioned stock of tinned. fruit had become unfit. for 
human coil.sumt>,tion as these were rnanuf actured during the year · 
1953 to 1958 and were retained for years· together:-. · 

Rs 
3,225.00 
, 702.00 . 
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:: .i, ; At the :m~ting held on 14th · September; 1967. the ·Department 
:W,"ormed the Committee that the·.stqck could not be disposec.f of - 
even though pubuc.tv was done through Radio Pakistan. Toe loss was therefore written .off. r The explanation submitted by .the 
Department was not considered by the Committee t~ be a complete 
explanation. . The Department was directed· to: procure full details 
'as to what. was. the total production of toll)ato juice 'and tinned 
'grapes and what was the total stock in hand of the· tins at · that 
Jime. The Department was a so . directed. · to·. substantiate . that . 
publicity was done. over Radio Pak'stan and that it .was done. prior .. 
to thetns having been. declared .unfit for human consumption and 
also to. state whether . thorough enquiry was· made. before .. sanction 
of the wr ite, off,. to as certaln whether, the· write .off became necei;sary 
due to negligence on. the part of- some. one or not. . · . . · · . 
. The Department now stated that the total productiori~oftomato 
juice and tinned graps ·was· 50~ t' ns out ·otwhich:'l 92~ · fins were 
sold· leaving a balance of 3117 tins, 
:. · · The. Director, Agricultural' .Research Institute, Taµdo · Jam 
visited Quetta in July, 1%5 and inspected the .. above" mentioned 
products which were in the state of decomposition. The · whoh, 
store room was· smelling badly and juice were oozing out•from the 
.tins which had burst due to decomposition. · The pt"oducts stored 
were unfit and not safe.for human consumption. tberef ore. 'be Wt'.Ote 

· off the products. after counting their number. There is no fault. of 
. any staff member for the loss. Aftei; integration · the administration .... 

. went under: manv chang~ and· due to lack of decision the products 
remained undisposed of. · · · · · 

· :' The Department further" explained. that Food, Techrtological 
·· Labotatorv is m0a11t f,,r·c-"ll.111ct·T\lt ,,.v·"'~r:ments w:th the 'heal 
... fruits . and. vegetables to find. out the feasibjlity. of '9anning. and .• · . pre- .. · 

serving the· Iccalproduce and the laboratorv is ' also charged with .. 
a=volvitig: suitable methods-for ·Proces.sing .. The sale of the products. 
.s not · the object of .the laboratorv. SrimP. time the "1'."l"lnct1:1 have . 
to be lcept 'at different.temperatures and climatic c&nditfons tofind . 
out the preserving qualities. The products of the lahortory are 
exhibited at several shows. and exhibitions' wh'ch ~l'e . held in the 
country to acquaint- those who are interested ~ the industry . 

. Due to the above reasons.the pr.od~cts te~ained undisoosed of· 
in the .store, · .In 1960 r Radio announcement was made about .it,.s 
disposal •. but no body was ready to purchase the · same; hence the 
wrlte off. . . . .. . . . ... · . . . . . . . -, 

· · The . Committee co!}~id~red. the ·explanation· ofth~ Deoa".(ment 
with'regard to 'this item, It.appeared tllat ~ ]his e~p~rim~t.al fmit 
~nnip~ .un't, PV~~ a llltml;,~r Of _~f'~l'~,,.2711.fti~ ~rr~~·~·V)· }1Jl~P ~T!d 
4()1 tms. of .Granes .were)ying· .m the .. stor~·llnd had. d~tenorat~ 

·to such. an extent th.at in SOD.lCf '?8:SCS : . ~~ . .iuiG¢ w~ ·o.i>ZUJg .. ~t or 
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the tins .. ano it was the. opinion of the Department that. the juice 
had , become: .unfit . for 'human consumption. The Department 
contended that. on coming to this conclusion · they . made efforts to 
dispose of this quantity of· fruit juice by inviting tenders. . At one 
stage it was also claimed that aradlo announcement was made.for 

· the disposal of this. However, on examining the · records made 
av.a'flable by the Department and according to the. oral explanation 
submitted by the Department, it appeared .that no one Is . clear m 
his mind as· to whether the attempts to dispose of the tins containing 
fruit juice were made prior to their. having·.been declared unfit for 
human consumption or after, as claimed in the Working Paper. If 
the latter contention was correct, then it was a very serious . matter 
that a Government organization should make an attempt to dump .: 
on the people of _the country a product which,' in its own opinion, · 
was unfit for human consumption.. This amounted to playing with 
the lives of. the people and the Department should take ~l~ pre 
cautionary measures in future that this practice, if at all in operation, 
as stated in the Working Paper, should hmnedlately be discontinued, 
The only - ~per method of getting rid of . such tinned product, 

· which has gone spoiled arid bad, would be; to · inform· -the relevant 
authorities, including the Finance Department. · of _ their ._ having 
become unfit for human consumption .antihave'the same" destroyed· 
and the amount written off. Had the Department succeeded· 'in 
finding any one to tender for this lot, · it is obvious that the 
rotten tinned fruit would have ultimately found its way · into · the 
corptno!l market-resulting~' ~no one knows, ho'Y many deaths or 

·. serious illnesses. In the opimon '. of the Committee, loss of even 
cine single human life would value far more· than the. total amount 
'involved in this case. · · · 1 • · ·· 

.. The Committee once again .. stressed upon _the Department that 
prior to submitting Wqrking Paper to the Public Accounts -Com 
mittee, and prior to appearing before the Committe with their oral 
explanations, all efforts should be made to ascertain the true . rac,s: 
of the matter and to present a correct nioture of the situation be- 

'. , fore the· Committee. . Fabricated explanations . containing half .. 
•· truths· _do not help either the Department or. the Committee. . .. 

Subject to these observations, the para. was dropped . 
. (5) Page 49, Para. 61'--0peninrr of personal account in a r,ri.va,re 

hank with Government cash-In this case a sum of . Rs, 11.00,000 
sanctioned by Government for the purchase of · wheat seed was 
drawn from the treasnrv and deposited in a private bank in . the 
name .. of an oflicial who had followed this mode right from .1955. on 
ward and used to keep verv heavv amounts in the bank in his "wn 
name. The balance in bank on 31stDecember. 1955 was R~~ 1?.S~40 
·and from. March, 1956 onward it ranged· between one to three Iaes. . 

· It rose to Rs. 12.61.694 on· 30th June, 1960. The irregularitv was · 
-l>tought. to the notice of thcfDepartment · by · Audit~. iii September, 

. ·' . - .. :, ·' ·: .• . " . 
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· ~ :J'J t;cifful°fntfe~tst~~~nn~on!:,~J,. . . 
· ,Juive 'been. wrthdrawn' and kept · outsi<le tli~ Government · adct>:tittt," . 

· ht ~his s~i:~<>Us irregularity . C<>~t~ueq . ~P..i~ ot!i · vv.~t . h1iying. 
·~n adnnruste:r:ed by the Fmance:Departm.ent·lll~fa&ber;· l958~:. · 

· · '..~ · . ·· .· The Department at th¢ meeting· held on 14th .. SeptembQr, l96'J. 
._e;plain~4. that th~for~er Jall;lc~tan. ~d~tration conside~gl ·· 

· the varlation m .liarv.estmg penod m differe,:it parts. of area hadpro 
.videdrevolvlng non-lapseable funds .for. the·.1wrchase'of·. whea(at 

. .:~arvest time startin~ in App.I_ and May in ~~the a~.easand · June-July , 
. in upland. !\or this; as' obvious, the openmg of bank . · accounts 

·being nec~sary,. the former m,an,g~ment''under · Central Goyernme~t " 
·had':~pened.a .. b~ :·accoµntin·the name .. ofDir~tc,i.ofAgriculture 
:,in' Baluchistan,· Quetta.' In r ?S9.-60 01f receipt- of sanction .of :runds as: 
la~ as24t~June,_1960.,.ili"ider the1>re'10US:J'.)fO~e:,:t~e, 1tmoti*t ~"· 
~t.hdr~wn. and ¥~s1t~ :for :p.ur"~~~ of :o/\te~t s,eed cl,u~g harves~ 
mg period for distr1but1on .1Un9ng the Z11;tmndars, qf· Queita/Kalat 
Divisions. .. · ·.' - · .. · .· ·. , .. 

· .-11te Committee co~id~~e~, ~e explt~~t~~ti.'srib~ited: by the,: . 
Qeparttnent as ·bi(Thlv unsatisfactory, · The. ·cqnifuit•··· · wits· ofthe · .· 
view that 'dill. ·. widtdrawar·ot· largoswns ,of money t9wards· the· clese . 

. ;·o.t 'the'. finan~ial year and _depositing ·the saine lna ,private ·ba11k :by· 
... the official in .his own name could not be condoned. Tltjs :requ,ited: 
furth~- investigation .. , l'he Department was asked to make . (ult' 
eµqtiicy afresh in this matter. and get . their findings. verified by the • 

, , ,Audit and report back to the Committee .. · · '". · ·· · · · .r,~: · · 
·., · , ·The Department now contended that the .. ~&o,mit . h~d -.riQt·:. 

· . {.?~n, opened, it;l, a J?rivate .· bank in t~e ppr~onal naip.e .of.the pffict:r--· 
~9.1:l:Ce~e~_butthat 1t was Qp,e1;1ed ,;in h!s·ofi!c1~l.capac_ity .• -·,'I'h.~ Audit 

·~d thePinance Departmenr' o.1:>1e9te~ to._tt ,n.d .ml,lm~~~that.f!<J:> 
9ii{licer of· the Government. was entitled to· open. such .an ~ou~t . n,: s 
~11y banlc and that Government monevshould ·always·_be kept m.the·· 
Q9v..ernment Treasury .. The Department then went on-to .state tliai ·: 

l . ·this -wasdope,in:good faith .• soJhat·the.amo~~t should :nqtlapse at- 
. · the end of the vear and that this could serve · as. a. revo1VIJ.t~ fund • 

. The Audjt pointed out that in the first .instance the: a11l~unt · sh~uld · . 
· have been ·placed in the personalledger account: in: the Treasury 
to over-come this· difficulty and,': ~econdly,,in, the. year 1:958 the 
Finance Department had categorically issued instructions that '. · no 

· account could be opened bv anv 'official of the Government in J'IW . 
bank whatsoever 'without the express .consent; of 'tne \Finance 'De~ . 
partment and that inspite of these· instructlons the· account rontinuecr· 
to remain in the private bank. The Department then· pointed out · 
that it was a very old nractice and that th.e· ~m~unt was · ~ept- in'-- · 
the bank up to. 24th' February, ~961., .. J"h~· . t1m~ 1~,:,se . h':twee~· · 
Seotember •. ,1960. when the Aud:tt, had pointedly oh1e<'~' to t111s·- 
practice, and the date on which the amount was · dra~n from the· 
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Bank was only fouf months. Th~ Committee. felt that there was no 
. ju~,tification for the account of · this nature bein_g opened in a 
private bank and that the Department should at least have followed 
the instructions issued by' the . Finance , Department in . 1958 .. 

I Howev~r, in order that the Committee could come to a· proper 
conclus10~ as to whether the amount was actually. s'pent for the 
purpose for which it was entrusted to the Department, the Depart 
ment should produce before the Committee ·a proper and .. certified 
Bank. statement of the account of: money placed in the private ba~ 
showmg the day-to-day transactions m . .the same. . A copy of this 

·statement should also be submitted to the Audit and the Finance 
· D~partment in advance. The para, should. come up again before· 

th,e Co~ttee when the-accounts- for the year 1962-63 are ·1111.der 
~- _- .. nsideration alongwith the comments of. the· Audit and. the Finance 
~ artment. · ... P., .... ·. .. . . . . ·. . 

(6) iPage 424-Not~ 3-. Pro-forma 'Accounts-« .In this case 
pro:.form.;a accounts of seed had not -been furnished to .Audit. 

. Atthe meeting held on 14th September, 1967 the Department 
explalned that the pro-forma 'accounts of seed Depot of Lahore: 

· ·Region. have been· prepared and sent to Audit except the Rawal 
pindi. Division. The preparation of Accounts in respect of. this · 

; Division·was held -up due to the fact that .: certain record . of the 
. seed ~epots Acco'itilts is with the Anti-Corruption Department 

and. the courts etc. Anyho:w:. the officers concerned have been 
.. instructed in urgent terms . to get the . accounts prepared after 
consultin~ the records with Anti-Corruption Department/Courts if 
they allow .1cce11. Silliilar is the case with the Southern Region 
.and the .concerned officers are prevailed upon to expedit disposal, 

. . No report in respect of action taken against the offlciais 
responsible for the delay was then placed before the Committee. 

- ., The· explanation now submitted by .the Department was 
as under:- · . ·: · · · · . . 

I.' Central Region.~ The Deputy Director · of Agriculture. - 
Rawalpindi, is making efforts to consult the record with the Anti 
Corruetion Department. As soon as the files and record are made· 
available by . the Anti-Corruption Department the Profit and . Loss 
Accounts will be prepared and submitted to· the Audit Department 
for verification. · 

· 2. ·· . Southern. Regio~Instruction have been . issued by . t~e 
Director, Argiculture, Hyderabad to. all Deputy Director~ ~f. Agri 
culture concerned to· constitute special parties for prepa~at10n .or 
the rema'ninv nro-iormn accounts, The d-lav in preparation of tne 
accounts is mainly . due to the fact that the relevant records Are 

' with the Anti-Corruption Department and <;onrts 'and not OD 
account of negligence on the p~rt. of. any official. The item ,, was 
-deferred to be taken up alongwith the accountsfor the year 196--~3. 

/. 
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·. Page 4; Para. 8_, read With page _·84-:-Gtari.t No. 11---Misce_i~ 
laneous IJepartmen~N--r:-1-Excess Rs. 14.976-The Department' · 

· regretted its inability to furnish anv explanation: in .furtheranee to ' 
what -was given in the Appropriation Accounts itself as the relevant. 
record had been ruined under the debris of fallen ro<>fs of rooms. :. · 

· The ite~ was dt~. 

.454 

. . . (7) Page 3, Para. 5, 'read wiih pages. 239-24~rant"No.' 22- 
,Veteri~Saving Rs; 18,79,84~ . -, . ,· · . . ': : 

· (8) Page ·1, Para. 12(ir), read with pages · 239-r-242~Sur~ender , 
made inexcess of total saving-Grant No. 22-Yeteriizary~ . · · ... ~ ·· . . . . ... ·.Rs ... ·:·.. . . 

Amount of Saving .... ·18,79,849. 
Amount of .Surrender . . . : · · 26,58,300: · . .. 

'. , .. At· the ~eeting held on 14-9~1967; the Department ~xplaip.ed 
th.at the savmg was not Rs. ·t8;79,849.- Therewas. a difference .of,'· .. · 
Rs, .13,42,727 .. · The Department stated that while the figures forthe, 
Lahore Region ha~ been· reconciled with the Accountant-General's" 
Office,. the figures for the Quetta, Kalat and Hyderabad Divisions; 
hQ..d not. 'been reconciled. The official concerned was. dismissed'f:rom: 
sbrvice on account of his failure to 'complet~.ithe· re~oitciliatim{. 
work. ·, According to .the Department, the departmental· :·figure, o_f,' 
sa:ving was to the extent of Rs, 5,37,128. Thissaving was ]~s tha,f 
IO% of the total grant; for which no explanation was tobe gh~el'). . _ · . : 

The Committee noted' that the official concernedwas' dismissetl' . · 
from Government service on· accountof his.failure to complete the 
re-conciliation work. The Committee was further. informed by the;, 
Department that th.e.offi,ci~l concerned was· .. there-conciliationclerkf 
The Co.~ttee ~ere at a loss .to understand that )f tJie fault ofth€j\. 
re-conciliation clerk was so serious that he was dismissed .from 
service then why .similar action was not taken. against the·Supenri;.;. 

. tendent arid ofiicer~in-charge and why till of, :,th¢m were not ,4fsmissef · 
from service? . , ': · 1·'' 

' , • · • 

. · .: The fact' however remained .that.the te:".¢()nciliatfon -Of,· ·figures 
.. · :relating to the Hyderabad, Quetta and Kalat Div1sioiis hifd)iot ta~~~ti_· 

place and . ~ess the figures were reconciled, the real amount 9f · 
saving. could not be worked out. . · < · 

. The Committee then directed. the Department . to . have. the 
figures reconciled with the Audit Offices and asked .the Account~nt .. 
Generaltoask the'Audit Offices to aft'ord.·necessary·facilitiesJo the 
Department. If· the saving after_ re-conciliation worked . out :ft( be 
morethan.10%, the item regarding saving would. comeup again, 
If the saving wa~Jess 'than 10.%, no explanation .woµId-pe necessary, 

. As the figures had not been reconciledby the I>.ei,artment with 
the Audit, the para. was deferred to come .up again alongwith 'the- 
Accounts for the year 1962.;63. · · · ... , ,., . · 

APP&OPIUAnoN Acci>UNTS · 1961-62 
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. Page 26, Para. 17(a) 13-Loss of Revenue-In this case 414 
-quarters out of-1000 constructed for Government servants at Lahore 
rema.ned vacant for long periods resulting in non-receipt. of rent 
amo.unt to Rs. 1,17,936 for the period from 1st January, 1957. to 30th 
April, 1957. In addition to- this Loss of revenue Government had · to incur further expenditure in the form · of separation allowance- 

· which was being paid to the. staff who had not been provided with 
. -resldential accommodation. No explanation for non-accupation of 

. . the quarters was furnished to. Audit by the· Department. 

: The matter was last considered by the· Committee at its meeting 
.heldon 26-1-1967 when the Committeedesired that the Department· 
should reconcile the figure and statements then furnished; by the 
Department with the. Audit The Committee further . directed · that 
.the Department should br.ns ~- en-ordinated and complete statement 

· showing various dates on which the quarters were. handed over to 
:-Services; and General Administration Department alongwith - the 
dates of allotment of quarters from each lot. showing the dates from , 

·which recovery of rent of each quarter started and also to produce · 
orders of the competent authority with· regard to the reservation of 

· quarters for shops, mosques, Police Station. etc., showing the period 
for which these quarters 'were reserved/ and· whether · _thP. rents 

'therefor .f-"om the date of reservat' on was recovered, and the dates 
on whi~h they were subsequentlv vacated and the date of freshallot 
ment, if any, .made in respect Qf those quarters subsequently. · 

The Department now explained· that further search for the old 
record of 1956-57 was made with the help of those officials-who were 
working in the Estate Office in those days; . After long labour, papers 
relating to non-occupation of quarters in' -Wahdat Colony in 1956~57 
were .traced from the Office of the Executive Engineer. Buildings 

'Division where the accounts work was transferred on the reorgani 
zatlon of the Estate Office in January, 1.965. It has . been found 
that 700 . quarters were. handed over to. the Estate Office on· 30th 
November, 1956 out of which 33 quartets were retained bv the 
Public Works Department for other purposes. and the 'remaining 667 
were all allotted out: Only 34 I were actually occupied . as reported 

. by the· Additional Chief Engineer, Central Zone (Mian Abdul Aziz) 
in his D 0. letter No. 503-W-3, dated 5th March, 1957 to tbe .Addi-. 

'tiona! Chief Secretary. On the. report .of . the Additional Chief 
Engineer that due to non-occupation of quarters by·allottees Govern 
ment was under-going a financial loss. the matter was examined· by 
the Chief Secretary and in consultation with' Finance Secretary and 
Acfrf ltional Finance: Secretary it· was decided on 4t~ .. April, · 1957 
!'that:~ · ·· · · 

.. 4SS 
I SmtVICES AND GENEML Al>~noN'DEPAltTMENT 

APPROPRIATION ACCOUNTS FOR 'fflE YEAR 1959-60 
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. . 

,;;• ~ 
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.J8;r;,..1i Pa,,.,1. Nr,. rij"Appra~ . 
. • No. · . · pryati<m, A.coounts 

• . . : _-· '1 ·. . 

. -~ · Shi>r,ta;ge 6f . mat~~iaf:wdrth,;Rs/ 2;·92!. · .. 
' un-cl.ue Jin~noial a1d t~. c.drit}ra!J~~r . 

WQrth ns. 79,.200~ 

(i) All the allot\e~s who ::b~ve not cx:cupied: quarters should- ,;'. ) 
be served. witha final. notice that if t~eyJail to occupy · 

. the quarters by 1st May, 1951 their allotments would be . 
. cancelled and · they would not be· allotted aµy qu~rter '; 

thereafter. .. .. . . · , . ·. . . · . . ·. · · 
(ii) Rent -should be charged, with -eff~t from Isl;M~, 1957 · . 

· . . tor au0:ccommod,tio~ .hitherto provided; . . ·· .... 
c1As such the.recovery of the rent of-quarters upto .30th. April, 1957· 
was actually written· off Government . As these fac~s came 'to light· 
-:a.ft,~r the old record was dug out by the old staff.working in the Estate 
-Office in 1956-57, whose services· were requisitioned for the purpose, . the fact that the loss was_ already written off .by.·Governm.enl could ; 
not be placed before the public Accounts .. Committee , in previous . . 
meeting~. · On the strength of the Government orders . passed · ml · · 

· . -4th April, 1957 a fresh formal sanction. of tb~ F~an¢e Department 
to :write off of the loss of Rs, 1.17,936 has been obtained <as shown 
to the Audit Office} and a formal Government order to that effect 
has been issued as 'desired by the Audit Office. · · · ·· ' The Committee: desired' to 'know whether the Finance Depart.: 

. · ment had considered all . aspects of the cas~ bet ore agreeing to the · 
~:write off,. ·The_Add·1iona1·· Finance .Secretary wanted. time··.·t9. · 

examine the relevant file of.the.Finance.Department whichwa~ not,'.' 
.available .. He assured the 'Committee that Finance· . Department .· · 
would re-examine-the write off. · Subject-to thisaction by Finance 
Department, the para. was dropped; · · : ' · · 1 

· 

;. ·. . AP-P'.ROPRt,\TION; ACCOUNTS :FOR THE )13AA 1960-61 -, ... 
Page 4; Para. 8, read . with page..162 and 164-· -. • Grant . No. J 2- 

General Admim'stration-Election for· Legislature---.-Excess. Rs/ 54,822 
: (Rs.· 34 333 + ,20.489}-::- . . . . . .. ·· ', 

.'· . ' ,•, · ... : . ~ . .· .. c •. .• . .. ' . " ' . . . . . . . 

•• 1'.. APPROPRIATION Accousrs FOR THE:Y1?ARJ96t-6i . . ... 
Page 4,, Pata; 8, :reaa . with . page 53-. Grant lvo. }Z~General , 

. Adm:ni.m·ation-Ele~tiolJ:s. for Legislature-E~cess Rs. 7;162-. · .. .: · 
· . · As· no .Working Papers for theseitems . were. furnished by the 
Department .. consideration ofthese itemswas deferred to be taken: 

'UP alon~th .the accounts.for the yeu l962 .. 63. . . ·.\ . 
. AGRICULTUR;E DEPARTMENT~AGRICULTUIW,. 

DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION - ··. 
APPitOPkL\rtoN1Acri>UNts·· FriR. THB ;ya,ii··· 1958-59. t . . . . . . 
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1; The .above noted items came UJ>", qefore.:' the Committee 
on- 14th December, 19~7." . The - Memb~r, Fimince,. Agricul 
tural v· Development · Corporation . informed · . the. Committee 
that as . the officials· concerned· ·-. 'were . now, - working.. with 
the_ Communications .. and. 1 •• V(,orks ·, Department, it would 

1 
~alee the matter .: easy if the. Secretary, .·c~mm~nicati~ns a~<:I' Works, 

· -uepartment · was present. · The-. Committee agreed with this sugg~ 
tion and. deferred 'these. items·to be taken ... up alongwith · the items 
pertaining to the Communications and. 1\Vorks\ Department. The 
Committee further directed that· a: copy .of the· Working· Paper in 
respect of each of the abo~e)tem(be supplie"q by: the Agricultural 
Development Corporation ·to the · ComiQ.unications .and. Works 

, Departmentin advance of the next; meeting. - · ' · · . ; · 
\ . ' • ' \ . . : .• ~ -! . { .. 

I . . ' : · ; · , r ' .. 

', ., A ~opy of the mmutJ ~f tlle said meethlg alongwith a copy 
each of the Working Paper was senr to. the'::Conun.ijn.ication~' and 

· Works Department and they were ~lced to send their represeutative 
,.to appear before. the' Committee in td-dBly's meeting .. But the only 
person who appeared before· the Committee. to represent · the - Com 
munic/ations . ~d . ~orks·, DeJ?m.tme~t . was • a Section . Officer. 
The· Committee . did not consider a: Section Officer a" pro 
per and duly· .authorised '. :Officer . to·.•·· appear before · the 
Public Accounts Committee, _, . on behalf ,, of1 · th~ - De-.J · 

"partment, The. Committee took a serious. view of the fact that the ' ' 
· Communjcations and Works Department did 'not ! depute a · semor , 

· Qfficer to appear before the Committee, in case .the Secretary him 
self was not in a pesition to attend. The Committee had t<>. : defer 
the consideration of these, items· to the next series · of meetings to . be 
tken· up alongwith ~h~ ~feµis ~f ·in~ <;oqin,i~~i~tfo~ , ~~4 W~!~! . 

· ep~tDl~Jlt: f . ·· , , . , · I, : ·.,. . . , 

' I 

I 
·. I 

' 

- , .inJ.a, pp;opri~tion of ~totes worth 
-Rs. 30,846. · . _:: 1. _ · 
Loss, of oe~ent worth Rs. 19,340. 

'. ' 
Los~ -'~£ i cerrie;nt")vortf Rs. ·3,533. 
l__ ., ,'( '. . /::<: i 1- . ,-··:-· . ·j ~-' 

Mis··us~ .of powers \Rs. 2*100~. - ' 
' • • • ',I 

. Short~ge .· ofJtores w~rth lts.14,984: .·· 
• -.~. ' , I .. ) \, :i '. f": · .. /. , !• . : I ".., 

Shortage of ~.tores 'worth·· Rs .. 9,fl~~· 
' ' " • ;! ·• ·, I ' ·, 

·i .. 17(a)3(o). . . ... 
t. .. 2. 17(a)3(8.), · .. 

3. : 17(a)4(6) 

4. 17(a)9(1) 
1 • • 

.. 5 . I 7(a)9(.2)· 

·6. l7(a)I6' 'i 
,_ 

' c . ·. . . .• . ' .t . . .• 
J J _\ . I , \ ·, , l, ·. \ , ; .· .. 

3:,1 Item:No. l'(,l'(vi) r ,Un~~ue~ fin,a.ncial aid ·,t9·· QontractQr 
Annexure. , · worth Rs: t,51,71$1. · · · · · 

• I ' ",- \' 1 ' • 

· APPB9PBU~tO?_i ,AopoUNT~-: !'O~. 1909-Go ,, , 

. ' ( l. 
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, . , APPROP:8IATION Accousrs FOR 1961;62, 
. (1~ · Page 32, Para .. 17(a) 105-Non-~ecovery of Gove~nment D71es 

/, In this case· a sum of Rs. 5,909 was outstanding against. a. contractor 
·. ', against two different works let out to 'him during 1947-48 . an<f 

1949750 respectivelr. This amount included R,s. '536 on accoun] __ C)f 
· . rent of shop etc., su;i.ce . November, 1952.: - . . · 

, .. The Department explained that a sum: of,~. l,776/t2 being 
the security Deposit of (contractor lying in this Division for the work' 
of improvement to Hyderabad Badin Road has now been. adjusted 

. against the total amount.of Rs. 5;909. The balance of Rs. 4,132138 
is to be- adjusted accordingly. The work of Tande Mohd Khan-Jhok 

. Road· was- done by the 'contractor and it is· .' -not yet ascertained, 
whether. final payment o'f the contractor has been made · after receipt 
of . the decision, from the Government. . Due to ·.territorial-_ changes . · 

· and. closure of Division I Sub- Division and change ~f sytff the record . · . 
. isnot traceable at present, However, efforts are being made to trace 
out the old record a~d clear the outstanding __ dues 1,Y,iJ:?g'<.again~t the .. · 
contractor. Regarding balance recoverythe Executive Engineer, 
Jacobabad Roads Division has been requested. to withhold .the 
amount and pay- to this office to clear the balance amount against 
the, contr,~tor, '. as i.t has bee!l .l~amt_ that i sufficieh~ amount of this · 
contractorislying inthat D1v1s10n., . ' , ·. ._ . . . _ . 

. . Subjectto _recov·~ry by theDepartmentand verification of ·the 
recoveries by the Audit, the para, was dropped·. ' · •1: 

' (2) Page 59, Para., 17(a)iv (a) 4-Audit, Notes and' Inspection. Re- , 
portS'--'-Accorditig to Audit 25 Audit Notes and-Inspection reports 

·had not been finally.disposed off. · . 
· The Department explained that · the \ Director, Audit . and - 

Accounts '(Works), West Pakistan, Lahore has been requested ; to 
communicate the Division wise ,bre.ak up of· the. pending· inspection ·. 

~ reports (if any) so.that immediate action for their disposal could be 
ta:k_en and on re,ceipt . of this -inf9~atto.n from the ~Direct?r. furt~er 

. action would be . taken. The Audit pointed out-that. 21 inspection 
· reports were outstanding and require early. clearance. · · · 

· The Department assured the Committee that· the .: remammg 
reports would, be produced Jo the Audit. Subject to the clearance 
of the outstanding reports, the: para.' was dropped. , .·. · · 
BASIC D:EMOCRACIES, s9CIA4 W~LFA.RE, AND.. LOCAL 

' : . / GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENT - I' 

(Pl!BLIC HEALq'H ENGINEERING) i ' I, 

. APPROPRIATION ACCOUNTS FOR. }960.;.6}, .. , 1 . _ 

(1} Page3, Para.5,read withpage 41'9, Grant No. J7-' -Capital out- 
.1 ,la,y on· Improvement of PubNc Health-(i)/Dri..nking· Water-Supplv: 

in Ghulam Muhammad Barrage Area-. Savine Rs. · 6,58;598-. · ·· 
',W>-Tools and Plant pro rata Saving Rs. 38;80~ '' . 1 

. Thematterwas first considered by the Committee on ,14-12-1967. . 
wJien. the' Department. contended that the Work. q~d been ·. executed 

( 
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bY. A.f>:C. and therends )Vere plac~d)i directly w'ith them. The Com-' i, · 

mittee then decided that saving should be 'explained by the A.D.C. 
In the nextmeeting held' on· 5-3-1.9~/8 the • ., · Committee noted that 
A.l).C. did not submit any working papers, , Moreover no Officer 

. of the A.D.C. appeared before the Committee when this item was 
.. 'taken up by the Committee to explain the default. · The Committee 

· · had to defer consideration. of theitem, 
. . . .•I ·. ' 

.· ... The A.D.C. now explained th~f the' programme/otJvorksisite 
. for the workfor construction of Dr~nkmg.,Water Tanks. m Ghulam 

Muhammad 'Barrage Area was given by. the Revenue authorities in· 
· December, l960(January, !961. o,e to s~ort time feft and magni 

tude of work for, its.completion of these tanks, the work was allotted to 
!he M.~.O. for 'its expeditious implementation ... ·· The matter regard 
ing then- rate etc., remained unsettled -during ·• the year 19~0-61. 
Therefore the full payment. could not be made, which resulted In the 

. s~ving in question. No grant for Tqols and Plant was placed at the . 
. disposal of the A.D -, C. and.no Tools'and Plant was used/charged by · 

. the Department for executing this work. • 
. ·_ ·. ( . . :: . .) .-..: . " . . . . : 

In· elucidation· of the' statement iithat paym~nt to the Ma~hinery 
Pool Organization 'could not be nia~e during th~' 'year' 1 Q60-6l · for 
want of,settlement. of rates, itwas statedthat it was iri their U.O.R .. 

: , 
1 

No; 1464-F.D. (w)/.61, dated 7th Npvember, .1961. The -Finance 
Department.communicated the minjites of high level meetingheld; 
with the representatives . of the, partits concerned, directing inter alta 
that the actual expenditure incurred ii by tffe M:P.0. be paid to them 
for all the earth work doneby tl)etji in. me, .Ghulam Muhammad I 

· Barrage area .. Accordingly there· could .be no'. question of making 
the payment in this connection dur'1g· theJirlancial year 1960-61, 
b~cause the matter re,lated,-t? year Jµly,. 1969 to June, 196l;anci,t~e· ·, 
Finance Department's decision regarding .rates _wl;ls -received in 
Novmber, 1961. - 1i . 

The explanation was found to be sati~f actory and the item was . 
dropped. · · · ' ' · · 

1 
· · ,!! , • · , ;- · . 

(2) Page 4, Para. 8, read l;vith p~ge 234-.- . . . . . 
(i) Grant No. 20 Public Health-. Excess 'Rs: 23,48,864-· r ·, 

(ii) Page ,; 1 Para: 12, . read r· wlth''.. ;' page ·_234-·Surrende.,-, 
· Rs.58,790- .. · ,·, ,,'..]! i ... , · 1 - •• • 

. ', 'The matter' was lastconsidered :by' the ::committee at its meeting 
held on 5;.J-1968 when the Department explained that the matter 
of collection of the relevant 'record' from the Co~unications and 
Works Department has been vigorously pursued with .that Depart 
ment and after a great deal of eff ortsithe Communications and Wqrks . 
Department has stated that. the record . in question relates to the year 
1960,.61 when the subject · was dealt i:with by the Ex-Chief Engineer, · 
West Pakistan, Buildings and Roads Department, Lahore; i.e., as 
old as 6· years and that they have, nqt 'peen. able to · -trace out the 

' 1. :, • I!· ' -1 . . !i' ' 
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, teiev.ant_.teco~ds: The Department·now expl~~~th~\ . the. Cow~ 
.. mumcations and Wor~s Department/ ,hELS supplied · '. the relevant 

r · extracts · of. the correspondence carried· out. oy that Department with. 
·, 'the Accountant~General, West Pakistan and· its Regional Heads in. 

1 , \ connection. with explaining the variations taken up in :'the Appro-'' 
priation Accounts Jor 1960-61; · .' This confirmsthe.view point of this 
Department, that· the variations pointed, outin I the · Appropdation 

.' Accounts for 1960-g 1 actually relate to the Comqn~nications -, and:' 
, Works Department an~ that Department has been· exp,aµtlng .the-. · 
same "to . the Accountant-General, · W est Pakistan; L~h<>re from ·. time , 

{. -to time and.has been: takning upthis matter with its Regional.Heads. 
too, . , '. '., , . .: ' J I ,·. . . ... ·. . •... '.: .• O .. 

/' i The posttion in tllis regarq is· fu~y. ~xplained in D~~. 11./l'."20/ ... I. 

· r 6Q-6l-4S8, dated 22-11-1963 frcrm .the .. Accountant-General, · West , 
Pakistan, Lahore to. the address of the - Secret~ry, · Communications ' . 

. .and Work.$ Department · The Accountant-General, :West Pakistan · ,, 
. 'has. _cleady decided. I that. 'this .. H~ad. f<jr 1960-~l :rela~es to_. Com~. uni 

cat1~ns and Works . Department' and if1 they did not :~UPP!Y ~~e ~or~· 
matron l)y the. end of November, \963 thep the Ccmunun1cations and · ) · 

- .. Works· Department .. will ·have,t@ ··explain.. the-variation before\ the. . ,_ 
: ., S~ding Committee on fublic ~cco~nu~ .· .· .. . : \ . ·_ , · ·: · •. - ·,. (.'. 

· This Department came rnto existance in August, 61'i.e'~, after the 
~lose:of thef'inancial year' 1960~6L Ini960-6Lthe Head ''3~P;ublic· 

. Health" was operated upon by 'the Buildings and.Roads Department, .. On the-formation of this.Department only. the works were transferred 
.to this· Department· and the establishment .remained' with the Coll).· ' 

. municaions and 1Works· Department,_.· and ',th~t- est~blishment is still' 
with . t~e Communtcetlons and. Works Depattm~nt .The grant, was . 

' also meant for the establishment of Communications· and Works ,: 
Department~ · ... · · · · 1 . .. · · . ti · · , . 

. ' I In\ view·,of the ~Bove it is. the com'munications: and Worl(s'De•. · .' .. ... 
partment which has to explain the variations before the Committee , 

,.· .and this bepartfu~n,t does not ~m~ in picture ·at all; . ) I •. ·· .•• 

The 'above factual position of · this case has peen explained. in 
detail to the Communications and Works Department and that De· . . I 

(p~ent h.as been rcqu~tc:,d to expl_ain I the· ab~ve Yatlatfons; before 
the Committee. · ', ' · 1 ·.: · . • . : . 

'. .. . The C~numttee· noted that final working .papers tor ,this item. 
had not been prepared, in view of the'factthat the records lying with 

. *e Communications and Works Department had .not 1 .•• been made · 
~ availal:ll~ to. the Public Healtq Engineering Depart;ment. . · . · · · ' · ... 
'I. ' •. The. Director-General of High Ways and ;Buildings Deparments 

who appeared before .die Committee a~.tbis(~ta:ge: · st!:ited that. 1 alt. 
. efforts would lie ;made to 1~race the records .arid that, tliey were. eonfi- 

dent that in: a very short time they. would. be,m~de available.: This·, · ' 
item was deferred to come 'QP agaiJ,.' on tile day 'on rvvwch' items of I ! 
the Com.m'!lnications an4 W 011k~ Department wouW be taken up ~Y ' t 
ther-.somnnttee, }!(.)WCVCf;·WPrking paper,.wpuldhaye to be prepared; . 

I I 

:,· ... .: 
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1. by the Public Health'Engmeeritig Departme~t and they would also be·-: 
. Public Health Engineering Department any they . would also be · 

present. In the meantime the Cominunications and W9~ks Depart· 1 ~ 

ment should trace out, all. records and co-operate with .. the · Public 
Health Engineering bepartment in· prep,arilig a· final expl~ation 

1 . · ! with regard to this .. itein. ·, . (' .: . · · . . .. · ... 
.: . COMMUNICATIONS A.ND,.~QRKS DEPARTMf.NT . ·. 

~emo. No. 
1 
DP-l/ 10;.64(PAC), 

1dated 
the 30tlt Match, 1968 from· 

the Secretary, 'Communications and Works:·,Departm~nt,~fequesting , 
for ( the . postponement of. the consideration 'o~ , the items relating. to · 

. €omm~cations 'and ,Work$ Department · to:' some timein August. 
; '1968, was, placed before the Committee. Endorsement No .. PAC(P)' · 

ll-l /Agenda/6233, dated the 4th .March;' 1968 from the Director, 
A.udit and ~cc~unts· (Wo~~s), West Pakist.@, fo_rwartlµ1g:, cop~ of .: 
his Memo., dated 3rd April, 1,968 to the Finance . Department was 

". ·· 'also· placed before: the· Committee. - In this· Memo. · to the, Finance · 
_DepartmeI1t, ~the Director, Au~i~ and ACC9U:nts; ·· (~orks) .·· stressed 
that the Public· Accounts Committee had· not allowed the Director-: 
Generals of Buildings and Highways Departments to . submit the 
W'orking Papers . direct to the Audit.· The Committee had only ,. 
allowed the·prepar'ation ofseparate Workitjg Papers fo.r the two new 

, attached 'Departments. . : . . ·· ·, '. J ••. ·1 .. • . • '., . , 1 
. ·,, The Committee a,g~in-noted.that, the· Secretary, Communications : 
andworks Department.was. not · present inthe" ·. meeting .··. when , · hi.s. 

· request f Or postponement of Consideration I Of the .items 'relating' t9 1 
; 

.· ID.$ Departme~t; WJs.umf~r consideration, '. The ~omttlittee stressed: · ·1 

,.that the Adnµmstrattve Secret•ry concerned; and .in case he was.~ot 
in a position to attend the . meeting for any valid reasons, ai senior' .> 

-officer of the Department should--b~ present to. represent the views, . 
. of the Department, The two, Direcior .. Qenerals were; 'however, . 

-. present jn the meeting . a:q.d they pointed out to the :'Com.iniit~e · their 
difficult1e~ for the <;ielay m the preparation 'of. the Working Papers .. · 

-The .Committee decided to postpone the consideration of the items - · 
.of the Communicatiens and Works Department to some time in early 

,. ·· . August next arid' desired that the · Communications and Works 
.· .. '·. Qepartment should submit Working Papers· to th~ Committee by 

. that time. . .. ', ' ' .r ,· . . ." • . '. . . ' '. . 

·, . Th~ •Committee . further· .decided that a~ ' ·the J\.dmiitlstrative 
· Secretary of the Department had to, ex:plait,i the items relating to his 

· J)~partment before the Pubµc· Accounts. · . fommittee, the: Workin! 
Papers prepared by the . Director-Generals should, be · seen and 

· approved by him before th.eir'.subxµissiort tq the Audit. for their com· 
· ments for consideration of tlie Co'niinitte~.::, ". >.,. . · · ! .· • ••. . · 

.. . lII:' . The ·~o~t.tee then adj()urned to : .m~t., on } 8th April, 
. 1968'-at 9-00 a.m. . ' . · . . · :: . . ·. · . _ ... , · 

·. LAiio~; · .. :.1· ... -. ... ·-;Z~~ · 
· rfhe· I1th April; 1968. .r, f :Standi~Kr ComW:,ttee: on Public 1ccoun~,~ · 
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. 'I. .. Thefollowing we.r.e present.r=- . . ·.· - 
Jl) Mr. Zai~ Noorani, M.P.A.' r .••• : Chaitnt8iU· : ... 
(2) Chaudhri .Muhammad Sarwar: &ban,· . . . Member~ , _ 

'M.P.A. ' I 
1• 

• \ ,, ', - 

\: (3) Ch~~dhri Muhammad Nawaz; ·:M,P.A: ~<, Jdpmber. ·. ·" 
(4) Rai 'Mansab Ali Khan Kharal, M.P.A. .· .. · Member. · ' 

• 1 (5) Mr. Malank Khan; M.P,'.J\,~ 1' . . . • . . ,M,emoer. ,. 
1 

· (~) Qazi Muhammad Az(ltti;Abbasi, M.P.A. .~. Member. · 
(7)--Rais·· · Haji . Darya .' Khan · Jalbani.. .. : .Member," 

, - 'M.f.A~ . ' .· 
·· '. (8) }d.r. ~-H. Ghauri, Deputy Secretary to . '.· .. · Expert~ · 

· / ·. ,~ Government :. of . West · Pakisian, ., .. ·, · Adviser. 
- Fmanee Department. . .· ·· ·· · · ' · .. · '~· . : · \. . 

. (9) Mr. N.A, Chaudhri,'P;A. & A.S., Dir¢-\.'( 'By invitation: 
· r. tor, Audit ~nd·Accouµts (Works)~ West· . :, /: / .: 

: . . Pak~tan.-_ · 1, . , . . ·.· .. . , • _ ·"' 

· 1 HO) Mt. Ahmed:;Jl¥an, P.~.E.I., . ~ecreta.TY. /. ·. B:finvitati<>tk . \ 
. to Government of W~t PaktStan,.Jrnga- . . l · · 

. tion and · Power Department alo:ngwith ". 
· · ·. Chief Engineers of various Regions,\·· ' 

(11) Mr. M,A .. Rashid, ·{PK., -:6.s:P~, .. ·~. 'By invitation.: 
·· - : _ Member 'Finance, W APDA. 1 • • 

1 

(12) M!. ·,M.U; Atain, P.S.E.I:, Cpief ·.;·. ·:By· invitation. 
En'gineer, -Ghulam Muhammad Barrage , . 1 _, . • 

Project. . ·. \ , . . ' . - 
• 1 Chaudhri Muhammad Iqbal, S.K., Secretary,'Provincial Assemb- 

1, ly of West Pakistan, acted as Secretary of the Co~itt~e. · . , . . · . . _ 
· . U:, "Fhe Committee considered the expl~at~o#S_(?f't~e)1tiga 
tion and Power Departmenttn respect of ~he followmg.1tems appear 
ing in the Appropriat~on Accountsfor l9ol~62. . .· \ .. 

..,, . ·(1) Pagej, Para. 8, read withpage 96~harges ·On. Electricity 
. Establishmeni+- Excess Rs. 2,277~The Department explained that: 

. the expenditure of Rs. · 12 out of.~s: ?,277 was _not· actually incurred - 
· duting196h62 but the ~ount1lymg ID s.us.pens_e.:He~d:,ofth~ Comp 
trolltn\ Northern Area, Peshawar . was· adjusted du,nng the ·year .. 
1961 ~62 debited . to Electricity t>~partment;, . As regatcls remaining / 

' amount · or. Rs.I 2;265 the .Comptroller, .Southern A.tea,·. Karachi.· r~-: 
ported· that the 'expenditure related to ,.£lectricity ~Undert~king. 

- Hyderabad and· was drawn .at Sukkur. "Preasury ... The relevant. 
.: · record for the ·· year J961·62 of:. the;.:: , Blectrical" UtJ.dertaking·_ .. 

. . / . . . . ', 

r ' 

.. ( 

·,. . I . . . 

PROfEED.IN.GS.OF .. THE· .. M ... BET.· lNCiOF.· Tm··s·T··~.- 'DIN·G··· 
. . cOMMITTEE,1 ON PUBLIC ACCOUNTS; HELD ON 18'J'H· . 

\ , APRIL, 1968~T 9--00A.M. IN THE''TEA ROOM'·OF .THE··· 
ASSEMBLY BUILDING, LAHORE. 1 . . · ; .. . . . . - .. ·,- - . 

I. 
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1 , Hyderabad· as well as that Qf Sukkur show that no .such expenditure 
· ·· unde. r ~ead S2-A Electricity ~ch~~e was.. incurred.. .The ComI?.troller 

Southern Area, Karachi has now requested tlie Director, Audit -and: 
Accounts (Works); West Pakistan, Lahore to supply the details of,1 \ 

~ Rs. 2,265 I 42 on account of Establishment charges under the Major 
Head 52~A Electricityfor the year 1961-62 relatingto pre-WAPDA 

, , period, passed. on through work Audit Suspense; as the same· were not 
-. readily .available in his office." Comptroller, Southern Area, Karachi 

has also asked the Treasury Officer, Sukkur to furnish necessary ._ 
details of the payment. · - . -. , . ' . 
, · The item was deferred to be taken up with the Accounts . , for 
1962-63, and the Director of Audit arid Accounts (Works) was re- 1 

.. quested to' make special efforts to ask the Comptroller, Southern · 
. Area to furnish necessary inf ormation to the. Department, - 

· (2) Page 3, Para. 8, read with page 91-Grant No. 354rrigation I 

Capital- \ · . 
Rs. ,., 

Original grant . - " 14,31,59,200 
Modified grant -- 13,09,9~,430 · 

.Bxpenditure. .·'.· - 18,Sl,67,914 
Surrender - c:,. • 1,21,62,770 
Excess - ..• 5,4 I, 71,544-.: 

. The matter was last' considered· by the Committee. at· its meeting 
held on 8.13-\968 when the Department asked for more time to ex- 
plain the excess expenditure. . ·. . · . · . · 

' The D~part~ent. now explained ~~a! an. amount of Rs. . 453·?7 
lacs was paid to _M:P.0. by Stores Division and .placed In the M1s- · 
cellaneous <P.W. Advances during 1961-62 under 68-Capital. 

. As it· could ; not. be. · cleared d~in:g the year · it caused . the . 
'corresponding ultimate excess · over the grant . under 68-CapitaJ 
for, that year. Eventually the item was cleared. in 1965;.66 .' when .. the 

· Government in Finance Department decided to treat the amount 
as loan to W APDA. A sum of Rs. 98 lacs relates to similar trans- 
action between A.D.C. andM_.P.O.,WAPDA.. . ' '·. 

. The; explanation was found -to'. besatisfactory. The Committee. 
recommended that .the excess expenditure may 'be regularised. . 

·· · . (3) Page 3, Para. 8, read with jJagt 1R-Grtm(No. ,10 otherIrri 
ration expenditure financed from <tdiri_ary ltt!venue-.· · . · 

(ii) Works in charge of Civil· Officers; 
Rs. 

: Original grant - 2~00;_000 
Expenditure· = , 2,16,159- 
Excess - · 16,159' .. 

. ' . , '. _ - . • .. i .. ·. ' ·1 ._ - • " 

The Department stated that. as the. excess was under, "Works in· 
charge of Civil Offiten'~ which txclusively. pe\tain to the · Deputy 

' ' (. . .. . 

i ·. 
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I' Commissioner/~C?mmissfoner -. th~ex,plan~tion'Wasto.be givenbythe,. 
Depufy' Commissioner /Co~s10ner through the Board of Revenue. 

TJie· committee aecfded that the- it~m should· remain. 'with. the 
Irrigation ali.d Power Department but intimation should. be rov~n to . 
the Board _of R~v,enue to be present. with· the necessary explanati9i;is . r , 
when this.Jtem JS next taken -up; The para.was deferred to be taken : . 
wit!h thei}a:~unts fur 1962'-63.; Oil-ttne ldat~,\ln\.whic}i;tthis para-ls 
taken. up; 'both the Irrigation: arid Power.Oepaitm~nt and the 'Board 
qf Revenue should be\prese~t. , " . .... .. , · , . , \ .r 

:I (4Y (i) 'Page 43, .Para _17 :(a) 16~:, ' · ; 
: ·' '(ii) Page 43, Para 11 '(a) J 6r_:_. ), 1 ,, 

1 

"(iii) Page '44f Para 17' ·(a) 162~ ·:. 
'(j\t) Page 44~ Pa~a. t1 (a) T6i.J . .. ';i ·. . . ·. . . . ) · 

'l . The 'e~~ess pavment baving>been'i satisfactdrjl~ ~~p~ain~~ )hes{ 
_paras w~re .sfr!)~ped~ _: . _ : . . '', 1 · •... ·.. ' · -· , : ·• . , ) 

; · (5) Page; 44, Para I 7 (a) J~--· Excess Pqyment~e original ' 
, para stated that a contractor was paid. for the carriage1of 30~65,779 · 
tiles. as aga~st .24:351~40: . ~rthe;r i~ ·'Yas 'P<>irit~d outith~t . the 

, . .number of ttl~~ required ongmally was, ·20.53"072. Hence payment. 
· had bf""'" made in excess for I about ten· lakh· tiles amounting to 

R 3 0"'4 . I I ' ( /> . ,. ' , . '/ \ '\ I L s. ' ',.._ ~ I ' ) I \ ' ' I I • 

. The Department I explained tliat this -was \ not the ( correct 
, situ~tfo, as it W'8 a miscalculatlcn. . 'Actually a quantitv of 86.f;97 

· , No. '.C>f tiles were .carried (Page 46 · Measnre~ent Boole 2151,L)· 
..• whereas the : Audit Party has . taken it as 8~66;974 . No. Thus 

· aecountirig for exce~s-.No. of tiles to '(8,66.974-86,697) · 7~80 277 ... · 
· Total No. of tile~ required for 'the work as per estimateshould have · ·' 
been No. 20.53.072. against which 22~85.Sl'i No. of tiles were·. issued ·' 
causing e;c¢ss issue of:;2;32;4401 No. of tilesifor wb,ich Rs, t'.131 is 

• now' to be recovered. I .. . . 

1 

: , ' ·. • ' / " ' i ' ' ! 

. - ;The. Dep.artmcnt · further (stated 'that. oric Clia;lidlni Miiliammad· · . 
0 

· Rafi .: Officia,tiri'! Sub.;Divisio~aJ Officer; _'Lahore . Z.ori¢· h41s.,. been 
round re~oonsible for thi$ amount ancltliat · he has been ask"ed to 

, . . explain the, matter. . · . · · ~ · . -, · 
' . ') The Committee 'repeats its ea~lier oliservatiqn that this matter . 

nas remainedurisettJecrana,G,ovemment d~~;~ave ;r~'.l"'Jineq n~-} 
recovered for over ten vears .. It cannot be aemedtbat. th1s. lias been· 

.. within the' ;knowl~d~C"Of the Department for' all-this period and. it 
is not t1ecessary that iat~~mptsr, sh9uld be made !«1, r~ov~~ povenJ.• 
ment' dues 0oniv. after th~ naras, have been con~1derea b'Y- the Public 
'.A:ccbUnts Committee.'. Tne'·Depadment is sunnosect to proceed in .. 
the, matter ~n'd. fix re~nonsibility for lo~RC$! to the Goyernm~nt im 
""1'"'ctfately after if il".ift!Onnid of such things. _PlaciriP: I all ~mbieds. 

I , .like these in! .cold storage, awaii~g • th~ findi~~ Qr •. the '. Public. 
- ~ccoU'nts Committee IS not a yery he-althv practice. However, - the 

( ] , ... 
I . \ I i'.' ,.; -; 

,.:) ~- ·.> ) 
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"Committee feels "gratified" that at least after a .lapse 'of ten years · ' _ 
the Department has at least made up · its mind to increase its · · . 
efforts for the recovery of this amount and to report. the progress .. 

Subject to_ these remarks· the parawas dropped.' 
•: I ., . <M.m Page 44,:Para.17 ,(a) 165-· - Shortage ~, St.ores-. .. 

r- ,._ • (iz)' Page 44, Para; J7 (a) 166-Shprtage_ of Stores- .. · r 

1 • The items were deterred .to-be taken up ~1on.g"7ith the Accounts 
for ,1962-6:3. · , - · . ·· · · . · 

(7) Page 44, Para. 17.(a(l67-. Shortage of St6res.C .. ,Jn this case a 
sum of Rs.J0,234 was outstanding as recoverable from an overseer on 
account of stocks found.short against himduring January, 1959 ... 

. . . . . . .·. . ··: \ . 

· The Department explained that this is' a case. df shortage of 
., Rs. 10,234 a12ainst Mr .. Niamtullah, Overseer.' .The Executive · ·, 

Engineer, Chai Tubewell Division has reported that out of the renort- 
ed shortage of Rs, ·10.234 against .the Overseer Rs. 9371 have - been 
shown as, cleared and these are under verification by the Audit, · There 
is thus only a balance of Rs. 863.on account ot. ·i.tdn;, washers etc'; 
which are also stated'to have been transferred to.Jaranwala Tubewell 
Sub-Division and taken onreturn.ofthat sub-Division. Thisis also 

~ , under verification, · · · • : . . . · 
The Department further inform6d the Comnrittee that Chaudhri ) > · 

Nfamat Ullah, Overseer, had been charge-sheeted : and efforts were 
... belna made to recover the amount: : . 

1 
i · · r ,, : ' ., __ 

. S~b.iect, to the. recovery of thi;amount ·~d dis:ciplinarv a~tion:· 
which should beintimated to the Audit, thepara.was dropped, . 

. :(8) Page 45; P~ra.'' 17 (a) 168-· . Shor tage of Stores-. In this case 
I stock- materialworth Rs. 8,220,was foundshort acainst :a11 . Overseer , at the time of _handing over charze in March, :; 4 952. But , neither · 

. a r~nort was made tothe Audit Offi_qe ·nor was the amount .placejin' 
Miscellaneous P.W. Advances to watch the recovery; · · \t · 

-~ ./ • . . • . J . - '. -~ ' -., . . _'..-, ' .. •, . -~. • • .' . _· ·• . ·_ . • 

The' Department explained that Rs. · l ,047/75 · 01~t - nf , Rs: ~8 -, 220 
, have. been recovered ... The balance amount ofRs. J.1721'5 is r~~over 

. able from one Mr. Ah,nul Ghafoor. Overseer whose services-had been 
. terminated on 21-6-l 952. · Since .. the present 'where, abouts pf the 
' Overseer could 'not be1 ascertained hence 'the ,'bATuince ::1nionT1t of 
: Rs. 7,l72I25 could not be recovered. Thedetails"ofRs:7J72(.25 have 

been located recently and the estimateof losses· of stock is under pre 
paration .which will be got sanctioned from the-competent autliority 
and the item will be- written off .. - · · · ' ' · 

Subieqtto :tne.verifi~ation of\the recovers o'f R~. (047:7S 15~- tlie .: -~- .·. 
A~dit and sttbj~~ttothe yerification of- thewrite off of _ Rs .. 7.1_72;25 
with the oenmseion of . the competent authority, .. the. para. ,wa~ 
d,rom,e'd. · , - ,· · , · · 
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. (9) (z) 45, Para; 17(:ar l69,- Shortag<4 ofStor~S-'-:'_ 
, '1 (il)/Page 4SjPara. 17(~) 110-:Shprtag~ 6fSto~es~ .: 

; , .. · '. The· items werQ deferred to be ~aken_up alopgwith)h.¢ -J\c~punt(, 
for 1962 63 · \ · · . · · · · · · , · · · · 1 ·' 

,,. . - '. "!' :· • ·_,. . - /. "4. .: ,·.1. - . _-;~ •. ·•. p_• ,_1 ·: -._· : '. - • • •. : ··._. '.L: ·: .,._.-> .. ·-:. 

(101 Page 45, Para, l 1(qJ 171-· Shortage of:-Stotes.-:-Tbe: .. expla- , 
na:tio:n wasOfouild to'. be satisfactory-and the jtel'l1, was dropped» . - .. .,' . 
" _: I '. - .. _ - . . ... -._ · .. - ._._ ,. ,,· . - - . . t . - ._ ~-. .... - ... ,. . ,:...- .. · 

.. · (U) Page 45, Para.17(a)l12-.Shortage 9f Siores77ln.._this case 
,,, stores worth Rs. 6J 44' were found short- in.1 \July, 1~37 · and -".wire· 

placed under the) suspen_se\, . head . \9MisceHaneou~ Pubii9·l ·wo.rks · -". 
Advances"' pendinp; recovery· from the Stqre- ~eeper. ~, · 1 • 

. ~. -'. -.~ The,l)e~arttriet1t'e;xplai11ed that .. tlie~horta~e :wa~ .. a~ainst. Mr· 
Mtihammad· Jamil, Store •. Keeper, whose services have ·been teniiinat- 
~d. · The Super-intending ·E:ngineer; \fµbewell Circle, Lahore, hasin- .· 

· .: formed tha'b the- Celleetor of. the District is being: .. reqnested" to _ .-~ 
recover.the amount in question 'from ex-store keepei,. · under West. · , 

)Pakistan Government Dues Recovery Orqinance, '1962.. . . 
. ·.. · .··:· .:. _ ·_---.. _ :.· .: . : '. .·~·- _ :,--1~, .'. - - .... _ . .: ~-i_ ·:·_ :.·; _ ·.·- ! .. _·. _-' I ~- 

. > 1The Deoartmentfurther eiplaineq orallytllaf, since, .the :._sub~ , · 
. , P,i~sfon Qf the CKpfa~'ation j~ writins, the oers~il.'ac¢1tsed 'had filed a 

. ease in thecourt on the 6th March.1968 which Was vet' to. be 'decided .. 
· , As such: pendin1? final decision of .the case by.the court tie> progress . ~ 

-eould ),e made with re£?i1t:dJo, the reooverv. , Dtirjnt,: . discussion : , of 
tliis eara. the. Committee.found that cash securitv whibh a storekeeper• 
.was•rcauiredto furnish was onty,Rs.··300. Similarv~anJ)ver:~eeiw'as .• 
~tipn~sed to furn!sh casb:·security of R ~. 300~~here~~t!-te J:)~f edars were ; ' . 

. emeoted to ·fum.1sh case seeerifv 0of R~,:r10Qon;1y.;. It. at;,ne~re<l that · 
the amount cf cash securitv.was flied htthe·P.W:O; ('oile mo,-e than.. · 

-, · fiftV-yea:rs 'b~ck and .althouah' the Cod¢ had· heet1 :·roodifle<l fr_om'llme , 
. · to time •. the amount of securities to be requlred Otthe pe:r:son~: .whq · 

· handle either lar~e sums. of moriev, in ~sh or ; were · .resoonsi.ble for 
:s_tc,clcs. and materials runnine into q1ifre bie sums .remained the'·slm.e · 

.. ·· and .·hal'.i not beep enhanced. · The Committee ,. 'recornro~n'q¢d~ thitt. 
· · Government' should Immediatelv.look intomatter · of ·1 substantially · 

.. · ';-, ,· 'iricreasittS? the. an;1qunt of cash~riri.ti~s ieq11ired: of fhese persons ck ; .. 
'": · ' better stilt to obtain· fidelity bends.. The Committee, also felf: tlrnt .; 

stores should. be(;entrusted. to the charee-·of perma:tiaent ·_.frtc~1TDb':'nh,-· .... · 
. · .. and. M far.~$ nossible, i.ttemi,ts shpul4 be 'made to / avoid , )landing.·; 

.,over-char_ge,of stores to.temporarv hands . .'. .· ', · · · .. . ·.. · 
. '_;: ·The nara; Was clefdired,to com~ uha~~in befor~ the-Cofii.lll.l.ttec. 

·.· aloefgwithJJ).e accou;nts for the year }'962-63. -~ · · _· 1·: • ... - , : . ·_ .. '· ~ •• · .-~- ··1 
, .. · -~ (12).Pa,e 45. P.ara. 17.(a).173- .. Shorta'!e ofSt.rrc~ln this ¢ase . 

. ·. a.sum of Rs, 9~061' was, fqund ou~sratiding·,si~ce,June. 1960 9-ga1!1st: an 
· ~~rseer:oIJ. aceo11.t1.t "f s~orta$!~ (')f~~nr~c;'.'Jlrh1e11 stand~ d.~q1_re{\to !he 
· -susi,ense bead "M1scellaneous-Pubhc Works Advances''. · · . · 0 ,:· . . · rbe .Department explained that the ·~onnect'eci. tbhrf!e, patier~ had . · . 

b ... tlil(e'rl a~V ~ th~·. Sutrerinten<ltut _, <ff. f(jlice Estal1li&b~ 
. I 

.. :<' . ..:.': 
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Rawalpindi in connection with case F.I.R. No; 30/55. dated20.;6 •. 1;63 
· which could not- be located. .A copy of the same was obtained from . 
the Overseer and after investigation it was found· 'that .Chaudhri . 
Muhammad Sharifthe then Overseer (Mech) was responsible who · · 

.. hag accepted the same in charge papers. The said-Overseer (Meech) 
. has since been dismissed and is undergoing sevenyears rigorous Im 
prisonment in a fraud case. The Superintending Engineer, is however 
being directed to recover the amount under Dues Recovery Ordinance 
1962 from his property if any. · · . , · · · -· ' . . 
. " The Committee . directed the Department. \o. consider .w~~t~er ' 
there was any possibility of making any recovery m this matter failint 
which to. move the proper authorities for the write Off. · , . . ... 

Subject to these observations the para." was dropped. · 
·\, {13) P~Ke 46,·Para.17 (a) 174-L~ss to 'Govemment-« According. 

\·.to th.c Audit Note Government was put to a loss of. Rs. S,706. by 
•- alloting work to. 'contractors other than thosewho tendered for tho 

work and paying them at a rate higher thanthe lowest tendered one. 
Thirteen competitors tendered for the execution of the works of con 

· structing a distributory at rates ranging from -149 per· cent to l 74·S 
per cent above the scheduled rates .. · The work was, however, given 
to .contractors other than those who had tendered rate of -149 1)1:r. 
cent iu;1.d against the provision: of' -1 SQ per cent. in . the estimate. The 
work was also· allotted to . one of the competitors and he was allowed 
premium at ns :per cent although he ·had tendered at 155 per.cent. 
Payment of premium at higher rates resulted in an extra expenditure 
9f Rs. 5,706 which was a loss to the Government. · · c I 
/ - - I <: ; ,: 

. The Department explained thatthe tenders received in con· 
nection with the· requisite work were .. discussed· with · tb,e then 
Chief Engineer and. Secretary West Punjab on· 4-1,1-1951 by the,.theri. 

·· ·. Superintending Engineer, Upper Jhelum Canal Circle when; he 
inspected the alignment of .. 15.;.R Distributory ... In view of . the 

·. urgency of the ,work the Chief Engineer and Secretary.. 'Irrigation 
verbally accepted "a premium of 175 % above the. basic sc;:~ed~_le .of·' 
rates, The petty contractors who had.tendered rates -rangiag, from 

· 149·4 % to 174.5 % were , not considered to be 'able to do -this big 
work at the rates tendered by them. It was; therefore; decided by 

.'. the then Superintending E:q.gi:µeer,_Upper Jhelum.Canal.Circle' with 
the concurrence of' Chief Engineer and Secretary -Irrigation · to allow 
premium of .175%·, above the basic schedule of rates and 'distribute 
the work among as many contractors as could. possibly be employed. 
so that the work could be finished-in time. Thjs: was within the . 
competency of the Superintending Engineer' as per · para, · 2·72 ··· · 
P.W.D. Code and article 6·1(7) of Irrigation Manual qf Orders. It , , 
was by an oversight on the part. of the then Superintending Engineer · ·, 
Upper Jhelum Canal ~J9lan·Mohammad Aslam Khan) that -~ne ·· 
Contractor who bad originally tenderedat 155% .premiumwaa also . . , . . . . , .r-: , . r 

.... 
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lifotte(i the, work at the genera] premium 175 %. Th~, Silpcrintending 
Engineer retired in December 54 and after a few years died. . '; 
, ' .--···· I , ,. ... :· ·.. ·. _. " , -_ " ' , ' '.' IJ _, .,- - - 

· The Committeenoted that as far as the job was concerned, 
. thirteen competitors. tendered for. .the execution 'of ' the work of 
constructing a. distributory at rates ranging from. · 149 . per cent. to 
174:5 per. cent abovethe scheduledrates, ·. The workwas, however, 
giyen out by the pepartment 'at ~ 75 per cent . andJhat . too to · a l 

.number of contractors out of which only one was from amongst the 
· original contractors who had tendered-for: the job; The 'Committee 
further rioted that this one contractor, who was given part- pf the · · 
work; had originally quoted 155 per cent hut he was also given the 
rate fixed at 175 per cent. · . · . . · . . . ' 'c 

; The Committee would, once agau.i~·s~tess·upon the Government -, 
the evils. of . the 0"W ork Order. System" already commented , 011 by· · 

· the Committee earlier, In the opinion. of the Committee .no organis- ~ . 
· ed Government should· tolerate. the' existence: of .this system. where 

. a, number of people were asked to quote 'for.,a particular job but 
after. quotations were received, it was leff to the discretion . of the 
Department to fix a rate which might he: higher, .than · the rates 
quoted and to give. contract to one or more persons who need not' 
have.quoted for the job ... This. in other .. words, , meant that the 
person "I persons incharge for giving out contracts could . very. easily 

.: oblige their favourite contractors who .need.noteven quote , for v .: a 
'particular job .. In this w.ay, 'after other · persons had taken the 
trouble of quoting {or a· particular job, the "blue-eyed" contractors 
could very easily and quietly creep in and carry out the .. [obs" and 

·derive the benefits. All this ~01:1Id happen. under. the protection .. 
and shadow ofthe rules governing the Work 'Order System. · · In the · 
opinion of the Committee there was, no earthly reason to · believe . . 
that as long as jobs were executed under: this · system, cases of .: 
misapplication of government money would .:qOt,keep on arising. 
the Committee was strongly of .the view that . earliest steps should 
be taken b.J Government Jo sec that this· system was immediately 
dsicontinucit ·;-'. .. or. , J • .) : . . " , r 

_ :' Subject to these observations, the para. was dropped . 
.(14) (z) Page ·~6, Para. 17(a) 175- .. 1 

-(ii}. Page 46, 'Para. 17(a) 17~ 
'(iizl Page.46, Para. ·~:7(a) (77-. 
'.(iv) P~g~ 46, Para. l7(a) 178~. .·-<. 
(v) Page 47, Para. 17(a} 179-. · . e,'. , 

.. Exolanations were found to -be satisfactory and the items were · 
flropped. · . . . . -- ·. · , ; .. , ,. · .. 
. · (15)' Page 41~ P~ra. J 7 (a)l80-Misappropriation of S{ores-:-:In · ! 
this case a Divisional Officerissued, during theyear 1951'.:~2, tiles and 
cement much in excess of the requirements of the work . actually 

• .-' ' ' , • ·' I I . 
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ixecutecl ~ese ~~cess{ve ~ !h~'tities were neither r~turned to sf~cl 
nor was their disposal shown otherwise. Materia! worth Rs. 53~<>74 
\h.us appears to· nave been tnisappropnated. , . • 
'~ i'he Department explained tha~ a. quantityoj' I, 78,528. Cft. _ was 
executed. According to rate· percentage of estimate at. 5·25 CWT 
per % Cft, the quantity of cement required comes-to 9~72·7 Cwt ~nd 
not 937'.3 Cwt as worked out by Audit. Thetotal, cement required 
on the work of Iimng M.l,,.L.&:D. 2,13,500-22,5000 comes to 32,714 
Cwt and not 24;729 Cwt. , Against it ~ quantity of 33, 781 Cwt ;· was · 

· issued causing excess of 1 ;067. Cwt This ' excess issue has 'been . 
written 'back and received on stock by the Overseer <;turirig 6, 7 .and 
8 / 51. There is now no difference. fhe matter 'has been ref erred to - 
Audit office and as' soon as reply is recerved.Irom · there, record will 
be produced for verification .. - As regards tiles, 22,95,2501 No ... tiles 
have been issued- to the work instead of 24,35,540- as shown ,J;>y. 'the 
Audit Office, The difference fromactual requirements showfrby Auoif 

I 
viz., 20,53,072 now come~ 2,42,178 Np. Trtles.mstead of 3,81,000 .. T-he 

-defaulters have been written · to attend. the ._office:·--of . Executive · 
Engineer, Bhakkar Division to 'explain th.~ excessive 'issue, · .The 
Audit otlice has a.1&0 been, written to verify the No. of Tiles as actually 
issued and as soon as reply is 'received, record.will be produced for' - 
verification. The cost of 2,42~178-.TH~s at rateof Rs. J8 per % comes 
to Rs. 9,1%. -Raja Sikandar Khan Overseer who is· now workin~ as 

. Sub .: Division Officer in WAPDA Camp' at Kot.Adu is responsible.for 
.issue of excess Tiles. The payment was made to Mls Abdul Munaf 

- Khan and Taj Muhammad Khan Contractors etc., whose whereabonts 
are not known. Therefore, the recovery is prbposed to. be made from 

·· Raja Sikandar Khan Overseer who has already been writtene-> vide 
Executive Engineer, Bhakkar Division ;,Np, 65/A/~5-A dated 
13-:1-1968 and reminder wasissued.on 18-2'-1968 to clear.his position 

. by attending office of Executive Engineer, Bhakkar. Division where 
the relevant record exists. _ - - - : -~ _ _:: . \ 
' Subject to the Department's producing the record to Audit for 
verification in respect of. the cement and bricks and subject to · dis· 
friplinary action, the par~. was · dropped." · 

_(16) .(z) Page 47~ Para. 17(a) 181--_ 
- . ., - .\ 

· . Jii) Page 47, 'Para: 17(a) 182-- · . 
The items. were· deferred to be-taken up alongwith the accounts 

for. 1962-63. · _- · _ : . , · - ~• , .- ; : _- .. ! --. · . . : ··I -, I q '. 
_ '{17) Page 47, Para. 17(a) 183--Non-accounting of Stock-In this. 

' case a sum of Rs: 21,823 was outstanding as> recoverable from an 
. Overseer _on account of material issued .to him 'during June. ·· 1961. · _ _; 
'The Department explained. that Q'Ut of a total: amount of Rs. 21,823 -, 
material worth Rs. 17,964 was - said to have been . booked from 
Moghalpura: Railway Station to Quetta. TheDepartment hopes to - 

-- have it further investigatedand sorted out ~ef ore the next meeting 
• . 'j 
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·, --·_1 ·. ::/·: ,_-:. , The_fates'.paid,bf'Exccutive,> Engineer. were' less, ·thin_. th~ \ - 

approver rates 0f 1ll/Sl in case ofmat~rial df·sinite 'size :2", 2!'' and 
- 3 /4!'; In: case of shingle of 1 /2" tmd 3/ 8'! b~We\ret ·the, ' rates': ,ate . ,_ · · ·, 

. • Jr-:-_, J, \ •i ,t ·: . ·. . ~~-~--'.'. • ; ... \ .. ;- • ·, .. . • ,.·· ··"') ·.J ... ·~ ,··,,.._.,:· ~ 
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• r- -c '- ,. .t,; ,· 'i1 /7 ~; , -. IJ o · <o · Up to 15 .cbah.ts-Iead~ .. ·.• r: 
• • , _ - \ "" _1 • _, • ' .> • ~ -< :" . : . ·, : _. . :.::;_· . : '; >.._ ~ ' - - __ .: s: i: _ 12/12';0 \' /8 o· O Up to fiS' chains, Iead, <• 

'6~ ··1· \ 14/0/0 ' - .. ~ / '. I, ~ -o: o· . · '}\O.R .. , I ~ri. ·-t~a11s ; -. 
• · 1 · • .." . &ilwe.y S,taHon and, 

.. . .. including :~alkana.. . . 
,-, . i . ~ .. . ' . 

·.•,_,..., .. 
B,,s. A'. :P. 1, -_ _ •• l . ( _ 

Mli/6 · ./ <tv ·4 .o ( · '\Vith·;~ ch~Jris·i;~a/' 
~ ' · .. ' . 
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ot the. c~mmitt~ .. ,Witb r~~ar~ ,to .the~ balance am~unt~ the pepart· 
ment stated that the.person(s) responsible havebeen charge-sheeted, 
'The Department, was asked toexpcqi~eset~ment of'this para.:atEUI - J ( 

. early date.. Spbject to these remarks, the para. was:defetred-·to come i 
~P agail1 with tbe · accounts for-the ye~ 19.62~); / ,. _ · ' · .. 

. , , (18) .Page ~1,. Para. 17(a) l~~lrre~lar Puf!cha'se~In this 
. ·- case an irregular purchase· of material worth Rs.' 1,53,923 was made · ., 

. durin~ April, 19S2)o Oc~ober, 1952 .• ~hingtep(various siz~worth . 
. -Rs. l,:,3,~J2J at.rates ranging'betweee' Rs, §·25 aad Rs, 30 per hundred . 

· Cft., was purchased without calling for tenders .and .without obtai11U1g · .. 
Superintending Erigineer,'s· appr4v~l .oI the .rates." ·Supply of:shitiglc_1 :_,; .. 

. being a -1on-scheduled iteµi p~rch~e ,sh~uld ~a~ been. rnade, oxily · ' ,. 
r:after. getting-the approval of Supennteµdmg_Engmeerto .the.: rates __ ;_- • 
-. and after 'calling tenders .. 'fbe transaetion 'was, .therefore, irregular.· ·· .. -' 

r· , tic Department ~xplained .that it is correct that.the above rates· -, , 
. -i. ~er~ tiopix~<;i as a.resul~ af.c~litJ.g_ fr~sh,tenders.'ap.d~e then EX.~9\1~ ·": , v 

t1ve-Eng1µeer, Kalabagh D1viswn (Mr,; ~,,·K~ Sanm1~1t_;w;b.o retired . 
I fr<;>Jll, the D~.~rtment on 25t~,Octo~er,;}~53 .\Va~ guisJed by the rates , J 

already approved by the-Chief Engineer, Jrr1gatiQn~oi; Works· which l - , 
weretendered by M/s; Muhammad1Hayat Muhammad, Abdullah., 
~e)·ates JI?P{oved . by Chi~f ~ngine.e~, iq 1 l/ 51 __ and those allowed.; 

. . during the period -April; 1952 to October, rg52' are as below : ~ \ - · 
, . I . _- ·-. . ,-._ ·, . _- _ ... · ... _ 'j . l ·\ ~. .,. : ·\:' '.···~ __ - / '. ~ _ .. ' 

,_ pprd})eil,by Ohie/Ei,;ginee~ , .. :Rrte6,paid durii,;g.-·J,:rilJ952,_ 
1~ncludingiloa.4ing info' ·.·_ . , to . October' 19 .. 52'·jnc.Zvding_ .... 

wagon-e · : · .. . Zoqdtng~nlus leads/co.nditiQn "., 
· · · . · _:'1totlcfagU,;_st,ae.h item · ·. · "-· • 

' - ' ·: ./- . ' . ' . : . ( l ·_ .' 
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. The Audit . according to latest· objection · dated l6t-h April;. 1964 

.has asked for justifi'cation of this Excess only, · ' · . ·. . · _, 
As for the excess payment' of -Rs. 682 in case of-t'' size shin~lc 

there.is -nothing on record to ascertain why it was fixed higher by 
Rs. 5/ 4. · .· _ . . , - .- . . 

- As for the excess payment of Rs. 7,9-SQ this materialwas to he 
supplied to Executive Engineer, Tahir Division of C.RP.C. who was 
then constructing the lower .reach. of B.S. Link, and wanted this 
material urgently. The 'concerned Sub-Divisional Officer. of 

, Kalabagh Division informed the 'Executive :E,ngineer" that 3 /8": 
r: . shingle wasnot available in the' departmental quarry and will have 

, to be arranged, from private land and that one contractor has quoted 
a. rate. of Rs. 30 % ctt. which will .. include- malkana charges . 
and carriage of material from the private ouarryine land. upto 
Mari Indus Railway Station .and that the sunplv would be arranzed 
ifhe accented' the rate. The Executive Engineer. Tahir. Division - 

· ~accented this ratewhich was verballv apnroved.bv.the Sunerintend-' 
ine · Eneineer and th¢reafter the supnlv ·. was arraneed at. · this rate. 
Executive Engineer, Kalabagh should, have obtained ·writt~n 
approval of .the Superintending Engineer. According' tolast observa 
tion of Audit it does not accept that the 'rates ·. sanctioned • bv . the 
Chief Engineer on 2Qth Novembet.:1951 could .be adonted for simply 
in question because the Chief En~ineer, had annroved those "rates 
for Mis. MuhammadHayat MuhammadAbdullah only 'and that 
iupply was to he made. on azreementbasis. Audjt has .also asked 
why supplywas arranged on' 'work order h,asis and · has remarked' 
that in any' case excess payment of Rs. 8.632 as netailen above is 

- not justified. The circumstances in which the Chief; Engineer's- 
.. aoproved .rates were · .adonted as . a ;$?uidelin~ and. a rate. of , 

Rs, 30 per. % cft. for 3 / 8'" shingle was adopted have already peen 
explained, . . . . · · . . _ . . 
. As for adopting work order' system 'it.is added-that the supplv 
was urgently needed and there was· notimefor calline tenders and 
for executing the agreement with -one . party: The Executive 
Engineer in order to expedite despatches was . guided by . the · a.pa. 
provedrate of November: 195:l and issued Work Order .to as, ~any 

-Ct1ntracltn's' li etYuld q11tclcty ma~<ihe ·supplf · · _-: ·., : , , · .- , · .r- . 
l·. 

8,632 ~- ,Total 
J·. 

~71- 
.more by Rs. 5 I~ and Rs, 16/- per, ~ft. respectively. A¢cordip.g . to . 

. , the ~boye excessive .rates the amount comes to Rs. 8;632 dnly as per 
~etail given belowr-c-. .1 , : j. · · · · · 

r . ·! Rs_· 
(i) 3/6" size shingle, 49686 ctt. at Rs. 16 '.... 

17,950 
per % · cft. - , . ' .. · . , ., 

1 ·· (ii) 112" size .shingle, 12898 cft. at Rs. S / 4 682 
per% cft.. . . . ·, ·· 

( ''.• 
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The Committee ' decided that the . · · 'technical irregularity 
cd_ml}litt~d. by the officer con~erned. of· crossing the- .. · financial limit 
within his. powers, should be got condoned. by the competent autho 
rity and - the .matter O reported to audit for verification .. Subject 
to thi$ the .para.- was dropped. ·. . · · · : . . .• , .·' .: .: · , 

, · 09). Page: 48, Para. 11(a)l85-Excess paymenr....:.....1n"this case an: . ,· 
__ oyerpayment of ~s:-7,215 ~as made to two -eontr~~tprs by allowing:~. 

· higher rates for bed · .. clearance of canals and. mm9rs . .than · was 
,a,ctually due. Beel clearance being of the nature of silt.. clearance, · 
the .payment should have 'been made· as such but· it was 'treated as ' 
solid earthwork the rate of which· was higher. · · . _ . , · 

,, The, Department explained that detail of excess. pavment i. has: 
· · 'been traced out after consulting old· Measurement Books, Bill B6o\s,. 

· Cash Books etc. The · correct amount recover-able comes to . 
-Rs. 7.434/77. Thisamount is due-from the contractors of Deraiat' --· 
Circle.' .. The .amountof Rs; '3A71/12 has since been 'recovered .. The 
balance amount ofRs. 3~63/oS-js still recoverable. Eff'9rts are" " 
being made to- recover the, amount from the contractors . · 

. Subject to verification of't~ese ~mounts1~ the Audit 'and ~tsc, 
the recovery of the balance .. amount ofRs, 3;963/65 the' para. wat 

'dro!lpe4. , · · . < 

(20) Page 48. Para. lR6~Excess' payment-tn this' case an 
exfe~s payment of Rs. 40.974 was made to contractors ', bv allowing 
them rates -hisher than the lowesttendered and . accented, bv the-. 
Department Tenders -were, invited· bv .tbe Executive, · Engineer .. in 
October.1950. Orie contractortendered at 175% above tbe.scheduled' 
rate and bis tender being-the lowest, was accented bv the Snperin- 

. tendingEngineerin November,.J95Q.,·theChief E_n~in:eer.inthe mean-. 
time sanctioned premimum at 200 % and .the w;or~ was· alloted to 
contractors other than the one who had tendered at 175C?lo and .thev 
were naid premium at 200°/o .· · This-led toan . excess · pavment. of 
Rs; 40.974 to contractors, and consequent loss 'to· Government, . · 

. . The Denartrnent explained that . · damazes' durirtl? . verv < higli , 1' 
,, 

floods·ofl950 were collosal resultinz in untold. rriiseries, loss of 
',croris etc ,and it involved crores of cft. .earthwo1:)<", in' restorin~ and 
renairing hreaches; Besides. services of resourceful contractors, one 
Division of the army was employed in this National calamitv, The 
accepted .tender Of a GO rt tractor at. 175 % were . not taken into consi 
deration as. he was 'not a resourceful one and -it Was not possible for 
him to cope up with . -the emergent heavy. work.'. .' Conseouently. 
under the. sanction of the' competent ' authority and with . the ~ 

.concurrence of the Chief Engineer, the work was. distributed among 
several contractors - at 200-0/r. above, The rate of 200 %' above were ' 
paid throughout the flood effected area .of the .(defunpt Punjab): ' , 

.• The Committee considered the explanation of the Department ' c>, ,'· 

and felt highly dissatisfiw with' the' state t_jf·a:ffaits.·; This is one 'more,' ' 
{ I . , . • • -· 

'\._-' -;:::-- 
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/' '· i ' 

I .\ 



instance, where· the. prevalent works order system had been used - t0> 
manipulate the awardingof contracts to contractor otherthan tbe one 
who had quoted the lowest rates andwhose tender had been ac~~pt~. 
The Committee has again' and again stressed-that the contqiriail~er.·i .91i 
awarding of contracts under the works order -system . ·a.m.01.mts-icfo 
encouraging nepotism and jobbery; In the opinion of·, the ~Q.m 
mittee, not only are the officers concerned who have been utilising 

_)heir discretion given to them under the rules governing this systeth 
to give contracts to contractors of their choice irrespective Of the · 
fact whether they have quoted for the particular work or not ancl 
whether their rates are the same as the lowest rates quoted, res 
ponsible for serious 'monetary loss to the Governmentbut allthose 
persons and authorities who .are not taking steps to immediately. 

- discontinue this system · are equally responsible· for loss of lacks ofl 
rupees of pu. blic mpney. Th~ Committee felt 'that even the. ~ov~rn 

.ment of a. medieval country without .·any> proper organised 
administration, would not feel very happy with this · system · no:c 
would it eyer try to justifythe existence arid continuanceof it. · . 

Subject te these observations, the para; was dropped;'. 
(21') (z) Page 48, Para. 17(a)l87- 

. (ii) Page 48, ·Para.17{d)l88-- - 
These items were deferred to be taken' up alongwith the 

accounts for' 1962-63. . ->-'- 
' (22) Page ·48, Para. 11(a)l89-Mis£!pproptiation of Stores-,-ln 

this case a sum- of Rs. 4150 was paid in -advance to a_ company for 
the supply of cement. The firm despatched two.wagons of cement 

· the. delivery of which was taken by, the: representatives of the 
department. Tliey, however, did not take : the cement .on .stock. 

'The, cement worth Rs. 4,150 therefore appearsto have been , misap- 
'prepriated, · · · ' -- · · · 

_ The' Department explained that· two wagons' cement Was received 
by Overseer .Jajja 'of 'Mafkana.Sub-Division.and Overseer, Rahimyar 
Khan of Rahimyar Khan 'Sub-Division during· the month as · noted 

.against each. Overseer Jajja took440'Cwt. Cement on return in 
account for April~ 1951' and 20Cwt in May, 1954 which can be verified 
from the stock Register of J ajja Section. . . Cost of Cementrecejved by 
Overseer Jajja was adjusted in the monthly; accountfor March, 1955 

. [st Supplementary-e- videT. E. No. 3, dated 24th April, 1955~ · Over 
seer Rahimyar Khan took 450 Cwt cement on 8th May, .1951 as per 
record.entry atpage 185- of .Measurement'. Bri'ok No. · 599. The 
Cement was, however, accounted for in September, 195lwhich can be 
verified from Jhe -Stock Register of Rahimyar· Khan Section. Section 
Cost of cement received by Oveseer Rahi111yar Khan was adjusted in 
the monthly ac~ount of March, l~sg Ist ,~P:JWl~.,-:-vide.:J·E. No. 8· 

· dated.26tb,April, 1953. Thus no mtsapl)ropnation: ·was involved. 
. Subject .to v~rificatfon by Audit the itemwas._dropped. , , · 

.\ 

.. 
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:~ '.. ;,(23> .. Page ·49~-Para. 11(a)l90..::.Misap[Jropri~ti~n of:·· $torei4a- 
·~ case one.diesei.·engine costirig·'.R.s .. 4,000 was received froni_._ .. aa~ .. 

-,-~ P.W. Division and issued to a work, Tltereafter its whe~ 
•· as;oouts were not· available in the· Divisional Records. . · · · : -· . · · 

.- .. . The Department explain~d that the. said .diesel .. Enginec_ wai, 
.returned on 20th June, 1954 to the S.D.0. Mechanical Sub-Division; 

· ~adhoki c,f the Ex(?avator pivision, Lyallpur. ·. The transaction· wu · :=i~~ for. in the monthly account '··of . .Jlily, ?4 _ of ~~ca!atot 

Subjectto verification by Audit, the.item was dro;ped: .· 
(24).fage 49, Para .. 11(a)l91-Loss to:Govetnment~The_ .. ··itetri,·: 

,_N!fu-deferred. to be taken up .. alongwith the a~ounts·for 1962~3~ · 
- : .(25) Page 49, Para; 11(a)192-Unautliorised Financial Aid, 'to · 

-· Contractors-:.In this case miscellaneous stores worth }ls .. 5,626 were 
issued to various contractors duringl947-.48 AAdl:948-49. Althougo ; 
a period of more than twelve years has elapsed.yet no· recovery has . · 
so far be~n eff'ect~d. ft91!l the, contractors. _ .'tfils ~ounte<i to an:· 
unauthorised financial aidto the-contractors and also loss.of --OOv-- . 

·@mnient money.to the above extent. · · .: , _. · -. · , 
- .. The Department explained: that the .veritication bf. the. initial; ·. 

'records has revealed that the amoulit of lb. 4,887.17 .. bas been 
recovered but hasbeen.credited to. Stock inste!1d.of·ct~iting it .to 

:Miscellaneous .· P.W. A,dv~nce. --The misclassification . is .. being. 
corrected ii:1 the accounts ol the months in hand. · The verificlitio~- _1 

_of_the balance amountofRs. 778·17 is in.hand.. :. . . - · · 
_ . · S~bject to verifi~ation _ by'. Au~it, t~e itm was dropped. . . 
.' · (26) Page 49,'Para. 17(a) 19~Unauthorised- ·financial Aid to- .: . 

• Contr-qctor~In this case an 'advance payment an1~unting- to-Rs; 5,008 
was made to--~ firm during March, 1956 for the · supply .· of cement 

... ·Neither the cement: .was received from. the firm nor· the recovery. of 
... the saldamounthas SQ 'far been made.': .· ,. \ .. · . . , 

. ~ . . ·- . . . --.)_ . . . . - ·.· . . . . . . . . - -. . . .·. ·· I .". : . , . . ,.__. '. - . _-_·. - -. ~ . _ .. : 

'- · The Department explain~ that this-is a ·case of· recovery , from 
Mis. Mird and. Co. who have liquidated their ... ·. business and 1\1 fs- •. _ ··· 
A.C.C! were appointed as their successor Agency. - l'he successor. 

_agency. is under the control of Gpvernm. - ent ·.of W~~t ~akis_.ta~.. Out . 
otRs. 5,008 a sum of Rs. 4;109·58, has_ been ad1usted,-.· · .. vide T.E~ 

. No:· 4, dated 19th February; 1962 .. Matter -is under correspondence. 
· between the Director, Audit and Accounts (Works) .and the Director. 
of Industries and Commerce, Lahorefor .. therecoveryofRs -. 899·00~- 
_. - · Subject to verification of · . the recoveries .made · ~d< .balance: - , 
muouiit of 899 to be recovered, the para.· was dropped. - · . . - .'. 

. .(27) (zl Page 49, f'P4. l7(iz)194-. .,.< . · · .; 

:· '(lz) .1'ate-:4?,.Para. 17(a)J9S- . . . .. -. -. _ '. .. . . . . ·.. . '. 
, > - ;,:_ -- ·)!xpl~ations 1Ver," foAA~ fo be satbfa~ry-<and'tho it,ms .: w,r,·, dropped/ • . - . . . . , < 

'.'-._a - .-, • • 
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(28) Page SO, Para .. 11(a)196-Exc~ss _payment-"'ln this case 'an' 
agreement was executed with a contractor fo_r "Earthwork" at S 150 
per.cent below the scheduled rate. _ - An examination of the payments 
made to jhe contractor revealed that the • rate - actually - paid _ fot 
"Earthwork" was 24 %. above the schedule rates. ThiJ resulted · in 
an overpayment of Rs. 2,448 to the contractor . which came to 
notice in March, 1961 at the time of local aud.t: in~p~tion.·- The· 
irregularity was pointed- out tothe authorities concerned but neither. 
recovery was made nor action taken against the person at fault · ,. 
inspite of remin<Jers. · - ~-- · ·- ' · 1 - • • - ·- •• • • • • 

The Denartment explained that.certain doubt existed about the 
con:ect rate of earthv.:otk applicable to earthwork on _:cana·s and 
.drams~ .The then Chief Bngineer, P.W.D .• N.W.F.P. ordered that 
the rate in section In (excavation) should be applied to - earthwork _ 

·m buildin$ and· masonary works on Canals and drains and earth 
work Section IV (Roads Work) should be applied to earthwork , 011_ 
canqfs - and dl'ain _ etc. These - orders · •. appear to have beea - 

. misinterpetted .and premium quoted bv contractor for rnasonary 
. work was paid even for earthwork, - Efforts are being made to affect 

. the recovery of overpayment due to this m'.isinterpret_~tfon,; · 
, _ . .Subieet to verification of the recoveries by the Audit and the 
Wsciliplinary action against the defaulter the para. was dropped. - 

.· (29) }Page 50, Para. l7(all 91-Ex~ess payment-The item was 
,deferred to be taken up alongwitb the accounts for 1962-63~ - 

(30) Page" SO, Para. 11(a)198-Shortage _ of .Stores-The 
'Department explained that the overseer responsible for the shortage. 
'bas been removed -fromservice. · J>epartmenf lff!l1polel'to write o9 __ 
the loss~ --. · 

_ Subject to veriftcation of write off by --Audif~the y,ara. wu 
iropped. 

- (31) Pagt! 50, Para. 11(aH99-Slzortage of Store1-In this case· 
sliort'-'" ... ol ~tol'es and Tools and nl~mts articles to the · extent of 
lts. 10,702 were detected in July, 1959 and December, 1959 when a 
Store-keener toot overand.also durinzthe physical verification done 

.bv q _s n.o. The amount was debited to -the suspense h·ead 
- 

41'Miscellaneous Public Works Advances" in the accounts for A112uc;t,-, 
· 1960 and November. 1961 respectively as recoverable from tbe 

:~tore-keeper. A departmental enquiry was held to investigate - the - 
causes of the shortage and also · _ to fix · reseonsibilitv. The· Te43tilt of 

·the enquiry was submitted-to the.Superintending Enzineer concerned 
in June, 1961' , for necessary action. , Since then neitljer steos 
have been taken to effect the recovery . nor. any discinlinarv actiou 
has been taken against the officials responsible for the shortages. 
. ·- _ The - Department explained · that out of the amount ol · 

- ~ .. l0,70r'/,75 originally debited to Miscellaneous Public· Works· --· 
Advances, stores worth Rs. 3,194-119 were subsequently found. out 

. ·- ~,s· 

_ ... 
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and.· -. . were -~. iijusted.0 '. - _un··· d. er .... intimat. i. on .. to . Avdit .. , in. the Account ·tn 
May., 1964. Ieavmg ~balance of Rs.i7,507/S6. . . _ . . . , , 

.. The case was·also handed.over to Anti-corr1.1ption Department 
who arrested the official concerned, · The. case . was however 

_ ~turned by the ~ti-corruption Department wi!h !11~ . advice tll~t 
j depanmema1 action be taken . · as the case. was 1udicia1Jy weak. 

. As ,_a--r~t .. of d~enta1 proceedinJ the, .. St~r~ .. keeper .: wa_~ 
· held· respons,t>J..e -and the .foJe>WlllJ penalpcs were -nnpose(J '1.PO• him.: ' . . ·-- -: - . . f 

-·. . (a) the whole cost of . the stores and T&P ·. amountini - to : 
, • l_ ; ". < , as. 1,507.5~ be recovered from .hiJIJ. · , · · 

fb) ' •-His annual increment be 1topped for :thtee' -yeirl .'witll 
· , ·· tumutativcr,effect · · -- · _ . . - '> ·. : 1~ > 

Recovery:is ~e'.ri~ made-fQr the shortage· at-l/3rdi<>f .. his-pay. equal 
· to· Rs. 42 per month. .: . _ _ - . < /- . - -. · 

',The $tore-keeper _is ·involveµin 4 other. cases of mis'a6p .. opria- ~. 
tion of 'stores. J:_he amount of· recovery of· misapprQptjation. in , ·aU - 
the five cases amounts to Rs, 22,671/34~ Itis not p~sible to effect ' recovery ofthe "total amount 'even if the store-keeper. is left in' ., .~rvfoe. r : ·· · •· ·· · ·- - • • \ - _ • - • ·: ._ ' · 

' - Subject to .verification of the . recoveries being- inade· by the · 
Audit, and discip:inary action taken, the para. was 4t'oppel'J. 

- (32): (l) _l'a.~e 50. Para. 17(a)2~ 
(U) Pgge 50, /'ara.17(a)2Ql--_ 
(iii) Page 51. Para.11(a).202=-- 
(iv) Page 51, Para: l'7(a)203-, .: __ _ 

_ . Explanations~ were. considered ~atisf~ctory and the. _ite$. we,re 
· dropped subject to outstanding recoyenes. · . , " , - . 

· . 133) ,,,,a,f51. p,,,-n, 11fa)'i04-;Shorta,ie.of Stores--ltt .this, case' 
. Stock worth Rs: 5,789l3.l was found short a~a/nst. an- SJ).Q. as 

·*1 rPc:n1t· of olivsical veffication of stores.: Tbe am<lunt was .-. placed 
in Miscellaneous ·P.W. Advance in' Jnne,: '1'960 '(Snrmlv) r pendin~ 
recoverv from. the official at fault. The loss was neither reoorted 
to Audit nor details of the stores found ·S'h<>rt 'were furnished; ·_ '.' . 

. The Deoartment e,rplained that Mr. .Mubitrtmf\d,' Bnx · 13,.ehi, / 
the then S.D.0. Usta Muhammad Sub-Dtvis'onal was found resi,oi:J. ... 
sible . for the shortaees -iorth Rs; 5.7R9 /3l .shown in -the D'"aft Para. . 

- D~scipJinary act;~:m was taken ~ain$t him _ Jit . aecord ance with. tlie 
E&D Rute~.)960 an<J a~Jt result of inquiry conducted aqamc:it him,··. 
the re~OVeT'V of Rs. S.7R9{31< has been ordered from him m. 
instalments ot'-lls~ 100 per month. .. . .. __ . - . _ _ _ , 
.. .: Subject'. to t~e·~erlffoation qfth.e 'amou~{ recovered so far • .an, ' 
subj~ tC? ~~i~n~, r1,~- Audit \!it~ ,.~.,ard to ~e-,tlrd~r .. c,t rpcoye.ri•· . 
hi-:equal mstilq1~nts• the. -para· was, '~epped. · 

;:_., .: {..' . •.--- - ·- ,•.;· . 



.. (34) ... (i) Page ).l 1, Para. 17 (a)20~ -.' , .. 
~(ii). 'Page SJ; Para. 17(q)206- 

. Bxplanations were found to be satisfactory arid the items were 
-dropped. ·... · · · ' · : · _ · 

(35) Page. SI, Para. 17(a)207~Loss Jo Government-'-The item· 
was deferred to be taken up alongwith the accounts for 1962-63~. 

(36) Page S2, Pora; 17(a)208-lrregular payment.r--Departmenf · 
·~Xplained that the sanction of the competent authority ·to regularise 
t~e expenditure bu been obtained. r; • • _ • •• • •• 

... Subject to tlie verittc,tion by the Audit;.th~ para. was dropped •. 
. ·. (37) Page· S2, Para. . 1ita)209-.;.frregu1a, payment-~e item : 

was deferred to be _takt.n up aa..,agwith the acco:u,its for 1962~J. . . · 
(38) PaRe S2;Pt1ra . .11. (a) 210-:-The expfanation 'was foundto 

. be satisfactory and the item was dropped. · 
. (39) Page 52, Para .. ti (a) 211-· Non-recovery. of Government 

Due~ The item was deferred to be taken up alongwith the accounts 
for 1962-63. ·· 

. (40) Page 53. Para. l1 (a) 2P-The explanation ·was found to be 
satisfactory· and the item .was dropped. , · · · 

(41) Paee 53, Para, 17-(a) 213-·· Un;uthorised peyment~The 
tteniwas deferred to be taken up alongwith the accounts (orl962.;63. 

(42) Paee 53. Para. 17 • (a) 214-Tbe explanation was found to 
: - be iatisfactorY . and the item was dropped. - · - · · ,~r' · (43) Pa!(e-53, Pf:lrg.)7 (a).215+,-lrreRUlar Purch9se-:-Th.e Depart- \ 

ment stated that this matter relates t~ · the: Communications Jtnd f 
Works Department and has therefore been transferred to - that l 
Department. _ . . . . · 

. (.1"l . p,,<!e 54. Pora. 1.7 (a) ?J "-Th'°\ explanation was found to -. 
.be satisfactory and the item was dropped. · 

(45) Paee 54, Par~. 17 (a) 211-lnfnictuous ExTJendUurti-The 
item was· deferred to be taken up alonzwith the accounts f6r 1962~63. 1 

(46) Pa~e 54. Para. 17 (a) 2f8-·. Iniructuous Exnendtture-r-ls» 
this case wasteful expenditure. amountinz to Rs. 24.339 w-s incurred 
on the constructionofthree tubewells from December, 1951 to Jnlv, 
1956, but the scheme was ultimatelv abandoned after.Julv .. 1956 .due 
to little income as compared with heavy running exnenses. More 
over. the disposalofpipes and machinery costing Rs, 9:900 prc~ured 
after abandonment of the Scheme was also not f orthcominz. Those 
pipes and machinery also appear to have beet) n:tisapnroprlated. The 
wasfeful expenditure' which was the result of defective-planimig and 
.in~9mot · preparation (>f firi~nc:ial for.ecast of the scheme W'a3 ·pointed · 

·4.,n.· . 'MIJ ~ .•. - •' 
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~t to the Dep@,l'tment afongwith the misappropriation of niac~ . 
and pipes in -, October, 196lbut neither discipijnary. a~tion agaill$t:~ 
.officials responsible ·ror w~teful expenditure has· been taken,nor,·~ -. 
machillery and. pi~ have so far. been. accounted. for, .' ... · .. · '. .. : ..': . .. · ,, 

. ·The Department ·eX'.plained ·that-. · · . · · - .. . •. .: .1 

(1). The boring. fot ~tallation of 3 · Nos; . Tube wells in 'Giddet .· - 
'Area was·camed·out by the U. ;N. 0. Team .under the· aid•.ol / 
F. A.~0. during .1952-53. . Subsequently '3 small pumps of above S ! 

H~· P. were fixed during 1954-55 and .a sum of."Rs.'15,936",was incurred: · · 
.by .. the defunct B. S. U. authori®s as per' completion Jei><>rt. The: .. 
amount of Rs, 15,936 was incurred against anestlmate of.Rs. 27.00Q· 

· sarict..(?ned by ~ tlle ;.Wazit-e .. Azai;t},--vide No .. · SIDev/Kalat/CMF~ - 
. dated 17th April, 1955. -~ stated in the estunate th~ amount of 
-Rs~ 15,936 is exclµsive of the cost of pumi>mJt :-sets ~moununa te, - 

-· Rs.- 9,900 whicb·if included will increase the expenditure . fi.gur~ to- .: 
lls. 25.836. There was thus no excess,:over the esfunate., . . ; . . 

(2) 'There ~as no defective planning· and· incorrect prepanitioo · 
_. :of the financial forecaet of the scheme: The E:xpenditure in- question , · 

--was incurred· in good faith and. solely fot the-development of the area· · 
and 111.fact it was ' an exploratory scheme. These: .·pump~ . wer,e,- 

, mstalled as an- expmnental _ 'measure under the dir~or . · of : thti 
F. A. O, team with two motives in. view ·(al to · assess " the water 
eesources.or th~:area~·(b)-if sufficiem water is.found _these pumps' 
may be· utilized. for, irrigation purposes. . Since· .. there was }act of 
interest. on the part · of the cultivators of the area and the operatic:maJ 

-eharaes were high itwas.considered advisible to removethese punrps~ . . . -. 
Evid~Jitlythere had bee, _neither ~ny -mis.;appropriation : of .. t~6 : . 
machinery nor poor planmng. -, The Government of Ex-B. S. U. as. 
is best 'known Rs, S.888 originallv seent on the collection-of inateriaJs · · 
for, the site qrisrlnally proposed as mentioned above. No d~uJ,t au 
estimate amounting to Rs[ 1,43.696 -was sanctioned in _ the &rs« ... 
indqnce for the construction of. Boulder bund on the-first site· but 
before execution of anyworkt'be site was changed and concrete weir- 
wa(' co'tsttucted ~t the second. site within the estimate and thuJ no . 
jnfructuous . expenditure as --interpretted bv the · Audit · was · lncurred; 

The revised scheme costin~ Rs~'. 4~81,000 · prepared- : on ~tu~ 
work done, Basis ha-s.·sjnce be-n ·. a,rhnin{strativelv .. caont()Ved·bv the 
f:.,..,,.."'"".,,,t --·· ,,.:,1b N~ l;fld~-C! fl ~"o)/"1.· rlated:9th SP.ntember 
'1967, the estimate .is under scrutiny and will-· -be sanctioned,' 'i/ery ·, shor" . · . , ·. · · ·· · : ·. . · -... , · . · · _ . · .· - 

I 
Subject to yerificatiori by - Audit, the item wafdropped;c Y 

.: · (47)_·. Par?e 54 •. Para. 17 {a)" 219-· ~'lje explanation ·was, found>. to 
·be satisf actorv .and the item · was drori'bed. · -- . · · 

. (48) Page)4, P~a. '17 (a) 220----,Unacciqited Debits,-;-l'n d11s ease. 
stores' worth Rs. - 10.187 were · issued ·io another- Pt1~1fo . Wmb 

_ .. Division. andthe amount.was placed in the Scheduie -. of "Mi~ 
1aneous Public Works Advances"}n the month.. of January, · 1'58.,. 

. '. • !! ... 
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. Total 
. ;• 
r.. ., )' 

565~8-0 
·=11,198/75 

\ 562/50 
. . . . . 

11,761/25 

5,000-0-0 

Ditto. 

. Total . 
(i) 1000 cement bages transferred to· . 

. pishin from Quetta Sub-Division ... 
- . .·. 

in Cost of 200 sample beg~s. . 
(A) ,.! : Total (l)+(iii) 

Rs.As. Ps. 
2,253-12-0 

1,625-0-0 
i,787-8 0 

522.;8-0 · 
·2~310~0-o 

0 -- . 

. Jl,198~12~0 .: 

tNnciw: receipt ol. acceptance from the Public Works· .Division ~rileit- . ' 
The ·Department explained that A. T. D. for Rs.·· 10,186 was. 

raised against the Executive Engineer, Irrigation Division, Fortsande 
man during._September, .1962 and was accepted by the Executive 
Bngineet; in September, 1963-lst Supplementary Account,-vide 

· ~ance No. 19, dated 9th September, · · 1963. The question of · 
mis-appropriation of the Government )noney · to the . tune · of 

. Rs, 10,186·87 does not arise. A. T. D. has since been. accepted by 
the Executive Engineer, Fortsandeman · Division so the .question of 
mis-appropriation of Governmenth stores does not arise. · 

Subject to verification by Audit the · para. was dropped. . 
(49) (z) Page 55, Para. l 7(a} .221-Excess payment-r-iii) Page 55·, 

Para. 17(a) 222-· Excess payment-These items were deferred to be· 
itaken up alongwith the .aceounts for 1962-63. , 

·. (50) Page. 55, Para .. 17 (a) 223_:_,Miis-appropria.tion of Stores-«- 
In this case materials worth Rs. l I, 761 received frem suppliers. were 
not takep on stock. Moreover 1,000 cement bags worth Rs, 5,500 

·· . Issued by the sub-division to another sub-division, of. · the same divi 
sion were also not accounted' for by the receiving Sub-Dlvisiori; · 

· · : These materials worth Rs. i.7.261' appear to hsve . been mis- 
ao1>ropriated. · 1 · . 

The Department explained that .the amountof.Rs, 17,261 on 
account of cost of material stated to have been mis-appropriated com 
prises of the following items. . The replyin seriatum · is; given as: 

··under:-. · -; .·. · 
Credit'Note No, - Quantity of Material Value·· 

. and Date received . - I . 
. . 

4854 of 8-4-59 .: · One Tat1k of light Diesel 
Oil or 5904. 02.llons. 

4862 of 23-10-58 4 Nc's. "J'yres and one Tube 
4872 of 13-4~59 50 Barrels.of light Diesel . 

I . 
I 

• 
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, · (Bf .. ;._ -~: total '<i> · _;; ~,.soo1bij > .. 
. . .. . · . Grand Tota}. . . . . . . ' 17,216/"~5- ;- ·· ·,~ ' 

. . -,Ci) lOOQ- b!gs of cement' ciosijng Rs. 5,Sgq W~~· j~u~~ ~ tii~ 
s.p.Q;, Irrigation, Querta, to the S.D.O.; Imgation, P1shin; during; 

. J~uqary, 58 andLwer~ shown as "Receipt" by the .S.U.Q., Itrigation, · 
· PtShin. on the following · dates. ~ The actual date .. of· receipt 6( . 

marerials r-« . · "':-- .· . ·.. : · · · -, , 
22-lH958 150 bags" · 7 

• • 

23-1-.1958 •. ; [150 baas'. 
24-1-1958 ·r., iso. bags · 

' 25-J-1958 •. . ~SO' bags · 
' 26-l-1958 .-... rrso bags 

27-f'-J9S8 . lSO bags _ 
· The above. quantity rif · cement was erro.neously · shown as "Issued. 

on 24th·Febniary;·1958 and .therefore couldnotb_e linkedbY. the· 
A'.udit- Inspection l~arty. . Otherwise. there is 110 · mis-appr.opdadon. _ 
Itis only accounting .. mistakemade by the S.D.0:;Irrigation; Qri¢tfa. 

(ii) Light~ Diesel ,Oil. received,~vide .. Credit . Note:.• No' .. 4854, 
dated 8th April,.1959, No. 4872, ?ated 13th April_; 1959;,rid;No. 4&73' 
d~ted J ~th. April,. 1959' was .. received .for ,M,ale~l Pumping· platJt: .and! 

. directly charged to the work. · 'As such: the mater\al_was .not taken .on stock. .,.. · · , ,.. · · , . '(' 
<, 

1·. ·. ' • ·. :·. · __ . . ·,_:,',• .:--. _· ' 

4 Nos, Tyres -and! one · no tube, '. received vide credit Note 
. No: 4862, dated 2nd October, ·1958, has .been taken on stock during · 
November, 58 and entries are available at_ page 564 and 565 of stock . \ · 
J:legisier. . · · ·.J • · , • ··· · 

• . . ·. . 1' (jii(2000 saniple ?bags w~re. received by the ])rillin' Superin- 1 

tendent Syed Muhamma.d Bashir Shah. ·- The ba~s are m use . of 
Tubewell ·Boring• stores for collecting samples, of,- Strata, etc. The- ·. 
Drilling Sqperintendent .has been directed · to account . for the 

· material properly. . • · . . . ' . · . .. . ..... . · . 1 .- • •.. - 

. Subject to recovery and verification by Audit the para., was . 
- · dropped. · · · . · · · • . .. · · 

·' .. (Sl{pate .S~;para ·i, (a)-224-Tne ex1>1anation was found to be 
I 

satisfact9.ry and the item was dropped ·· · · ' ., 
. {52) l'age .55, Para; l 1(a). i2s-Non ~CCQ~nt!ng Qf Gover.ii'rweJJ:~ 

dues-In tbis case .store valuing jts. 40,552 were .issued by a Pu~ltc 
Works Division to another'.Division. The debit for the value or 
stores was ~pted by latter Division itt anticip~tion ~( the :actual .. 
rreceipl of, material and the antount was p!aced· in · '~M1~ceUaneous 
Public Works Advances" in · August,.· 1960 In co~trav~ntion ·.'Of 
linancia[rutes~ • > I ;; . .. t · .. 

. ·' : "') 

/ 



----- ---------- 

Accordinldv · advance acceptance was given by debiting the 
amount to suspense Head "Misc: P~W. Advances". The material 
was actually received during 8/60, 9/60, 10/60 and, 12/60 but it con 
tinued to be credited to the suspense. Head "Purchases" thus allow 
ing the amount to continue to stand in the Misc: P. W. Advances. 

Subseouentlv another A. T. D. No. 60 fot the material which in 
fact had already been accounted for was also received from - Taunsa 
Canal Division. This was accepted . by the. ·_ Division - concerned. 
This double .acceptance i.e. _ one advance and the other oh actual 
receipt of material· was given for the same· material: The amount of 
Rs. 40,552 representing double acceptance has; however, been stand 
ini in the Schedule of P. W. Deposit, as: the . credit of . advance 
acceptance of Rs. 40,552 given by Loralaj · Irrigation · Division by 
debit to Misc: P.W. Advances was not linked in the broad-sheet 
of Audit Office due to thefact that advance A, T. D. of Executive 

-Engineer. Tunsa Canal Division was not ;ipassed . by that Division 
· through its schedule of debit to remittance. - 

Thus the. amount of Rs. ·4o,552 taken under draft para; on 
account of losses on stores has finally been .adjusted by'. Loralai 
Irrigation Division,-vide T.E. No. 3, 'dated 10th August, 1965, _ (1st 
Supply-6/65 account) and cleared by debit to P.W. Deposit as such 
Audit Office Schedule of P;-W. Deposit has already been submitted 
by the Executive Engineer, Loralai Irrigation Division. . 

Subiect to recovery/adjustment and its .. verification by Audit, 
- - the para was dropped. - 

(53) Page 56, Para.17(a)22~Doubtful_ expenditure.-Inthis- case 
an expenditure of Rs. 7,447 was incurred upto October, 1956 on fhe 
construction of springs without any estimate .• Onenquiry about the 
sanction to estimate it was revealed that 'neither atty such work had 
ever been done nor any record_ pertaining to the work was available 
in the Division. · · · - 

40,552 Total 

~ " ... =202 3. Storage charges 

• 
_ The Department explained that the history of the case is_ that 

following articles of stock were indented by the Loralai Irrigation 
Division on Taunsa Canal Division, D.G. Khan. The said Division 
demanded -an advance acceptance in lieu of advance A.T.D. No. I, 
dated 1st August; 1960, for the following .material and amount. 

l. Cement 5000 cwt. =33,750 
. 2. Deodar Wood 40Crcfi. · =6,600. 

481_:. ~ 

,...· 



(54) Page 56, Para, 17(a) 227-· The _explanation was found . 
satisfactory and the para~ was dropped. . · · , 

(55) Page 5(,, Para. J 7(a) 228-· Loss to Govemment-« . In. this 
case a. special audit of the- payments made to a contracting firm for 
electrification of satellite towns in the former Punjab. Area was 
carried out in April and May, 1960. Complete records werenot 
oroduced bv the Electricitv; Division concet;n~d a.n~ thus comnlete 

. .audit could not be conducted. The records produced . fol' audit : 
· revealed a large number of serious 'irregularities vii. pvei,,aymerits, 
.stores issued in excess of actual requirements and not returned . to 
the Department etc. of the approximate value of Rs. 18,18,050. The 
amount is expected to be increased if the wanting records are also 
produced to audit and final bills of the contractorswhich were· not 
previouslv submitted ate also checked, The report indicating . the 
irregularities was sent to· the Department i# Julv, .1960. Though a 
large number of reminders were issued to the. Department by. ' the . 
Audit for furnishing replies· to the report and· the matter · was pressed 
with the highest.departmental authority but no final reply to the 
report was received by the Audit. . 

. The renresentative of . the · WAPDA stated .. that· in his, 
D.O. No. 'NM(P) / 4-5 /Elecv :/3162, dated I Ith Mav, 1960 to Khan 
GHulam Sadiq Khan the then Chief Engineer, Electricity/West Pak 
istan. Lahore, the Director; Audit and Accounts (W:orks). .desired 
that in order to arrive at the exact amount recoverable from , the 

. Contractors or payable to them. a complete -and: authentic .record of . 
all the stores issued to the contractors. recoveries already effected and 
balances recoverabf e be furnished· to . Audit. . It was further' nointed 

· out in Director, Audit ind ~ccounts (Works). D. 0. No. WM (P)/4- 
5/.3428, dated 4th June, 1960 that the delayin finalizing the snecial 
Audit was that .the Contractors had not submitted their final bills for 
the work done by them' in Sargodha, 'Gujranwala and -Montgomerv 
Division. Mr. R. N. Battra the then Regional .. Manaeer <We.st) 

' Multan was entrusted wifh the work of measurement of· the 
ouantities of the materials actuallv used on site by)he contractors in 
the -nresence of thefr representatives. and also to arrive at. ·the 

·· · ·quantity.of' material drawn. used and returned.; Or,t . xeceint . of · a 
· 'complete·renort from Mr. R. N. Battra the then Regional Manaf'er 

(West). Multan, itwas decided by<the. Authority th~t. th~; ea!ie , .. be· 
referred to Government for clarification as to wbetht-r t:h~ contract ,· .·., . ·:· ',-. . .. ' 

. .. . 'fpe Department e~plained that the work wasstarted in Septem 
l?e;r~ 53 agamst a sanctioned Estimate of Rs. 12,8Q9cand completed in 
'.February,. 55 at a cost of Rs. 9,949·19. ·•· In support of the existence 
of the ·work atthe site, the then Executive Engineer, has forward,ed 
a. copy. of the Inspection· Note of ,the W azir-e-Azam. issued: bf hini,-· ·. 
vide No. 2564, dated· 13th December, ~954. . . · 

Subiect to veriijcation the item was dropped, 



· · · Suhi~cf ·t·, fur+her r-coverv and verificati()n of recovery by the 
Audit arid d·s~h1Hn a+v action the. para. was' dropped. · . 

. ,.. (58) Prlo-. 101. Pnrrr .• 5Ui)-. The PXplamition was found to be 
satisf actorv and the item was, dropped. · ); · 

I ' . I 

', (59\ rio o» 101. mra, 5't11-. Non-rprr1verv rrF Government 
dues -' Tn tl,i,;: r-~c::e ~tO .. f'C:: worth Rs. ?JJl()'twe ... e soM on credit to 
Gnw~rm,:,eM ~mnlovees rlurinr;r the neti0~ frdm fo lv 1 Q.1~ tn T ~~n~ry ~ 

, 1-9~0 ~""' f1,,.._ .:+~1'rlc:: '"'" .. e nliv•ert ,,nne,. the suspense-head "Misc: 
PtibFc'W" ... ,1M, Advances" nending-recovery.] · · · ' , ,, 

be treated as a lump sum or 'an item rate; ·cbntrac:.t:: · Jhe relev~t 
records will be. produced to Audit when a. final decision on. the pOmt . 

. at issue be received from the Government. '. :: 
,_ • { • -. ., . . . . '!; . • ~ . . . 

: The Committee observed that this par~i had been examined at 
various levels and. has remained unsettled over. a number ' of y~ars. ' 
The.F. D. is requested to supervise finalisation of; this para: · It is; 
suggested that the Finance should call a meeting of the representatives · 
of the various Departments' concerned and have the matter settled 
once and for all. , · , ' · · · · 

, . ~ubiect to these remarks. the p~r_a was dropped -. 
(56) Page 79; Para. 3-·····Loss ·to .Government+. The explanation 

was found to be satisfactory and the item was dropped. 
(57) Pagel03~ Para, S(i)-. Non~rec~v~rj of Government. daes-« 

In .this case stores worth Rs. 14.864 were sold on credit during the 
period September, 1957 to December. 1958 : to various firms, 

. contractors· and private individuals. Though, severalyears · ·have 
elaosed the money due to the Government 'has · not been . recovered. 

:-. ,-,-, . ,· .,: i: . ·' 

· The Department explained that tbe, orJiiinal ... amount of · the 
Draft: para. has since been 'reduced to Rs. 4.045·88: recoveries of some 
other items amountine to Rs; 976.26 have also been made. . There. 
are only 3 items recoverable now as detailed below: - .. ' , . !I' 

1. Malik Muhammad Altaf. Divisional Acccruntant has .deposited 
·.· Rs. 40. against the reccverv of Rs. 70. He has further been asked to 
deposit the remaining amount, · · · · :: · ' 

2. Muhammad Akram . O~erseef ha~ b~en constantlv reminded 
through ProiectDirectcr. S'carp-l ,todeposit theamountof Rs. 7?2·13. 
He h8S b00·n r-b<1rcr"'-~heet"'rl on 20th Januarv.: 1968 as there was 
no response from him, Necessary action \'Viffbe -taken on receipt 
of the charge-sheets. ·· · . , . :, .. · · · ' · .. 

3. An. amount of R". 2034.49 -is recover~hlefrom Mr. Shat, Din 
Overseer. T-Tp h-:i,;; marle an anpeal a"irainstli t1iis recoverv, which is 
under .examination in . .the oilke, , of Chief :.Engineer, Remodelling 
Organization. The case will be finalized soon. : , · 

• - ' ·, .. . I • 

f 



• 

·,1 

. ' .•.• ·.·, .·.·· . ·i . 
· (61) Page ·103,- Para. S(v}--Non-recovery. of· Govemment . 

. dues-« ·. In this case a certain quantity ofcoaf was procured at a cost 
of Rs. 4,150 including ,Railway freight, , etc. The. material ·was 
debi(ed to the work. It was later on. found that the material pafcl 
for was of poor quality and could not be used on Government work. ·. 
I~ was decided in May~ 1955 by the. Superintending Engineer that the 
cost of the said material. be recovered from· theofficials responsible 
for · acceptinJ! the defective material. · · 

The Department explained that recovery of Rs. 915 is · .being 
made from the pension of an official whose pension is under sanction. 
An other official responsible for the recovery of Rs .. 3,. 225 could not 
denosittheamount, heisalready paying.}rd ofhis pay.· .towards ·a 
shorta~e in another case, · · · 

. . . Subject to watching of recoveries by t9:~ Audj.t .. the· ite~· was 
dropped; · _ . · . . 

_ · ·· (62) Page 104, Para. S(vz)-Non-recovery of GovemmentDues-« .. 
In this case it was pointed put that a sum of · Rs. J.145S·Rl ·wa.4 . 

. outstanding since March7 1956 .··as, recoverable from . Rehabilitation 
Department on account of conversion of Tube wells . Workshop 
from D.C. to A~C: · . 

· The Department explained that . the amountin tlle Draftt,-ara. . 
is on account of .conversion from D.<:. to A.f".. in Tt11'0-wel1 Work 

-shop which is located in evacuee building at Sanda Rn~d; .. Asi:· t,er 
approval oft be estimate byCh'ef Engineer.Trrlzation, West Pakistan, 
November, 1955. this exoenditure was to rernairi a. chf1'ge a~ajnst 
the evacuee .property. Since the Rebabifitation Denartrnent is. not 
being paid anv rent by . tbe Irrigation , Deoartment.. it.· .is. .i. not 
possible . to recover the expenditnre on account · of ,conyertin!{D.C~ 
to A.C. fro-n that Department. The amount r-an be > adiusted only 
when any rentis paid to that: Denartment.' -, ·Part o:t .the building 

. has. been used as residence bv officials of Irrisation Denartment an4 
. the rent amountinz to Rs. ·t112 has been ,-e~bvere,~t f,.rm them . 

. Advice of. the Director, Audit has been · asked. for' . whether . the 
.amount credited to the Revenue Head of 'account: ·: ''Rent•,·' wilt be . . . ' . 

·. f 

. The Committee. considered the explanation" o( the,Departnient 
that out of tlie total balance · of .. Rs. 2l ,ij97 the : adjustment. '. of 
Rs.17,846.74 has been verified by the··Audit.-.· ·The~bal~ recovc,ry 
of Rs. 4,057. 76 is yet to be verified by the Audit. _: ~e recovery inay • 
be aot verified by the Audit.. · · , · · .: . · . , ... 

Subject to this the item was .dropped , - .' . 
.. . (60).P~qe l03,. Para. 5 (iv)-lt/on-reco~ery of. ··G~vifiment 
tlues-The item. was· deferred to be taken up alongwith the Appro- . 
priation Accounts for 1962-63. · · · ,·. ,..,. 



, available for r:e-adjustme11t against the expenditure incurred on con 
.: verting from D.C. to A.C. The Executive EngineetvRechna Tube 

well Division letter No. 7610/2/258/ 3, dated 15th November, 1967, 
,, 'inthis connection bas not yet been replied· by the 'Audit. The 

matter is being pursued with them. If Audit agrees, the recovery of 
Rs. 7,H2 on account of rent from officials of Irrigation Department 
will be adjusted against the outstanding expenditure .. · The portion of 

.the-building occupied by the Workshop is liable to pay rent chargeable 
'to 'office contingencies. That amount will also be adjusted against 
the expenditure which will thus be cleared. . 

Subject to verification of either adjustment or recovery by the 
Audit, the para. was dropped. · · 

(63) Page 104, Para. 6(i)-Non- recovery of Travelling Allowance 
Advance-The explanation was found to be satisfactory and the 
item was dropped. -, . . 

(64) Page 104, Para. 6(i0- .. · Non-recovery of. Travelling Allowance 
Advance~In this case an amount of Rs. l,267 was paid to different 
officials .on account of Travelling Allowance ·Advance .during the 
period May, 1947 to June;·195g from the Divisional chest and debited 
to thesuspense head "Miscellaneous P.W. Advance" These advances 
should have been shown bv presenting bills atthe treasury and should 
not have been paid from the Divisional chest. 

The Department explained that out of the - total amount of 
Rs. 1,267 shown in the para. a sum of .Rs. _662·92 has .. since been 
recovered. The concerned Ex-Em?ineer 'has been directed to effect 
the remaining recovery ofRs .. 605/05 and get entire 'amount verified 
from· the' Audit. · . . : 

Subject to verification by the Audittheitem was dropped ... 
(65) Page 104, Para .. 1(i)-Loss .to Government-· The explana 

tion was found to be satisfactory and the item was dropped . 
. (66) Page 104, Pata. 7(iz1-· Loss to Government-In this case. 

Stock material worth Rs. 8,233 was stated to have been issued to 
Military Authorities during August, 1952. The cost was not re 

. covered from them but the amount was merelv debited to the 
-· · 'suspense head "Miscellaneous Public Works Advances" pending its 

.· "recovery. · · 
,: · The Department explained that a st.1111 of Rs. 6.064·44 out of 

.:._Rs. 8.2-13 was adjusted during March, 1963.-. vide T. E. No.· 6, 
.\ dated 30th March, 1963. The MiHtarv antbor'ties totally · refused 
. .. to deposit the balance amount of Rs.· 2.170·50. 

' '. Therefore the case for write off of th~ balance amount was 
', prepared. The Chief Engineerand Adviso1"hA~ souzbt advice of the 
... Audit in this conne+ion. The other asoect · of this case is that the 
,. adjustment of Rs. 6,062·44 made by the Denartment was not admit 

tod br · the Audit.. The Audit made certain observation oa this · 
. ' 

... 
(t,, 

I 

i 
i 
I 

I 



i 
': I 

, . 
Apr,a'r,,.~tlv the ~onv· <?f the s~~e.dule of rate whicih was.referred . to 
by Ann t. at the r+me of clJeckin~ of the voucher. W!'IS. not corrected. 
up-to-date. O .. iP.in~llv the rate nrinted in': the schedule of rate 
cited ~h-"ve,·aq~inc:t'item.:-N" 77 wq,;:•.J·OO n"'r X cft.ibut · the same 
was h.t"r am~n<l"<l frnm;'.~,00 >nc:r X r.ft. t" 1.10 r,01:.eff-.· 'vidt> n~nP.ral 
Hf:':::irl f'·, "'"t'-'r~ .. Fno;n~"' .... in:-Ch;"'f Hranch· Rawa 1n~ndi No: 6832 /F-6/ ... 
dated 22nd February, ·1956; under 'AmendrrientNo. 1_98 ... 
·.,•;.· Sine~ thP.. r~t,~ :of l?..46 TIP.rX cft. w~.i:: corr-ctlv ~llnwed accord 
irig lo .the ~cheitule of rate conrerned, no excess pavment was made 
and 'Ollf"::tion· ofreeoverv 'does not arise. · · . . ·· · _,, · ··. .·· 
+ .·' Su~ject to ver~~c-ation·by 'the Audif'fhe p.'a}iL.W,as"4topp~ .:.' · 

· ! · Total 
12.4:6 per ' x cft. .. 

case. 

adjustment in· October, ··1966. The .detailed replies to these. obser-. 
vations were .submitted by the Department in. November, 1966. The 
Audit asked for copies of certain letters which ha-Ve · since been . 
supplied." · · · · · · · · · .· 

. Subject . to veriftcation of recoveries i Adjustment by Audit, .. the . 
item was dropped .. ·· · ·· · ·· 

(67): (i) Page 104, Para. 8-. · 
. · .(ii) Page 101, Para. 9-Explanations were found to · be. 

satisfactory· arid the items were ·dropped. 
(68((i)Page 116, ItemS-« · . ·····,... : .' -(: .. 

(iz) Page 117, Item 13(i)-The items.were deferred to 'be 
taken up alongwith the Accounts for 1962~63. · · . . 

(69) Page: 117, Item 13W) (Annexuref-ExcessP.aymeht-·' In this . 
case excess payment of Rs. 757 was made to contractor by allowing 
excessive rates for a work: . · 

The Departme~t 'expJained that the rate 12.46 per X cft. allowed 
-. vide Vr. Ncr. JS, dated 27th. April, 1962 · for the item of.·· work 
and 77 M.E.S. Schedu'eofrates, 1948, reprint_l.955 as amended.vnp 

· P.C.C. · 1 : 3 : 6 . w~h separate aggregate cast in situ" is . quite correct 
and the same was admissible. to the contractor .. as per item No. 69. · · to. amendmentNo. ~i3;as perfollowing detajls·:-.·· . · .. ,:·:.:' .. ·. 

I 

Item No. 69 : P. C.f1. with senarate. aggregate ·.· 
9.16 per X cft. · ·· 1 •. · I 

item' No~ .77: Extra. over poured concrete for; 
3.30 X cft. . . 
con-rete costin situ iri various - 
solid articles· listed in, item No. 

' (;l - includino- . forrnwork. fair 
faced ', i.e. · Channels in this· 

~·~·.· "IOUi' 



r 
I No over payment· is involved. 

Subject to verification 'by. Audit, the item was dropped. 
(71) Page t'l7,: Item 13(iv)-·. Excess payment-·.· The .explanation 

wa~ found to be satisfactory and the item was dropped. - 
(72) Page 117, 1t(!ni 14(i)-. The explanation was found to be 

satisfactory and the item was dropped. · , . •. · 
(73) Page 117, Item 14(ii)-. Shortage of Store-. The item was 

· deferred to be taken up alongwith the Accounts for 1962-63. 
(74) Page 117, Item 14(iii)-. Shortage of Stores-A pumping set 

worth Rs. 5,000 was stolen, I\ report was lodged with .the police. 
J he Department propose to write off theJoss; . , . , 

Subject to write otI and its verification by the Audit, the item · 
· :was dropped. · · .•. · · · 

(75) (i) Page 117, Item 14(iv)--Shortage of Stores- 
(it) Page 117, Item 15-· loss due to fire-1'he items were 

deferred to be take:Q up alonwith the , Accounts · for 
1962-63. 

(76) Page 117, Item 16-. -Irregular payment-« I~ this case a 
sum of Rs. 2,000 was paid by a Sub-Divisional Officer to the Senior 
Civil Judge for pavment of comnensation to the heirs of a deceased 
Beldar; The payment was· held irregular: as 'the ·claim was not got 
pre-audited bv Audit Office before payment. Moreover there was 
no sanction ~f the higher authority forthe payment.of the claim. 

The Denartment exnlained that an amount pf· Rs. 2.000 was 
]!aid to the legalheits of Musa, beldar (DROWNED whit~ he was 011 
tluty) in consultation with the .. LawDepartment, .The Aumt Officf' 

2.10 

(70) Pagell7, Item13(iii) Annexur~Excesspayment:v-· In this case excess payment of Rs. 4,956 was· made to a contractor by 
allowing him excessive rate. 

The Department explained that · the correct position is that 
the rate of Rs. -. 1.38 for Material and Labour given. in . item .176 
oftheschedule ofRate, 1950 is not applicable in this · case as it · 

· contemplates the use of "Boulders" and: not' quarries "Stones". 
There exists no · specific description of work in the. schedule of Rate 
for supply of quarries stones and labour charges fi;>t". pitching in wire 
crote apron bunds. . 'I'herefor~ the contractor was allowed the rate 
for· supply of material and 'labour 'as follows : -·· . · 

I . ' , \, ' 

Rs. 
Item I 82 supply of Stones 1"89 

1, Item 178 Labour only . 0.21 
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' , . LAHORE: l . ZAIN; NOORANI . ·,· . ':' 
. IT.he.· I BthA.pri!: .·1968'. . ) . ·standing (;omm~al,lit.:4.~~<>rmt1~ • . 
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. . . 

, · . k!~r1l?x>~dvte:r!fo~e t~~a:~:11Jco:t~it»:: r:l~!~si!! ''. 
!.of Kot Adu Division,-- vide receipt No>. 7311048,: ~ted 16th March, 

· 1966.. > . . . . . . . . . . 
Subject to verification of factual position 'by the. Audi~ the para. . 

was'dropped.' . ' . . . . ' ·' ', r • . • 

(77) (z) Page 118, Item 17-'. Overpdy~ent~ · .. . . 
. _ < (li).Page: 118, Item 18-· . · Misappropriation of .. Government 

; ; ,: . Store~: : ' ..... .. : .':·'-· :_. ,-.:· . :- L: _;. 

. . {iii} Page }18, Item lhUn-economfcal purchaSt;jS~'J'he 
· . '. · · · · it~ were deferred to be · taken UJh alon.gWith. the 

· ·.- · Accounts for-1962-63. ·· · · · · · · ·· • · · · 
·· :(78) (z) Page 8, -Pll1'~ .. ·17(a)(h- · · 

. .: (iz) ·Page·.57, · Para. 1'1(iiib .· ,. · •. 
· .. ,· .. O{if Pag:e 59, 'Para; l?(iv) a-. . . 

(iv) P.age 62, Pari.l. F<v) a 
(v)Page 65, 'Para. J7(cP. 
(vi) Page ·66,. Paxa. P(e)7- . -_. _ .. - .. - .·. . . . 

Explanations were fotJnd to be. satisfactory· and t~ .patas. ,,._. 
dropped. · ·. . :. '·.. ·., · · : --- ·· \ :'.' ,., .·:.-:: ~ :.:· ; .... _ 

. . (79) P(l.ge 96, Noie,: 3---Sho.rtaf.w of · Stqres--11re item: was. · 
. deferred-to be taken up alongwith the Accounts for,1962-63. .. 

. nf .. The 'Committee then: adjourned .sirl ... die. : : ,· . . . 
• ; ' . . • :· ·ci.· . .' ••. _ ' '. : ·. ,,·._..· 

···--·--··-·--· ·--·-···----·· ------~.------,--.,---,-------- 


