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INTRODUCTION

I, Dr. Krishan Lal Middha, Deputy Speaker as Chairperson of the Committee on Local
Bodies and Panchayati Raj Institutions, having been authorized by the Committee to present
this 20" Report on the Accounts of Annual Audit Reports on Municipal Corporation
Gurugram for the year 2019-20 and Municipal Corporation Manesar for the year12/2020 to
03/21, Audited by the Director, Local Audit Department, Haryana and Annual Audit Report
of the Local Audit Department, Haryana on the Accounts of Local Bodies (ULBs) and
Panchayati Raj Institutions (PRIs) for the year 2016-17, (reply received only Appendix-F,
GI & H) Audited by the Director, Local Audit Department, Haryana.

The Committee examined/scrutinized of the Annual Audit Report on Municipal Corporation
Gurugram for the year 2019-20, Annual Audit Report on Municipal Corporation Manesar for
the year 12/2020 to 03/2021, Annual Audit Report on Municipal Corporation Faridabad for
the year 2019-20 related to 19" report Part-I of the Committee for the year 2023-24 and
Annual Audit Report of the Local Audit Department, Haryana on the Accounts of Local
Bodies (ULBs) and Panchayati Raj Institutions (PRIs) for the year 2016-17, Audited by the
Director, Local Audit Department, Haryana, as per details given in the Report and its
annotated reply submitted by the concerned department. The Committee has gone into the
details of the matter and has tried its level best to make its observations/recommendations
strictly as per the information/record produced before the Committee by the concerned
quarters and as per law.

The Committee considered and approved this Report in its meeting held on
10t March, 2025.

A brief record of the proceedings of the meetings of the Committee has been kept in the
Haryana Vidhan Sabha Secretariat.

I, as Chairperson of the Committee, place on record the appreciation for all the Members of
the Committee for their cooperation and valuable suggestions for the consideration of Annual
Technical Inspection Reports & Annual Audit Reports.

The Committee places on record its appreciation for the assistance rendered to it by the
Principal Accountant General (Audit), Haryana and the Director, Local Audit Department,
Haryana and her/his officers. The Committee would like to express its thanks to the
Commissioner & Secretary to Government Haryana, Urban Local Bodies Department and
the Commissioner & Secretary to Government Haryana, Development & Panchayats
Department and other Officers/officials of both the departments who appeared for oral
evidence before the Committee for their cooperation and information given by them.

The Committee is also thankful to the Officer/officials of the Haryana Vidhan Sabha,
Secretariat for their whole hearted co-operation and assistance given by them to the
Committee.

CHANDIGARH: DR. KRISHAN LAL MIDDHA,
THE 10'" MARCH, 2025 CHAIRPERSON
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IMPORTANCE, WORKING AND FUNCTIONS OF THE COMMITTEE
ON LOCAL BODIES AND PANCHAYATI RAJ INSTITUTIONS

INTRODUCTION:

The Local Bodies & Panchayati Raj Institutions Committee consists of nine MLAs from the
different political parties. The Chairperson of the Committee is appointed by the Hon’ble Speaker
from amongst the Committee’s Members. The tenure of the committee members is one year. In the
absence of the Chairperson in a meeting of the Committee, one of the members of the Committee is
elected to preside over the meeting and the quorum to hold a meeting of the Committee is three
members.

IMPORTANCE:

The importance of the Local Bodies & Panchayati Raj Institutions Committee to see that a
large sum of money that has been spent on Local Bodies or the Panchayati Raj institutions is spent
for the welfare of the people and also to watch and supervise that whether the affairs of the Local
Bodies and Panchayati Raj Institutions are being managed in accordance with the provisions of law.

WORKING:

The Committee on Local bodies and Panchayati Raj Institutions has been constituted for the
examination of the Audit Reports and Accounts of Local Bodies which include Notified Area
Committees, Municipal Committees and Municipal Corporations and Panchayati Raj Institutions
which include Panchayat Samities and Zila Parishads. The Committee is assisted by representatives
of the Local Audit Department, Haryana at the time of oral examination of the departmental
representatives.

FUNCTIONS:

The functions of the Committee on Local Bodies & Panchayati Raj Institutions Committee
are laid down in Rule 273 of Rules of Procedure and Conduct of Business in the Haryana
Legislature Assembly which are reproduced below: -

(a)  to examine the audit reports and accounts of the Local Bodies and Panchayati Raj
Institutions as may be selected by the Committee;

(b)  to examine the reports, if any, of the Examiner, Local Fund Accounts laid on the
Table of the House;

(c) to examine in the context of autonomy, whether affairs of the Local Bodies or the
Panchayati Raj Institutions are being managed in accordance with the provisions of
law; and

(d)  to examine any other aspect of the working of any Local Bodies or the Panchayati Raj
Institution, as may be referred to it by the Speaker.

The Committee goes through the various paragraphs relating to embezzlements,
misappropriations and defalcations etc. and give its observations/recommendations on various
issues. After examining the replies, the Committee prepares its report and presents it to the House
during the Assembly Sessions of Haryana Vidhan Sabha.



REPORT
GENERAL

The Committee on the Local Bodies & Panchayati Raj Institutions for the
year 2023-2024 consisting of Nine Members under the Chairmanship of Shri Om Prakash Yadav
was nominated by the Hon‘ble Speaker, Haryana Vidhan Sabhavide Notification No. S.H.S./
Committees/2024-2025/21, dated 29 March, 2024.

The Committee held total 23 meetings during the year 2024-2025 till October, 2024.

After the General Election and on constitution of the fifteenth Assembly on dated
25% QOctober, 2024, a motion was passed by the Haryana Vidhan Sabha in its sitting held on
13" November, 2024 authorizing the Hon‘ble Speaker to constitute the Committee on Local Bodies
and Panchayati Raj Institutions for the remaining period of the year 2024-2025 by nominating the
Members and appointing the Chairperson of the Committee.

The Committee on Local Bodies and Panchayati Raj Institutions for the remaining period of
the year 2024-25 consisting of nine Members was nominated by the Hon‘ble Speaker,
Haryana Vidhan Sabha vide Notification No. S.H.S./15" HVS Committees/2024-2025/66, dated,
Chandigarh, the 23" November, 2024.

The Committee held total 19 meetings during the remaining period of the year 2024-2025 till
dated 10.03.25 the finalization of the Report.






Part-1

ANNUAL AUDIT REPORT ON THE ACCOUNTS OF
MUNICIPAL CORPORATION, GURUGRAM
FOR THE YEAR 2019-20,

AUDITED BY THE DIRECTOR,

LOCAL AUDIT DEPARTMENT, HARYANA.

(URBAN LOCAL BODIES DEPARTMENT, HARYANA)
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[1] Para No. 2(A) Record not put up (Sr.No.-34): -

The record required in audit during the period under report was duly put up except that
mentioned in Appendix- —BI to this report. This was not in order and the same may be got traced
out now and shown to audit.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

The following records have been submitted to Audit and complete in all respect: -
Tender Register.

Stock Register.

EMD Register.

Security Register.

RTGS Register.

Provident Fund Register.

Demand and Collection Register.

Rent Register.

e A A o e

Specimen copies of relevant register are enclosed for reference.
Hence, para may be dropped.
Ifefr us pkgk gS fd yksdy v,fMV ,0 e[; ys[kk vf/kdkjh uxj fuxe xq#xzke dks ,d Bzu

cBd d7u d vto';d Bn'tt un'Zt tt7h d7°j Ptle” ;7 iut f3d;t tt 1d 2d otLuo e oHttx u
fjd,MZ yksdy v,fMV foHkkx dki Hkstk gS :k ugha vij yksdy v,fMV foHkkxHkh fjd,M dks psd dji vij
f27it VZ If2ef2u dt’ Ht'th tt,j uc ud Appendex-B e bl #'7t d' sr. No.34 dt i F2M'x 7[tt ttut
7]

2] Para No. 6-Revenue Earning Scheme (Point No.- ii) : -

position of grant received under Revenue Earning Scheme is depicted in Appendix - _D* to
this note and summarized as under: -

(i) The figures of revenue earned during the year 2019-20 under the Revenue earning
scheme could not be ascertained because the rent register was not
maintained/completed by the Corporation Administration. This is a serious matter.
Corporation authorities are advised to maintain demand & collection register of the
municipal properties under revenue earning scheme, duly completed in all respect and
under intimation to audit.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -
(i) The demand and collection register for the year 2019-20 has been prepared & the
pending amount has been entered in the accounts of the tenants.

ef2u u pt7t 7¢ f3d ytdy v,iMV 0" eqf; y'[tt vETtdt7h ux? fluxe xq#xte dt ,d
I';0u ¢Bd d7u’ d' vto';d fn'tt 2un'Z't tt7h d7j ftle’ ;7 iut d;t tt 1d fd otLuo e~
floHttx u” fjd,M vt Dd;t 7% ;t uTh’ wt7 yt'dy v,fMV RoHttx Hth fid,M dt p'd d7 vt7 B7it vz
I%efu dit Ht'th tt,j uc ud Appendex-D ¢ bl §7t d" ithh'V u'a i) dt i F>M'x 7[tt ttut 7
[3] Para No.-19-Audit Requisition:

Audit requisitions Sr. No. 1 to 18 issued during the period are still outstanding which may be
attended at an early date.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -
Reply not found.
bl i7 dt ©7IythZ ut vtu' d dt7.t IFefu zt7t bl §7 dt i M'x 7[tt ttut 7j






Part-11

ANNUAL AUDIT REPORT ON THE ACCOUNTS OF
MUNICIPAL CORPORATION, MANESAR
FOR THE YEAR 12/2020 TO 03/2021,
AUDITED BY THE DIRECTOR,

LOCAL AUDIT DEPARTMENT, HARYANA.

(URBAN LOCAL BODIES DEPARTMENT, HARYANA)






[4] Para No.2: -Record not Put-up:-

RECORD NOT PUT UP - The record required in audit during the period under report was duly
put-up except that mentioned in appendix-B to this report. This was not in order and the same may
be got traced out now and shown to audit.

Appendix- B (Sr. No. 1 & 31)

1.Record of Income. Bank Passbook, Cash Book (Panchayat) and Bank Statement of

Panchayat merged into Corporation.

31.Record of Fire tax no produced from 12/2020.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

1.Compliance made & necessary record have been submitted to Audit Branch

31.Compliance made & shown to the Audit

Ifefr us pkgk gS fd yksdy v,fMV ,0 eq[; ys[kk vflkdkjh uxj fuxe ekuslj dk ,d la;iu
cBd djus ds vio®;d fn'kk funs'k tkjh djiA ftle ;g irk fd;k € 1di fd okLro esi IHkh i,baV

dk foHkkx us fjd,M fwjk fd;k gS ;k ugha vkj yksdy v,fMV foHkkx Hkh fjd,M dt p'd A7" vt7 7it VZ
Ifefu dt HE'th tt,j vt7 Ifef>u zt7t bl i7t I Appendix-B ds i,baV u™-1 vij i,baV ua- 31 dt
i"M'x 7[tt ttut 7j

[5] Para No. 11: -Short-Recoveries/Non-Recoveries/Losses of revenue

(i)  Director, Urban Development Haryana vide Memo No. 7A-P.A.- DUD-01/39877
dated 20-09-2001 issued instruction to obtain NOC from Municipal Corporation
within Municipal Limits for installation of telephone/mobile towers after payment of
security deposit of Rs 50,000/- per tower, installation charges Rs 20,000/- per tower
and license fee Rs 10,000/- per annum. But relevant record i.e., demands and
collection register for the period under audit was not put up. Because the demands
against these companies since 2020 onwards were not raised in the demand and
collection register nor any steps were taken by the corporation authorities for
recoveries from 12/2020. This is not only a serious lapse on the part of corporation
officers but may lead to any sort of embezzlement huge loss to corporation fund. This
serious irregularity is brought to the notice of higher authority for taking suitable
action and besides recovery from the companies under intimation to audit for
necessary verification of such record.

(i)  Vide Rules 4 of the Haryana Municipal (Laying of Communication cables and
erection of Dish Antenna) Bye Laws 2007 which were made applicable w.e.f.
31/10/2007, every service provider shall pay to municipal corporation @ Rs 5000 +
Rs 3750/- on account of installation fee/renewal fee and Rs. 2500/- as per annual etc.
and Rs 20/- per cable consumer fee. But neither any details of tax due/recovered from
cable operators/consumers and record of income under this head was prepared nor
any such details were supplied to the audit since the levy of this tax on cable



(6]
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operators/consumers. The necessary details of fee due thereon, recovery effected and
amount of arrears be prepared without any further delay and year wise demand and
collection register be maintained now, so that huge amount in arrears be recovered
from cable operators/consumers which is a recurring huge loss to the corporation
fund. This may be looked into without further delay and requisite demands along with
the arrears and interest there on be shows in the Demand and Collection register,
under intimation to audit for necessary check/verification.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

(i)

(iif)

Municipal Corporation, Manesar came into existence form 12/2020 vide Haryana
Government Gazette Notification No. S.0.58/H.A.16/ 1994/ S.3/2020/ Dated
24/12/2020 and in exercise of the power conferred b sub-section (3) of section 3 of
the Haryana Municipal Corporation Act -1994. The area forming part of Municipal
Corporation, Manesar under the jurisdiction and control of Directorate of Rural
Development Department, Haryana. The Panchayati Raj Institute (PRIs) were the
local bodies for the area. Subsequently, no records pertaining to the Mobile Towers
from PRIs were received in data received in June, 2021 and record put up to the audit
party for further compliance and now the mobile tower fees are being recovered
regularly.

Hence, it is requested to drop the para.

No permission has been granted for laying of communication cable up to 03.2021.
Now these charges are being taken from the concerned.

Hence para may be dropped please.

Ifefu zt7t bl i7t ds i,baV u'cT il wt7 %ii'% dt i FMx 7[tt ttut 7j

Para No.15 : Miscellaneous: - Sr. No. (viii)

(viii) Annual physical verification of store/stock/movable property was not carried out as

required vide rule XVII-11 of Municipal account code 1930. The same may be done
now and always in future.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

(viii) Annual physical verification of store/stock register has been done by Audit branch.

Hence para may be dropped please.

Ifefr zkjk bl iljk o ibaV u'c? Yuiie dt i fXM'x 7[tt ttut 7j
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Part-I11

ANNUAL AUDIT REPORT OF THE
LOCAL AUDIR DEPARTMENT, HARYANA
ON THE
ACCOUNTS OF URBAN LOCAL BODIES (ULBs) &
PANCHAYATI RAJ INSTITUTIONS (PRIs)
FOR THE YEAR 2016-17
(REPLY RECEIVED ONLY APPENDIX-F, GI & H).

(URBAN LOCAL BODIES DEPARTMENT, HARYANA)
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[71 Appendix-F-

13

Statement showing

the cases

of Embezzlement/Misappropriations/Temporar

Misappropriations and cases likely to turn out to be so: -

Sr. | Name of Municipal
No. | Corporation/
Council/Committee/
Town Improvement
Trusts

Amount Rs.

Particulars

Munici

pal Corporations

1. | Yamuna Nagar

1,075/-

While checking the total of daily income and tracing
the same in cash book, it was noticed that total
amount of Rs. 3,155 were realized vide receipt no 1
to 34 of book no 3135 on 17/5/16 but only Rs. 2,080
were deposited in Municipal Fund which resulted
into Embezzlement of Rs. 1,075. The same may be
recovered and credited into Municipal Fund besides
taking suitable action against the official at fault.

4,24,241/-

While tracing the income of improvement Trust cell
in cash book, it was noticed that in 15 cases, the
income received through L.T.R. form 9, was late
remitted by the concerned official and amount were
kept in hand in un-authorized manner and the funds
of Rs. 4,24,241 were misappropriated temporarily.
The interest for delay deposited of amount may be
recovered from the official at fault.

43,630/-

The cheque of Rs. 43,630 for the period 01/04/2016
to 31/12/2016 on account of payment of taxes/cess
in three cases were dishonored and were received
back by the individuals. The account adjustment
against their payments were to be done but neither
the corporation could get the credit of their cheques
not the amount of demand got raised in demand and
collection register against each concerned unit to
recover the amount of Rs. 43,630. The demand may
be raised and sincere efforts may be made to recover
the amount along with up-to-date interest.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

This amount had been deposited on dated 15.06.2018 and the same has been got checked by

the audit.
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g9 URT 91 379 H8ied Pl a7 Heardl Wl & b bt giRI 2T 1075 / — wuq
e w0 39 /2059 fid 15.06.2018 I AT &vaT €U U & | Taa OV WITg oiar ooer o
f T Hear fear ™ 8

I Saa oAl B AN UNT BT BT BN BT HE BN |

This amount has been deposited with a delay of 2 to 10 days by the clerk posted in the
Improvement trust, Yamuna Nagar. Record of the same has been put up to audit.

g0 U7 9R IS HRAT Wil & P a¥ 2016 H TR YR Aved AR § HRRG
forfuw gmr o <ifSr 2 © 10 o5 9% Ao @ o Feare T2 & e Rere aramaen
BT & TweT R (T S g |

The amount related to dishonored cheques have been recovered from the concerned as
detailed below: -

Particular Amount
Amount Deposit vide CH no, 453249 dt. 24.03.2017 37195.00
Cash Deposit on dt. 31.03.2017 2940.00
Cash Deposit on dt. 06.07.2017 3495.00
Total Amount 43640.00

Record has been shown to audit. Hence para may be dropped please.

39 UNT 9N MY HElSd &I 37aid Hegrl widl & b sratea gt wf'T 43,630 /— B¢

@ WMl @@ Dishonored cheques @ Reped] Fafad & &Y o 75 & foras Ao = uor
g o—

Particular Amount

Amount Deposit vide CH no, 453249 dt. 37195.00

24.03.2017

Cash Deposit on dt. 31.03.2017 2940.00

Cash Deposit on dt. 06.07.2017 3495.00

Total Amount 43640.00

Fae URT WY ofaT UNIeT | 9d deal forT T 8 | 310 Sad adl @ Heuso N1 BT
ST & BT F BN |

[f>efu zt7t Appendix-F ds bl ijk s i,baV uacj %1% dks isafMax j[kk ®rk gSA
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2 |Thanesar |12,548/- | While checking the daily income from G 8 and chest book for the
month of 9/2016 & 10/2016, it was noticed that income realized by
House Tax was deposited less by Rs. 12,548 in may leads to
embezzlement/misappropriation of fund.

32,795/- | While checking the income from chest book for the month of 9/2016
and 10/2016, it has been observed that an amount of Rs. 11,500
received through G8 Potential Value No. 273 Sr. No. 31-32 of
House Tax on 27 & 28 September 2016. This amount has neither
been deposited in bank till date and nor shown in chest book.

In another case Rs. 21,295 were deposited less in M.C. Fund. Strict
action may be taken to get the amount deposited along with panel
interest besides taking suitable action against the official at fault.

2,206/- Excess consumption of 40 ltrs of diesel, amounting Rs. 2,206 was
worked out in Log Book of sanitation vehicle. This amount may be
recovered from the official at fault besides taking suitable action
against him.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

Record related amounting to Rs. 12,548/~ & requisition no. 20 dated 17.11.2016 issued by
the audit have been cheked and found that an amount of Rs. 3/- extra deposited to MC fund. The

enrty may be checked on page no. 147 on the chest book. Hence, there is no misappropriation of
fund.

Therefore, it is requsted to drop the para.

3iffSe gr1 o T it &1 fagar faaRer fe e 38—

IR 12,548 P4 SHT PRAT AR BIATd Rpre Ove g a9 @) T8 a1 Ul AT &
Jifee gmr amE 12l ReEd & o8 N &9 ouifte & <o 7 2| R 9r aiifee
gl ¥ UBAre & STl 39 aR R Rawded [o 20 fRA6 17.11.2016 @1 A=
dve P UT [0 147 AT TAT FAT U T F ARY 03/~ WU A T wwarE T B
31T HHTed §RT SURIH IR &F o T A axas s & | et gfic o1 Rere 9w §& aw=rn
97 W 135 TP &I ol Gddl & |

Record related to para has been checked and found that an amount of Rs. 21295/- has
already been deposited in the financial year 2016, which has been checked by the auditor.

Further, balance amount of Rs. 11,500/- has had been deposited in the F.Y. 2020 in MC
Fund. Receipt has been got checked by audit.

g9 aufed ¥ wEfyg R de & Suvrd uran 11 & enfee grr qwid 1€ @a
¥ 32,795 /—(11,500+21,295) BT H & 21,295 /— w04 a¢ 2016 # & W &1 g o, Forad
gAYl AfSe @ Ad Har R T F

D IR 11,500 /— B9 @ I o9 2020 H 7R uRye W § oAy o, Tt
i anfee @ O Sear & TS B

37T AU IR & b I8 U Q1Y BRA BT PE DY |
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After checking the log book, it has been found that due to smooth running of sweeping
work extra work was got done with some vehicles and due to crowded conditions in the city, the
oil consumption was more. Thus, there is no irregularity of any kind in this.

Therefore, it is requested to drop the para.

40 ofie? S1ad Af¥ 2206/- TUY R RBIS /AR G Bl faclich B SURIA 1Al 17
f GBS BRI B Gare ©U A T S BRO GO Aledl W AND B HREd] T FAT A
# e/ H RAfT 89 & SR Oa 3 FUa A0 g3 | 9 TER W Bl WHR B
DI A T8 § |

3 g9 T B AT B Bl HUT B |

If2efu ZT71 Appendix-F ds bl ijk i i,baV uacj %2" dk; isafMax j[kk ®rk gSA

4. |Kaithal |5,318/- While checking income side of cash book with the G8 potential
value receipts of various branches it was noticed that in 40 cases
income credited into municipal fund by the officials, who collects
the amount, nt deposited into municipal fund/deposited
late/deposited less than the amount actually realized. Thus the total
amount of Rs. 5,318 was embezzled. It may be recovered & credit
shown to audit.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

This amount has been recovered from the concerned through G8 No. 090242128013940
dated 12.08.2021.

I 5318/ — U B Reawr Sflo 8 H0 090242128013940 fEIH 12.08.2021 & TEC
PN Sl TS 2| A U BT ST B BT B P

I>ef2u 177 Appendix-F ds bl ijk dli ibaV uacj V% dk isafMax j[kk ik 7j

5. 11,26,786/- An amount of Rs. 11,26,786 was credited late in the Municipal Fund
which was against the provision of rule IV.5 of the Municipal
Account Code, 1930. Suitable action may be taken against the
official at fault and loss of interest may also be recovered from the
defaulters.

1,00,00,000/- |In Spite of repeated verbal requests and written audit requisition
issued from time-to-time Municipal Authorities were reluctant to
listen to the audit request/requisition regarding loans from grants to
M.C.F. and without approval of the Govt. And again, transfer
Rs. 1,00,00,000 on dated 24/05/2015 from grant of M.C.F. as a loan.
The ex-post-facto approval for transfer to grant/loan may be
obtained from the Govt.
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1,82,230/- In Actual payees‘ receipt and muster roll it was noticed that cashier
has misused/ trespassed his competency and overwritten his own
name instead of authorized person. The overwriting and cutting on
contingent bills were neither attested/signed by the DDO nor
verified from audit. It may be enquired with suitable justification
and defaulting official may be suitably punished.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

This amount was deposited in the municipal fund after a delay of 3 to 10 days by the then
cashier due to holidays or after leave. He was warned to be careful in future. There is no
misappropriation/embezzlement.

Hence, you are requested to kindly drop this para.

Tg Ui AFST JGET A AT FHIN] P WE weel U B B BRY 3 fed

=3

10 foF d @ SN T Beae TS 2| SUH DIS 6T BT 59 VI DI BlS TAd SWHA TEl
g B | FHAN) B e § wad e B Jawan @ § 7 oY o o sy @ %
59 N &I S PR BT P DY |

a4

The funds were taken for salary & allowances to the employee due to poor financial
position of the Municipal Council, Rewari. Stamp duty amounting Rs. 20.00 Crore is still pending
since Oct-2019. The financial position of MC Rewari is poor, salary is also paid by receiving grant
from head office. After receiving stamp duty, the loan will be refunded. So, para may be dropped.

TR 9RyE, YO @ wvE i Reft & sror wdeRal &1 agw ek v B g
SARIYT & TS off | WU Yow VR Yo yaCER-2019 | 2000 IS TUU IR Al wfdd 2|
il varet @ fiRi Rerfa @/ 2, 999 &1 ae ff g died 9 oE 9| wRa
%mm{;m%wﬁwwzﬁ%mmmm%mwm{ﬁvﬁﬁﬁmm
Rl €|

All cuttings are attested by DDO and audited. There is no misappropriation/embezzlement
in this case. Record has been seen by the auditor. So, it is requested to drop this para.

it e o Socioalio I srcwe wear fear 7ar € o anfee WY owar fomr T 2
3T JATIH IR 7 b R{uAT I9 Y QY B P HE DN |

Ifefu Z17T Appendix-F ds bl ijk o i,baV uacj %5% dk isafMax j[kk tirk gSA

6. | Sohna 19,61,173/- The details of deduction in the head of Income Tax, Sale Tax and
Labour cess etc of Rs. 19,61,173 were not attached with relevant
vouchers and the besides cheques were issued instead of Account
Payee/Yourself for depositing the Income Tax/Sale Tax/ Cess etc.
The amount in question suspected to have been embezzled.

3,26,211/- Rs. 3,26,211 were deposited late in Municipal Fund on Account of
vehicle registration fee.
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The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

A FIR has been lodged by this office bearing No. 0569 dated 04.10.2016 regarding
suspected embezzlement of Sales Tax, Labour Cess etc. amount by Sh. Manoj Kumar, Clerk, MC
Sohna. After enquiry of this matter two employees namely Sh. Thandi Ram, Accountant (Retd.)
and Sh. Bijender, Clerk (Suspended), M.C. Sohna also included by said FIR. Now, challan has
been submitted Hon ble District Court by Police Department and under sub-judice.

In view of the above, the said para may be dropped please.

T HHel H 9 PR ENT 94 2016 H UBIMSAN. &6 B 78 | oig ®ed g¥ &
IS FAR, fofie @ IfaRaq &1 dHaIRdl A s 3ve! ¥W, oRaTaR (Jar fHga) @
s, fofte (Fafed) @ favg o€ & Trem 99 50 ™ & 7mer <urey # fJares
gl

The said amount was credited into Municipal Fund after a delay of 20 to 51 days. This is
for deposition of time delayed not to any embezzlement/ misappropriation. Concerned official are
directed to compliance with in future. Hence, the said para may be dropped please.

ag 11 urferr wug # 20 | 51 AT @ 2 A o g2 8, wHfG HE) @) wfaw
H ¥de Y& & Tdrae) 9 B 4 T8 8| g9 U9 & TS SR A1 IS 99 del fpar
TIT & | 3T AU SR © 6 T 59 U BT §IU BRA BT B Y|

Iefu 7T Appendix-F i bl §jk oli i,baV uacj %6% dt i " Mx 7[1T trut 7j

7. |Hodal - No income had been realized from the advertisement fee/hoarding
fee for various advertisement/ hoarding in the municipal area for
the period 04/2016 to /3/2017 which was against Govt. Instruction
issued vide notification. 50/93/HR/24/1973/55/280 and 214/007
dated 08/11/07. Needful may be done now besides taking suitable
action against the official at fault.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

During this period, no tender was released so that income was not earned in this period
from advertisement fee/hoarding. Please drop the audit para as earlier.

Y A &b SN DI CUST WNI A8l [hdT AT oI, SHIY 39 @y § fasm= wIg
q DS oy T g2 oMt | ok U SRy B 5 T §IU IR @ B |

If%efu z171 Appendix-F i bl ijk i i,baV uacj 7% dks isafMax j[kk tirk gSA

8. | Nilokheri 16,500/- | A cheque of Rs. 16,500 was issued in favour of cashier for
disbursement of medical allowance from 1/16 to 3/16, but neither
the amount paid to the concerned person nor deposited in the
municipal fund. The same may be recovered from the official at
fault.
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The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

A Cheque No. 000596 dated 22.04.2016 amounting to Rs. 27000/- was issued to cashier
instead of Rs. 16500 during this period. Which had been entered in the Acquaintance Roll register
and signatures have been obtained from 18 retd. Employee for medical allowance. Which has been
audited by the auditor. Therefore you are requeseted to please drop the para.

TRUfAR TAEEl & Rere & FgaR 9I1€ 01,/16 ¥ 03/16 T 18 Wal figd
HHATRAT BT ASIFHe WK BT YA I D o] Fel 27000 HR @ AFT B U + 000596
faidF 22.04.2016 BT S TR & A8 I N fFar 7 o =1 F 16500/ — ®F &1 2| o9
Acquaintance roll register ¥ &9 H¥ SURT, W 18 34T ﬁq—d FHARGT BT ASIheT Wl BT
ST R, BN BRAT folg U o | Ry anfde fawmeT grr A1 @@ far g 2 o &R
FIY B B FE DN |

Ifefu z171 Appendix-F i bl ijk i i,baV uacj 8" dks isafMax j[kk tirk gSA

9. |Pehowa |84,20,000/- An amount of Rs. 84,20,000 was transferred from SFC & CFC
grants to MC Fund without prior approval/permission of competent
authority and used in recurring expenditure which violates
guidelines/ instructions issued by Govt. Of Haryana as intimated
by audit requisition no. 4 dated 02.05.2016.

1,12,57,557/- | An amount of Rs. 1,12,57,557 was transferred from SFC Grant to
MC Fund without prior approval/permission of competent
authority and used in recurring expenditure which violates
guidelines/instructions issued by Govt. Of Haryana as intimated by
audit requisition no. 5 dated 2/5/2016.

21,28,003/- An amount of Rs. 21,28,003 transferred from CFC Grant to SFC &
VAT Grant without prior approval/permission of competent
authority and used in recurring expenditure which violates
guidelines/instructions issued by Govt. Of Haryana as intimated by
audit requisition no. 6 dated 02.05.2016.

36,00,000/- An amount of Rs. 36,00,000 was transferred from RGUDMH CM
Announcement Grant to M.C. Fund without prior approval/
permission of competent authority and used in recurring
expenditure which is violates guidelines/instructions issued by
Govt. Of Haryana as intimated by audit requisitions no. 7 dated
02.05.2016

1,42,27,564/- | An amount of Rs. 1,42,27,564 was transferred from VAT Grant to
M.C. Fund without prior approval /permission of competent
authority and used in recurring expenditure which violates
guidelines/instructions issued by Govt. of Haryana as intimated by
audit requisition no. 11 dated 08.11.2016.
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The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

Due to weak financial position, MC Pehowa was unable to pay the salary etc. of sweepers.
Due to which employees was discontented and they were threatening to go on strike. To solve this
problem and smooth functioning of work, MC pehowa paid the salary from grants. Out of total
amount of Rs. 84,20,000/- and amount of Rs. 29,00,000/- has been deposited in the relevant head
on dated 23.02.2023 remaining amount is being deposited in the relevant head.

afffee emg 1 amufy 9 we fFar o €, f6 wRufasr g @ fad Refy
8e A B9 & BNU UlfeTdl U EHE HHAINGl & dad e o § argmef ot | forg
PR FHATRAT # HH AT o7 TAT d S TR W B gHPH! § 8 | T GHRT F
fuem & fog g o1 @ gare w0 9 oF 3 oy FEied gR a9 s/ 3 SR @
7 | wrifer g1 9w Wf¥r # | MC Fund # wr=iaRa @ w2 ¥ go 29,00,000 / — Huy @)
QI AF Fo 5000049 fEHTH 23.02.2023 HT Y T Tie ¥ RIFART F= foam a7 & For
gifee wmar & N O oxar R mr 21 9w g I B RE=kd w B SrRiard
Ty R

3rc: 9 URT B AN B B HUT I |

Due to weak financial position, MC Pehowa was unable to pay the salary etc. of sweepers.
Due to which employees was discontented and they were threatening to go on strike. To solve this
problem and smooth functioning of work, MC pehowa paid the salary from grants. This amount
will be deposited in the relevant head as soon as possible.

Jifee grT amE 7E Amfy aR wWe fFyr Wk g & wRafae e @ fady
fRerfa St 5 B $ BRI UIHT 379 THIg PHEINGT B da- gedie o i aramef off |
forg BRor HHARAT § SO AT o qRAT 7 FSaTd W WH B gD € W8 U | W GEAT D
fuem & fog g &1 3 gare wU ¥ gan @ oy dRIfed gRT a9+ gnfe @) R @t
T2 | Brate gRT 9w e & oy & weig wie ¥ werHaia Y e s |9 siffse
J MNwrE FHRar f{ar R

e 9 URT B HHIG BRA B HUT IR |

Necessary approval in this regard is being obtained from competent authorities and will be
updated soon.

o wey ¥ wer ARBIRAT § v IHIE W B o el € iR oes € =9
e faar Srg |

This amount has been deposited back in the relevant head and the same has been verified
by the audit.

Hence para may be dropped please.

Fifee grr g W€ qufy aR wee e wrdr 8, 5 wRufaer g & fAady
Refy &t 7 89 @& @R Ui 3us W6IE HHARE) &1 a9 geare e # syl off|
fSr8 BRoT HHARAT H§ ETHI AT o7 qRIT  gSdid X O @ g9 § I8 o | 39 WHET &
fRuer & e q & of gars U 9§ goim @ o erfay g dad sanfe o serieft @)
g | PATEY R IFARa @ T8 ¥ 16,00,000/— $YY B AR Ub o 358765 fAIE
01.10.2020 TRIT 20,00,000/— WUY Bl A & Fo 003846 1w 11.12.2020 P Y Tl
e # WRIHaNYT w7 fGar T § 9o ST IR W aRiws Wl ewar fear ar g |

3 § URT BT AATG BT BT BT B |
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Out of total amount of Rs. 1,42,27,564/- an amount of Rs. 59,00,000/- has been deposited
back to relevant head, remaining amount will be deposited as soon as possible.

Jifee g1 amd 2 Imufy AR e frar wren B 6 Rufae fgar @ fada
Rafy 1% 7 89 & SR TS AU+ THE FHAIRAT FT ga- gaarfe o # IRl off |
fSre BRoT HHARGT § ST AT o7 qAT J TSATd W OH B gHS € W U | TH G &
fue @ fog g S &1 gare ©U W 99 & o Pty gRT 999 e 3 SEREl @Y
TS | R R St MR # | MC Fund % wI=iaRa @1 7€ IR o 59,00,000/ — wUY
& R =F To 000049 3ATF 23.022023 F T FrEMT Fic # IR &R fFar a1 &
T diffec war ¥ N ot @xar R w8 9w g9 ufy @ wEia gie ard 8§
wrHaRa & far o |

3 §9 URT BT AN BT BT PHAT B |

If2%ef>u z171 Appendix-F i bl ijk i i,baV uacj 9% dks isafMax j[kk &irk gSA

10. | Ganaur 1,494/- An amount of Rs. 1,494 was collected through G8 in various cases.
The amount was not deposited in MC Fund on the same day/next
Day. Thus, the amount temporarily misappropriated and needs to be
justified.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

g9 1 # FRUAST TR H G-8 B A H 1494 /— To YA fBY 7Y o | U
I VI uiferpr @ BT H WA S8l PR Y| 99 99T BRIk BHan a9 2017-18 #
HaATg & g1 & | WRfa SHER B Sad I O R @ ey A M 7|

efu 171 Appendix-F ds bl ijk ds i,baV uacj %10% dks isafMax j[kk ®rk gSA

11. | Shahabad | 3,000/- An amount of Rs. 3,000 was collected by the committee vide G8
receipt were deposited 23 days late in Municipal Fund. Thus, the
amount temporarily misappropriated and needs to be justified.

11,438/- | An amount of Rs. 10,990+448=11,438 had been deducted by the
bank of various intervals which resulted into loss of Municipal Fund.
Necessary action may be taken to recover the amount from defaulting
official.

1,36,532/- | An amount of Rs. 1,36,532 was collected on account of Municipal
cess against the G-8 receipt. The amount so received were not
deposited in stipulated time and thus misappropriated. Disciplinary
action may be initiated against the defaulters.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

Concerned employee has deposited Rs. 20 vide G8 No.110312128011273 dated
18-11-2021 as Interest/ Penalty in MC Fund & apologized for this delay. So, it is requested to drop
the please.
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TrIfAId PAART ENT 5. 20 G8 No-110312128011273 feid 18.11.2021 gRT THUI B
# et /A @ WY # o fear war @ ek 39 o8 & o s areer @) 2| e g9 O
DI GAE P BT HE DY |

Bank Charges amounting to Rs. 10990 has been deposited by the bank in MC Fund details
has been given below as refunded by concerned bank:-

Sr. No. Bank Charges Amount Refunded Date
1 9796 19.05.2015
2 100 21.11.2016
3 399 17.05.2019
4 399 17.05.2019
5 56 17.01.2017
6 57 17.01.2017
7 100 17.01.2017
8 15 17.01.2017
9 30 Deposit cash
10 3 31.12.2016
11 29 12.03.2019
12 6 12.03.2019
Total 10990

An Amount of Rs. 448 has not been refunded by the bank. This amount has entered in cash
book which was audited by LAD.

So Para may be dropped please.

d& grr &8 18 g AR 11,438 (10,990+448) H A 10,990 /—FU F& gRT A
THORIOWYE H O A 3 A B | 9w Ul 448 /6 B DY F H &S BY QAT AT ®
T anfee wear fmr T 2 |

This Para was neither found in original Annual Audit Report 2016-17 nor any requisition
was issued during this period.

gg O 9 ol Hol UERIR 201617 H urar Al 3R A @ 39 sl & dRvH @l
SIFERTEAT SR @ TS B | 3 U8 Woird BT & b I8 UNT e ¥ <= T B

If2efu 171 Appendix-F ds bl ijk o ibaV uacj %11% dks isafMax jkk &rk gSA
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12. | Ladwa 2,50,914/- |Rs. 2,50,914 collected by the committee vide G-8 receipt were
deposited late in Municipal Fund. Thus the amount temporarily
misappropriated. Recovery of interest be made besides taking
suitable action against the defaulting officer/official.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

Interest on late deposited fee has been recovered from the concerned through G8 No.
C5/110292128003839 dated 12.11.2021

R A guE 1 IR B ww B IR e FHEREl gRT etem OG-8 W
C5 / 110292128003839 ERT fedi® 12.11.2021 & 991 &ear far 21 o 39 N1 & 9ara
TR B FET DN |

If2efu 171 Appendix-F ds bl ijk o ibaV uacj %12'% dks isafMax jkk €rk gSA

13. |Assandh | 4,78,534/- | An amount of 4,78,534 was realized by G 8 receipt but not
deposited in Municipal Fund, hence embezzled.

Rs.1,06,817 collected by the committee vide G-8 receipt, were
deposited late in Municipal Fund. Thus the amount temporarily
misappropriated. Recovery of interest be made besides taking
suitable action against the defaulting officer/official.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

This amount has been recovered from the salary of Sh. Harcharan, Clerk.
RuTfereT s gRT AN ExaRyl foifde @ A & A1 wredw Read #= o 1€ 2|
3rcl: g9 URT Bl FHIG BRA B HWT BN |

All concerned employee has been warned to be careful in future. At present cash is being
deposited at time.

TRUfAHT RT I A & 1 WA BREAT YT € HHAN B 39 R §9g—2 TR AT
B AETH A GHSAT T & 97 Hidw ¥ 9Hg W H T O dRa™ 9R FaEHt 4 T8 & | ar
g # T U= BT G BRAT Of RET £ | e 39 U1 B WAIE B B T o |

If2efu 171 Appendix-F ds bl ijk o ibaV uacj %13"% dks isafMax jkk €rk gSA

14. | Cheeka 730/- Rs.730 in 3 cases were not deposited into Municipal Fund, hence
embezzled. Besides this receipt no 8 of G-8 no 1431 was cancelled
but not got attested from the secretary, MC Cheeka for its
authentication.

Income realized under various income head were not deposited in
time. The same were deposited into Municipal Fund after a
considerable gap of time, thus embezzled. Appropriate action
should be taken against the official at fault.
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The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

This amount has been deposited in the MC Fund.

H0 730/ — $U¢ P AR TRUMAST By § S dxar & TE 8| W g 1431 W9
AN 8 B ¥ $¥ At TRuIfeihT ¥ gorfud oxar fear T 2|

All concerned employee has been warned to be careful in future. THis amount has already
been deposited in MC Fund.

gof s sRuiferer wiy § o €1 g B | B geR @1 waw 48 gan | wrf e
P Aifes SR R fear T ) 9w # om wWg SR wiferdr S # G ded an
feeraa <& g ¥

If2efu 171 Appendix-F ds bl ijk o ibaV uacj 14" dks isafMax jkk €rk gSA

15. |Kalayat 87,601/- An amount of ¥ 87,601 was realized by G8 receipt but not
deposited in Municipal Fund, hence embezzled

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

This amount has been deposited in the MC Fund & the same has been got verified by the
audit. Therefore, you are requested to drop the Audit para.

TR UTfiT Ferdd gRT 9ad Wil & T 87601 /— B @] TR UIferesl HIy § ST
oear fear ar ear 9 anfee &M @ Fb N drar R war on| 3@ 39 W B gHE B
B HUT B |

If2efu 171 Appendix-F ds bl §jk o ibaV uacj %15% dks isafMax jkk €rk gSA

16. | Gharaunda |12,94,243/- | 12,94,243 collected by the committee vide G-8 receipt, were
deposited late in Municipal Fund. Thus the amount temporarily
misappropriated. Recovery of interest may be made besides taking
suitable action against the defaulting officer/official

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

There are no embezzlement by the municipal employees, there is only late deposit of
amount related to House tax, Rent of MC Shop, License fees, Development charges etc. by two
three days to almost one month due to some technical and administrative reasons. The concerned
employees, has been warned for future & direction to deposit the amount at suitable time. So,
please drop the para.

TR W HHERal gRT HIg 99 €1 [BAT T 8, dael g8d oaw, TR 9T &1
foperan, arsdE v, e Yok anfe @1 I 8 d@a! R mere sRol 9 1 dF
fas & ST T WEN TH o) W O & TS 8| Adla SHerRdl w1 wiasy & for aara
& S B iR sfug gmw = wfd 5 e @1 ST fomm w8 o 39 % & uEw
TR B FET PN |

If2efu 171 Appendix-F ds bl ijk o ibaV uacj 16" dks isafMax j[kk ®rk gSA
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17. | Nissing 8,224/- An amount of 8,224 collected through GS8 receipts were late
deposited late in the Municipal Fund. Thus the amount was
misappropriated which needs to be justified and interest may be
recovered from the official at fault.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

Due to Saturday/Sunday or any other gazetted holiday this amount has been deposited late
in MC Fund. Further all concerned have been directed to be careful in future. There is no
embezzlement or misappropriation of fund. Hence, para may be dropped please.

Frada Rere i @v- Sueid urar T f6 v |0 47 ,/6,7,8,9,10, 38,39,40 T
5/1231534 ¥ 39 5. TP I G TG B N 8224 To dF H w1 B TS B, <o
JEeHTI AT IR, WAaR B @ BT 6 § ufy 9 foF JE) wer & g 8| e g9
H1g A T AfE AT BN D FIROT RN FAK FRA DY PUT DN |

Ifefu 17T Appendix-F ds bl ijk di i,baV uacj %17% dks isafMax j[kk truT 7j

18. | Kharkhoda | 2,15,590/- | An amount %2,15,590 was collected by the committee vide G-8
receipt, but the same was not deposited in Municipal Committee
Fund. Suitable action may be taken against the official at fault
along with recovery of the said amount with panel interest.

12,21,855/-| An amount of 12,21,855 collected by the committee vide G-8
receipt, were deposited late by 3.5 months in Municipal Fund.
Thus, the amount temporarily misappropriated. Recovery of
interest be made besides taking suitable action against the
defaulting officer/official.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

As per record this amount has been deposited in the MC Fund through G8 No. 221.
Concerned employee has been warned to be careful in future.

Repre @1 aatip B U= grar AT 6 Wilo 8 W 221 F W 215590 / — Go Bl
fy oot 7 & S BN g@ 9 Gafta dEard o 9o § wae e @) gaa W

P 7S 2| Tad B TeIaeR W B THaR SRTE HE FT HE DY |

As per record this amount has been deposited in the MC Fund through G8 no. 216, 218,
219, 220, 221, 222,223, 224. Concerned employee has been warned to be careful in future.

Rere # Sfos wwam 216, 218, 219, 220, 221, 222, 223 T 224 &I IAAIP B UL TR
Tar f5 7o 1221855 /— To @I WA uiferer A H W1 B g 8 T WAT Hea @ \ios
H Gdd Ve @ Aael W @ TS 2| 9 d TR URT Dl SHaR SIfiae By & P
BN |

If2efu 17T Appendix-F ds bl ijk o i,baV uacj %18% dks isafMax j[kk truT 7j
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19. | Indri 24,491/- An amount of Rs. 24,491 was collected vide G-8 receipt, out of
which Rs.251 less deposited and 24,240 were deposited 2 months
and 2 days late in Municipal Fund. Suitable action may be taken
against the official at fault besides recovery of T 251 less deposited
and along with penal interest of 24.240.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

In this connection, it is intimated that the detail of amount for Rs.24,240/- is not found to
be entered in the Cash Book of this period. So, this office is not in a position to initiate any action
against the defaulters.

The amount of Rs.251/- did not also find in Cash Book of at that time. In this position
suitable action cannot be taken, If the detail of said amount is available in your good office, please
send the same so that the required reply could be submitted.

9 Hay ¥ gfud fea aer © 5 59 @y & dw g% H 24,240 /— wA DI AR BT
faawor got F8) R M 2| safey a8 Rl §eNeRl @ Radw P FRAE gE B
3 Rerfy # w181 8

TG G B DY P § 251/~ w0 B AR N T el | 39 Refy § s wrard
TE BT O AHA | W IR IIF T qRE AR ¥ gEe o g 8 sifse IR @ Swr
e B A WREm |

ad: 30 NI B GAG B B B PN |

If2efu 171 Appendix-F ds bl §jk o ibaV uacj %19'% dks isafMax jkk &rk gSA

20. |Barara 4,000/- An amount of Rs. 4,000 collected through G-8 receipts was not
deposited to the Municipal Fund resulted into misappropriation of
fund. Suitable action may be taken against the official at fault.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

This amount has been recovered from the concerned through G8 No. 010852128005238,
5239, 5240, 5241 dated 03.12.2021.

Fad UNT 9N 3T J8ISd I T dardl oldl & (& anfee o gnr et aufay #
oftfg wfr oife @rfan sm &9 v dvaE e ), sRiew g WiE Yo
010852128005238, 5239, 5240 T 5241 foHid 03.12.2021 ENT HaoT @ Reaw &2 ol T2 &

T IURIGT TRl B HEuelR O9th UV B §IT BN BN B BE B |

Iefu 177 Appendix-F ds bl ijk ol i,baV uacj %20% dks isafMax j[kk tr 7j
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21. | Radaur 4,621/- Rs. 4,621 was less deposited in Municipal Fund thus
embezzled/misappropriated.

Total 5,76,19,220/-

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

Rs 120/- deposited vide G8 no 63/RC0021 dated 29.11.2017 & Rs 4500/- already deposited
on dated 24.03.2017. Hence para may be dropped & also warned concerned official.

Wi &Y 63 /30021 &Fi® 29.11.2017 & AEGH ¥ 120/ — $9Y W fHy 0 3w
fasTi@ 24.032017 @1 4500 /— T9A Usel & T fHy wr g €| s@forw W7 B gewyw o
e & AR Fafr e @ gaas ff oo gedt 2

I2efu 171 Appendix-F ds bl ijk ds i,baV uacj %21% dks isafMax j[kk ®rk gSA

[8] Appendix-‘GI’

Statement showing the Non-Recoveries/Short Recoveries and Losses of Revenue.

Sr. | Name of Municipal Amount Rs. |Particulars
No. | Corporation/Council/
Committee/Town

Improvement Trusts

Municipal Corporations

1. |Faridabad 82,99,350/- | As per provisions of the Rules in the Municipal
Accounts Code, 1930, recovery of the cost of
materials issued to the Contractors was required to
be made from running bills of the development
works payable to the Contractors from time to time,
but as per Central store Register the recovery of
55329 Cement bags X150 per bag amounting to
82.99,350 issued to 183 Contractors was not made.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

Notices have been issued to all contractors. Necessary action is being taken in this regard.

FREfRT B Alfed 9N 5 T 2| 39 IR @ ReaR H 8 Maws dNarg e
# g W <& R

Ief2u z171 Appendix-Gr oli bl ijk di i,baV uacj %1% dks isafMax j[kk ik gSA
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2. | Rohtak 171,7,073/- | Rs. 17,17,073 on account of rent of shops were outstanding against
39 shopkeepers as on 3/2017.

36,25,423/ | The rent in respect of 77 meat shops was outstanding since
01.04.2005 in the demand and collection register against the
shopkeepers as on 31.03.2017.

2,28,481/- | The fire fighting vehicles were used for extinguishing fire out of
Municipal Corporation limit during the year 2016-17 but
%2,28,481 were still outstanding on account of fire fighting service
charges.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

An amount of Rs. 10,09,681/- has been recovered out of total amount of Rs. 17,17,073/-.
Necessary action is being taken for recover remaining amount.

¥ 2016—17 R &1 g@rn Ui 1717073 /— § ¥ TR 499 §RT 1009681/ — &0 P

Af¥r &) gt B T gt B T A9 gHrn AR P aye & v Frew maw By o @ 2
3re: §9 URT BT FATG BRA B HUT BN |

An amount of Rs. 24,11,656/- has been recovered out of total amount of Rs. 36,25,423/-
Necessary action is being taken for recover remaining amount.

g 2016—17 fBe @ qarT AR 3625423 /— 4 W TR AR T 2411656 / — W0

D1 AR DY TGN DI G GD! & T AT GHIAT AR 1213665/ — WU B agent o forg R
vaTe {63 O X8 B 1 39 URT B GEIG FRA DI FUT DY |

The fire in urban as well as rural area is being extinguished/ controlled through the Fire
Sations established in the municipal areas. Previously the charges were being levied on account of
extinguishing the fire in the rural areas. The recovery is being made through District Development
and Panchayat officers from the respective panchayats. However, in most of the cases this amount
was not being recovered due to paucity of funds with the panchayat. In municipal areas no such
charges were being levied which also was a reason of non-payment of such charges by panchayats.

Now as per the provisions of section 42 (1) of Haryana Fire and Emergency Services Act,
2022, no charges shall be levied for extinguishing the fire and rescue operations within the State.

el wd urer &5 H T @ R fw em A wifid R 9vE @ "egH 9§
et/ RS s o <er 21 uge uriivr sardl # M g3 @ A W Yed agan o
o, I8 gl foren faerd @ varya el & aregm @ W9 gergal | @1 o W8 B
BT, SAHE Al A UAHd & U 99 B BHI & PR FE AR IS T8 B ST @
off | TRUMAST &3 H§ §9 TRE & DIy Yodb 6] oAl O & o1, & Ga@al gR1 U
g[eehl BT YA T HYA BT | Y BIRT ofT |

319 R aIffTere Td smuTadres Far JfAfm, 2022 @ ORT 42(1) B U @
IR, 58 & IR T eI SR 919 Bl & oIy BIE Yodb &l T I |

I2ef2u z171 Appendix-Gr i bl ijk dli i,baV uacj %2% dks isafMax j[kk ik gSA
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3. |Panipat 1,23,56,633/- Municipal Building were occupied by officers/officials of
District administration but the rent there of Rs. 1,23,56,633 as
assessed by the P.W.D. B & Rwas not being recovered from
them.

5,09,600 /- An amount of Rs.5,09,600 on account of Fire charges against
various Gram Panchayat was lying pending.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

Efforts has been made an intimation has been sent to the concerned officer/office vide
memo no. 1212 dated 17.11.2023.

marE fhu U € oiN Haf¥a fSeNiemaied o s | 1212 e 17.11.2023 &
weH e A9 4 T 2

As per the reply submitted in respect of Appendix-GI (2).
aRR¥re—ofieng (2) @& Heg # IRgd 9% @ AFAN |

If2efu z171 Appendix-<Gr d bl ijk di i,baV uacj %3% dks isafMax j[kk tirk gSA

4. |Panchkula|36,56,41,935/- |Rs. 36,56,41,935 on account of House Tax, Fire Tax, Rent of
Shops. Development Charges and Tower Charges were
outstanding on 31/3/2017. The compliance should be made to
recover the outstanding amount as per agreement without
further delay and action needs to be taken against the defaulters.

2,000/- An amount of Rs. 2000 was deposited in form of surcharge for
not making payment of interest charges in time. The same may
be recovered from officers/employees at fault.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

House Tax, Fire Tax and Rent of Shop were outstanding as on 31.03.2017 of Rs.
28,00,00,000/- approximately has been recovered. Further, an amount of Rs.5,15,05,625/- has been
recovered from Tower Companies in the year 2021-22. In this way total Rs.33.15 crores have been
recovered.

@ WA 36,56,41,935 /— H ¥ SETHI 28,00,00,000/— WYY ESH Cad AT ¥€ B WY

# qeIr 5,15,05,625 WU TR BT A Rew o ford 13 8| 39 USR @l 3315 BRIS
v N A guie 8 v § 9§ Roar 5y W 2

The matter is being examined and action taken report will be submitted at the earliest
possible.

= A § asfd Rerd @ Sig &) o € 8, dRaE R Seg € wgd @R €
ST |

I>ef2u 177 Appendix-GI* s bl Tjk ot i,baV uacj 4" dks isafMax j[kk &k 7
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Yamuna Nagar

87,78,096/-

An amount of Rs. 87,78,096/- were deposited to Haryana
and Punjab High Court on account of enhanused award of
land acquisition. The same may be recovered from the
plot/land holders.

9,44,234/-

An amount of Rs. 9,44,234/- were deposited to Haryana and
Punjab High Court on account of enhanused award of land
acquisition. The same may be recovered from the plot/land
holders.

24,79,350/-

In different cases agriculture land was not auctioned/leased
out, since the period mentioned against each and
corporation has to bear recurring loss of Rs. 24,79,350/-
approximately. Appropriate action may be taken at the
earliest against the official at fault.

3,90,088/-

The agriculture land was leased out at lesser rates as
compared to previous auction but reasons for leasing out the
land at lesser rates were not mentioned in auction register
resulting into loss of revenue to the tune of Rs. 390088/- to
the Corporation Fund. Appropriate steps may be taken at the
earliest.

39,61,600/-

While reviewing the Demand and Collection Register of
Rent of Yamuna Nagar zone, it was noticed that shops,
show rooms of the corporation remain vacant since the
period mentioned against each and the corporation made no
efforts to rent out the same which has caused heavy
recurring loss of revenue to the tune of Rs. 39,61,600
approximately upto 31/03/2017.

Strenuous efforts may be made to rent out the
shops/showrooms to avoid further heavy recurring loss of
revenue to the Corporation Fund.

9,65,05,000/-

Contract regarding the collection of Door to Door Garbage,
Segregation and Transport thereof was given to M/S
Dig-Man Power and Security Pvt. Ltd Sirsa for the period of
01/05/2016 to 30/04/2017, with certain implied conditions
such as;

1. As per condition no. 44 of agreement with the above firm
the Corporation will make the payment only after collection
of sanitation tax and the ibid tax was to be deposited daily in
Corporation fund.

2. Office report of noting at page 1 of this file shows that
Corporation will get revenue of Rs 1.13 Cr. per month for
which a mechanism was to be developed with the help of
officer of the Corporation.
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3. Tender fees and earnest money of the contract of Rs.
5,05,000 which was to be deposited on 12/03/2016 was
deposited on 11/07/2016 i.e. even after start of work on
01/05/2016.

4. Concerned official has not signed the paper/file as under
clause 34 of the agreement which is not in spite of the above
payment that Rs. 2.5 Cr. Was given by the Corporation
authority to the above firm on the pretext to avoid any
hindrance in day to day sanitation work. Although recovery
of sanitation Tax was only Rs. 18,20,546 during the year
2016-17 against the budget of 6 Cr. of Sanitation Tax later
the contract was cancelled on 28/2/2017 due to non-
performance of the contractual agency. Thus the
Corporation suffered a loss of more than Rs. 5.5 Cr. apart
from making a payment taking Rs. 22.5 Cr. (approximate).
Appropriate actions against the officer/ official at fault
besides recovery of sanitation tax either from said company
or beneficiaries.

6,44,823/- While tracing the vouchers for the month of February. 2016
in General Cash Book, it was noticed that Rs. 6,44,823 was
paid as penalty charge due to non-deposit of service tax
timely (on due date), to the concerned department. This was
not in order and not a fit charge on the corporation fund.
The same may be justified suitably otherwise recovery be
made from the official at fault and compliance shown to
audit.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

On the date 07-05-2021 of notification no. 14/15/2021&4CI of the government, a
notification was made regarding non-recovery of the increased amount of land sold through the
auction of the Municipal Improvement Board. Scheme No. 7 for recovery of amount paid to the
land owners in the Honorable Court in the land acquisition case of Trust Cell Jagadhri. Notices
issued for increased amount to the plot holders of Indira Colony Jagadhri as per the above
notification of the Government, date of Municipal Corporation has been canceled unanimously in
the general meeting held on 30.06.2021.

So please end this paragraph.

AR & AfBdhe do 14/15/2021&4C1 f&@: 07.052021 H TR FIR AU B
el grr 9= 18 4R B 9 IR B 9ge TE B AR AfefraE fFar mn) o A
SN @ A s Ame # AR e # iferael @ i &t S il @
TNl &g W Fo 7. SRR FIAR TR & WIe dlee’] P gl W & R fFY Mg
difcal @ WIR & TWIh Afefbdee JqaR TR fm @ ({95 30062021 1 88
YR Jod H wdaEi 9 %€ o) faar w2

T 39 ORT BT AT BRA B PT BN
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In the government's notification no. 14/15/2021& 4CI dt. 07.05.2021, a notification
was made about not recovering the increased amount of land sold through the auction of the
Municipal Improvement Board. In the case of land acquisition of Trust Cell Jagadhri, the notices
issued for the increased amount to the plot holders of Scheme No. 7. Indira Colony Jagadhri for
the recovery of the amount paid to the land owners in the Honorable Court, as per the above
notification of the Government, date of Municipal Corporation. Has been canceled unanimously in
the general meeting held on 30.06.2021.

So please end this paragraph.

WBR & AfCTBDHAA o 14/15/2021& 4CI f&A1P: 07.052021 # TR IR AU Dl
e grr 99 TE g 9 € Al B gl T I B AR AfefreE fe | g
d SRR B 9 AMTET AH H A AT H s-Aifersl @1 sl @ g W
B T B THW 0 7. FFERT FTAM TN B AE Bleex BT g9 AR B W fHY 7Y
AIfeAT B IR & TURRH ANCHHIT JFAR TR 7 @ {5 30062021 B 88
R d5% ¥ qdeERT | I8 B fear T B

T 3 URT BT A HXT BT FAT BN |

Sir, the bidding for the village land and pond falling within the municipal corporation limits
was done on 25.06.13, 27.04.2014, 30.04.2014 and 09.05.2014, 21.05.2015, 16.05.2016. Out of
which, due to the level of some land being below the road level, there is standing water and due to
the dirty water of the village coming into the ponds, some due to court cases on the land and some
due to forest and barrenness and the fixed rate is high. Due to this, the bid could not be placed.

So please drop the audit para.

Ao o, TR fEm @ @ # g ardl g @ g 9 dreE @ drell fadis
25.06.13, 27.04.2014, 30.04.2014 T 09.05.2014, 21.05.2015, 16.05.2016 @1 s off | o} & Fw
A F oae Wed & oad ¥ A BF & HRY U &S[ BT & g drenal # M o Ter
U A B BRY AR FO YA W P W BF B BRI § FY W SA G FOR BF D
Fror g FuiRa e ofts 8 @ SR 9l 781 @ s o |

37 JiffST IR 9 &R T FIT N |

Sir, the bidding for the village land and pond falling within the municipal corporation limits
was done on 25.06.13, 27.04.2014, 30.04.2014 and 09.05.2014, 21.05.2015, 16.05.2016. Out of
which, due to the level of some land being below the road level, there is standing water and due to
dirty village water coming into the ponds, some due to court cases on the land and some due to
forest and barrenness and the fixed rate is higher. Due to this, the bid could not be placed.

So please drop the audit para.

e o, R @ S d e are g @ 9@ 9 dareg @ diell {eie
25.06.13, 27.04.2014, 30.04.2014 T 09.05.2014, 21.05.2015, 16.05.2016 @I g i1 | 5 aH & |{B
g & Jae WS @ odd 9 g B P HRU U W@l BT & 9 Al 9 Td H1 e
Ul 3T B BRU AR HE YA W P DY BN D DRU T FE W WA g goR B D
ar g iR Y o 89 @ FR e 78 9e urd ot

arer: Siffee ORT gTU B B [T BN |
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Sir, shop no. 39 Sacha Sauda Market falling within the limits of Municipal Corporation,
being close to the railway gate and shop no. 54, 57, 61, 62 and 68 situated on Workshop Road
being away from the stairs on the first floor and Kanhaiya Sahib. Due to lack of main market
around showrooms 19 and 20 located at the Chowk and due to high reserve price, the above shops
have not been able to bid. A total of 10 shops are located in Gurudwara near Budiya, all 10 shops
have been allotted on 23.07.2018. The shops of the Municipal Improvement Board were
repeatedly bid for by the office but no bidder has placed the bid.

So please drop the audit para.

S S, TR R @ 6 A Uee arell gbE Ao 39 Weal €igl Aifde, Yo Bied
$ AP 8 BRU G g 110 IS R gHE + 54,57,6162 9 68 UIH T W AT |
W EM & HRY IR Fogdl Glfed did W R A—6F 19 T 20 T IMH-UE A9 IR 7
&M B BRY g Roig wEd Af¥E B © BRY SURGd §HET @) dlel T8 96 uls & | B
10 A gfeT Fudiad THeRT 4 Red €, Wil 397 23.07.2018 B T 10 FH A IR
TS B TR GUR AUSd B §HI P IR—aR PAIAd gRT diell PRdrs g off W DIg
# greft arar g arelt T omg w2

3rer: 3iffde T g A @ FHUT BN |

Regarding the related audit para, it is informed to your service that regarding door-to-door
garbage collection, its separation and transportation by the Municipal Corporation, in the year
2016, from 01.05.2016 to 30.04.2018, M/s Dig Man Power and Security Pvt. Ltd. The contract
was given for 2 years.

1. As per condition No. 44 of the agreement with the above mentioned firm, the amount

of the bills was paid to the concerned agency by the Municipal Corporation only after
the collection of sanitation tax.

2. It is informed to your service that as per the estimate prepared for the contract, the
corporation was to get a revenue of Rs 1.13 crore, but due to non-fulfillment of the
contract period, the contract could run only for 10 months due to which the
Sanitation Tax was canceled. The amount received as revenue is less. Apart from
this, it is also brought to your notice that repeated letters were written to the
concerned agency regarding collecting user charges, but every time the agency
replied that people are refusing to pay user charges and people are not paying the
same.

3. Rs. 5000 as tender fee by the concerned agency on 12.03.2016. The amount was
deposited. Apart from this, Rs 5 lakh will be given by the successful agency. The
amount was deposited as security amount in the month of 2016 itself.

4. The terms of the agreement made with the agency have been signed by the concerned
officer. Apart from this, it is brought to your notice that based on the discussions held
in the meeting with the Municipal Corporation officials and the representatives of
Ding Man Power Agency, an assurance was given by the agency to collect the user
charges in full and deposit it in the corporation fund. The agency has written
repeatedly requesting that it has become unable to bear the wages of labour, oil for
vehicles and other expenses. After which the agency was given Rs. 2,46,70,698/- for
5 months by the Municipal Corporation. The amount had to be paid because the
agency had written repeatedly requesting that the salaries of the employees working
under them, oil in vehicles etc. and EPF and ESI of the employees could be deposited
and the daily sanitation work should be done. There should be no obstacles.
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Apart from the above, it is also informed that Rs. 6 crores were estimated in the budget for
the year 2016.17 but due to user charges not being collected completely and the contract for door
to door garbage collection not being successful, on 28.02.2017 The contract of the concerned
agency was canceled and the bills of the agency for 5 months were Rs 2,43,68,166/-. Amount and
Rs 5 lakh. The firm was blacklisted by withholding the security amount.
Therefore, please feel free to drop the paragraph in view of the above facts.
R ofifee IRT ar e a1 3§ I HRAT Wil @ TR AR gR e
H HS1 IBM, ISP JahRYl 3R gRaed & W= ¥ 99 2016 # {315 01.05.2016 ¥ 30.04.
2018 T& Ho 377 A9 ureR uvs RiRE udae fafics &t 2 af & ford Sar fRar mam e
1. SWRE FH S A1 §Y SPIRAH BT I H0 44 B JJAR W8T DR DI Gl
@ 915 & TR e gR1 grfd wor @ fdal @ I w6 gaan oA T
AT |

2. 3P Wl H A HRaAl Wil & B 3B » Y U HA W IgHE IR
T BT 1.13 PRI FY FT Ao BT o, Wy oF @ gHIEy g9 9 89
® HRY IHT HIl 10 HIE TH B g Ul R HROT Wesdl H B AT
TG B WU W HH U g8 o | g0 SifaRed U war # a8 W 3T
HRAIT T € B G o Bl goR At Uaid B R dRAR uF
ff forg T 9 oxg (ol ERT &) R I8 for@aw fear an f6 @ goR
AT &7 F A1 PR I8 & A N gRT U8 Al BEl O <@ & b g8 W
wWew YRd ' @ dgd garHEel gR1 U[ew g @ g B e e BH
ERT o =il qul ®Y | T X 9 Y # gfafes &1 7 o &
wRO grEfiyg 0ot & el @ 24368166 /%, @ Al T W R e g
A 8 & T WA Bl @i foree ft wv faam war 2

3. wEfybd Yol 8N e gew & @0 A 399 12.032016 Bl 5000 To B
i1 S Har &Y T3 ot | 39 AfiRan wwd YR gRT 5 o W, RiaaiRSy
Af’T & W9 H AIE 4,/2016 H B T AT A T |
4. VOl B W@ fRY Y geRRAT @ Idl R g AfPen & gwaER dxar
R T 2| sue faRed anue a1 & I8 amavd wxarr ordl & 6 R
frm & freRal qen &7 79 uer Yol & ufafAfl &y 9w H @
frarfm’t w® ol BN Oof w9 9 gor @it veta aRe i e #
st f% ore” @7 da, are B A 9 g Wd ged b A e 8 M
2| forgd v'arg tei=l @I TR A g§RT 5 HIE P 2,46,70,698 / Fo @) N
T YA gafert S geT FIfd Vol g1 aReR fogay e far man
& S a9 FRivg FHaRYl g 909 9 areAr # O s aem HHAIRE) 31
NG T STHME AT HediT ol A 9] e Wwodl &l § $is gl +
M |
Sad B afafdd gg W) araed exarr @ & 6 ad 201617 @ goie § 6 dNIS @
SIH SHIIAT AT o U R Fiforel guf w9 F glia T 8 9 SR g SR wel uahi
PR Bl SHT HHA | BN P DR [SF% 28022017 B GG VORil &1 3T ¥§g B
fear war o1 @ VO B 5 HIE & AT B 2,43,68,166 /%, AT T 5 @ ®, RyaaRer vl
AP X BH B wid foree B Rar mar o

ITa: Sad dedl B AR UNT g1 ER B FE BN |
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Regarding this paragraph, you are informed that an amount of interest amounting to Rs.
644823/- was charged on late deposit of service tax charged on rented shops by the Municipal
Corporation in the department. The approval of which has been deposited in compliance with the
order dated 11.02.2016 of the then Commissioner, because this service tax was imposed by the
Government of India and in case of non-deposit of interest on service tax, the department may
suffer huge financial loss. For this reason, it was appropriate to deposit it in compliance with the
orders of the then Commissioner.

Therefore, in view of the above facts, please feel free to drop the paragraph.

9 IR 9N 3MUP! IAd Fardl Wrdl § fb TR T @ gR1 Uy @ ghEl W
ref fBy v wfdw 2o RQurT & N T FaW W) @ @ Ul 644823 / — HUU GHC
T o | e e apTel YT WERY Wil & ATeY feHAF 11.02.2016 I AU
ST Far fav T 2 wife g8 afda Sod YR ORNeN $ gNT oY Y o AR gfdw o
R S T AT O dea @ Refy # R{urr el ki 81 81 |adl o | 39 SR
ehTel= YT Helad Ofl & 3G9 &I STUTer T # O HRamT S o |

37T It qedl @ HRAOR URT BT §IU BRA B DE BN |

Iefu z171 Appendix-Gr' i bl ijk dli i,baV uacj 5% dki isafMax j[kk ik gSA

6. | Ambala 1,27,000/- Rs. 72,000 &Rs. 55,000 were paid to Sh. Surinder Carrier and Sh.
Harbans Singh, respectively for removal demolition of illegal
construction but the amount was to be recovered from the
encroachers, which has not been recovered yet. Suitable action
should be taken to recover the amount at the earliest.

13,05,900/- | The record of Agriculture land of the Gram Panchayat in four
cases which were merged in the Municipal Corporation, Ambala,
the agriculture lands were not leased out since long resulting which
that Corporationhas suffered loss to the tune of X 13,05,900
approximately due to non-leasing of agriculture land. All
agriculture land may be leased out immediately to avoid the loss to
the corporation besides taking suitable action against the official at
fault.

37,800/- An amount of 37800 is pending against Gram Panchayats on
account of fire vehicle charge.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

In reply of this Para it is submitted that the concerned branch has been already recovered
mounting to Rs 1.10,000/- vide G-8 No. 767/30, dated 28.05.2018 from Vijay Lakshmi W/o Sh
Vijay Kumar and efforts are being made to recover the balance amount.

g9 R & SR 9 ge ued fFur o @ f6 Wdfa wren @ fawg sl el
2 fas AR ¥ Sii-8 HeX 767 /30, fai® 28052018 & HEAW ¥ 1,10,000/— TW B
agel Ugel B @1 O gDI & AR TIE TN § Y AR D) aGen o forg yary 5y o w8 2
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In reply to this Para it is submitted that efforts were made to lease out the land of gram
Panchayats which were included in Municipal Corporation, Ambala from time to time by this
office Due to showing of less interest by the parties at site no action was taken to finalize the
Auction for the period mentioned in this Para Accordingly there is no fault of any official in this
regard.

S RT & SR ¥ ¥E oD A1 1§ P 39 ey R WHE-EE W AR
fme, eraren § e um damdl @ 4 S U W o7 & U R Mmoo, wrd W
qifdal g1 &9 3fY @ & SR P18 HRAE T8 B 8 N | 39 R A Sfeafad sy &
=l

As per the reply submitted in respect of Appendix-GI (2).
gRRMe—eng (2) & Hdg # uvgd IR & FTAR |

If2%efu z171 Appendix-Gr i bl ijk di i,baV uacj 6% dks isafMax j[kk ik gSA

7. |Karnal 12,61,400/- | On checking of auction register for lease of agriculture land in
various villages merged in corporations, it was noticed that lease
money amounting to Rs.12,61,400 was not recovered so far. No
action was initiated for vacation of land by cancelation of lease
which resulted into loss of revenue to the tune of Rs.12,61,400.

1,07,66,250/- | Rent of shop was to be realized by 7 of the each following month
without penalty and after that with penalty @ Rs. 50 per day and
12% interest for delayed period was to be realized as per
instruction issued from time to time by The Director Urban Local
Bodies Haryana Chandigarh memo no. TP-A/2007/9792/-9885
dated 13/03/2007. But the rent of shops was not realized from the
tenants. As such Rs. 1,07,66,250 were outstanding against tenants
on account of arrears of rent and penalty.

2,56,314/- Rs. 2,56,314/- were outstanding on account of personal loan
against, those who have expired/ retired/ transferred from
Municipality and no dues/ last pay certificate have also been
issued without recovery of outstanding amount. The responsibility
for this Gross lapse may be fixed.

2,24,400/- Rs. 2,24,400/- were outstanding on account of firefighting charges
against various Gram Panchayat.

16,29,425/- Rs. 16,29,425/- were received as income in cash Book during 3/72
to 31/03/15 but the credit of the same was still not shown in bank
pass book. Hence the amount are still outstanding as per
reconciliation statement. The bank authorities may be approached
and amount got credited in Municipal Fund, failing which the
demand be raised against persons whose cheques were
dishonoured beside investigating the matter.
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The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

Efforts are being made to recover the outstanding amount vide office letter no 2392/MCK
dated 11.10.2017 and subsequent reminder no. 8392/MCK dated 11.10.2017, no. 10833/MCK
dated 07.12.2017 and no. 1142/MCK dated 24.01.2018, D.O. letter with commissioner, D.O. no
2749/MCK dated 01.03.2018 letter no. 327/MCK dated 01.03.2018 letter no. 327/MCK dated
10.01.2022 and letter no 7661/MCK dated 04.12.2023 requested the Tehsildar Karnal to furnish
the detail of property of the concerned persons. On the receipt above said detail of outstanding
amount will be recovered as a arrear of Land Revenue under Rules.

PrITT UF G 2392 / UAED {319 11.10.2017 U9 A IEING €@ @ ARIH
q g U @ agell 2 uuE R W1 2 € 8392 /uHde fadid 11.102017, .
10833 / TR f&AIF 07.12.2017 Ud HHIE. 1142 / TS f&16 24.01.2018, SL3i1. Ywh, L.
A B G UF HHE 2749/ THWIS AP 01.032018 UH HHIE. 327 /TS &7 iE 01.03.
2018 U HHIG. 327 /UHATS a6 10.01.2022 TUT U= €T 7661 / TS e 04.12.2023
BRI dedielaR HvAre O Hafad aaftedl @ |uRy &1 fRavor sRga & &1 g far |
IWIGT [FaROT Y 89 TR BT AR B a9gell FAgaR e @ 991 $ WY A B
T |

In the context of the above subject, the officers are informed that recovery of Rs.
1,21,93,917/- was to be done by the year 31.03.2018, taking action on which the Rent Branch,
Municipal Corporation Karnal has been depositing the rent to the tenants from time to time.
Notices were issued to get it done. Out of which some tenants had deposited the outstanding
amount and some shopkeepers had deposited part payment and the shops of those tenants who had
not paid the rent even after being given notice, were sealed by the office on the spot.

The details of rent recovery made every year are as follows:-

Sr. No. Year Amount
1. 2018-19 28956/-
2. 2019-20 1257377/-
3. 2020-21 3334740/-

Therefore, every effort is being made for recovery. A total of 153 notices have been issued
in the year 2023-24 and some shops have also been sealed and till date no rent has been deposited
by the tenants of those shops which have been sealed. It has been done, whatever decision the
officials take in this regard, action will be taken accordingly.

ST vy & ded § e &1 @ s o € fF af 31.032018 9@
o 1,21,93917 /— B RFad & I o T W ddarE F=ad g9 fHwmar o, 7R m
AT ERT RS & G99 990 WX fommn w9 dxae IR Fifey s g v e o
¥ o fHERT gR1 9@ i1 O FRar § T ol 9 §B gHMER gRT U UHe o
Txas e AT T o fovrerr 7 Sifew for o © 9 O R & sl A8 @ o
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I B! Bl Brled gR1 Ald IR el BT (d1 147 o |
ufy a9 R 1 o Rpa B 7E 8 S9H AR e geR 9 g

Sr.No. | Year Amount
1. 2018-19 28956/-

2. 2019-20 1257377/-
3. 2020-21 3334740/-

o R @ forg wwas v bl o <2 8 ad 202324 & gt 153 Aifed ) @)
2 T & o | gEl B A N b T & g 59 gemr o A e g 99
fPRIIGRI ERT 39T T ¥ BIg (BRIl O J8l SRarr AT 8, 59 9 7 SIEmRRTT W
A faota ot 9w erguR wrRifaEl wv & SR |

The Government has been requested to write off the outstanding advance/ Loans against
official who have expired vide this office memo no. 7559/ESTT/MCK Dt. 03.08.21.

WHR W RY B mar € 5 g9 sl oA W 7559 / SUNCIE / wHATS
ferTi. 03.08.21. & ARIT ¥ 99 FAFRGT & Rgamws g a¥m /=0 a6 H= foar wv
e a1 ) wHa S W B TS 2|

As per the reply submitted in respect of Appendix-GI (2).
RIS (2) & widy # R IR F AR |

The audit has shown an amount of Rs 1629425/-, out of which the amount of serial no. 1 to
4 has been settled as Rs 6795/- and in addition to this, the amount shown from serial number 49 to
52 is Rs 568134/-. The amount has also been settled as per the cash book of the Municipal
Corporation. The record of the remaining amount is quite old. Please feel free to drop it.

AfIe NI 1629425 /— &) U CE T & SUH BHAIB Hdo 1 H 4 aPp P
6795 /— Bo Yool B T & 9 e faRke &9 W 49 9 52 9% SIS T 568134/ —
o B AR N TR M & DY gF IAR AT ded B gPH 8| g I g9 Ay B
ReHTS HB R & | AT W STY T BT T BN |

Ief2u z171 Appendix-Gr' i bl ijk di i,baV uacj %7% dks isafMax j[kk ik gSA

Municipal Councils

8. |Hansi 15,241/- While checking the income of rent etc, it has been noticed that in the
15 cases, the income amounting to Rs.15,241 was less/short realized
due to wrong totals in the receipt books (G-8). The same may be
recovered from the official at fault and credit into the M.C. Fund.
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The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

Notices have been issued to the tenants and the pending amount will be recovered soon.

Rt @ e ol o Ry v # ok wiog & g IR axgEr A oo |

Ifefu z171 Appendix-<Gr i bl ijk di i,baV uacj 8% dks isafMax j[kk ik gSA

9. | Narwana |63,02,746/- |Rs. 63,02,746/- were outstanding on account of shop rent against the
tenants.

88,200/- Rs. 88,200/-were outstanding on account of firefighting charges
against Gram Panchayats.

5,00,054/- | During the collection of rent from tenants Rs. 5,00,054/- @ 12.36 %
of the actual receipt i.e. Rs. 40,45,742/- were less received as service
tax resulting into loss of revenue to Govt.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

Regarding the objection shown in the above paragraph, it is written that the Municipal
Council Narwana has recovered the amount of rent of the shops mentioned in the paragraph.
Therefore, it is requested to drop the above para.

Iaa U H guls 8 ey ar forr war & 5 R uRwg wRamm gRr &R A geilE
T gEE B e @ R age ax ol S 2| I Y WEed W U U1 WA @R Pl
SR T oI ® |

As per the reply submitted in respect of Appendix-GI (2).
aRRME—MenE (2) & Hdy # JRgd S} & AR |

The total outstanding amount of service tax in the year 2016-17 has been shown by the
audit team in Municipal Council office Narwana to be Rs 500054/-. Whereas, as per the orders
issued by the Government, the Municipal Council, Narwana, in the year 2019-20, an application
was made by the office under the Sabka Vikas Scheme 2019 run by the concerned Service Tax
Department, the above amount was waived off by the concerned department by providing
exemption. The certificate has been issued. Copy attached herewith. Therefore, it is requested to
drop the above para.

TR URYE Hrfad ka1 | afee &9 gRT 94 2016—17 # @ 9bM@T Wiad ¢ag )
R1f3T 500054 /— W0 B faw@mar waE 2| o9 & WHR gRT WX aMe @ REHgER TR
gRyg, wRarr g1 af 201920 # wrfa Gffa Saw frr g1 g gend 1 wear Qs
HIH 2019 & T80 PRSI GRT A (AT TT &7 SWIGT A BT GG 9T ERT 82
geTH B §Q WG PRSP AT UF N fHAT S @1 B | Uy 6T Here o a9 wEed ¥
IR & b I U B e SISl DR B P DY |

If2efu z171 Appendix-Gr i bl ijk di i,baV uacj %9% dks isafMax j[kk ik gSA
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10. | Thanesar 505 While checking the log book of Sanitation Branch for the
M/o March 2016, it was found that 13 Itrs HSD balance was
less shown in log book which resulted a loss of Rs. 505.50 to
the Municipality. The same may be recovered from the
official at fault.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

After examining the records/log book amounting to Rs. 505.50/-, it was found that due to
smooth running of cleaning work, more work was done with some vehicles and due to the
congestion situation in the city, oil consumption was more. Thus, there is no irregularity of any
kind in this.

So please drop this para.

¥ 50550 /— WUY AR RIS/ ART g8 BT Idclih B I gra 7 fos FHTE
2 B Pl GA® WY FAM D DRY FH AEAl W AP PI HIATAT TAT GAT TR H
Hrg /oA @1 Rl 89 @ BRY O @ Wud AT g3 | 39 UBR S9H (Bl PR B B
srferrdreer & 2|

3yt g9 T Bl GATG B Bl PHUT B |

Iefu z171 Appendin-G ki bl ijk oli i,baV uacj %10% dks isafMax jikk trk 7j

11. |Bahadurgarh |76,35,755/- Rs. 76,35,755/- were short realized by concerned branch of
the Municipal Council from the applicant while sanctioning
the Building Plans/Maps.

40,00,000/- | Because of non-investment of Municipal Funds in the deposit
schemes, the Council lost approximately Rs. 40,00,000/- of
income in the form of interest from 01/04/16 to 31/03/17.
Reasons of the aforesaid financial mismanagement may be
justified.

2,22,850/- Demand and Collection register of Fire Branch shows Rs.
2,22,850/- outstanding for the period 04/16 to 03/17. The
amount should be recovered immediately.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

As per audit observation the amount of Rs.992440/- has been recovered from building plan.
The notices of recovery had already been issued. So, now the process of issuance of notice is being
made again. Further, the status of recovery amount will be intimated to your good office. (the
detail of recovered amount). It is also stated that as per report of Building Inspector that Enquiry is
being under process from vigilance Department, Rohtak and after Re-audit the report will be
submitted Shortly.
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AETIRIET idellde & ATAN (dieet Wi d 992440 /— w0 Bl M
agell @ AIfeH ugel €1 WN 8 g | ufen 3 SR AR S HA B ulhar a1
ST ]E] 2. gD i, axgenl Wiy @ Rfy omud ores Hrafay H1 e 9 el (@R
RHH BT faaron) 98 A ®a T B fF o PRes 31 Rud & agaR, |daaal GWmT, Jisds
§ ot ufkare & 3k g oiffee & are R g & wqa o ameeh

As per audit observation it is submitted that generally Municipal Council Contingent
expenditure remains more than for fund received. Due to meet- out the emergent expenditure,
funds are not invested in the deposit scheme during 01-04-2016 to 31-03-2017. However, in future
funds will be managed in proper way. Therefore, it is requested to drop the above para.

AW el @ JGUR U e d fFar w2 f e dR w wR uRug
e @ ur AR § 3@ e 2| AHRAD T B GRT B B BRI 01-04—2016
W 31—03—2017 @ QN AT AT # o9 a1 fAder 98 far wmar ® ) wenfe, wfowr #
W BT yeed ST TP | fear S| e s aeRi @ 5 pur 3k ger Rar sy

As per audit observation it is submitted that after checking the record it has been found that
the record of Demand and collection register for the year 2016-17 has been shown the total
outstanding Amount 33800/- instead of amount of Rs. 222850/- So, now the notices have been
issued to the concern for deposit the amount. Further the Status the recovery amount will be
intimated to your good office.

GRS Il @ JTAR I8 UK (AT T & 6 ReplS &) ofig & arg gg ur
a1 & & ad 2016—17 B AT AR HUE W & RS # T 0 99 Ha g i
33800 /— fo@E g B 222850 /— o 3@ Wefd &1 WY oA IR BY A AN fa
T ¥ | S Irear agel Wiy o Reftr amue wrafera @ giud oy &\ |

If2efu z177 Appendiv-Gr ki bl ijk oli i,baV uacj %11% dks isafMax jlkt tu 7j

12. |Kaithal |14,87,880/- Rs. 14,87,880/- were outstanding on account of fire fighting
charges against various Gram Panchayat/individuals.

1,65,000/- Rs. 1,65,000/- were outstanding against mobiles companies on
account of annual renewal fees of mobile towers.

2,19,96,126/- Rs. 2,19,96,126/- were outstanding on account of arrear of rent
of shops against the tenants.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

As per the reply submitted in respect of Appendix-GI (2).
aRRre—<enE (2) & Wy W WRgd SR & AR |

With reference to paragraph no. 8. It is informed that as per office records, an amount of
Rs 1,65,000/- has been recovered in the year 2017-18. Therefore, it is requested to drop the above
para.
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% 0 8 Appendix-GI & H&¥ # gfua foar oran & & #rafea Rere gar av
2017—18 § ¥IfI 1,65,000 / —F94 P Rpael T =il T3 & | 3T UNT GHE PR BT B DY |

With reference to Para No. 8.Chchamdkpag.lpa, it is informed that as per office records, an
amount of Rs 1,63,09,591/- was recovered in the year 2017-18. Therefore, it is requested to drop
the above para.

%1 0 8 Appendix-GI & W& 3 gfua fvar @rar & & srfay Ree gar af
2017—18 § ¥If3r 1,63,00,591 / —%0d T RFadt & ol 72 | 31 U FHS TRA T B DN |

I>efu z17T Appendiv-Gr s bl ijk s i,baV uacj %12% dks isafMax j[kk €rk gSA

13. |Rewari |[3,46,500/- |During the year 2011-12 to 2013-14 dues of bid money for
contract of hides and skins of Dead animals were not fully
realized as per details given below. Beside this auction for the
year 2014-15 and 2015-16 was also not made which resulted into
loss of revenue to Municipal Fund.

Name of | Period Amount Amount Balance

Defaulting | of of realized amount

persons contract | contract (Rs.) not
(Rs.) released

(Rs.)

Sh. Naresh | 2011-12 | 1,80,100/- | 1,10,000/- | 70,100/-

kumar S/o

Sh. Ram

Phal

Sh. Rajesh | 2012-13 | 2,25,400/- | 1,15,000/- | 1,10,400/-

s/o Sh.

Rameshwar

Dayal

Sh sher | 2013-14 | 2,26,000/- | 60,000/- 1,66,000/-

Singh S/o

Sh Chand

Nil 2014-15 | Contract Nil Loss of
not given revenue

Nil 2015-16 | Contract Nil Loss of
not given revenue

Nil 2016-17 | Contract Nil Loss of
not given revenue

3,24,000/- |Rs. 3,24,000/- were outstanding on account of fire fighting
charges against Gram Panchayats.
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The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

Notice issued to the contractor for depositing outstanding amount, Necessary action is
being taken in this matter So, para may be dropped.

gHrEr A TH HE B ShER B A @ R T ¥ 3@ AW F
HITIH BRATE ST § TS W & B

As per the reply submitted in respect of Appendix-GI (2).
gRf¥re—ofiand (2) & ider # Uvgd SR & ATER |

If2efu z177 Appendiv-Gr ki bl ijk i i,baV uacj %413"% dks isafMax jkk trk gSA

14. |Sirsa 11,53,784/- Rs. 11,53,784 were outstanding on account of rent of shops
against the tenants who left the shops without depositing the rent.

26,955/- Building application fee for the year 2014-15 has been realized
less, which is irregular.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

According to the records of the Rent Branch, a total of Rs 11,53,784/- has been shown as
rent arrears in the audit report of the year 2017-18. Out of which Rs 1,43,337/- has been recovered.
At present, a total of Rs 10,10,447/- is outstanding towards the above defaulters, all these tenants
have left the shops and are not able to be contacted. On 24.09.1990, in the anti-reservation
movement, the Municipal Council Sirsa was set on fire by the agitators, in which the records of the
rent branch were burnt and destroyed. After this, these shops have been given on rent again by the
Municipal Council Sirsa through open bidding, from which rent is being received regularly.

e wreEr & Raré 3gur ¥ 201718 @1 anfee Ruid # g 11,53,784 /—%0
ooy & B9 F qmr <ol T ¥ R W 143337 /-0 A Read AN o g 2
qdH H SRITh BRI B RSP Hel 10,10,447 / —JUd gH1T €, Tg T fER gaH
BIEER del T 8, TR W@ T8I 81 U7 & | [P 24.09.1990 BT ARETOT R =T
# RISl ERT TRURYE Ri=ar § ST e &1 oY, fored fmmn e &1 Rers o
TR A B AT AT| $HG SN TRUNGG RARHAT §NT $9 gaMI &I Gell dell R g
faerd ox foar war 8, e Frafda dv or s w8 e 2

Instructions have been given to this concerned branch by Municipal Council Sirsa. The
concerned branch will take action to recover the amount from the building owner who has
deposited less amount.

TRulReg RRar g7 59 gEiyd ey & BT 88 € | wwfaa e g e
qa9 Aiferds g W7 BH O BRais TS 8, SOW RNeayl B B Bridel 3Wd HOAls
St |

If2efu z177 Appendiv-Gr ki bl ijk i i,baV uacj %414"% dks isafMax jkk trk gSA
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15. |Jind 73,557/- Rs. 73,557 were outstanding on account of building application
fee/ EDC/ Development charges.

21,36,454/- Rs. 21,36,454 were outstanding against mobile companies.

4,81,205/- Rs. 4,81,205 were outstanding on account of fire fighting
charges against Gram Panchayats.

39,43,812/- As per Demand and Collection register for improvement trust
cell Jind an amount of Rs. 39,43,812 was outstanding as cost of
enhancement fee as on 31.03.17.

17,64,378/- Rs. 17,64,378 were outstanding on account of arrears of rent
against the tenants.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

Regarding the incident mentioned in the above paragraph, it is reported that Municipal
Council Jind is making all out efforts for recovery. Notices have been given to the concerned for
recovery.

gad tR7 # g g emufa R Rud B f5 R uRee oie gR1 Read &q wRas
yare fhu o W@ 8 | 99e B¢ WRfa 3 Aifew Ry 7w R

Regarding the objection mentioned in the above paragraph, it is reported that Municipal
Council Jind is making all out efforts for recovery from the tower companies. Notices have been
issued several times to the tower companies regarding depositing the outstanding amount,
regarding which the matter will be put up in the upcoming meeting of the Central Government.
Therefore, it is requested to drop the above para.

Sar U # gl € emufay e Ruid @ 5 R uReg S g1 @R sl 9
Read &7 W& v U o @ 8| TR Ffdl &1 g@rn I S eRam 9aR $E aR
aifcd W fdy U B, R @R ST District Level Telecom Committee &1 JIFTHI 8% #
QI ATel D W SIQAT | 3 37U Aeled | Iad URT WAG e & Ry fbar &rar 21

As per the reply submitted in respect of Appendix-GI (2).
uRfRre—uNens (2) & Hay # ywgd SR & IR |

The amount shown in the above paragraph is Rs. 39,43,812/-. Out of which an amount of
Rs. 88,870/- has been recovered. Stay order has been passed by the Honorable High Court on
recovery of amount of Rs. 33,03,277.55/- in batch no. 4587/85, 5162/86, 5163/86, 5164/86,
1753/86, 1753/86, 5768/ 88, 14180/90, 3191/87, 3467/87, 3468/87, 3469/67, 8596/67, 5815/87,
1384/86, 3257/6, 5625/86 are pending in the Honorable Punjab and Haryana High Court. .
Municipal Council, Jind has issued a notice regarding the amount of Rs. 6,25,535/- and is making
every possible effort for recovery.

S Ry # qwfE 1 W'h qo 3943812/, # W o 88,870, /— BT I AGA WX o TE
21 90 33,03,277.55/— & LM @ el W HAEAG ST AT ERT WA 3T 7RG
fd gu & @ & 70 4587 /85,5162 /86, 5163 /86, 5164 /86, 1753,/86, 1753 /86, 5768 /88,
14180 /90, 3191 /87, 3467 /87, 3468 /87, 3469 /67, 8596 /67, 5815,/ 87, 1384 /86, 3257 /6,
5625,/86 HITIE UG Td BRATT 9@ WG # dffed ¥ TR URWE 9 §RT J0
6,25,535 /— X1 aR e Wt fd T 8 9 Reaw @& wwad ya 5 o 32 81 I
MY WRIed | Iad T T B BT IRY fHAr S B
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Regarding the objection mentioned in the above paragraph, it is reported that Municipal
Council Jind has given notices to the concerned tenants several times for recovery of this amount.
Every effort is being made to recover the amount. Recovery will be done soon. Therefore, it is
requested to drop the above para.

I =1 # g2l 12 anufy an RO & 6 R uferg e grT 59 wfdr & Raad
£ TG [RRERI 3 $ds—ds d) Alfled @y o 9@ & | Uiy 3 a9e 2 % T
fpy o @ 2| g & ageh o off Sroht o a9 wEley ¥ Sad W 9 SR B
SR fapar oI E |

If2efu z177 Appendiv-Gr ki bl ijk i i,baV uacj %415% dks isafMax jkk trk gSA

16. |Palwal 30,41,197/- | A meat market consisting of 25 shops and Slaughter House was
constructed in the year 2002-03 by the council, out of which 11
shops were let-out on21/3/2003 & 8/4/2003. But the rent of
shops was not realized/recovered from the tenants, which
resulted into a loss amounting to 30,41,197 (excluding
penalty).Non-letting of 14 shops also resulted in recurring loss
of revenue to the council fund.

3,67,192/- At various instances fees amounting to Rs. 3,67,192 was less
realized on account of building application feeMalba Charges,
Construction Charges, Development Charges, Misc. Fees,
Security Fee and Boundary Wall Fee ete. The same may be
realized at the earliest.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

Municipal Council Palwal has issued notices for recovery of rent from meat market shops.
If the rent is not paid by the shopkeepers after the notice, then legal action will be taken against
them.

TY | R IHMERT g1 Y T At Swr fvmr a8 Rar | 99e fawg B
HRIAE! 3 e SR |

Notices have been issued to tenants. Necessary action is being taken in this matter.
fPRITERT &1 Aifes SR &% Ry MY € | 337 Arel # fawgs dRas & o <& ¢ |

I>efu z171 Appendiv-Gr’ ols bl ijk o i,baV uacj %16% dks isafMax j[kk €rk gSA

17. |Narnaul 7,44,920/- Interest @ of 12% was to be realized from the tenants who paid
the rent after two months of its becoming due, but the Municipal
Authorities failed to realize the interest on delayed payment and
that caused a loss to the tune of Rs. 7,44,920, which is irregular.
The same may be recovered from the tenants or from the
officials at fault.

1,10,900 Rs. 1,10,900 were outstanding on account of Fire Fighting
Charges against various Gram Panchayats.
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The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

Service tax is being recovered from the tenants of Municipal Council, Narnaul and the
outstanding amount has been recovered and deposited in the GST department and notices have

been issued to other defaulters.

TR uRyE, A @ fvueRl & afda S @) aeel ) o W8 § I e § 9
IR B Rea! ax SNotdodlo fMET &7 O &xar € T8 & T 37 ghrIaR &l Afed

W fbT 8T 2|

As per the reply submitted in respect of Appendix-GI (2).
gRRMe—eng (2) @ Hdey # wRgd ST P AR |

I2efu 171 Appendix-Gr’ o bl §jk oy i,baV uacj %17% dks isafMax 7[TT tu 7j

18. | Bhiwani 3,260/-

Property tax amounting to Rs.3,260 was short realized due to
wrong calculation or giving excess rebate. The short
realization needs to be made good at the earliest.

1,17,172/-

Rs. 1,17,172 were outstanding on account of boundary wall
fees, malba fees, labour fees etc.

18,03,428/-

Rs. 18,03,428 as 2% share of stamp duty of MC were short
realized for the period from 11/2015 to 01/2016 in the name of
"Building Book" amount. This amount was deducted from the
total monthly share of stamp duty by the Registrar by saying
that B. Book amount is yet to be realized from the customers.
This amount was received by registrar but council share is
never refunded to the council by the Registrar.

1,631/-

Rs. 1,631 on accordingly income from Property tax, Birt &
Death registration for the month of April, 2016 were short
realized as detailed in audit requisition no. 1 dated 16/05/2016.
The same may be realized an credited to MC fund.

1,600/-

Rs. 1,600 were excess paid to Sh. Mandeep Godara Advocate
in suit titled MC Vs Gaushala trust. The advocate is not on
panel of advocates of MC Bhiwani. The amount of fee payable
is Rs.11,000 including all charges but fee paid in actual was
Rs. 12,600. Hence the excess payment of Rs. 1,600 was made.
The irregularity may be justified or recovered.

14,511/-

Rs. 14,511 on account of development charges against missal
no. 151 were short realized. Either the same may be justified
or the short realization may be made good at the earliest.

21,630/-

While post auditing the Building Application for the month of
07/2015 to 10/2015 it was observed that amount 21,630 was
short realized. Either the same may be justified or recovery
may be made at the earliest.
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The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

Sir, you are informed that house tax amount of Rs 3260/- has been recovered.

Therefore, please take pains to file the para in the office.

AH S IMYDT T BRAAT S & P [EdR AR 3260/ — w B Repadl Y
e TS B |

31c: UV Pl e €TRael B BT B By |

Sir, you are informed that an amount of Rs 117172/- is being recovered.

Therefore, it is requested to drop the above para.

A W ATl AT gl wrar & B ¥ 117172/ — wuY B Ravad] &) @1 8
gl
31a: UV Bl THe g PR Bl P P |

Correspondence is being made to the Registrar's office in this regard and further action is
being taken in the matter after reviewing the records again.

9 IR IR FRfad 8 yFER & o 6 & a9 RAS &1 g 3@didhd axd
el § M HRAE B ST & R

Sir, you are informed that house tax amount of Rs 1631/- has been recovered.

Therefore, it is requested to drop the above para.

S ST 3MAP] ST YA SIdl & b PN AR 1631 /— €94 o Rpad a ol
T2 2| o T BT SHa” SIRGe BN BT B DY |

Sir, the amount of Rs 1600/- has been given to the advocate by the Municipal Council,
Bhiwani as per the instructions of the government. There is no financial loss to Municipal Council,
Bhiwani due to this.

Therefore, it is requested to drop the above para.

fEE ol AT 1600/ — R TR uRue, Mg gRT e B WReR @ fBerd
IER & B TE B | 399 R uRue, Marh o oS i w1 98 g *

a1 URT BT THAR SIRa B BT BE BN |

Shrimanji's office, Municipal Council, Bhiwani, building receipt letter no. 151 dated
16.09.2016, Mrs. Kanta, wife of Mr. Manoj, 219 lat. The cost of residential property was taken
from the applicant at the rate of Rs 120/- per square yard, which has been determined by the
government. Therefore, please take pains to file the para in the office.

It is also inform that this amount has been recovered.

A o srtay TR oy, g gy 9aw mifk 9= ®He 151 GH® 16.09.2016
A BT gel #f FEe @7 219 Sq-yrds. RETSEi @Ry @1 Building Application Fees
120/ — ST A T & f2aw o weft | o 72 off, Wife wwew gt FuiRa @ 12 2
3ra: U7 B THOY SIRIA P BT P DY |
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Sir, this is to inform you that this amount has been recovered.

Therefore, it is requested to drop the above para.

S ot ATl AT draran wrar & 6 a8 9 A Read av o v 2
et ORT B BT H ARG B BT B BN |

If2efu zr77 Appendiv-Gr* o bl ijk s i,baV uacj 18'% dks isafMax j[kk trk gSA

19. | Mandi Dabwali 10,800/- Rs. 10,800 were outstanding on account of fire fighting
charges against Gram Panchayats.

34,305/- While checking the building application Register for the
period 01/2016 to 03/2016, it was noticed that 34,305 has
been realized less. The same may be recovered from the
quarters concerned or official at fault.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -
As per the reply submitted in respect of Appendix-GI (2).
RRME—MNRNE (2) & dy ¥ IR IR F AR |
Notices have been issued to concerned quarters and the amount will be recovered soon.
Haftra @1 Afed 9N &= fay 71U € &R Sies & YHH aqga HX o W |
If%efu z177 Appendiv-Gr ki bl ijk i i,baV uacj %419% dks isafMax jkk trk gSA
20. | Gohana 96,600/- 96,600 were outstanding on account of fire fighting charges

against various Gram Panchayat/ firms/ factories and individuals.

6,000/- A common service centre was running in the Municipal office
area and 500 per month or 8% of the revenue income of Common
Service Centre was to be charged as rent from the operator of
CSC. But neither the record of revenue income of Common
Service Centre was maintained nor any rent during the period
2016-17 was charged from the operator of the CSC. This resulted
into minimum loss of revenue of 6,000 to the Municipal Fund.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

As per the reply submitted in respect of Appendix-GI (2).
aRfre—oiang (2) & Hda § uvgd SR D IIFAR |

Rs. 19419/- for the period 08-01-2015 to 03-2018 have been recovered from the Anshul,

Opertor of CSC vide G-8 No. f 18/322 dated 25-06-2018 and entered at cash book page no. - 50 on
26-6-2018. Para may be dropped.

%, 19419 /— fedid 08—01—2015 W 03—2018 F! 3@y & forg Hwadt & Hares

YA § W8 IR UF 18 /322 foAId 256-06—2018 & AruH 9§ ayd far war & &R &9
gF ¥ U9 He¥ 50 WR faAid 26—6—2018 B aw AT WAT & |

If2efu z177 Appendiv-Gr ki bl ijk i i,baV uacj %20% dks isafMax jkk trk gSA
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21. | Sohna 4,800 Rs. 4,800 were short realized as income of G-8 register on
account of municipal vehicle test charges in the office of SDO(C),
Gurgoan (South) under the driving license & vehicle registration.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

It is submitted that the actual amount received in the office of SDM, Sohna has been
deposited by the accounts of Municipal Council, Sohna. The details are as under:-

Sr. No. | Amount Amount Date of Receipt | Date of Entry in
Shown in recived in in MC Sohna Deposition in register page
Audit report | MC Sohna MC Fund no.
Account
L. 7900/- 7400/- 27.07.2015 27.07.2015 08
2. 54500/- 50200/- 28.12.2015 28.12.2015 09

Letter also written to Sh. Bijender, Clerk (Suspended), MC, Farukhnagar vide letter no.
MCS/2023/1727-29 dated 05.12.2023 for submit the reply regarding short realized income. In
view of the above, the said para may be dropped please.

e ged e a1 € ewdign, WiEe & sfdy § ara arefas afd R oRug,
\IEAT & Wiol gRT OE @ T8 8| fAaRer 59y 8-

Sr. No. | Amount Amount Date of Receipt | Date of Entry in
Shown in recived in in MC Sohna Deposition in register page
Audit report | MC Sohna MC Fund no.
Account
1. 7900/- 7400/- 27.07.2015 27.07.2015 08
2. 54500/- 50200/- 28.12.2015 28.12.2015 09

A B N o vz favier, go@ (M), oRll, $eETR ERI UF G|
THRITH / 2023 / 172729 A6 05.12.2023 &1 T WG I P WEY H SX TR B 2G|
SR B A § @A §Y, PUIT BGG UNT BT FIY B Bl BT BN |

I>efu z171 Appendiv-Gr s bl ijk o i,baV uacj %21% dks isafMax j[kk €rk gSA

22. | Siwani 25,000/- |Due to non leasing out of contract of Hides bones & Skin
committee has to borne approx Rs. 25,000 loss for the year.
Responsibilities may be fixed and action should be taken against
official at fault.
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The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

In the year 2016-17, Siwani Municipality has picked up dead animals at its own level,
keeping in mind the public interest. In future, bidding will be done for lifting dead animals on
time. Apart from this, the municipality does not own Hada Roadi land.

ay 2016—17 TRUfeIdT Ryl gRT SHfEd @l HedvoR W@d §¢ 30 WR U Hq

TR P SORT AT & | Wfaw ¥ G W T uPS d IO B qlell dedl & WA | 56D
sifaflaa TRafere & ara &1 99! B T T 2 |

If2efu 177 Appendix-<GI’ o bl §jk ds ibaV uacj %:22% dks i "F2M'x 7[rT € 7j

23. | Narnaund 11,93,292/- An amount of Rs. 11,93,292 was outstanding against various
tenants on account of shop rent.

5,000/- An amount of Rs. 5,000 was outstanding against Sh. Rajender
Kumar Contractor as on 31.03.17 on account of dead animal
contract. The same may be recovered.

13,000 Rs. 13,000 were outstanding on account of fire fighting charges
against Gram Panchayats.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

The amount of shop rent is being collected regularily from the tenants.

frRmeRT 1 Frafid w9 & g Rl @ R avgell o <@ ? )

Notice has been issued to the contractor & the necessary action is being taken in the matter.

SHAR Bl Afed o) o fear war & sk 9mel ¥ argegd dRaE @) o 8 2

submitted in respect of Appendix-GI (2).
aRRME—SNS (2) & a3 R IR F ATAR |

If2efu z177 Appendiv-Gr ki bl ijk i i,baV uacj %23"% dks isafMax jkk trk gSA

24. |Julana |8,84,200/- The committee suffered a loss of Rs. 8,84,200 due to non auction of
Agriculture Land for the year 2016-17. The same may be justified
and recovered from the defaulters after enquiry.

61,000/- The committee suffered a loss of Rs. 61,000 due to non-auction of
Dead Animals and contract of slaughter house for the year 2016-17.
The same may be justified and recovered from the defaulters after

enquiry.

5,90,987/- Rs. 5,90,987 were outstanding on account of arrear of rent of shops
against tenants.




51

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

Regarding the objection shown in the above paragraph, the report is that the Municipal
Corporation Julana had conducted open bidding of agricultural land four times (dated 16.05.2016,
03.06.2016, 13.06.2016 and 05.07.2016). The bids for Plot No. 01 to 05, 09, 13 and 17 were less
than last year. In this regard, the Principal Secretary, Government of Haryana, Urban Local Bodies
of Haryana has directed vide number 8.8.2014-1A1 dated 25-04-2014 that the land whose current
bid is less than that of last year, should not be accepted. . Due to the bids for Plot No. 01 to 05, 09,
13 and 17 being less than last year, these plots remained vacant, due to which Municipality Julana
received less lease money of Rs. 8,84,200.

Wﬁwﬁwﬁﬁmmﬁ%%‘ﬁﬁwmwwﬁmmﬂﬁ
# IR 9R (RA711% 16.05.2016, 03.06.2016, 13.06.2016 Ud 05.07.2016) Weil I dlell HAS TS
o] | we 0 01 ¥ 05, 09, 13 T 17 & Il Td a4 § HH U< g3 o1 | 39 T+ d nuH
g, eRaom weR T W Few eRamm & @ik HHe 88.2014—1F1 fReid
25—04—2014 ERT PR o mar 2 & g 4f 9 o= el 1a af 9 gorm § @9 8
I WHR A1 fHar §U| @re 70 01 ¥ 05, 09, 13 T 17 @ dlcll 9 94 H FH B D
HRY Y& @I @lell I8 MY o, R HROT TR UTieradl Gl &1 0 8,84,200 T el A
& HF U §Y o |

Regarding the objection shown in the above paragraph, the report is that Julana
Municipality opened the dead animal contract for the year 2016-17 through open bidding four
times (dated 16.05.2016, 03.06.2016, 13.06.2016 and 05.07.2016). Bidding was done. But no bid
was placed by any contractor, due to which the contract for dead animals could not be awarded in
the year 2016-17.

S ox1 # gufd i mufy aR Ruid § 5 R wiferdr Jan gR1 ga oy Sl ay
2016—17 Gl dlell & Aed¥ ¥ 9 & folY IR dR (3% 16.05.2016, 03.06.2016, 13.06.2016
Td 05.07.2016) el dlell HRare T3 ol | R fFE 0 SHIR ERT AqTell E e e, o
HRU T 2016—17 H Fd UY BT OB 78] AT O B |

In the year 2016-17, Rs 5,90,987 are shown as outstanding on shop tenants. In this regard,
it is written that the outstanding amount has been recovered from the tenants.

ay 2016—17 ¥ 590,987 T §HMI @ fPYAGRI TR gHRT AT AT €| §H WEH H
foran oimar & & foRmier @ sorn A aqa % o T8 B

If2efu z177 Appendiv-Gr ki bl ijk i i,baV uacj %24"% dks isafMax jkk trk gSA

25. | Nilokheri | 68,440/- Rs. 68,440 were outstanding on account of fire fighting charges
against Gram Panchayats.

14,46,367/- |Rs. 14,46,367 were outstanding on account of rent of shops
against the tenants.
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The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

As per the reply submitted in respect of Appendix-GI (2).
TRRME—NS (2) & 3 3 R IR F ATAR |

In this paragraph, out of the amount of Rs 1446367/- shown as dues of the shops, Rs
562224/- have been recovered and the case for recovery of the remaining Rs 884143 is pending in
the Honorable District Court. Further action will be implemented as per the decision of the
Honorable Court. Therefore, it is requested to drop the above para.

g9 W A gl & garn g1 78 Uf'1 1446367 w2 F A 562224 W B Repe) @)
W1 g@! & TUT GPTAT 884143 W B Repayl & 9 A foren <aTed # fEREE g |

ARG TATEd vl R S BRiAre! sFe # @re Wiet | A UNT |19 PR @
L DY |

If2efu z177 Appendiv-Gr ki bl ijk i i,baV uacj %25% dks isafMax jkk trk gSA

26. | Taraori |92,400/- Rs. 92,400 were outstanding on account of firefighting charges
against Gram Panchayats.

4,31,971/- |Rs. 4,31,971 were outstanding on account of rent of shops against
the tenants.

9,36,000/- |Rs. 9,36,000 were outstanding on account of installation/renewal
fees of towers against mobile firm/companies

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

As per the reply submitted in respect of Appendix-GI (2).
afRfre—wang (2) & ey § yegd SR B IR |

The shop rent is being collected regularly from the tenants.

foxret & fFafid w9 & gee @ BT a¥ger o <8 2|

Notices have been issued to concerned firms/companies & necessary action is being taken
in this matter.

Hafg wHl /wufral @ [Aifcd SR R v U € iR g9 AHe # avgd dRaE
B I B B

If2efu z177 Appendiv-Gr ki bl ijk i i,baV uacj %26% dks isafMax jkk trk gSA
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27. |Pehowa |8,14,300/- |Rs. 8,14,300 were outstanding on account of firefighting charges
against Gram Panchayats.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

As per the reply submitted in respect of Appendix-GI (2).
gRRMe—Neng (2) @ Hdy § wRgd ST P ATAR|

If2efu z177 Appendiv-Gr ok bl ijk oli i,baV uacj %27% dks isafMax jkk trk gSA

28. | Safidon | 1,45,000/- | An amount of Rs. 1,45,000 was outstanding against various firms. The
same may be recovered at the earliest.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

With reference to Part No. 01 of Paragraph No. 08(1), you are informed that the
outstanding amount of all the companies of Mobile Tower 1- is Rs. 145000/- and in addition, Rs.
60/- per watt meter per year. Notices have been issued to deposit the fees. In lieu of which an
amount of Rs 10000/- has been deposited by a firm. Whose number 8 number 080222228003819
dated 27.06.2022 was deleted, a copy of which is attached. All efforts are being made for recovery
from the remaining firms. The Directorate will be informed after receipt of recovery.

OR1 Fo 08(1) B AT Ho 01 @ HeH H U HEGY B AT HRAT Gl & (b
IS TR 1— @I | AT BT FHRT AR o 145000 /R T THS AfIR® Ho
60/ —%Ud ¥ Horespower & fR¥Td & WieFr wiw &/ dva & forg Aifew ol fasg 1y
2| Rrad vaw § te &4 gR1 Ho 10000 /— ©93 & Wf¥ ofET wyar € T8 8 | @ 68
No. 080222228003819 f&=TTd 27.06.2022 B B o T A a1 Hat ¥ Ryt @ fow was
vy fhy o w® 7| Rea) & mifta & gwarg a9 #giga & g @ f&ar g |

If2efu z177 Appendiv-Gr ki bl ijk i i,baV uacj %28% dks isafMax jkk trk gSA

29. | Ganaur |3,60,000/- |Rs. 3,60,000 were outstanding against various cellular companies on
account of cellular towers charges as on 31.03.17. The same may be
recovered.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

In this paragraph, recovery of Rs 3.60 lakh from various towers in Municipality Ganaur has
been shown. In this, the municipality has issued notices to all the tower companies to deposit the
outstanding amount. The said amount will be recovered soon by the municipality.

9 U # FRuferar TR # AR el @ o 360 @@ w Raad g'iE S 2
gad TRuiferer grT @ e sl & gerr ' SE g  ar A wrd sy fau
M7 8| TRUAST §RT Seg &1 Iad Wi T & Read) & o Srgedl | ara: Saa IR & gar
B BT BE DY |

If2efu z177 Appendiv-Gr ki bl ijk i i,baV uacj %29% dks isafMax jkk trk gSA
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30. | Kalanaur |11,480/- |Penalty on late deposit of property tax amounting Rs. 11,480 has not
been realised.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

Notices have been issued to the tenants for recovery of balance amount.

Ay IR B RN B oy FRRRE @1 Aiftw o @ Ry Y F)

I2efu 177 Appendix-‘Gr’ o bl §jk s i,baV uacj %30% dks isafMax 7[TT tu 7j

31. | Shahabad |2,11,200/- | An amount of Rs. 2,11,200 was outstanding on account of fire call
Panchayat/Individual. charges against various Gram Panchayat/
Individual.

8,25,000/- | An amount of Rs. 8,25,000 was outstanding on account of arrears of
Renewal Fees of Mobile Towers against mobile companies.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

As per the reply submitted in respect of Appendix-GI (2).
aRfre—ofieng (2) & wde # uga IR & AFAR |

Notices have been issued to the mobile compnies & necessary action is being taken agant
the compnies.

Agred FHfAl @ Aifew 9 #= Gy v € 9 el & Reers Arawd FRaE
B T X B

If2efu z177 Appendiv-Gr ki bl ijk i i,baV uacj %31% dks isafMax jkk trk gSA

32. |Ladwa 65,000/- Rs. 65,000/- were outstanding on account of fire fighting charges
against Gram Panchayats.

12,57,320/- | An amount of Rs. 12,57,320/- was outstanding against various
tenants on account of rent of shops.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

As per the reply submitted in respect of Appendix-GI (2).
TRRTE—SienE (2) & Hay ¥ IRgd 9t & AGAR |

At the end of the financial year 2016-17 of Municipal Corporation Ladwa on 31.03.2017,
the recovery of rent of shops has been shown by the audit branch to be Rs 12,57,320/-. After
recovery of the said amount by the office of Municipality Ladwa, the rent records related to the
audit branch have also been audited.

So please end this paragraph.
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BT TRUTIHT oredl @ fad a8 2016—17 @ A= H (1D 31. 03.2017 B M
& Y P Roaw 3iifee @ grr 12,57,320 /%o fexad 78 & | srafeay wRuifere aredr
R Sad Ui @5 Read) oew U ffee wvar § wrfg Y Rafe @ aiffee i) o
forar mar &

3TeT: 3 URT BT AR ST B FT BN |

I>efu z17T Appendiv-Gr s bl ijk o i,baV uacj %32% dks isafMax j[kk €rk gSA

33. | Naraingarh | 8,400/- Rs. 8,400/- were outstanding on account of fire fighting charges
against Gram Panchayats.

8,64,562/- | An amount of Rs. 8,64,562/- was outstanding against various
tenants on account of rent of shops.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

As per the reply submitted in respect of Appendix-GI (2).
TRRTE—SMeTE (2) & HeT # JRgd IR & AR |

Notices have been issued to all defaulters and action is being taken as per the provisions of
the rules.

il gemERRl @ At ) Y R € ok MM § gy auR erag @l o
W 2|

Iefu z177 Appendiv-Gr ki bl ijk oli i,baV uacj %33% dks isafMax j[kk trk gSA

34. |Kanina |3,39,61,382/- |[Rs. 3,39,61,382 were outstanding on account of arrear of rent of
shops against tenants.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

Notices and munadis etc. were issued by the Municipal Committee to recover the rent and
all the branches.

After which the income of municipality has improved and recovery has also been received
from the arrears and in future all the employees have been instructed to issue notices to the
concerned branch to ensure recovery of the arrears.

Rs 7.40 lakh has been recovered in house tax and Rs 64.38 lakh has been recovered in rent.
It is ensured to make better efforts regarding recovery in future.

TR urferer & R 8 W el @ e ages @ fag Aifew &R gard enfd
o fbu g &

fSraa arg TR wfder @ 31 § guR gl ¢ iR geraerl | ayel | g ol ®
R vy # Wit FhaiRdl @ 94T urEr o1 Afew I W) g agel ghfed e
% ficer few T €|

TSN H 7.40 AT T SR PR ¥ 64.38 @ TUY O Il g8 & | WIS H augel
BT oI dEOR TATE R gifea far B |

If2efu z177 Appendiv-Gr ok bl ijk oli i,baV uacj %34" dks isafMax jkk trk gSA
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35. |Pundri | 80,000/- Rs. 80,000/- were outstanding on a/c of annual renewal fee of the
towers against mobile companies.

3,89,734/- | Rs. 3,89,734 were outstanding on a/c of rent of municipal shops.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

The license fee for the year 2013-14 has been deposited by the Municipality Office and
after the said period, According as per the letter no. DULB/CTP/A3/2014/6240 dated 31-10-2014
and Haryana Municipal (Communication and connectivity Infrastructure) Byelaws 2013, fees are
to be charged only once. Therefore, you are requested to kindly file the above paragraph in the
office.

TR Uiferd waiad R Hidmd <h? Quival 3 99 2013—14 o &1 dea~d B
SHT HNdlE s B AR Sd e ® 9NN TR N1 9N U9 FHS
DULB/CTP/A3/2014/6240 dated 31-10-2014 EY AR dAT  Haryana Municipal
(Communication and connectivity Infrastructure) Byelaws 2013 & AN BHad UPh IR BT ol
W 2| 37 39 HEled 9 ARy 2 b 9aa IRT B q%ay a1ad SR B Hul B |

Notices have been issed to the tenants & rent of the shops is being collected regularily.

gmmﬁaﬁﬂﬁwaﬁwﬁqwﬁsﬁ?gwmﬁwﬁﬁmﬁﬂﬁﬂmﬁmm
SE

2efu 177 Appendix-‘Gr’ o bl §jk s i,baV uacj %35% dks isafMax 7[TT tu 7j

36. | Assandh | 8,000/- A cheque amounting Rs. 8,000 collected through G8 receipts was not
credited in the Municipal Funds. The same may be claimed from the
bank.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

An amount of Rs 8000/- has been deposited in the Municipal Fund by the Municipal
Association on 14.03.2017.

TRUTfST®T T GRT fa91® 14.03.2017 ®T 8000,/ — W0 & <M BT Urferdr a9 #
ST Hear fear mar g

Iefu 177 Appendix-Gr’ o bl §jk di ibaV uacj %36% dks i "F2M'x 7[rT € 7j

37. |Cheeka |1,61,300/- Rs. 1,61,300 were outstanding on account of Fire fighting Charges
on a/c of various Gram Panchayats.

62,68,401/- |Rs. 62,68,401 were outstanding on account of rent of municipal
shops.
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The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

As per the reply submitted in respect of Appendix-GI (2).
TRRME—NS (2) & 3 3 R IR F ATAR |

An amount of Rs 42.58 lakh has been recovered by the Municipality and to recover the
outstanding amount, a list of defaulters has been prepared and 71 cases have been filed in the
Honorable Court for recovery. Which is pending in the Honorable Court. Therefore, it is requested
to drop the above para.

TR Ufeidl gRT U B9 4258 < @ Rl &% ol T2 & T ghrar ¥ @
Reat & & g [SHreeds @1 &l gy A+ a7 Read 8 71 9 aRR
fPy g 8| O AT TATE H dfad 8 | 3 3T Heled ¥ IR B fd U B $1U e
@ PpuT B |

If2efu z177 Appendiv-Gr ki bl ijk i i,baV uacj %37% dks isafMax jkk trk gSA

38. |Kalayat |1,60,000/- An amount of Rs. 1,60,000 was outstanding on account of arrears
of renewal Fees of Mobile towers against mobile companies.

10,81,154/- | An amount of Rs. 10,81,154 was outstanding against various
tenants on account of rent of shops.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

Notice to telephone agency were issue by MC Kalayat office but the same were returned
undelivered as the regional office addresses were incorrect. Legal advice will be taken for further
course of action.

TR it b e g1 gEfid N #§ 71U 79 2R ga=adl & [ifed 99
T & N 90 Ud O a9 DI BEE B Grterd Alefg T 89 © BRoT Aifed aifis
3T T | AR FrIATE B B GATE B DY 3N UG BIRIATE IS F TS WeEY |

Complete outstanding amount of Rs. 10,81,154 has been recovered from all the tenants.
Therefore you are requested to drop the audit para.

TR urferr werad wrfer g @l frererl @ gof g@emr af¥ 1081154 /— 9
& aga B forar AT 7| o My AEey ¥ fagH & {5 S 9 @1 qwor iREe dRe @
TE PN |

If2efu z177 Appendiv-Gr ki bl ijk i i,baV uacj %38% dks isafMax jkk trk gSA

39. | Gharaunda |49,600/- |Rs. 49,600 were outstanding on account of fire fighting charges
against various Gram Panchayats.
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The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

As per the reply submitted in respect of Appendix-GI (2).
aRfRre—wans (2) & Hde # ygd IR B IR |

If2efu z177 Appendiv-Gr ki bl ijk i i,baV uacj %39% dks isafMax jkk trk gSA

40. | Nissing 88,240/- An amount of Rs. 88,240 were still to be recovered from the
Bank/Defaulting officials.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

Recovery of the amount of Rs 88,240 will be done soon by writing a letter to the concerned
firm and bank as per the rules. So please end the paragraph.

R 88,240 W & Rl wafyd w4 a % & U7 fo@ar FUITAR oeq &2 ol
ST | o W7 A B DY FUT B |

I>efu z17T Appendiv-Gr’ s bl ijk ol i,baV uacj %40% dks isafMax j[kk €rk gSA

41. |Ratia 1,20,000/- | Rs. 1,20,000 were outstanding on account of annual renewal fees of
tower against the mobile companies.

90,200/- Rs. 90,200 were out standing on account of fire fighting charges
against various Gram Panchayat/ Institution/Individuals.

2,15,888/- | Development Charges, Labour Cess etc has been realized less
amounting to Rs. 2,15,888. The realized amount may be recovered
from the concerned.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

As per the reply submitted in respect of Appendix-GI (2).

gRRMe—Neng (2) @ Hde § yRgd ST P AR |

Out of the padding amount of 215888/- shown in para, an amount of 26970/- has been
recovered by the Municipality and the remaining amount will be recovered soon.

iy & g1 w ufdm wf't 215888 /— # uiferr gRT 20970 /—a) WY Read #e o v &
9y 31’7 e & Rear &2 < WA |

If2efu z177 Appendiv-Gr ki bl ijk i i,baV uacj %41% dks isafMax jkk trk gSA

42. BawaniKhera 6,12,150/- Rs. 6,12,150 were
outstanding on account
of rent of Fish Pond.
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The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

Notices have been issued to the contractor & necessary action is being taken as per rules.

SHER P! Alfcd R Fx 7Y MY & @ik MEAgAR aMawas dRas B o @ § |

If2efu 171 Appendix-<GI* o bl §jk s ibaV uacj 42" dks isafMax 7[TT tu 7j

43. |Kharkhoda |1,22,79,493/- |Rs. 1,22,79,493 were outstanding on account of arrear of rent
of shops against tenants.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

Municipal Corporation Kharkhoda is issuing notices against the outstanding tenants in
which in case of non-payment of rent, action will be taken against them as per rules. Therefore,
you are requested to please finish the above paragraph.

TR W@l gNT gar feuten! & fgas Aifew o fbu o @ & forad
fo=Ty @I eI T PR B G A SO s AR FEATE A § A8 e |
37 MY HERd ¥ RN & fF I T @ W IRA B B P |

I>efu z171 Appendiv-Gr s bl ijk o i,baV uacj %43% dks isafMax j[kk €rk gSA

44, |Haily Mandi | 10,12,584/- |Rs. 10,12,584 were outstanding on account of shop rent against
various tenants.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

Outstanding amount of Rs. 1012584/- has been recovered in F.Y. 2022-23 at the time sale
of shops as Govt. policy dated 01.06.2021.

gEET @1 famr § BUA 1012584 /— B awrEl A R 9 2022-23 F wWEN A
fasTids 01.06.2021 & 8 2|

If2efu z177 Appendiv-Gr ki bl ijk i i,baV uacj %44"% dks isafMax jkk trk gSA

45, |Samalkha 1,312/- Due to realization of services tax @ 12.36% instead of 14%
from tenants, Rs. 1,312 were short realized.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

After giving short recovery notice to the tenant amount rupees 1312/- have been deposited
in MC Fund.

fARIATR & T gen Afed IR N 1312/ — B9Y URA B # o o Ry Y
g |

efu 177 Appendix-Gr’ o bl §jk di ibaV uacj V5% dks i "FOM'x 7[rT tw 7j
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46. |Indri | 58,800/- Rs. 58,800 were outstanding on account of fire fighting charges
against various Gram Panchayats.

36,25,889/- | Rs. 36,25,889 were outstanding on account of arrear of rent of shops
against tenants.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

As per the reply submitted in respect of Appendix-GI (2).
TRRTE—SM1eTE (2) & HaT # Iegd SR & AR |

The arrear, regarding shop rent amounting to Rs.36,25,889/-has been deposited and all staff
are directed to be careful in future otherwise necessary action will be initiated against the
defaulters.

THE B v § e aemr ¥ 5. 3625889/ ST @R & E 2 3R Wl
HHATNGT B o § gaaE w9 ® Ay iy v € a=wen geer & Reeme snavad
HRATS P DI AT |

I>efu z177 Appendiv-<Gr’ s bl ijk s i,baV uacj %46 dks isafMax j[kk €rk gSA

47. | Bawal 18,72,471/- |Rs. 18,72,471 were less realized on account of service tax on rent.
The same may be recovered from the tenants and suitable action
may be taken against the official at fault.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

Service tax has been recovered by Municipality Bawal.

TR UIferaT arael T Afdd ¢adt & Readl Hell T8 2 |

Iefu z177 Appendi-Gr ki bl ijk i i,baV uacj %47"% dks isafMax j[kk trk gSA

48. | Kalanwali |1,82,207/- Rs. 1,82,207 were outstanding on account of rent of 34 shops
against the tenants.

16,600/- While checking the building application register it was noticed that
in the 8 cases amount of boundary wall fees/cess charges etc. were
not received/less received. The same may be recovered form the
quarter concerned or official at fault.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

The amount of service tax has already been deposited on 14.09.2013.

afda Saa @) AR 14.00.2013 B S B ST gAY B |
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Notices have been issued to deposit the due amount of building fees & cess charges.

A Yod AR IUFR Yob B BT AR O FA & forg few wRy fFy g

I>efu z17T Appendiv-Gr’ s bl ijk s i,baV uacj %48 dks isafMax j[kk €rk gSA

49.| Uklana | 12,77,453/- | While checking the Cash Book of Municipal Fund, for the period
08/2015 to 03/2016 it was noticed that Rs. 12,77,453 was less deposited
in 29 cases in Bank A/c of Municipal Fund. The same may be got
deposited at the earliest and suitable action may be taken against the
official at fault.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

In relation to para, the records have been re-matched with the audit branch. In which it has
been found that the amount related in para is fully deposited in the Municipality.

&R @ Hey # siferal @1 g e siifee wrar | axrar war & | R urr T
IR ¥ Wafd oI gf aRE TR uiferer S E |

If2efu z177 Appendiv-Gr ki bl ijk i i,baV uacj %49% dks isafMax jkk trk gSA

50. | Bhuna | 49,939/- | While checking the building application fee register for the year 2015-16
and 2016-17 it has been noticed that 1% labour cess on account of cost of
labour commissioner Haryana has been less realized amounting Rs. 49,939
in 6 cases. The less realized amount either be recovered from the owner or
official at the fault.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

Due to the flood in Bhuna city in the year 2022, 60 to 70 percent of the records of
Municipality Bhuna were spoiled and hence the said records could not be found.

a¥ 2022 H YA WER H IMF G D HRYT TRUNHH AT & 60 W 70 UM Repfe
¥R B T O 39 PR Sad Repie 781 A urm g

I2efu z17T Appendi-Gr ki bl ijk i i,baV uacj %50% dks isafMax j[kk trk gSA

51. |Jhajjar |5,13,036/- |Rs. 5,13,036 were still outstanding as a contract money of hoarding/
Unipoles against M/s D.S. Enterprises which may be realized alongwith
12% penal interest.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

Rs. 5,13,036 shown outstanding as a contract money of boarding /Unipoles against M/s
Enterprices which may be realized alongwith 12% penal interest. Here it is pertinent to mention
that said amount is recovered from the M/s D.S.
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Enterprises upto 30.09.21 and deposited vide G8 No. 070191728003520 dated 18.12.17 for
amounting to Rs. 5,31,036/-

G8 No. 070191828005854 dated 30.08.18 amount 300000/-

G8 No. 070191828009291 dated 12.12.2018 amount 450000/-

G8 No. 070191828009326 dated 14.12.18 amount 223570/-

And necessary directions/instructions is also issued to the concerned.

Aod deungdy W alfdT/gfie @ agd ¥ & wu F 513,036 BUA dHI
faag Ty 8 Rrad age 12% SSIHE @ & 6 @ O Gdd 8 | T8 I8 S BRA
3 grm 6 S A A Slw. I R’ B S B

300921 TP Qad AN o8 He¥ 070191728003520 feAid 181217 & HEaH &
5,31,036 / — BUY @I I TAT BT TS |

SiI8 SX 070191828005854 =11 30.08.18 WIf3T 300000/ —
TiI8 Fa¥ 070191828009291 f&-TIH 12,12.2018 T3 450000 / —

S8 THHIE 070191828009326 f&=1d 14.12.18 T 223570/ —
ug dafg @) aavgs Ay § & 35 o 2

I>efu z171 Appendiv-Gr ols bl ijk s i,baV uacj %51% dks isafMax j[kk €rk gSA

52. | Rajaund | 3,000/- Draft and cheques amounting to Rs. 3,000 were collected from 6
contractors on account of sale of tender form. but were not en-
cashed and shown as expenditure in fund cash book. Either the
amount may be recovered from contractor or official at fault.

482 An amount of Rs. 482 on account of bank charges was debited
by HDFC and PNB and the same was booked as expenditure in
fund cash book on 31.03.17 The same may be claimed from the
bank and credited in the fund cash book.

Total 65,52,26,357/-

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

FRUTfAST ERT Ho 3000/ —%0 F1 AR & S BH 99 MY o | _g S BT g A
T forv U 9| e TRUIfrBT §RT S8 Fo 09081212800199 Ho 1500/ %o (§F T Hio
3ifo STATSY) 09081212802000 o 1000 /—Fo &1 R Hlodilo WS T 09081212802001 HO
500/ — %o feemamT fiE IPHaIR faid 18.11.2021 BT Jadd SHIRT ¥ Gl Jo 3000,/ — o Bl
If¥ a9d B ot M2 B oiig (Y o) | ot Sa URT QU BRA B HAT DY |

Correspondence has been made to HDFC Bank and PNB Bank to refund the said amount.
When the amount is refunded by the Bank same would be conveyed as early as possible.

Sad AR a9 A B o YESIqws 96 vd igHdl d @1 uaER e w2 |
W@ 96 FRT AR a9 SR & SIQAl O 999Uy gfad o) fear s |

I>efu z17T Appendiv-Gr’ s bl ijk s i,baV uacj %52% dks isafMax j[kk €rk gSA
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[9] Appendix- ‘H’

Statement showing Excess/Irregular/Avoidable expenditure

1. |Panipat 2,97,465/- While tracing the expenditure vouchers placed in General Cash
Book for the month of 4/16, it was noticed that the payments
amounting toRs. 2,97,465 made without passed by DDO. This
was not in order. The matter is brought to the notice of Municipal
Corporation Authorities for taking suitable action in this regard
under intimation to audit.

2,859/- While checking the Actual Payees Receipt of expenditure
voucher for the month of 12/15, it was noticed that Vr. No. 89 of
12/15 was pre audited for Rs.2,859 in favour of Manager, Sale
Tax Bank Of India Panipat on account of State tax deducted from
Sh. Jitender Sharma Contractor against the bill no nil dated
24/9/15 but the cheque no 022581 dated 7/12/15 for Rs.2,859 was
issued to Sh. Jitender Sharma contractor which resulted into the
excess payment of Rs.2,859. The amount paid in excess may now
be recovered along with interest/ penalty from the contractor or
made good from the official at fault.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

The payment has been made with the approval of the Competent Authority and after pre-
audit from local audit. Hence para may be dropped.

WA e MR Ao iR vy aiffee & Maiffee & arg frar mar ¥
safere &1 fRmr o deaer # |

An amount of Rs. 2859/- has been recovered from the concerned contractor and deposited
vide sales tax challan GRN No. 0019381197 dated 06/06/2016. Hence para may be dropped.

2859 /— S0 @) AR Hefd Sdhar & agelt B 78 ® ol fa o e Shemee
X 0019381197 &A@ 06/06/2016 & H=® W THT fHan ar 8 | gufery &7 fiRmm o wdar

gl
If2ef3u Zr7T Appendix-t’ ds bl ijk ol i,baV uacj 1% dki isafMax j[kk ®rk gSA
2. | Rohtak 2,78,368/- In four cases Rs.2,78,368 were paid as interest two contractors.

Hon'ble Civil Court ordered that the saidbe recovered from the
official / officers at fault. The action is still pending.

5,97,208/- The work as detailed below was executed by the MC Rohtak on
the land acquired by HUDA without checking the status of land
before allotment execution of work which resulted into wasteful
expenditure to the tune of Rs.5,97,208 on MC fund. But no action
has been taken by the MC authorities against defaulting officer
official so far.
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Sr. | Name of Work Estimated | Amount
No. cost (in of actual
lacs) Expendit
ure
1 Const. of Shamshan Ghat 10.00 4,84,748

boundary wall in village
Asthal bohar, majra w. no. 7,
Rohtak

2 Earth filling in 7.70 1,12,460
shamshanGhat, village
AsthalBohar, Majra w.no.7,
Rohtak

Total 5,97,208

The matter being serious, MC authorities are again
requested to take action against the delinquent officer/ official.

1,96,200/-

As per provision contained in PWD code 2009 para 13.8.2. the
earnest money should be forfeited of the tenderers who refused to
execute the said work on his quoted rates but for the work "Const.
of CC roadfrom H/o Amrit/ Amarjeet Singh to by pass ward no.
15 Kailash Colony Rohtak." Agencies from L-1 to L-5 refused to
execute the work on their quoted rates and other agency without
forfeiting the earnest money of agencies (L-1 to L-5). Thus
causing a loss of amount 1,96,200 to MC fund. MC Authorities
are therefore requsted to make the loss good besides taking
suitable action against the delinquent official/ officers.

16,720/-

As per provision contained in PWD code para 13.8.2 The earnest
money should be forfeited of the tenderer who refused to
executed the said work on his quoted rates but for the work
"Providing & Laying 10 mm thick vibrated tiles. The Agency
refused to execute the work on his quoted rates and finally work
was allotted to other agency without forfeiting the earnest money
of agency. Thus causing a loss of Rs. 16720 to MC fund. MC
authorities are requested to make the loss good from the
concerned Firms or the official.

40,000/-

As per provision contained in PWD code para 13.8.2 The earnest
money should be forfeited of the tenderer who refused to
executed the said work on his quoted rates but for the work
"Maintenance &beautificationof Chowks Roads & Misc. Civil
work at various palces the Agencies refused to executed the work
on his quoted rates and finally work was allotted other agency
without forieting the earnest money of agencies. Thus causing a
loss of Rs. 40,000 (20,000+20,000) to MC fund. Mc Authorities
are requested to make the loss good from the quarter concerned
or delinquent officials.
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The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

The said amount was paid as per direction of Hon‘ble High Court. No officer/official has
been guilty in this regard.

I AR BT YIAH HEAY Sed AAAI @ FRIGER BT T3] 59 HW6y § Pig
ARHR / HHAR) Sl T 2 |

It is expressed in this regard that Construction of Shamshan Ghat Boundary Wall in Village
Asthal Bohar Majra in W-7 Rohtak Because the cremation was being done in the open at this place
by the people of the village. Regarding which the local people and councilor were requested to the
Executive Engineer Municipal Corporation, Rohtak for the construction of boundary wall. Before
taking approval from the Honorable Commissioner Municipal Corporation, Rohtak to get the work
done, a report was taken from the Land Branch. In which report was given by Naib Tehsildar that
there is a cremation ground in Khasra No. 396 which is owned by Municipal Corporation, Rohtak.
Because it's being used for wow. Only after this report, administrative approval was given by
Honorable Commissioner Mahaday. After which the work was allotted to the agency through
tender. This land is in the Municipal Corporation Rohtak area and work related to the cremation
ground has been done on this land, which is in the urgent category. This work comes under
Section 52 of the Haryana Municipal Corporation Act 1994.

Therefore, please take pains to settle the audit objections imposed for the convenience of
the general public.

59 9N @ad fHar ol € f% Const- of Shamshan Ghat Boundary Wall in Village Asthal
Bohar Majra in W-7 Rohtak @&T &1 IHIMH © @) dRfart &1 or | @ifd g & o &
BN 39 ®IF R Gl # I R foar o 27 o1 9 ar R |l g unig #eey
ERT SRIGN AMIT TR 7, eds o1 aRfear) i 2g omue fear | 1 dam
g A Mg TR W, IEae 9 Wigia o 9 gd v-uer § RO o w8 o | o
e dEdieeR Weed g RAE @) w8 off 5 wwwr Fo 396 F vwee me & R
HAerfdrad TR e, @Eﬁ?ﬁaﬁ%\’lH@%CommonPurpose?B%fQWﬁ'\"&ﬁ%Iﬁ
ﬁ@ea%wmé’fnwﬁmﬂﬁ[ﬁﬂﬂmﬁa&ﬁqﬁmaﬁ&hﬁm&%w
CUG'{ (ﬂ‘llq?imk\ﬂﬁla'ﬁd{ﬁlcmwml

g 4ff R A Aeae &3 A 2 a9 g w® e we § gl s exann
T ' G & fy amavgd soft # ) g8 SRl eRamn wHRue RURYE vae 1994 @
MRT 52 & T ST B

I A ST @ gfaen & fa wRad W gw fon @mg e enfde amufy @
fFuer & &1 T T

It is expressed that the mentioned work was allotted to the Municipal Council in time. It has
been almost 8 years since the Municipal Corporation was formed. This work was paid for in the
year 2016. It is mentioned here that whatever development work is done by the department after
inviting tenders, the earnest money is taken as per the instructions issued by the government.
Similarly, at present a fixed deposit amount is taken by the Municipal Corporation along with
every development work done by the Municipal Council and has been taken earlier also. As
mentioned, this work was completed in the year 2016. On which objections were lodged by the
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audit branch. The comments on these objections were brought to the notice of higher officials by
the Municipal Corporation Department. Only after being satisfied with them and after reviewing
all the records, the bill was passed for payment by the audit branch. Pass the bills without the audit
branch. No bill is paid in the Municipal Corporation and without satisfaction the audit branch does
not pass any bill for payment. Therefore, keeping the above facts in mind, please try to reject the
said audit objection.

9 R @rad fhar rar & fa aftfa arl TR uRvg @ w#a # arere ganm on| R
fer &9 gu @ 8 @ B g3 81 39 &M @ serrfl af 2016 # gE off | 3wt w fafkm
frar wrer @ f6 fam grr o N ey ol ever amfEg o9 SuRig &AW & 9
il @ s vl GweR grr o Reydl egEr o ot Wil 21 gl wer TR uRvg
adas # R B grRr N uds Qe o @ wy PAuiRa exigr wfyr ) ordt @ aen
Ugel W ol o W@ 2| o @) affa @ f5 g9 ot o srerrft ad 2016 7 g8 ot W W
afee ImET g7 AUt sw @ s o | 39 Ry R o fewelt R e o g
S AfeRal & dee # orex @ T8 off| ST WO 8 SWid & 9 9R Rére &
el F F IUNA AMST T FRT A J_REN &g urd fbar wam o) faen anfee
orET @ e U 5 TR FE A W e 31 s 98 @ @l 8 iR A |
& e @1E A Ad srrh &g U T8 Fdl 81 of: ST qAl P AGITOR W
§U 390 3fEe MURT BT WIRS PRF &1 & TN |

It is expressed that P/ 10mm thick Vibrated Tiles with C-C-1:1-5:3 kerbs on Surat Singh
to Baba Shikhar Wala Pond in Village Sunarian Khurd W-20] Rohtak (Est- Rs- 8-36 Lakhs)
Tender for the work was invited for 25.08.2015. 4 agencies had participated for this work. In
which itme of HSR was Rs 241456 and NS Item was Rs 483080.

The details of the rates paid by the contractors are as follows:-

3HART &I | HSR W&l @) | 3PIR NI | DR T 98 | NSltem | Hof
EIE| EIR G T T 9% g wfdr IR
Deswal Const. | 241456 7.88 260483 483080 743,563
Chand Singh | 241456 19.36 288202 546252 834,454
Contractor

Amil kumar 241456 10.95 267896 501660 769,556
Raj  Kapoor | 241456 Not Quoted 241456 549968 791,424
Singh

Hence, Deswal Construction Company L1 was formed. Therefore, keeping the above facts
in mind, please try to resolve the said audit objection.

9 9N @ fhgT W & fF P/L 10mm thick Vibrated Tiles with C-C-1:1-5:3 kerbs on
Surat Singh to Baba Shikhar Wala Pond in Village Sunarian Khurd W-20] Rohtak
(Est- Rs- 8-36 Lakhs) @1 @1 CUSX 25082015 & foIy w3 fpar T 7| g9 &d & fag
4 Toil 7 9T form o | R HSR @1 Item Ho 241456 /— F9U T NS Item H0 483080 / —
JYY o |
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SRl RT TN T3 <31 &l favor = eR o 8-

3PHART &1 | HSR W&l @I | BN §RT | 3PTAR g A4 | NSItem | |l
| IR T e W | g afd IR
Deswal 241456 7.88 260483 483080 743,563
Const.

Chand Singh | 241456 19.36 288202 546252 834,454
Contractor

Amil kumar 241456 10.95 267896 501660 769,556
Raj Kapoor | 241456 Not Quoted 241456 549968 791,424
Singh

3T 39 UPR SHATA DRI B Uelo 1 a9l ol | 1k Sth 24 Bl FedulN W@
80 99 aMfee amufy &1 Muer &= &1 &< a |

It is expressed about this that Maintenance and Beautification of Chowks] road and Misc-
Civil Works at various places W& 1 to 5] Rohtak (Est- Rs- 10-00 Lakhs) Tender for the work of
10.00 crore was invited for 03.07.2015. 4 agencies had participated for this work. The tender for
the work was invited for 03.07.2015. 4 agencies had participated for this work. In which due to
Rajkumar contractor not filling the rate of estimated cost allowance of the work in the tender form,
out of which tenders of both the contractors were canceled due to non filling of rates of Rs. This
work was allotted. The tenders filled by both the contractors were canceled by the department and
without agreement, the earnest money of both the contractors should not be confiscated.

The details of which are given in Section 13.8.2 of the Indian Penal Code 2009. Therefore,
keeping the above facts in mind, please try to resolve the said audit objection.

g9 9R @b fhar Wl € & Maintenance and Beautification of Chowks] road and
Misc- Civil Works at various places W&1 to 5] Rohtak (Est- Rs- 10-00 Lakhs) & P H TR
03.07.2015 & forg Mz far wam o) 39 &1 & forw 4 woif) F 9T femn o) Rrad
UGIAN SHER §RT P &1 AT AR HSR BT Y€ 8 20 BF H 7 9 B BR0
% 9§ 2 ORIl BRI N-S & € & A'9 @ HRU S99 &l ShaRl & SUeY ¥ 8 W
L-1 Agency Satender Jain Contr. P JE HR A BT AT A7) T SHERT ERT R T
CTER BT fMTT ER <& fhar mar o | @ O vdhie & QM1 9%eR! @ eRIER Wi S
T8l DI ST Fepal |

fSree@T faavor Haryana PWD Code 2009 @1 ®RT 13.82 # fam 7rar gam £ ard: Saa
Tl BT HewTol YW §Q Jad AT AR H FUeH T F Fe |

Ifefu Zr7T Appendix-t’ ds bl ijk dli i,baV uacj 2% dki isafMax j[kk ®rk gSA
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3. Hisar 7,88,548/- | Payment of Rs. 7,88,548 was made to a private firm which was
hired for checking the construction quality This work had to be
done by Engineering branch of PWD. It was not a fit charge on
corporation Fund/ Grant and same may be regularized from the
Govt.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

In this regard it is intimated that Urban Local Bodies Department Haryana, Panchkula vide
memo no. Steno/CE/ULB/2017/8624 dated 02-08-2017 informed that "Pro-tech consortium has
offered services for conduction for third party inspection of works in progress in Urban Local
Bodies Department” and directed to all the Municipal Corporation to contact the above
organization for availing the services of preparation of DPRs/DNITS/Third party inspection of
work at competitive rates. On the basis of this MC Hisar called the tender and Pro-Tech
consortium rate was found lowest and then the work for third party inspection has been given to
Pro-consortium.

Hence para may be dropped please.

59 g ¥ U8 gfud fear oar @ 6 wed wia e famer eRamn, dager |
SO . ' /S /guad) /2017 / 8624 faiid 02—08—2017 A gfEa fEw 5 m-<a
Fafegd 7 el Wiy e vy § gt ) wa w® et @ AW v @ g @
TR SR/ STIMESTH /BH & O Ter & Freror @) Jord & Jarsit &1 anT SoM @
oy SuRlad WS | 29d AR W TRA fRER A <er garn o di-<@ Salead @ e
e BH g T, e 9w o uidt SaeE & B M-saifead of § R war &)

I S Al B HEITOR URT B BY B Dl E PN |

I2efu 17T Appendix-1 ds bl ijk o i,baV uacj %3% dki isafMax j[kk tir' 7j

4. | Panchkula 1,46,06,741/- | On verification of claim, it was noticed that Rs.1,46,06,741
were irregularly spent during the year 2016-17 without the
sanction of the Govt. by paying the amount to 192 Park
Development Societies formed by inhabitants of different
sectors for maintenance of parks. It is pertinent to mention
here that the rates for maintenance were enhanced without the
sanction of the Govt. from per Sqm to 150 per Sq m and
thereafter 33.00 per Sq m.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

Vide resolution no. 1, the rates for Park development were increased from Rs. 1.5 per
square meter to Rs. 3.00 per square meter in the house meeting held on 30.07.2013. The same was
approved by the competent authority.

Therefore, the payment amounting to Rs. 1,46,06,741 was spent during the year 2016-17 as
development charges for 192 parks after approval of the competent authority.

In view of above the said para may please be dropped.
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Jepod T 1, T faerd & fog e § %. 1.5 ufa o diew ¥ 3.00 7y o Hex
9 ¥ gfE weT @ do faTd 30072013 B B UL | W wEH WRGR g AT
frar war e

guferg, A & R ©. 1,46,06,741 U WerH WIIHR B W) B 976 dY 201617
@ AR 192 UMDl & A6 Yo & w0 H @4 by 77|

ST BT I H @A g FUIT I IRT BT ST W |

If2efu ZT7T Appendix-i’ ds bl ijk ol i,baV uacj 4% dk: isafMax j[kk ®rk gSA

5. | YamunaNagar |9,291/- While checking the expenditure vouchers for the month of
December, 2014 and January, 2015, it was noticed that in
various cases 39,291 were excess paid. The same may be
recovered at the earliest.

3,83,451/- While tracing the expenditure vouchers for the month of
10/2015, it was noticed that Rs.3,83,451 were excess drawn
and disbursed to he retired employee on account of gratuity
and leave encashment which was not in order and the same
may be recovered from the official concerned or from the
official at fault besides taking suitable action against the
official at fault.

5,84,706/- The amount of Rs.5,84,706 was excess paid as family
pension to the different families of the employees The same
may be recovered from the concerned pensioners or from
the official at the fault.

2,2717/- Rs.2,277 for various expenditure were paid excess to the
different firms/ officials. The amount may be recovered
from the concerned person or official at fault.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

Regarding this paragraph, you are informed that the details of excess payment made by the
Municipal Corporation are as follows:-

The total amount of Rs 828/- (236,176,8400) has been deposited in the office through
receipt number 190522428009848, 1905224280009849 and 190522428009845 dated 18.04.2024.

A penalty of Rs 8463/- has been imposed on late deposit of electricity bill. The guilty
employee has been recovered from his retirement benefits (copy attached).

Therefore, in view of the above facts, please feel free to drop the paragraph.

9 U R S JTd HRAT Sl 2 6 TR 7 & g1 By v e qerae
&7 fdaRT 39 yHR ¥ 8-

G W 828/— BUY (236+176+8+8+400) HUfcA H WG To 190522428009848,
1905224280009849 T 190522428009845 1 18.04.2024 FRT ST FHwal faw 7Y 2 |
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M 8463 /— wUT faviell @ fad W 0 & SFT BRaM W UHe! oS TS & | Qi
HHar @1 Warfga o @ Foe) ¥ Read v o 7E 2

T I TRl B HTSR UNT BT 91U B BT BE P |

It is informed in this paragraph that recovery of Rs. 383451/- has been made from the
pension of the concerned pensioners for the m/o 12/2016 to 10/2021.

e R A oy Ay & 6 f@Hie 12,/2016 | 10,2021 dd 383451 /— BUY )
agell  UereHifal @ dere @) T 7
I ORT BT FU XA B PE B |

It is informed about this paragraph Rs. 564706/- out of this recovery of Rs. 371441/- has
been done from the concerned pensioners and balance recovery is being done from the concerned
pensioners every month.

SH WIS & aR H 9aqrdr 191 2 5 % 39 agell H W 564706 /— B, 371441 /— &)
gl GaftT YIRS g@l & e I AR B el wafdd YRl 9 & A B of
T B

In this paragraph, you are informed that the details of excess payment made by the
Municipal Corporation are as follows:-

The total amount of Rs 708/- (620,16,32,40) has been deposited in the office through
receipt no. 190522428009847 and 190522428009846 dated 18.04.2024.

Total amount of Rs 1569/- (5231046) has been overpaid while RTGS. Account No. 0/338
dated 04.08.2015 amounting to Rs. 118965/- in which amount of Rs. 118746/- (39582-79164) and
income tax amount of Rs. 219/- (per attached) has been paid to T.S. Which is correct.

Therefore, in view of the above facts, please feel free to drop the paragraph.

9 IRT AR IS @ HLET Wial & (b TR 1 & gR1 By 1 e grae
o1 fIaRoT 56 UOR 9 -

@ IR 708/~ WUY (620+16+32+40) wrafera # wefie ¥o 190522428000847 @
190522428009846 &I 18.04.2024 §RT HT Hedl fay 1T & |

B W 1569 /— WUY (523+1046) 1 31 e far a8, wafs R & off
UH. PHEE odlo / 338 fosid 04.082015 W 118965 /— wuv fored Sh Balaji Co&op
Society @ ¥If3r 118746 /— (39582+79164) T 3T W3 219 /— HWUY &1 YA fHar mm
g o wd 2|

31q: Iaa a2l D HehTOR U Pl G P B PE DY |

Ifef3u ZT7T Appendix-’ ds bl ijk dli i,baV uacj 5% dki isafMax j[kk ®rk gSA

6. | Ambala 20,356/- | Sh. Vinod Beniwal, St was placed under suspension for the period
from 17/09/2015 to 11/08/2016 and was to be paid 50% of salary as
subsistence allowance bat he had been paid full salary with
allowances resulting into excess amount of Rs.20,356 during his
suspension period. The excess payment should be recovered from
Sh. Vinod Beniwal, SI.
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The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

In reply to this Para it is submitted that an amount of Rs 20,356/- has been Deposited by
Vinod Behniwal Sanitary Inspector vide G-8 No.811/22, dated 08.06.2018 and concerned branch
has been directed to enquire the matter.

9 U 3 IR 4 I8 uegd fhar € 5 faeie deiare Sl gWaey g o8

dav 811 /22, fedie 08.062018 & AEIH W 20,356 /— TUY P! W OAT B TS § AN
He ST 2T ©f ATl &1 O S BT (e fear w8

Ifefu Zr7T Appendix-’ ds bl ijk ol i,baV uacj 6% dk: isafMax j[kk ®rk gSA

7. | Karnal 1,44,181/- In the 9 cases, the pension was continued to be disbursed despite
the fact that the pensioner had died earlier which resulted iso
excess payment to tune of Rs.1,44,181. The recovery of amount
from the bank accounts of these persons be made by taking up the
matter with the bank authority and credited in municipal fund.

6,04,189/- Due to submission of delayed and illogical reply by the
corporation‘s authority the amount of Rs.604189 had to paid to
some pensioners as gratuity. The responsibility for the may be
fixed and action may be initatedagaint the officials officer an fault.

1,66,350/- Due to non-submitting the income tax return in time the penalty of
Rs.1,66,350 was imposed by income tax department. Hence the
corporation sustained a loss of Rs.1,66,350.

29,44,053/- A plot for construction of office building in sector 12 was allotted
by Huda, on dated 03.09.2014. But due to the delayed payment of
installment an amount of Rs.29,44,053 had to paid in form of
interest. The responsibility of this negligency may be fixed and
action may be taken against the official at fault.

28,37,438/- Rs.28,37,438 were transferred to the Service Tax Department by
the Central Co-operative Bank, Karnal which was irregular as
neither any excersied nor any direction was issued by Corporation
and the bank was not authorized to transfer such a big amount
without authority.

5,00,00,000/- |Rs.5,00,00,000 were transferred to N.B.C.C Lid New Delhi for
solid waste management project, without submitting the payment
vouchers/ documents for pre audit which is irregular.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

It is submitted that the amount of Rs. 144181/- has been recovered from 9 Pensioners.
Hence, this para may please be dropped.

e W a1 € B Uy @) AR o YemeiRAl | 144181/ @ aygeh @
2| 3 T B T TR A BT FE B
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It is submitted that the payment of Rs. 604189/-has been made as per the order of Labour
Tribunal court Panipat. 8 CWP's have been filed in Hon'ble High Court Haryana Chandigarh
against the order of Labour Tribunal Court Panipat. 8§ CWP's are pending in Hon'ble High Court,
Chandigarh.

TE WA fur T @ b oud @1 A | da¥ fReqde PId o @ Seurgen
604189/ — foar a2 | oex fEemd #I¢ uHiud & ey & Raams 8 Weeyd AH4Y
Ieg e BRIV FENE # IR $I TS § | 8 Wiswgul AN $ed e, denTe H
e 2|

It is intimated that out of Rs. on 166350/- a sum of Rs. 75180/- has been recovered. Efforts
are being made to recover the balance amount of Rs. 91170/-

g gfyd fear Srar 8 & 9aa O § quld w1 el 166350 /— w9 H W 75180 / —
wIY BT Y AR IGA B & T 2| 99 IR 91170 /— wU DI AR B GG B WA
f5d & <= 21

To build a new office of the Corporation in Sector 12 by the Municipal Corporation Office,
39 meters by 41.50 meters = 1618.50 square meters of land was purchased at DMV 7126 on
03.09.2014 for Rs. 3,04,27,800/-, of which 25% was Rs. 76. 206,950/- Receipt No. 17392 was
deposited on 29.09.2014. After this, Estate Officer Hudakarnal issued his office letter number no.
8772 dated 07.10.2015, demanded Rs. 86.49.265/- (letter is attached). In response to which the
Commissioner of the office, vide his letter number 7192 dated 03.12.2015, asked for the complete
details of the outstanding posts and the fees for filling the drains of the building from the Estate
Officer so that the entire fee can be deposited on time and the amount of Rs. 86,49,265 deposited
by the BHT /- Rupees were demanded, that receipt no. 18503 was deposited by the office on
10.12.2015. After this, the Commissioner, through his office letter number 7515 dated
23.12.2015, sent a letter to the Estate Officer, Bnq. A letter was written to the Karnal department
and information was asked about the amount so that the Municipal Corporation Karnal does not
have to pay unnecessary interest. In response to this letter, after about 22 days, the Estate Officer,
Bn. Karnal vide letter no. 316 dated 14.01.2016 is attached herewith and a demand of Rs.
1,79,34,058/- was made which was deposited by the Corporation within about 3 days on
18.01.2016. Rather, the Corporation has been writing letters to the Estate Officer from time to time
to get the amount deposited. The penalty imposed on the Corporation is for the time when the
Estate Officer has not responded to the Corporation's letters on time. Apart from this, the excess
money that has been collected has gone to the government and no private person has been
benefited from it, hence you are requested to please drop the para.

TR M FRfay R Q9er 12 ¥ A @1 9ur drie 999 & faw HSVP #
Memo 7126 foHi® 03.09.2014 @I 39 HEX x 41,50 Hle¥ = 161850 I Hiex FHE B9Y
3,04,27,800 /— H @A WA N O 25% W B 76,06,950 /— WG A, 17392 f3TE
29.09.2014 DI THT FRAT & T A1 | SHD 916 HUGT ABRI §ET TIATA  3MTGH installment
3 foru s srafera ® U= HAie 7. 8772 i 07.10.2015 ENT WU 86.49.265 /— fb |
@ (03w gy 2) | ras sarg § @l & M A8l J qus T HHld 7192 fRid
03.12.2015 EIRT HUST SIAHNT § 9T installment N AT & el U B B B B
qx1 faaxer |t aifd T7a R O B ST dRarg W 3R HSVP g7 Wil VI 86,49,265 / —
JO P AAET BT o a Wi 9. 18503 ST 10.12.2015 BT HRITET ERT GH] EHRATS]
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T off | SHS 18 YT FEISd §INT U Bl & U HHIP 7516 [o-lids 23.12.2015 R
HugT @I, HUDA foRT &=arel #1 U= forar a7 3R instaliment & qR # g&T T
Tifh TR T PRI BT S99 AT 5 WRAT U9 | 59 U9 © widd § oA 22 foF 91
Hugr FfAEGRT, HUDA &% o U3 HHid 316 fAA1H 14.01.2016 gRT Uiy &1 G & |
f3 1,79,34,058 / — BUY @7 HOT P WA forwar e g1 fRAiE 18.01.2016 W 3 foF &
3fex T Pear & T | 3 A g o @) I O eam # g 9% [8 @ T 2
sifag e grRr @ HueT SR @ IR S e & forg awE v R uF o o
& T UR S AT S € a1 99 §HY P AW © ford WRa § Huar Al g e @
TSl @I WHI W oard T8 far war € gwad oremar N S e S S genm ® ar g
ISR ¥ WHR & 94 A7 8 69 Bl ol 2afRh ST wrIar 81 ygamn T 2 o 3
R & % S e W & gwer <ifae far omd |

TR fm o ® elad U9 $Hie 7409 feSid 24.11.2020 §RT M/s Karnal
Advertisers, Shop No. 14. Club Market, Karnal @I {fod far mar & 2837 @g &9 9faw
g TR A eiad § o eNa w@ife Ga T of R e eee g 9iaw
Sa ST HRATIT O gl & |

TEIIRIT M/s Karnal Advertisers, Shop No. 14, Club Market, Karnal gMXT fesiie 14.01.2021
@ U3 & g W gfea w5 TR 9Ree avEe @ A el g BT T
SHRAM H Ofdd Sow I Hada 313 o) od sifa A8 § 9 @ 99wy ufdw S WaR
g1 forar e e | sus ARt aud QW §RT O ®H WX W 9 <3 §War 9T, 98 Wiy
WH ERT O T < T8 T | # Krishan Garg. Partner [M/s Karnal Advertiser] d& ¥l WAV
HIT i f5 M/s Karnal Advertiser, Shop No. 14, Club Market, Karnal U Partnership Firm off,
feH @ T 4—5 @fth Uida 9| % BA gRI A Wdld @ & sidd B @ o
ol TR &1 wfde Sow =6l 8 A T @ e g8 BH @I 10— 12 9§ UEd 9 8l
ﬂ—cl'?[ B O B P Il & d8d M/s Karnal Advertiser @ TR% $Ig Afdd S o7
&l §9aT & &R # Krishan Garg, Partner [M/s Karnal Advertiser, Shop No. 14, Club Market,
Karnal, 3% R @t wfdwr & S aware & dar w8 £

$HS SWId Yol @ IR HdlvaEe 9 89 @ TR W e gR1 sl us
FHIG 417/FoMomo f&IH 18.01.2021 ERT S8 YA: G fHam T 7 "As per section 65
(105) (zzzm) of the Finance Act, 1994 'Sale of space for advertisement purpose’ & TET 3ATIH
g7 i Sa W BRARIT WA a9 ¥ |

e sl gy fau @ & 5 oy wfdy Saw Y 2837 @ wud TR fEH
PHIITSrT BYATE H STHT YR 3T AP ERT ST BRar Y §idy dad | watg Rere
TP GEE D IEv—2 IEEEER B IR B 39 T g1 FRerger sriare sme o
&g ST |

g9 Hed # SR @I AR Y@ 8¢ S WRIHE 2q Additional District Attorney,
M.C. Karnal &1 ferar a1 @eIm Additional District Attorney, M.C. Karnal g1 ferear wrar
"After perusal of file, it is revealed that the matter has already become time barred so that filing of
recovery of money sult will be of futile exercise. Second opinion may be sought from empanelled
senior advocate (if agree). Additional District Attorney, M.C. Karnal &I LUERCAER ATAN
afte sifdgaar & uvmel &g e faarE+T |
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Regarding the above audit para, it is reported that the payment for the related work was
made to NBCC in the following manner. 1 crore on 28.04.2012, 2 crore on 16.04.2013 and 2 crore
on 20.03.2013. The payment for the related works has been recorded in the respective cash book
and the related details of the cash book have also been audited by the audit branch. Copies of the
pages entered in the cash book are annexed. Therefore, it is requested that after reviewing the
related records, drop the related para.

S Infse w1 aR RO fF ol & 5 awfed e @ el wodlodiodl &t
o geR 9 @ g ofi | fRAs 28.04.2012 B 1 FRIE, AR 16.04.2013 P 2 IS ¥,
feI® 20032013 BF 2 T H1 TS off | ARG FTAT DI IRTAA BT ST ARG B g H
f3rar 1T & T ST ARET ERT S §F & FHEud garal & JAfee i faar o gar 2|
S gD A gl [BY T UG D AT T GAH 2| o AR A o & & st

= £

Repre @1 sraetis Suvr GefRd U1 & g9 B BT B B |

Ifefu ZT7T Appendix-’ ds bl ijk dli i,baV uacj 7% dks isafMax j[kk ®rk gSA

Municipal Councils

8. |Thanesar |2,25,759/- Under Outsourcing Policy three Tractor Drivers were appointed
for Six Months without even ensuring the essential Qualification.
Their duration of work was 03/02/2016 to 31/07/2016. They
were paid Rs.2,25,759. Which is irregular. The suitable action
should be initiated against the official at fault.

70,04,754/- While tracing the expenditure vouchers in the Grants Cash Book,
it was noticed that amount of Rs.70,04,754 on account of interest
money transferred from these grants into Municipal Fund
without prior approval of Govt. and used the same for routine
expenditure. Therefore, it is advised that either permission for
utilizing the above said interest amount may be obtained from
Govt. or the same may be refunded to concerned Grants for
proper utilization.

1,00,00,000/- | During tracing of payment vouchers in the CFC grant cash book,
it has been noticed that an amount of 1.00 cr was transferred
from CFC grant to Municipal Fund account on dated 23/03/2017
without prior approval from competent authority and used for
routine expenditure which is not in order. The same may be
refunded to CFC grant or ex-post facto sanction may be obtained
from the competent authority.

60,52,438/- While checking the Classified Abstract for the year of 2016-17
was notice that expenditure of Rs.60,52,438 was booked in
excess from the sanctioned budget, which was irregular and also
against the provision of rules.
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The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

Regarding the objection raised by the audit, it is clarified that 3 tractor drivers were
employed by the office as per the rules under Outsource Policy Part-2 and their work was
satisfactory and their salaries have been paid by the office as per the rules. There has been some
kind of irregularity in this.

So please end this paragraph.

Jifee grr ems 1 smufRy ar wwe fhar onar ® 6 wafan grr snecwd wiferd
Ué—2 & TEd 3 GaeN FEdR MIAGER FY MY o FUT IA@T PId WAl GEH T8 9
Frted R AR S50 a0+ @1 e @ T & | 39 54 geR o) Big sifafiaar
LER Y

3y g9 T Bl GATG B B HUT B |

Regarding the objection raised by the audit, it is clarified that due to poor financial
condition of the Municipal Council, Thanesar, the Council was unable to pay the salaries of its
sanitation workers etc. Due to which there was a lot of anger among the employees and they were
threatening to go on strike. To solve this problem and to run the work smoothly, the office paid
salaries etc. from the interest amount. So please end this paragraph.

Iffee grT @mg € Ul IR W fRar oiar & R R uRug, omeR @ faRkm
Rerdt v 7 89 & BRU uRYg A HETS FHARAl b1 a0 saafe o ¥ argmef o)
FRY FHARG § HH 9 o T 4 BSard W O &) ¥ T 8 | S THRT B
fue & foy @ & &1 garw wU ¥ gaM @ v Faen gR @ @ i 9 aaq
scarfe @ it @ E | 3 39 ORI B A HRA B HUT N |

Regarding the objection raised by the audit, it is clarified that due to the financial condition
of the Municipal Council, Thanesar, an amount of Rs. 1 crore was transferred from CFC Grant to
MC Fund for the payment of salaries etc. of its sanitation workers. Which has been again
transferred to the concerned Grant Fund by the office under order number 3955/MCT dated
22.03.2018 and it has also been checked by the audit branch. So please end this paragraph.

3 grr @mE ¢ ARy IR W fhar wier & 6 R aRug, amwe 1 Rk
Rl e 7 8F @ sRU uRyg e 9wrE wHalRAl &1 da9 ganfe & yaam gq
1 RIS CFC Grant ¥ MC Fund # IR &1 713 off | o9 ®afag gr1 ey a9
3965/ QAo otlo f&Id 22.032018 & TEd U WafOd Ul CFC # IO &) f&am M &
oI 39 afffeT e g1 A 9 awar fRar T # ) et 39 U BT SAr @Y @ HuT o |

Regarding the objection raised by the audit, it is clarified that in the estimated budget for
the year 2016-17, there is comparatively less expenditure on some items and more expenditure on
some items, which is not more than the four exceptions of the total passed budget. There has been
no financial loss of any kind in this.

So please end this paragraph.

3iffse g1 oFE E Jmufy AR W frar @mar @ 6 ad 2016—17 F AT guie
# Classified AR {B A&l § 7 @9 9 §V A&l 7 TH T= g1 8 WP ol kG
guic @ Provision ¥ 3fd® 7 2| g6 f@al « R 5 o8 Ot s 9 g8 21

T 39 URT BT AT BRA B AT N |

If2ef3u ZT7T Appendix-t’ ds bl ijk ol i,baV uacj 8% dk: isafMax j[kk ®rk gSA
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9. |Tohana 1,80,257/- While checking the Establishment check register it was noticed
that Rs. 1,80,257 has been paid excess to the different persons in
the form of Salary/ LTC Pension which may be recovered.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

Out of this amount, Rs 188 has been deposited in the office fund by Krishna Kumar Safai
Karmachari on 20.12.2021. Receipt is attached. Rs 16402 has been recovered from the concerned
employee Sheela Devi. And whose G.9 number is 040102228000231 which has been deposited in
the treasury of Municipal Council Office Tohana on 10.01.2022. The amount of Rs 1165 and
Rs. 2008 has been adjusted from the amount given to the employee. The heirs of the deceased have
been informed about the recovery of the remaining amount. You will be informed upon recovery.

39 N | 188 Wo HU HAR AHIE HHANI ERT 3916 20.12.2021 B BRATAT HIY
3 S AT AU €| TS A © | 16402 W0 R HHAN e 4d I agd B ol T
21 g 5T Se 9 Ho 040102228000231 W @1 fo=iF 10.01.2022 1 R UfRyg HRATEY
TR & Y H O HXaT & TS &1 1165 B0 T 2008 Fo B W FHART B & S dTal
R 7 W TR TR S TS 2| Y IR P aGel! aR FaP D AR B gud fHar o
AT B | TGl B TR 37T HEIGY BT ST FRaT fagr S |

If2efu ZT7T Appendix-’ ds bl ijk dli i,baV uacj 9% dki isafMax j[kk ®rk gSA

10. | Kaithal 1,02,772/- Payment of interest amounting Rs.1,02,772 made in excess to
the amount of gratuity for two persons. The responsibility of the
negligent officers/officials should be fixed and serious efforts
should be done for recovery of excess/irregular payment from
the delinquent officers/officials, besides taking suitable action.

18,800/- It was noticed that various Shahidi Samaraks and Chowks were
decorated on the occasion of independence day with flowers and
the same was purchased from open market in piece meals to
avoid sanction of house without collecting quotations unting to
Rs.18,800, which was clear cut violation of instructions issued
by Govt. from time to time.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

With reference to Para No. 9.Chchamadkpag.bhp, it is informed that due to the dispute in
the Honorable High Court of Chandigarh between the old and new Gratuity Act, the amount of
gratuity along with interest was given to the employee as per the old Act. The interest amount of
Rs 1,02,772/- was paid to the applicants in compliance with the orders of the Honorable High
Court of Chandigarh, in which there is no need to fix the responsibility of any officer/employee of
the office. Therefore, it is recommended to end the paragraph.

tRT 510 9 Appendix-Hl @ HeH # gfa fhar wirar & & A9+ Sw =rarey avsiTe
U=yl tae W 9 ¢ H fage & Fead R Uae & ER FHAN B 4= @ If¥
e dfgq 1 72 o Wi S e A F qaE AEg 9w ey e @
ameET @ SFuTer T H M 1.02772/— wo fFA mm oor fGud Fwiem @ fRA
o)/ Frar o o FuiRa & s T8l 99| orT: URT WA SR 9 iR
CaRCIC I
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With reference to Para No. 9.Chchamadkapag.bhp, it is informed that on the occasion of
Independence Day, orders are issued by the Deputy Commissioner that Independence Day is to be
celebrated with pomp and the arrival of the Chief Guest is fixed at all those places. It is very
important to do beautification work. Working through tender is likely to take a lot of time to
complete the tender process. Therefore, keeping in mind the paucity of time and considering the
work as urgent, the said work was completed at the lowest rates by taking manual quotations from
the market. After the work was done, the bills were paid as per rules. Keeping all the above facts
in mind, the said amount cannot be recovered, hence it is recommended to close the paragraph.

891 A0 9 Appendix-HI & Hed # gfad fear Grar & & wdzar fRaw & Suydey ¥
SUTYERT FEIGT gRT MY WY 6y 9T & 6 wacd=an faw 31 gaum | F4797 W1 gar &
g g IRy & arr a9 B 8 S w Il R digdere &1 e fr o efy
MAIE B | CUSY & ARG | BRI B H VSR UfHAT BT QUf FHRA TG BB THI T Bl
AT B 8 | ST WHT B B Bl AEITOR W BV G B BT AR ATALIE A §Y
Hieh IR BRIRA SAEBINAT FRT IR F TRIT G R G $H €l R Iad 1 Pl g0
FRAT AT 7| Hrd f5y o R el &1 sl Frmrgar @ wE ot | SwRia w el
B A H WId gy 9 AR B Repa@ & o A8 g9l gafog R wEw aRe @
fwifer @ ot 2|

If2efu 177 Appendiv-i’ ds bl ijk s i,baV uacj %10% dks isafMax jikk trk gSA

11. |Rewari - Contacts for one dumper for lifting garbage was given for
breaking periods instead of one year. Apart from this the
amount for First, Second and Third breaking period was
Rs.4,52,142, Rs. 98,000 and Rs.81,000 (for one month)
respectively, which is not justified.

1,02,427/- The payment of interest of Rs.1,02,427 could have been avoided
if the Municipal Administration had not delayed the payment of
an employee. Investigation in the matter may be initiated and
responsibility fixed and recovery of the loss be made good from
the pocket of defaulting official.

20,000/- The bill of Videography/ Photography to the tune of 20,000
could be avoided by using the camera of Municipal Office
instead of hiring photographer for the purpose of meeting of
councillors. The payment was irregular and without proper
sanction.

1,00,00,000/- | The amount to the tune of Rs.1,00,00,000 as instance were
received as a loan in the General Cash Book from other cash
book of various grants in aid received from time to time from
State/ Central Government Deptt Agencies but the relevant
Grant Cash book was not put up to verify the accuracy of
figures received as so-called loan. The transfer of this heavy
amount from grants without any permission of the authority
sanctioning the grant was highly irregular. Further, the amounts
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transferred as loan were spent for the purpose of payment of
salary of municipal staff and other expenses. This was clear cut
violation of rules. Suitable disciplinary action may be initiated
against the Official/officer responsible for this Irregularity

8,120/- During Audit it was noticed that Rs.8,120 were deposited as a
penalty for late filing return in Income Tax Department as
deduction of TDS from employees Salary Contractor payment
for the financial year 2015-16. This amount should to be paid
out of pocket of defaulting Officer/ DDO concerned, beside
taking suitable disciplinary action against him.

54,800/- An amount of Rs.54,800 was spent for purchases of Flower for
decoration of Rao Tula Ram Stadium on account of Geeta
Jayanti which was not a fit charge on the Fund and wasteful
expenditure. Ine wasteful amount spent may either be got
regulatized or made good from the official at fault.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

Contact for one dumper for lifting garbage in emergency as essential services and the
dumper was taken from open market at that time. So, para may be dropped.

A F HaRll & ded Muadreld Rfd § @el oM g VP SR g e N
T SR Y THY ol FI6MR F forar mar or ) 3@ W B g B HE B HE G |

At that time Municipal Council, Rewari is not in condition to pay that amount, the payment
of interest paid to the employees as per court order. So, para may be dropped.

39 997 TR uRug, Y1) 89 R @1 A axd o Refy # 9@ off, & @ B
A B JTAR HHANNAT Pl TS BT YA BT AT | 3T URT PI §TU BR PR P P
N |

The camera of Municipal Office is not in proper working condition at that time, so video
grapher is hired in emergency at that time. So, para may be dropped.

TR e sRfad & Sw 99 99T e W a1 e A Rufy § 98 g g
SUIY O 99 aMurdaTely Refa § JIf$ar 9hs &1 &\ W) Tar o 81 o UNT @I
ST B B BT BE DY

The funds were taken for salary & allowances to the employee due to poor financial
position of the Municipal Council, Rewari. But as of now the amount has been refunded to the
concerned grant/account. The loan has been settled & nothing is outstanding as on date. So, para
may be dropped.

TR gRye, Yarel & wyE Ay Rafd & sru daRal $1 Jaq &k 9 @ forg
geRIR ot TS off | ofhe ol ao W W srgeTeE # g R @) g ¥ | ®OT @
fue wx fear mar € ok oot A& @ W gET 98 ¥ I U B §IU BRA BN B
HE PN |
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At that time Municipal Council, Rewari is not in condition to pay that amount, so that the
payment of TDS paid to the concerned department deposited late. So, para may be dropped.

I g9g R uRue, ardl 9" Wl @ giaE e @ Rafd § a9 o), R
T faWmT & SN BT YA o) Y T g1 | AW U1 Bl U P IR BN FE
N |

The payment is made after collecting quotations from local market on the occasion of 15th
august (Independence Day) district level program by order of SDO (C), Rewari vide Endst. 388-
405/Steno dated 11.03.2015. The payment is total of 04 bills amounting less then Rs.10,000/- So,
the amount is not waste full. So, para may be dropped.

15 AT (Tad=n fRaw) @ R R Rien widw aiwd @ o sl () ard)
B MRIAER R IOR 9 IR UhF BYE B g6 qIaE fRar o g
388—405 /WAl [P 11.03.2015. YA F& 04 &l &7 & = AR %. 10,000/ — F FH
&, gaferg, IR ot ave @tk A€ ¥ I W7 DY FTU B BRA BT B BN

If2efu 177 Appendiv-i’ ds bl ijk s i,baV uacj %11% dks isafMax jlkk trk gSA

12. |Sirsa | --- While tracing the vouchers files 2013-14, 2014-15 of M.C. Fund it was
noticed that 51 cheques were issued without audit, which is highly
irregular.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

Post audit of these vouchers has been done by Municipal Council Sirsa. In future, checks will be
issued only after getting the vouchers audited as per rules.

TRuRYE RRET gR1 g9 a9l &1 dive anfSe @xamn o g1 8| 4w § Rugar
qISTRT @ ST HYar SUNT 8l df oI [y o |

2efu 177 Appendiv-t’ ds bl ijk oy i,baV uacj %12'% dks isafMax jikk trk gSA

13. | Jind 2,05,982/- | An amount of Rs.2,05,982 on account of interest on late deposit of
service tax was paid to the Commissioner. Excise and Taxation deptt.
Vide voucher no. 67 of 4/2016. The same was still not recovered from
the firm/defaulting officials. The same may be recovered

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

The amount of Rs 2,05,982/- shown in the above paragraph has been recovered by the
Municipal Council, Jind. Therefore, you are requested to drop the para.

S U1 # guig g W Ho 2,05982/— H TR UREE S ERT AR AW @l TE
2| o1 3y AEIGY | SaT URT HAHIKT R BT SR AT Wi 2

2efu 177 Appendiv-t’ ds bl ijk oy i,baV uacj %13'% dks isafMax jikk trk gSA
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14. | Bhiwani 6,99,519 | While checking it was noticed that the payment in 8 cases the
amount of Rs.6,99,519 was found to be irregular as no supporting
record or instruction rules was put up in audit to justify the
authenticity of the payment.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

The amount from serial number 1 to serial number 7 was deposited in Haryana Pension
Fund for the payment of pension fund and retirement dividends of the employees of Municipal
Council, Bhiwani. There has been no irregularity of any kind here. In response to the amount of
Rs. 305813/- recorded at serial no. 8, you are informed that the said amount was paid to the
employees as the amount of LTC block year 2012-2015. Objection was lodged by the audit
department that this amount was released after the expiry of the said period. Here it is brought to
your notice that the said amount has been issued by the Haryana Government vide letter no.
13/19/2008-2511 dated 10.07.2017 (copy attached herewith) under which the time period of the
said disciplinary suspension was extended.

A O FHE TR 1 W FHG AR 7 IF B A1 eRIwn v wug § R ufeg,
e & Feaal & e Bre vd Wargd aArier @ e o I 5 dwars T o |
el e N yer & B a8 = T8 B FEie TRR 8 R g9 Wf¥r 305813/
TR @ W@ H MB!I HRarar oen € f5 97 W LTC Block Year 2012—2015 @
IR B WU F wHAriRal B arer @ s o | o anfee fawmer gwr amufy < @ e o
Iad Block Year HHIW tx ¥ W @R &1 72 | I&f Y #EI9y & 9 H or oral € b
Ta W ERATT WRER R SN UF HAG 13/19/2008—2511 &6 10.07.2017 oras a&d
Faqd LTC Block Year &1 Gaamafey g1 <f 78 o |

efu 177 Appendix-t ds bl ijk ki ib’V u'c? %14% dt i BMx T[T trut 7j

15. |Hodal 6,96,100/- | An amount of 6,82,243 and X 13,857 paid vide for purchase of
LMV Mahindera & Mahindera Bolero and Insurance of newly
purchased vehicle without sanction of Hon'ble C.M. E past facto
sanction may be obtained to regularise the matter,

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

A Government vehicle Bolero was purchased in reference of Haryana Government Memo
No 2/6/2005-RV A dated 05-08-2009 & 2/6/2005 dated 05-10-2016. It was also recommended and
passed in MC House meeting 2016.s0 Vehicle was purchased according to rules & instruction
mentioned above. So please drop down the audit paras

Uh Geprl ared dleRl eRAvm wWeeR @ AW G4 2/6/2005-3RAQ (D
05—08—2009 3N 2 /6 /2005 el 05—10—2016 & deW # wder ar or| g9 vadl 899
AfST 2016 # A rqEifaa ik wiRa far war o) swfey ara sw Sfeafaa FHawi sk
fcen & orguR wder T o | 3 U DY FIU B IR BT FE N

2efu 177 Appendiv-t’ ds bl ijk oy i,baV uacj 15% dks isafMax jikk trk gSA
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16. | Meham 3,000/- A sum of 3,000 was paid out of Municipal Fund to an applicant
on account of delay in furnishing the required information. The
amount may be recovered from the official at fault or regularized
with sanction of competent authority.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

Necessary action is being taken against the erring officer/official as per rules.

afl aifrerd / e @ fawg FaaeeR sravas sriad & o1 8 8|

If2efu 177 Appendiv-i’ ds bl ijk s ibaV uacj 16'% dks isafMax jlkk trk gSA

17. 58,80,003/- | While Tracing the Vouchers in General Cash Book for the month
of 10/16, it was noticed that the payment of 5 Vouchers of
amount Rs.58,80,003 was made by the Municipal Committee
against 5 vouchers without pre-audit is contravention of the rules.
Suitable action may be taken against the official at fault.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

The vouchers/record is being placed before audit for post audit.

qree / Rl @) uive 3iifde @ fou oiifde & wwer war & w1 2|

2efu 177 Appendiv-1’ ds bl ijk oy i,baV uacj %17% dks isafMax jikk trk gSA

18. |[Nilokheri |10,29,160 Rs.10,29,160 were paid on account of various payments without
pre-audit needs to be justified.

40,000/- An amount of Rs. 40,000 was paid on account of compound fees
to the S.D.O. UHBVN, Nilokheri for street light point without
taking the light connection and found theft case. The same may
be justified, responsibility may be fixed and the amount
recovered from the officer/official at fault.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

The various payments of Rs. 1092160/-made by the Municipal Committee Nilokheri were
for the salaries of the sanitation workers and the oil billa of the fire vehicle etc., Le
Essential/Emergency Service, after payment, their vouchers have also been verified by the audit
branch. Therefore, you are requested to please drop the audit para.

TRUIfHT NAES BRI 1092160 / —%0 &1 o fafy=1 serpefi & 7€ 8 98 9w
HHAINGT & a7 9 BER Ml & Od P Ao sdng B e & e oAl i te
Essential/Emergency Service | 3@l TURFG g9a arde’ afse wgr gRr aRiwE 1
FRAN O g 8| IR & HAIid BIieyfodl | Jerve 2| 3 IRT §U & & FT
BN |
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An amount of Rs. 40000/- has been deposited by Secretary Municipal Comminee Nilokheri
to the Electricity Department. Because at that time a case in court was filed against the Municipal
Committee by the electricity department, after this a case was filed in the district court by the then
officials. After the court case escape the fine of rupes 40000/- deposit in the shape of
Compounding fee. Therefore, you are requested to please drop the audit para.

RIS NAEE & TPl AT R H0 40000/ — W& &) AT fASrell famm
@I Compounding Fee & IR U% & &dls g3 © | #Ifd 6 999 Al T grr urferar
TR Electricity Theft &1 %1 a-1T 141, 39 SR deblald AfRSRAl grr e =y
# B9 IR A T e SR A i1 W g9 $ Y JorelE |ted / U gRT
40000 94 @1 ¥If'T Compounding Fee & TR TR WTAT HxdTs 73 | 3 IRT §TT BT BT HC
BN |

If2efu 177 Appendiv-i’ ds bl ijk s i,baV uacj Y18'% dks isafMax jlkk trk gSA

19. | Taraori 10,200/- A payment to the tune of Rs.2,156 & Rs.8,044 was made in excess
for filling return of service tax, and Income tax respectively.
Recovery along with interest needs to be made besides taking action
against the defaulting officer/ official.

11,628/- | An excess amount of Rs.11,628 was paid to M/s Pankaj Const. Co.
Recovery along with interest needs to be effected from the contractor/
concerned officer/ officials and compliance shown to audit.

1,40,425/- | Rs.1,40,425 were paid on account of Ex-Caratia Financial Assistance
to Smt. Sheela Devi Wo Late Sh. Om Parkash Safai Karamchari in
excess. The amount may be recovered along with Interest besides
taking suitable action against the officer official at fault.

1,55,287/- | An Excess payrient of Rs.1,55,287 was made on account of penalty/
excess paid in capacitor fincl surcharge to BSNL and UHBVN as
detailed in Audit Recovery of the same along with interest he mude
besides taking action against the defaulting officer official.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

In this audit para, notice 5 has been issued to the concerned agency for recovery of Rs.
2156/-. Apart from this, Rs. 8044/- which has been shown in the audit para, has been paid in the
form of electricity bill. Related bills are being searched in the records. After receiving the records,
a copy of the related bill will soon be sent to your service. Therefore, the concerned party should
take pains to file the complaint in the office.

59 afse IR1 # Ho 2156 /— ©UY P Repadl 2q Twafd gor=il &I F1fed 5 TN &
feam T 8| gua faRed Ho 8044 / —Bud O anfee v § quly—md 2 o faweh & faw
F WY H ERr @ T & | THEfd adr o RS # ey B o e g1 Res $ fAew
SR e faar @ o Seg B amgd! Fa1 ¥ 99 <F WA | of: weERd I B g%y
3TRIel BT BT P DY |




&3

In this audit para, notice has been issued to the concerned agency for recovery of Rs.
11628/-. The audit objection will be removed after recovery and verification from audit soon.

g9 anfee OR7 # Ho 11628 /6 B Raadl B wHfT gordl @l ey Tt &
fear mar &1 g & Read) oxa anfee ¥ IRwE wxamaw anfse mufy & g sear f&an
ST |

Regarding audit para, it is reported that a letter has been issued as per office letter number
2955 dated 05.12.2023 for recovery of Rs. 140425/- from the concerned employee Mrs. Sheela
Devi. Your recovery will be done soon and you will be informed about it. Therefore, please take
pains to register your feet in the office.

anfee 91 ar Ruid @) ol 8 6 g avard shafa ofen 3 @ o 140425 /-
w9 @ Reedl 2 Prafdg @ U3 FHIP 2955 [adid 05122023 ITAR U W par
2| Wew &1 Raad Fxamex Ay welgy &1 |ar # gfua w fear o | e N @ awer
RId B BT FE B |

Regarding this audit para, it is reported that the MGBME amount of Rs. 217.29/- which is
shown in the audit para. Which came as surcharge in telephone bills. It was paid for. Apart from
this, an amount of Rs 155068.37 was paid as electricity bill/fine. Related bills are being searched
in the records. After receiving the records, a copy of the related bill will soon be sent to your
service. Therefore, the concerned party should take pains to file the complaint in the office.

39 anfee Iy qr Ruid &) @) & H0 21?.29/—@2’3 &I excess Paid Amount ol 27fge
i1 % gy g & | W 2fewie & faar # wRast @ w9 # o] g o | 9w e
@1 TS ol | 3ud IfaRed 155068.37 U B IR Awel & @a/SAH & w9 7 @ 72 o |
THfT e @ Raere # qarer fear o <81 2| Ree & foq suwwr=a gwfa e @ gfa
STeg B g Far # A9 &) WY | I g=iid R 6 ehiR gikad e @ P P |

2efu 177 Appendiv-t’ ds bl ijk oy i,baV uacj %19'% dks isafMax jikk trk gSA

20. |Pehowa |36,000/- |An amount of Rs.36,000 was paid in excess to the Advocate who was
not on panel. Suitable action may be taken against the official at fault.

40,039/- | Payment amounting to Rs.40,039 were made in ex vide check no.
368121 and 615746. This was min order. Amount paid in excess may
be got recovered from the official at fault.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

Regarding the objection raised by the audit, it is clarified that the important case of
Municipality Pehowa was represented by Mr. Teerth Singh, Senior Advocate of Municipality
Pehowa. A proposal regarding payment of the above cases was also passed in the house meeting of
Municipal Corporation Pehova on 09-11-2016. A copy of which is attached. Therefore, the
payment in the said cases was made as per the rules.

So please end this paragraph.
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3ffee g1 oie TTs 3mufa N e fhar oar &, b SvRuifarsmr fuger grr 2 el
e, aRs rfderdr g1 TRulferd g & Ae@yel 9 @1 I & 13 o | I FH 3
e I TR, aiferdr fUgar 9F a9 #ifeT § foiw 09—11—2016 F1 g o U fHar
Tar o | foraat vt e \e B | ard: 9w @l @ At e @ s ot

T 39 URT B A BRA B FAT I

Regarding the objection raised by the audit, it is clarified that an amount of Rs 39/-
(2669-2660 and 16398-16368) has been deposited in the concerned account by the Municipality
Pehowa and an amount of Rs 40000/- (264306-224306) has been deposited in the concerned
account. The cash book was inspected in which it was found that the said amount had been
transferred to the agency as the remaining amount of Rs. Which has also been verified by the audit
branch.

So please end this paragraph.

Jifee grT &g WE ufy AR W fFar war 8, 5 FRuiferer fogar grr 39,/ —
TUY BT NI (2669—2660 T 16398—16368) FHIRIT W H STHT HXAT & 3 & Tl 40000/ —
(264306—224306) ®UYY &) RN &1 DU gb § Adclidd fhar v KR urar war & S
far Qﬁ?ﬁ Lo Discretionery Grant o1 g= 9y I Pl TT"E;( off | forgeT aiffee omar 9 ﬁfﬂﬁrsf
At war faar mar 2|

I 3 URT BT A FRA B AT BN |

efu 177 Appendiv-t’ ds bl ijk oy i,baV uacj %20% dks isafMax jikk trk gSA

21. | Safidon |1,02,401/- |Rs. 100000+2401=1,02,401 were collected through G8 receipt but
not deposited in M.C. Fund, thus embezzled misappropriated. The
same needs to be justified and interest may be recovered from the
official at the fault besides taking suitable action.

9,457/- In various cases, an amount of Rs.9,457 was paid in excess to the
bank/ claimant, which was not fit charge on the Municipal Fund and
the same may be claimed recovered from the bank/claimant or
official at fault.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

In the context of the above paragraph, you are informed that an amount of Rs. 100000/- has
been deposited by the Municipal Committee Safidon. Received under G8 No. 1/962 which was
deposited in bank account number 55109690764 (State Bank of India) on 04.04.2016. Records
related to Rs 2401/- are being searched. You will be informed about this soon.

Sad IR &\ H U WElgw Pl e drardy e & B R §o 100000/—%wq
TRUTHT FHIET §RT G8 No- 1/962 & Ted W gY ol fb f31% 04.04.2016 &1 9% @
[T 55109690764 (State Bank of India) # STHT 91 a1 a7 21| oM@ 96 Weire & 9fd
Her™l B 2401/—30 ¥ gwfa Reie & darT & o & 2| 39 9R UGN Weg &
ST dNd] ﬁle I |

Record is being traced and reply of this para will be updated soon.

TS T TaT AT O @7 8 SN 39 URT &7 SN Oles 2 JUSe [HAT e |

2ef2u 177 Appendiv-t’ ds bl ijk oy i,baV uacj %21% dks isafMax jikk trk gSA
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22. |Naraingarh |11,454/- |Rs.11,454 were paid in excess on account of various payments.
The amount may be recovered from the official at fault.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

The amount of Rs. 2318/- from Sh. Shivin Mehta, Contractor is recovered vide Voucher
No. 209 of 8/17 dated 10-08-2017 & the amount from Sh. Parveen Kumar, Contractor of Rs.
9147/-is recovered vide Voucher No.164 of 3/17 dated 01-03-2017. So the total amount of Rs.
11455/-is recovered by MC Naraingarh.May, drop the Para please.

By @ N 2318 /— A A | AfeF dgar, IPer ®) fedid 10-08—2017 D 8/17 B
aSER Fav 209 3R S A AR Y age I TE 2| WIT AR, SHER T | 9147 / —
gy HiS 164 faTi® 3/17 R 01—-03—2017 W1 a9q@ far mam| o @a IR %o
11455 / — Al IRIIVATG BT a9e fsan 77 81 o 9 URT §1U IR B FUT B |

efu 177 Appendiv-1’ ds bl ijk oy i,baV uacj %22'% dks isafMax jikk trk gSA

23. | Kanina 63,35,819/- | Payments of Rs.63,35,819 made without getting the pre audited
in different cases needs to be justified.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

The concerned employee has been informed about the completion of the records of the
amount shown in the paragraph by the Municipal Corporation, so that after getting all the bills post
audited, the report can be sent to your service for further action and full efforts are also made by
the office in this regard.

TR o gr1 see § qufg 78wl &1 Rer gof e =g wda e @
Har # HAT O HO TT §9 GaY H drterd gRT yut ware fmd o @ €

2efu 177 Appendiv-t’ ds bl ijk oy i,baV uacj %23'% dks isafMax jikk trk gSA

24, | Ateli Mandi

Payments made without getting the bills pre-audited in different
cases needs to be justified

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

These bills are being submitted to Auditor for post audit.

I el uive 3iifEe & v aiifgey & wit o <8 €1

2efu 177 Appendiv-1’ ds bl ijk oy i,baV uacj %24"% dks isafMax jikk trk gSA

25. | Ferojpur Jhirka |23,73,034/- |Payments of Rs.23,73,034 made without getting the bill pre
audited in different cases needs to be justified.
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The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

As per LAD report 2016-17 vide DULB memo no. DULB/Audit/BA-1/2023/32/58-88 Dt
18-10-2023. Appendix-'H' payment of Rs. 2373034/- made without getting the bill pre in different
cases needs to be justified.

In this connection it is submitted that details of said appendix taken from the annual audit
report 2016-17. Total 20 no vouchers were traced out. While scrutinized these vouchers it is found
that these vouchers were audited by Audit branch with audit pencil and in some of vouchers
amount was corrected by Audit Branch. Here it is also cleared that amount paid by the then
officers of MC FPJ.

Hence, as detailed above said appendix relates to MC FPJ be dropped in the interest of MC
Ferozpur Jhirka.

gergdl RAE 2016—17 & IER Quued) AF Ho  Srwad)/@ifye s fiu—1/
2023 /32 /58—88 f&id 18—10—2023 | URRIE—Iqa? SW &1 YoM, A= #=al 4 fae
qd grat faby faT fbg g 2373034 / — @ ST GENT WM @ TSR R |

g6 day ¥ fAgeq & 5 Qg uRfdre &1 fawo aiffe sifse Rud 2016—17 & forn
AT B | FA 20 A ASER BT GA ST TN 3T ARSI B A FA W Tl Tl B g
aeeRl B Siifse T g ofife UfRia 9 offfee fFar = o ok B ars=’l # ¥ &1
iffeT omar g1 9l favar mar o7 | 98 g N 9% & T B fF o umdel @ dre
sifreTRat 1 feh wif¥r @1 e fasar o,

gofere, oo 5 SR garm T @ 5 ool vl 9 wéa uRfre @ oaed
fhRIoTqR kT @ f&a # ger f&ar S arfey |

2efu 177 Appendiv-1’ ds bl ijk oy i,baV uacj %25'% dks isafMax jikk trk gSA

26. | Pundri - The purchases in at least 16 cases was made in piece meals
without adopting proper purchase procedure.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

it is informed that Municipal Corporation Pundri will review the said bills and take action.
Therefore, you are requested to please drop this para.

Y HETE P el A A BRarAl o & b TR e qued g1 Saw e &
gl PRD PRI Fel H g QI | I Y ARG ¥ AR & b S URT B
THR SIS HR B [T BN

If2efu 177 Appendiv-i’ ds bl ijk oy i,baV uacj 26" dks isafMax jlkk trk gSA

27. | Hathin 3,53,887/- | Payments of Rs.3,53,887 de without getting the bill pre audited in
different cases needs to be justified
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The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

Bills amounting to Rs.3,53,887 will be post audited by the audit branch in future.
%03,53,887 @ fdel @ HAwr § 3fif¥e wmrar grr dive 3ifEe ww foar s

If2efu 177 Appendiv-i’ ds bl ijk s i,baV uacj %27% dks isafMax jlkk trk gSA

28. | Nissing 15,050/- Although Committee has already a BSNI, broadband connection for
which committee was paying 1,498 taxes on monthly basis yet
committee installed another Airtel internet connection from M/s
Ganesh broadband service Nissing by paying Rs. 15,050/- which
could be avoided.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

In case of any emergency, if BSNL internet facility was not available, Airtel was installed
for backup, but after that, Airtel broadband was switched off and only BSNL internet facility was
availed. Has been. So please end the paragraph.

fopdy o amur Rerfay # AlvagAld @) gewe gfaen a1 B W) WRadd @1 463
% for oA T o, @S 9SS 918 Wued diede @ 9 dd g R flvavata
geevde Bl & gfaar o o @ 81 & U FEE B B HUr o |

If2efu 177 Appendiv-i’ ds bl ijk s i,baV uacj 28" dks isafMax jlkk trk gSA

29. |Ratia 1,61,925/- | While checking the log book of Vehicle no. HR59B-060 (Bolero), it
has been noticed that vehicle was used beyond the jurisdiction
without permission from competent authority. The Tentative cost of
the fuel for 3175 Itr. Is Rs. 1,61,925. The journey performed by the
different officer/officials either be regularized from the competent
authority or recovered from the official at fault.

6,068,250/~ |Rs. 1,48,83,750/- were deposited by the allottee of shop as non-
refundable security at the time of auction of municipal shops held on
18.04.13. But on 25.04.2013 stay was granted on land and order was
given for refund or security earnest money alongwith 9% interest
after 1 year & seven month. But the committee failed to comply the
court order and the payment was made on 5/3/2015 alongwith
interest @12%, resulting into excess payment of Rs. 6,68,250.
Responsibility may be fixed for excess payment.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

Orders for meetings are immediately received from the Director, Urban Local Bodies,
Haryana, Panchkula, for defending court cases in the Honorable High Court and from other
authorities outside the district. Due to which in such a situation the meeting cannot be attended on
time with prior permission of the competent authority. Therefore, keeping the above facts in mind,
please take pains to file the audit para in the office.
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"1, w8 wria e, sRamn, dagen, MR ST WEed § BIe ddl o
it g7 7 Rt ¥ 9x o TReN 9 $5% ® a7 g U B # | R wrer 3
Rerfer # wer ot & gd gl @ w1y do@ # I WX 9T T8 o O Wb | onn:
S TN B FEATOR Y@ §Y AT W B THRR ARG B BT B Y|

Hon'ble High Court has issued order that refundable amount should be paid at the rate of
9% before 18.04.2013. If any committee/council fails to return the amount within the given time
period then the committee will have to refund the amount at 12%. Will give. During the period
2013-14, the financial condition of the Municipality was serious and the Municipality did not have
many sources of income. The Municipality failed to pay the amount on time and as per the order of
the Court, the Municipality returned the amount at the rate of 12% on 05.03.2015. Therefore,
keeping the facts in mind, please take pains to file the audit para in the office.

AR Iod AT | 318 T Rl fdhar € f fGA® 18042013 ¥ W@ 9 B &R W
amge I f'T w1 A e S arfey aft e wfafa /aRee < € W sty § af'T
aiftg &= § fAwer & 2 a1 afdfy 122 uf'r aiftg @x < | ad 201314 & @@ & SRE
yiferer o ey Refy i off sk uifsrer & g amg & sl g 7€) o | sRurfere:
fefRa s w AT @1 e e # fAvd W@ sk wem & ene TgER uifesr §
fesie 05.03.2015 @1 122 B &% @ AT AMAF TR & 7F A @ FAN BT FHTOR WIS §Y
3iif$e Y T guaR IRIA FI BT B BN |

If2efu 177 Appendiv-i’ ds bl ijk s i,baV uacj %29'% dks isafMax jlkk trk gSA

30. |Kharkhoda |2,702/- Official within the radius of 20 km of the headquarters had
claimed TA/DA for jouney performed by him whereas he was
ineligible for the said claim. The irregular/excess amount paid in
question may be recovered from the official at fault.

5,37,672/- | A huge number of irregular, excess and avoidable payment/
expenditure was made to the tune of Rs. 5,37,672 in various
cases. Suitable action besides recovery of excess payment with
interest should be taken against the official at fault.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

In view of the urgent need, the employee had traveled in his personal vehicle, in which the
employee, out of ignorance, had booked the TA rates as per the previous year's TA rates and in
accordance with point No. 26 (1) of the Finance Department's Notification No. 2/2/2023-4FR/1571
dated 19.07.2016. ) has traveled in his own vehicle as per grade point number which is appropriate
and is sent to your service for concluding the paragraph.

BN ENT Y A’ Thdl @ HegeoN 309 SOl argq 9 g @ g ofl o
FHHAR G ASTIAEY gd & SoYo Ne¥ ITHR Hom a1 9 fac T &1 srefigemn e
2/2/2023—4UHR /1571 f&Td 19.07.2016 & fg 70 26 (1) # US IVand V AR 39
args | I @ S & ot b ofd @ O wEra e & e war # 9fde #)
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Vr.No. &
Month

Amount

Details

3C 9/15

10562

Pay to Sanjay hardware
on a/c of purchase of
bags chunna black cobra
phynayle etc. but neither
sanction of competent
authority war obtained
nor entry in stock register
was not made.

TR A HS B ol W I BT [BSPHE
SHfed & offd amawgs o forae ded
qmrd waE W g & [oee
ERAIT AT T BRI | TRele @
HH1e ¢ fhraa &1 yanr fasar ey
Sad T W anfee wET ¥ OHIOT
ISR FEaR FEaE omd #
CIERvILEl

3D 9/15

23040
8915

Paid to Vijender clerk for
cleaning of drain without
pre-audit and sanction of
competent authority was
not obtained.

qifter & #FH @ HegdoR IEY
SR B Ude B fou wefed |
el A gwE eNare WrHl 3
grawes Y e mgaer B
Taa U # anfee

05 9/15

42525

Paid to 5 Nos Safai
karamchari on a/c of
wages of 8/15 without
sanction of CA & excess
rate of wages paid for Rs.
405 per (8100 to 8505)

TR giferd), WeEiEr gR1 WER &
diferell SER 7,/2014 ¥ 24 WHIS
FHARAT B Uiferdr A WO
8100/~ % dfoAE IgaR  fhay
fFar @1 e URR] Haryana Govt.
General administration Department (In
General Services-II Branch) @& TUH
FHIB 16/7/2015-3GSII dated 6 June
2016 1 ruTer # U= # afoiq WRr
q0 3 DI —After due
consideration, it has been decided that
the wages rate/ wage formula
mentioned in Para (ix) of Part-I of the
Policy dated 06.04.2015 be revised
w.e.f. June, 2014 till date keeping in
view a 5% increase from 1% April of
every subsequent year (rounded to be
next Rs. 10/-) and wages shall be paid
to the contractual employees on fixed
minimum wages or DC rate of relevant
District whichever is higherl 3N
g 24 WHIZ PHAIRAI B ITD
frafRa a7 7o 8100 /-0 # alia
2015 9 5 uftyerg @ 9fg #o 405 /—
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W0 PYDh HO 8505,/ — WO b IJTHR
& aq+ /R A IgrEh B g R
fSga ®ROT 8 24 WHis HHTIRGl
BT 0 116640 /— WO B A P

06 1.10.15

9750

Quotation without sign of
secretary and not original
letter paid, not
maintained repair
register.

Sad & wed ¥ wealg 4ffg, R
qIfera], TREIGT & SWIEN Heal fofg
M Y| Tad URT H oenfee v W
HAUT YU EARGIE]]
e § oS wImeY |

8 10/15

143736
58969

Wages of 24 Nos Safai
Karamchari on MC Roll
for the month of
Sep/2015  without pre
audit & excess rates of
wages for Rs. Without
pre audit.

TR gTfefdl, WREEl NI RGN &
Uiferel MR 7,/2014 § 24 WHTS
FHHANGT DI GiferdT Jd W7
8100/~ % UfaAE IgER g
fdar a1 o URw Haryana Govt.
General administration Department (In
General Services-Il Branch) @ U3
BHID  16/7/2015-3GSII dated 6™ June
2016 @f T # 93 # aftfg U=
q0 3 @ —After due
consideration, it has been decided that
the wages rate/ wage formula
mentioned in Para (ix) of Part-I of the
Policy dated 06.04.2015 be revised
w.e.f. June, 2014 till date keeping in
view a 5% increase from 1% April of
every subsequent year (rounded to be
next Rs. 10/-) and wages shall be paid
to the contractual employees on fixed
minimum wages or DC rate of relevant
District whichever is higherl 3IHRN
8 24 WHE FHARGT B IAD
fRufRa 3a7 9o 8100 /%0 # oW
2015 9 5 ufoerd & gfg Ho 405,/—

H0 116640 /— W0 @I (&I Bl
2 98 WWaR @ Rermgar &
T ¥ I SUNIE qedl MR
Jad emfee U1 PI TWeR  qIEd
TR DI GYAT PN |
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9 10/15 27000 Paid to Rajender Singh | ¥R Uiféiepr, @vw@ier & U1d &Y Pl
tractor trolly bills without | @e1 SaT9 ¢ 21U HIE gredq A 89
sanction and without pre | @5 N wHfegd @& HEOEON 4
audit. SFEN—CTl TR NP ATH—ThE
& H FarE H9 U FAH Tq I
Frd B oEREft @ TS 7| 9w R
d onfee wer ¥ HAUT OWR
froagar . saE oma § dg
SO |
10 10/15 66280 Without relevant record | R Uifeidl, @y@lal gRI RerR
of MC employee's GPF | el &1 Siloflouwo w@rar 4o
paid to Manager The | gy Y=d  FoRET 9,
Sonipat Central Co-Op. | mx@ier ¥ <9d Rewe W g=<
Society, Kharkhoda. FETER I A U 9P SNodoTHo
# Y (ars Aafgd) 9ad srerE
T S B S ORI H anfSe wREr |
HFOT [ OEER SRarE!
I\ H ATS OO |
11 10/15 33184 Sh. Ranbir Sharma Ex | "R Uifetd], wWe@lial g1 ReERR
Secretary, of A/c of | =gl @1 Wiodiovwmo @ g0
payment of GPF but| gflug Tga @osTRda @,
relevant record not put | wodter ¥ w9uad Rewe W <
up- PRATPR 4 § YTl SF6 1091070
@ uf (s afd) 9Fa! srerif
B TS T Sa W H anfee T |
HHOT SR FREgER A
I\el § g IO |
12 10/15 89921 Jagdish Chander Ex Safai | TR Uifeil, @x@lar gR1 RERR

Daroga of A/c of
payment of GPF but
relevant record not put

up.

=gl @1 Shoflovwo w@rar <o
AHTT Wed dosiTweEd d@,
wde] 9 Sqe Radwe wmod=<
FRATHR 4 § WIS $9F SI109I0THo
# W (s Afgd) S9h e
P TS | Saa I H anfee I ¥
HAOT [ AR SrdrE]

I F TS OIeAT |
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19 8/10/15 12270 Paid to Vijender Singh | @Ry & #HiwW & Weddolw ey #
Clerk on a/c of cleaning | WeRIg &I Vb= & fow w=fRd o
nala through JCB without | 5raf & wwE @wae @l aifd
pre audit & sanction. ara’as ot forad "oraeR @
FHAET T 7| Sad U H anfse
uREl W HAT SR RMER

Hrdard) smel ¥ @ S |

24 11520 Paid to Vijender Singh | aIR¥ & #IWH @& Hegdo &Y H
15.10.2015 Clerk on a/c of cleaning | Wervvg &I Ub- @& fou wafzd #
nala through JCB without | rf o)) wwE @ware o afd
pre audit & sanction. ITaSIEH ?h Rﬁ,ﬁa}, He =¥ Eb-rﬁ

AR AT o | Sad Uy # anfee

Total 537672

I2efu 7T Appendix-i’ ds bl ijk i i,baV uacj %30% dt i M 7[T trut 7j

31. | Indri 4,59,985/- | Payment of Rs. 4,59,985 made without getting the bill pre audited in
different cases needs to be justified.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

The detail of amount for Rs.4,59,985/- is not found to be entered in Cash Book of at that
tenure i.e. 04/2016 to 03/2017.

39 3afdy jufd 04 /2016 W 03,/2017 & @) VT 4,590,985 /— BUY &I faguur By
g& 9 ol 8] Ul A1 8 |

If2efu zr7T Appendix-i* ds bl ijk s i,baV vacj %31% ot i " EMx 7[T trut 7j

32. |Bawal |[3,22,592/- | Various payments of Rs.3,22,592 were made without getting the bills
pre-audited. Disciplinary action may be taken against the official at
fault.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

Regarding post audit of the said bills, the auditor has been informed several times orally
and also in written form vide letter No. MCB/2021/1457A Dt- 20&12&2021 is given.

9o faell & ue difec @ forw siffsey @ 4ifad w7 9 o3 9R J9Tg Har o
g1 2 T fafad wu & o g3 HHl® MCB/2021/1457A Dt- 20&12&2021 feam garm 2 |

If2efu 177 Appendiv-i’ ds bl ijk s i,baV uacj %32'% dks isafMax jikk trk gSA
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33. |Kalanwali | 693/- | An amount of Rs. 693 paid in excess to a building material company. It
may be made good from the official at fault.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

Excess Payment made to M/s Gagan Builders, Khairpur (Sirsa) for Building Material.

o Pt wrRll & e e me ey, SRR (R &1 iR qmam
T |

If2efu ZT77 Appendiv-i ds bl ijk o ibaV uacj %33% dks isafMax j[kk &k gSA

34. | Tauru 28,89,335/- | Various payments of Rs. 28,89,335 were made without getting
the bills pre-audited. Disciplinary action may be taken against
the official at fault.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

As per LAD report 2016-17 vide DULB memo no. DULB/Audti/BA- 1/2023/32/58-88 Dt.
18.10.2023. Appendix-"H" payment of Rs. 2889335/-made without getting the bill pre audited in
different cases needs to be justified.

In this connection it is submitted that as per detail of said appendix of Annual Audit report
2016-17, total 37 nos. vouchers were traced out. Out of which 7 vouchers are already Audited by
LAD with audit pencil and in some of vouchers amount was corrected by Audit Branch. This
office has already requested to RAO. LAD MC-Sohna to Audit rest of the 30-Nos vouchers, and
also a written request vide memo no. MCT/2024/1782 date 10.07.2024 is sent to RAO LAD MC
Sohna.

Here it is also clear that amount which was corrected by the then Audit Officers by using
their Audit pencil paid by the then officers of MC Tauru.

Hence, it is requested that this para may please be dropped in MC Tauru interest.

TegEl Ruid 2016—17 & JER SRUFE A4l 4. Srqued) /aifed) /div— 1,/2023/
32/58—88 fadid 18.10.2023. uRf¥re—"H" vud &1 Ywar | faf=1 wmal # gd &iffSe awg
fa=T 97ITg T 2889335/ — A P IfRT SRR B wER B

3@ ey # faes & f S uRfire @1 faawr arffe afffse RUIE 2016—17 & form
T R | g 37 T ATSTRI HT UaT ormar | R | 7 TRl @1 UAvs! §RT UEe 8
3iffse Uftia & offfse fsmr o ga@r 2 ok 35 aro=Ri & IR oiffse o gmr wd & &
TE B U8 BRI UBd B I oET yRen ), TRURYE e ¥ 9o arsext &
ST T IR AR TN G & | 59 AR G U i THALEY. /2024 /1782 fasiian
10.07.2024 EIRT 38 B w1 forRaa R g 1 5|

el g A W & & e v g R @ 98 5 T RE @ errrl fY
TRUTADT TG, & Teplei JTHIRAT §RT B O ! & | gAfeg, SURT =l Bl & H
W g AU AR B & Ruiferer R # s W @ awor qifad B B Fe B |

I>efu z17T Appendiv-i ds bl ijk ol ibaV uacj %34" dks isafMax jlkk €rk gSA
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35. | Uklana |29,89,215/- | Various payments of Rs. 29,89,215 were made without getting the
bills pre-audited. Disciplinary action may be taken against the
official at fault.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

Regarding para, it was found that most of the bills come in post audit. The review of the
records in relation to Para is to be done again from the audit branch, but due to the additional
workload of other municipalities/councils with the audit branch, there is a delay in re-matching.
The final report will be sent soon after matching.

1 & weg ¥ grr wr f fdwiw R ue offse d o €1 A @ wdy H
el @) wle gEwy Sfdevr e § HA G B, N DT T B U I R
qiferreil / aRuel @1 Aot FRWMR 89 & $RU g e # fdere & =1 8| = &
q1e ofeg &) sifaw Rard O & wmgf

efu 177 Appendiv-t’ ds bl ijk oy i,baV uacj %35% dks isafMax jikk trk gSA

36. | Bhuna 21,74,758/- | Various payments of Rs. 21,74,758 were made without getting the
bills pre-audited. Disciplinary action may be taken against the
official at fault.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

The vouchers for the said period will be audited soon.

Sad AR D GIIER] Bl oleg & Jfee Pxar f2ar e |

If2efu 177 Appendiv-i’ ds bl ijk s i,baV uacj %36% dks isafMax jlkk trk gSA

37.|Rajaund |47,512/- Sh. Ishwar Verma Municipal Engineer joined and worked in M.C.
Rajaund during 04.08.16 to 24.08.16 without any sanctioned post of
M.E. and Rs.47,512 was paid as salary to him for this period which
was not in order. Approval of Competent Authority for payment of
salary may be obtained.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

A paragraph has been imposed by the Audit Department regarding paying salary without
the approval of the Municipal Engineer. After the joining of Municipal Engineer by the
Municipality, letter number 604 dated 08.08 was sent to the Government regarding the post. Was
written in 2016. (Copy attached) And a request was made by the Municipality to send the office
letter number 6153DHD dated 12.11.2021 to the District Municipal Commissioner Kaithal along
with its recommendations to the government. The above paragraph will be settled as soon as
approval is received from the government. So please drop the above paragraph.

anfee fawmr grr wiferer sifrawa @ a1 w@ofd @ da9 <9 ar w1 @ T R
TRUfSTRT g1 urferepr SMfAT=T @7 SIS R+ @ §i¢ WaN df Ug g UF PHG
604 a7 08.08. 2016 I formr T o | (AT or=) a TRUAGT §RT TRTET & U3 FHIS
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6153/MCR 12.11.2021 I foTall TR ARTH Dot Bl 301 FHHIRY wfed & TRBR B Ao
TR IR fHar T o7 | AR W Wpfa g 81 8 9% R 1 Fues fEar SR e
S ORT FTU B B HUT BN |

IPefu 2177 Appendini d” bl §71 o il uacj %37% dks isafMax j[kk &k gSA

38. |Barara |16,221/- |An amount of Rs. 16,221 was paid in excess in various cases. The
amount may be recovered from the official at fault.

The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

Regarding the above paragraph, you are informed that as per the objection issued by the
Audit Department, whatever Magma payment was made by the office, it was received by the
office as per the receipt no. 0010852128002973 2974, 2975,2976 dated 13.08.2021 and B&W
page no. 97 (copy attached). ) has been recovered from the concerned.

Therefore, in view of the above facts, please feel free to drop the above paragraph.

Jaq UNT AN Y HEIGY BT AT HRal Wil © b anfee e grr oy amgfy
ITHR PRI ERT Wil Al excess SN @ W ofl, @8 PEIGY R IEE
H0010852128002973 2974, 2975,2976 fai® 13.08.2021 T Cash Book U® o 97 (fy Her)
@ IR HafT & Repaw w2 off 7€ 7|

T IR oAl B FEATOR Iqd URT Bl G B B Bl BE PN |

If2efu ZT77 Appendiv-i ds bl ijk o ibaV uacj %38% dks isafMax j[kk &k gSA

39. | Radaur 59,12,197/- The Budget of the Municipal Committee for the year
2016-17 was not got sanctioned from the competent authority
and such expenditure incurred amounting to Rs.59,12,197
during the period under report turned out to be irregular. It is
therefore advised that the ex-post sanction of budget for the
said period may be obtained.

1,50,000/- While reviewing the income and expenditure of the
committee it was notice that Rs.2,50,000 was made on
organizing Ghuga Mandi mela in which apart from the other
expenses such as lighting, sanitation and advertising
Rs.1,50,000 were distributed as prize money to wrestlers
participating in the wrestling competition organized during
the mela without sanction of the Govt. necessary action
should be taken to get the amount regularized.

- The purchases have been made in piece meals to avoid tender
and quotation process for the purchase of furniture,
consumable items, light material and Computers, alongwith
their accessories.

Total 14,27,72,030/-
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The Department in its written reply stated as under: -

Due to new constituted committee budget of MC Radaur was forwarded to DC YNR vide
this office memo no 2099 dated 29.05.2017 which is sanctioned vide there letter no 2054 dated
06.11.2017 as per actual figure. Para may please be dropped.

w2 fea wfifa & eno wE e @1 ave R arguEsie B g9 @rafed s Hee 2009 RS
29052017 @ WEAA 9§ Ao T o, A awefas sifeeEl @ SwR U wWier 2054 RAF 06.11.2017 G W
fopar 81 @ U @1 S0 BN B B O oY

Gugga madi mela is being organised from several years ago. Expenditure of mela were also
audited by local audit time to time. In addition to above MC has generated income more than
expenditure. So in the interest of public as well committee. Para may please be dropped.

T A Wl B anl usel W SRifeid R O @ 8 e & @A B wWmI—wEl W wIH

ergudlen g oRariET ) 3 Wl ol | Suwan @ aftRe vl 9 @ 9 aie A afia @ 8 afee
AEfe oefea § 91 &1 T O BT S B B B T B

MC Radaur was newly constituted on dated 09.02.2016. This office requested to release
some special grant to run the office, but no grant was released. So due to no income of New
Committee purchase was made in small manner to meet out expenditure from own income. All
purchase made out lowest market price. Para may please be dropped.

Tl YRR B AEe G 09.022016 B I M o | §9 @rafem F Frtew wem @ fou @e
fadry argar o #v9 @1 ey [, ofda 918 sgem o 981 e ) gafery 93 wffa @ 91 ama
9 EM © BN W B AT Y =G IW N D (¢ BIC YA 9 wRign @i g | Wi wlEn wgeEad aei
el WY 1 0S| A OV Bl Gy B B Pl B |

If2efu 177 Appendiv-i’ ds bl ijk oy i,baV uacj %39% dks isafMax jlkk trk gSA
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General Observations/ Recommendations of the Committee

The annotated reply of the Audit Reports on the accounts of All Municipal Corporations/
Councils/Committees and Zila Parishads/Panchayat Sanities was placed before the Committee for
Oral Examination.

It is brought to your kind notice that the below mentioned points regarding subject cited
above are recommended for inclusion in upcoming reports.

A huge number of Temporary Advances to tune of Rs.139598.66 lacs for the year 2019-20 is
outstanding for adjustment. This may lead to embezzlement, being serious in nature may be looked
into and strict directions be issued to the concerned District Municipal Commissioners/Chief
Executive Officers to take necessary/prompt action for the adjustment of these Temporary
Advances failing which accountability of the Chief Executive Officers may also be fixed.

Record related to major items such as Property Tax, Building Plan Application, no dues
Certificate etc. is not being put up to audit since last so many years. In the absence of record any
Serious Financial Irregularity may take please. The matter may be looked into and strict directions
be issued to concerned District Municipal Commissioners/ Chief Executive Officers and also fix the
accountability of Chief Executive Officers in this regard.

A large number of Audit Paras/Audit Requisition/ Audit objections are outstanding as
detailed in the respective Annual Audit Reports for settlement but no any serious effort is being
made by the concerned officers to settle these long pending Audit Paras/Audit Requisition/Audit
objections. A special drive in all the Municipalities be got settle these Audit Paras/Audit
Requisition/ Audit objections within a specified time period. The matter may be looked into and
strict directions may be issued to the concerned District Municipal Commissioners Chief Executive
Officers failing which accountability of the concerned may also be fixed.

The Committee has given its recommendation beside the observation given on each
outstanding para in the Audit Reports. The Committee further recommends that all the pending
audit objections/ paras as mentioned in the different reports may be settled after arranging necessary
meeting as well as production of requisite record duly complete in all respect envisaged in the
Annual Audit Reports and Annual Technical Inspection Reports with the concerned officers of
Local Audit Department and Principal Accountant General (Audit), Haryana.

It may also be ensured that the observations will be meticulously implemented and progress
report be submitted to the Committee.
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Statement showing the Pending Paragraphs of Reports of the Committee

(2021-2022) (17" REPORT) PART-II

ANNUAL TECHNICAL INSPECTION REPORT ON PANCHAYATI RAJ
INSTITUTIONS & LOCAL BODIES FOR THE YEAR 2011-2012 TO 2016-2017,,
AUDITED BY THE PRINCIPAL ACCOUNTANT GENERAL (AUDIT), HARYANA.

(DEVELOPMENT & PANCHAYATS DEPARTMENT, HARYANA)

Sr. |Report | Para | Pending Paragraphs Brief Subject
No. Sr.No.
No.
1. |17 8 2.7 (2011-12) Non-recovery of balances from Ex-Sarpanches
2. |17 9 2.16 (2012-13) Irregularities in leasing of ponds on panchayat land
3. |17 10 2.4 (2014-15) Un- authorized position/ encroachment of land (BDPOs-
Sr.No.- 1.-Ratia-(1), 2.-Matanhail-(3), 3.-Salhawas (6 to 17). ,4-Hansi-
I1(20and21) and 5.-Madlauda (23t027))
4. |17 12 2.2- (2016-17) Irregularities in payments and
2.2-1(2016-17) Payments without signatures/thumbs and ii (2016-17)
Bogus Payments
5. (17 13 2.4 (2016-17) Non-recovery of balances from Ex-sarpanches and punches.
(PRI) (Sr.No.-1,3,4,5,7,8,9,10,11,12,14 and 15)
6. |17 14 2.9 (2016-17) Idle machinery
2021-2022) (17" REPORT) PART-IV
ANNUAL AUDIT REPORT ON THE ACCOUNTS OF MUNICIPAL
CORPORATION, FARIDABAD FOR THE YEAR 2018-19. AUDITED BY THE
DIRECTOR, LOCAL (AUDIT), HARYANA.
(URBAN LOCAL BODIES DEPARTMENT, HARYANA)
Report | Para | Pending Paragraphs Brief Subject
No. Sr.No.
8. |17 21 1 Last Audit Report (ii) Non submission of replies of 630 Paras
9. |17 22 2-A Record Not Put up
10. |17 28 14-(ii) Irregularities in works procedure/account
11. |17 34 17-(viii) Miscellaneous
12. |17 38 17-(xii) Miscellaneous
13 |17 39 18 Audit requisitions/objections
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(2022-2023) (18™ REPORT) PART-I

ANNUAL TECHNICAL INSPECTION REPORT ON PANCHAYATI RAJ
INSTITUTIONS & LOCAL BODIES FOR THE YEAR 2011-2012 TO 2016-2017,
AUDITED BY THE PRINCIPAL ACCOUNTANT GENERAL (AUDIT), HARYANA.

(URBAN LOCAL BODIES DEPARTMENT, HARYANA)

Report | Para | Pending Paragraphs Brief Subject

No. Sr.No.
14. |18 1 4.1.1 (2011-13) Non-realization of rent Rs. 42.11 lakhs.
15. |18 2 4.9 (2011-13) Encroachment of Land
16. |18 3 4.2.2.4 (2015-16) Loss of revenue due to in action
17. |18 4 4.2.2.6 (2015-16) Non-levy of installation/ license and processing fee on

Dish-Antenna of Automated Teller Machines (ATMs).
18. |18 5 4.6 (2015-16) Excess payment of EPF to man power supplying agencies.
19. |18 6 4.7 (2015-16) Irregularities relating to Solid Waste Management (SWM)
20. |18 7 4.1 (2016-17) Non- obtaining of bank guarantee resulted in non-recovery.
(2022-2023) (18™ REPORT) PART-II
ANNUAL TECHNICAL INSPECTION REPORT ON PANCHAYATI RAJ
INSTITUTIONS & LOCAL BODIES FOR THE YEAR 2017-2018 TO 2018-2019,
AUDITED BY THE PRINCIPAL ACCOUNTANT GENERAL (AUDIT), HARYANA.
(URBAN LOCAL BODIES DEPARTMENT, HARYANA)

Report | Para | Pending Paragraphs Brief Subject

No. Sr.No
21. |18 11. 4.1.3.3 Non-availment of exemption from Goods & Services Tax
22. |18 12. 4.1.3.5 Purchase of store items on quotation basis instead of

e-tendering

23. |18 14. 4.1.5.2 Loss due to change in specifications
24. |18 15. 4.1.6.1 Unauthorized installation of mobile/communication towers
25. |18 17. 4.1.6.3 Non-recovery of rent of shops
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26. |18 20. 4.1.6.6 Loss of revenue due to delay in tendering process on outdoor
advertisement

27. |18 21. 4.1.6.7 Non-realization of revenue due to dishonored cheques

28. |18 23. 4.1.6.9 Non-recovery of contract amount

29. |18 24. 4.1.7.1 Encroachment of land

30. (18 25. 4.1.7.2 Irregular running of marriage palaces/halls

31. 18 28. 4.1.7.5 Non-preparation of Annual Accounts

32. |18 31. 4.2.2.3 Diversion of project funds towards pay and allowances

33. |18 34, 4.2.3.2 Payment of mobilization advance in contravention of NIT
conditions

34. |18 35. 4.2.3.3 Irregular allotment of work on single tender

35. |18 36. 4.2.3.4 Allotment of work without obtaining clearances from departments

(2022-2023) (18™ REPORT) PART-III

ANNUAL AUDIT REPORT OF THE LOCAL AUDIT DEPARTMENT, HARYANA
ON THE ACCOUNTS OF URBAN LOCAL BODIES (ULBs) & PANCHAYATI RAJ
INSTITUTIONS (PRIs) FOR THE YEAR 2015-16 PART- II-A (GRAM
PANCHAYATS), AUDITED BY THE DIRECTOR, LOCAL (AUDIT), HARYANA.
(DEVELOPMENT & PANCHAYATS DEPARTMENT, HARYANA)

Report | Para | Pending Paragraphs Brief Subject
No. Sr.No.
36. |18 39 3 (i) of Part II(A) Appendix- I
Misappropriation/likely cases of Embezzlement
37. |18 40 3 (ii) of Part II(A) Appendix- J
Cases of Embezzlement, Misappropriation
38. |18 41 3 (iii) of Part II(A) Appendix- K
Cases in which income realized by Gram Panchayat
39. |18 42 3 (iv) of Part II(A) Appendix- L
Grant in Aid/Land Tax/Lease Money/Wine
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40. |18 43 3 (v) of Part II(A) Appendix- M
Cases of suspected embezzlements/Misappropriations/Fraudulent
payments

41. |18 44 4 of Part II(A) Appendix- N
Relates of irregular expenditure incurred in the excess

42. |18 45 4 of Part II(A) Appendix- O
Relates to the cases of Fee paid to the Counsellors in excess

43. |18 46 4 of Part II(A) Appendix- P
Relates to the cases of Non-Deduction of Sale Tax, income tax from the
building material suppliers

44. |18 47 4 of Part II(A) Appendix- Q
Relates to the cases of Purchase of RCC Pipes from open market

45. |18 48 5 of Part II(A) Appendix- R
Relates to the Statement showing outstanding Amount of Lease Money of
Shamlat Land

(2022-2023) (18™ REPORT) PART-IV
ANNUAL AUDIT REPORT OF THE LOCAL AUDIT DEPARTMENT, HARYANA
ON THE ACCOUNTS OF URBAN LOCAL BODIES (ULBs) & PANCHAYATI RAJ
INSTITUTIONS (PRIs) FOR THE YEAR 2015-16 PART- II-B
(PANCHAYAT SAMITI) AND PART- II-C (ZILA PARISHAD),
AUDITED BY THE DIRECTOR, LOCAL (AUDIT).
(DEVELOPMENT & PANCHAYATS DEPARTMENT, HARYANA)
Report | Para | Pending Paragraphs Brief Subject
No. Sr.No.

46. |18 49 3 of Part II (B) Appendix- U
Temporary Advances outstanding in case of Panchayat Samitis (Sr.No.-
3,5,6 and 9)

47. |18 50 4 of Part II (B) Appendix- V
Arrear and other dues of Panchayat Samitis (Sr.No.-14, 19, 20, 21, 22, 24,
25,27 and 29)

48. |18 51 6(ii) of Part IT (B)Appendix- Y
Irregular Excess and Avoidable Expenditure in case of Panchayat Samitis
(Sr.No.-10, 11, 12, 14, 16, 18, 19, 24 and 25)

49. |18 52 3 of Part IT (C) Appendix- Z-II
Arrear and other dues of Zila Parishad (Sr.No.-1-Gurugram)

50. (18 53 6 of Part II (C) Appendix- Z

Non/Short recovery & Loss of revenue of Zila Parishad, Sonipat 2015-16
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19" Report for the year 2023-24 Part-1

ANNUAL AUDIT REPORT ON THE ACCOUNTS OF MUNICIPAL
CORPORATION, FARIDABAD FOR THE YEAR 2019-20, AUDITED BY THE

DIRECTOR, LOCAL AUDIT DEPARTMENT, HARYANA.
(URBAN LOCAL BODIES DEPARTMENT, HARYANA)

Report | Para | Pending Paragraphs Brief Subject

No. Sr.No.
51. |19 01 01- Last Audit Report
52. |19 02 2-A -Record Not put-up:-
53. |19 03 03-Finances: Sr.No. 4 and 9)
54. |19 04 05-Grants Point No.:- ii and iii
55. |19 05 06-Loans Point No.:- iv
56. |19 10 12-House Tax
57. 119 11 13-Short Recoveries/Non-recoveries and loss of Revenue (i and ii)
58. |19 12 14-Excess/Irregular/Avoidable Payment (i, and ix)
59. |19 13 17-Miscellaneaous (iv, v and x)

19" Report for the year 2023-24 Part-11
ANNUAL AUDIT REPORT ON THE ACCOUNTS OF MUNICIPAL
CORPORATION, SONIPAT FOR THE YEAR 2020-21, AUDITED BY THE
DIRECTOR, LOCAL AUDIT DEPARTMENT, HARYANA.
(URBAN LOCAL BODIES DEPARTMENT, HARYANA)

Report | Para | Pending Paragraphs Brief Subject

No. Sr.No.
60. |19 14 01-Sr.No.-1-Last Audit Report
6l. [ 19 15 2-A-Record Not put-up:-
62. |19 16 05-Grants (a and b)
63. |19 17 06-Loans (ii, iii and v)




104

64. |19 18 07-Arrear

65. |19 19 08-Rent

66. |19 20 09-Temporary Advanc Points No. 1 to 70,74, 76 to 78, 80, 82 to 93, 95 to
97,105,106, 110, 111, 114 and 117 to 120.

67. |19 21 11-Short Recoveries/Non-Recoveries (i, ii, iii and vi))

68. |19 22 13-Provisional Payments

69. |19 23 14-Provident Fund

70. |19 24 15-Miscellaneous (ii, iv and ix)

19" Report for the year 2023-24 Part-III
ANNUAL TECHNICAL INSPECTION REPORT ON PANCHAYATI RAJ
INSTITUTIONS & LOCAL BODIES FOR THE YEAR 2017-2018 TO 2018-2019,
AUDITED BY THE PRINCIPAL ACCOUNTANT GENERAL (AUDIT), HARYANA.
(DEVELOPMENT AND PANCHAYATS DEPARTMENT)
Report | Para | Pending Paragraphs Brief Subject
No. Sr.No.

71.119 25 Para No.-2.1.3.1 Loss of revenue due to non-leasing of land. Sr.No. 2-
Nathushree Chopta, 3- Odan, 4- Rania, 5- Sirsa, 7- Badagudha, 8-
Babin,9- Ishmilabad, 10- Ladwa, 11- Pehova, 14- Thanesar, 15-
Matenhale, 17- Farukhnagar

72.119 26 Para No.-2.1.3.4 Non-utilization of land

73. 119 27 Para No.-2.1.3.5 Recoverable lease of ponds

74.119 28 Para No.-2.1.3.6 Non-distribution of annuity to Gram Panchayats
Point:-6-Farukhnagar, 9- Babain, 10- Ismilabad, 11-Ladwa, 12- Sahabad,
13- Thanesar, 14- Pechova

75. |19 29 Para No.-2.1.4.2 Outstanding rent of shops/Building
Pending Point:- 1-Nissing, 2-Nilokheri, 2-(ii)Matenhel, 4-Ladwa

76. 119 30 Para No.-2.1.5.2 Solid and Liquid Waste Management Projects.
Pending Point: - (iii)ka (iii) (iv),

77.119 31 Para No.-2.1.5.3.1 Purchase of building material at higher rates. Point:

-5-Bahadurgarh, 6-Beri, 7-Faraukhnagar, 8-Pataudi, 9-Sohna, 10-
Gurugram
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78.119 32 Para No.-2.1.5.3.2 Extra payment of GST on purchase of building
material at higher rates.
Pending Point: -1-Pataudi, 2-Sohna.
79.119 33 Para No.-2.1.6.2 Recoverable amount due to delay or non-deposition
of cash in hand. g Point: -1-Jhajjar, 3-Beri, 4-Pataudi.
80. 119 34 Para No.-2.3.1 Purchase made on quotation basis instead of e-tendering.
81. 119 35 Para No.-2.3.2 Irregular allotment of work.
82. 119 36 Para No.-2.4 non-recovery and non-payment of Service Tax
83.119 37 Para No.-2.6 Utilization of Scheduled Caste Sub-plan funds in Villages
not having a majority of Scheduled Caste population
84 |19 38 Para No.-2.7 non-completion of dwelling units
85.119 39 Para No.-2.8 non-recovery of interest recoverable from Sarpanches due to
retention of cash beyond prescribed limit
86. [ 19 40 Para No.-2.9 non-completion of balances from Ex-Sarpanches
Points: - 2-(i) Khand Sonipat, 5(ii)- Khand Ambala-II, 8-BDPO Rai,
9(i)Khand Kharkhoda, 11-Hisar-I, 12- Hisar-II and 13(ii) Khand Tohana.
87. 119 41 Para No.-2.10 Irregularities in payment.
20" Report for the year 2024-25 Part-1
ANNUAL AUDIT REPORT ON THE ACCOUNTS OF MUNICIPAL
CORPORATION, GURUGRAM FOR THE YEAR 2019-20, AUDITED BY THE
DIRECTOR, LOCAL AUDIT DEPARTMENT, HARYANA.
(URBAN LOCAL BODIES DEPARTMENT, HARYANA)
Report | Para | Pending Paragraphs Brief Subject
No. Sr.No.
88. 120 1 Para No. 2-A-Record Not put-up:- (Sr. No. 34)
89. 120 2 Para No.-6-Revenue Earning Schame Appendix-D (ii)
90. |20 3 Para No.-19-Audit Requisition
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20t Report for the year 2024-25 Part-11

ANNUAL AUDIT REPORT ON THE ACCOUNTS OF MUNICIPAL
CORPORATION, MANESAR FOR THE YEAR 2020-21, AUDITED BY THE
DIRECTOR, LOCAL AUDIT DEPARTMENT, HARYANA.

(URBAN LOCAL BODIES DEPARTMENT, HARYANA)

91. 120 4 Para No. 2 : -Record not Put-up (Appendix-B Sr.No.- 1 and 34)

92. 120 5 Para No. 11: -Short-recoveries/Nonrecoveries/Losses of revenue (Sr. No.
il & iii)

93.120 6 Para No. 15: Miscellaneous (Sr. No. viii)

20" Report for the year 2024-25 Part-IIT

ANNUAL AUDIT REPORT OF THE LOCAL AUDIT DEPARTMENT, HARYANA ON
THE ACCOUNTS OF URBAN LOCAL BODIES (ULBs) & PANCHAYATI RAJ
INSTITUTIONS (PRIs) FOR THE YEAR 2016-17 (reply received only Appendix-F, GI &
H), AUDITED BY THE DIRECTOR, LOCAL (AUDIT), HARYANA.

(URBAN LOCAL BODIES DEPARTMENT, HARYANA)

94. |20 7 Appendix-F-  Statement showing the cases of Embezzlement/
Misappropriations/ Temporary Misappropriations and cases likely to turn
out to be so (Sr.Nos. 1to 19)

95.120 8 Appendix- GI -Statement showing the Non-Recoveries/Short Recoveries
and Losses of Revenue (Sr.Nos. 1-2,4, 6 to 51)

96. |20 9 Appendix- H — Statement showing Excess/Irregular/ Avoidable
expenditure (Sr.Nos. 1 to 39)

11703—H.V.S—H.G.P., Pkl.
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