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1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

This Report has been prepared for submission to the Governor under 

Article 151(2) of the Constitution. 

Chapter I of this Report contains audit observations on matters arising 

from examination of the accounts and finances of Zilla Panchayats. 

Chapter II deals with the findings of audit on financial transactions of 

Zilla Panchayats. 

The Reports containing the observations. arising out of audit of 

(i) Statutory Corporations, Boards and Government Companies; 

(ii) Revenue Receipts; and (iii} Civil· Departments are presented 

separately. 

The cases mentioned in the Report are among those which came to 

notice in the course of test audit of accounts during the years 2004-05 

and 2005-06 as well as those which had come to notice in earlier years, 

but could not be dealt with in previous Reports; matters relating to the 

periods subsequent to 2005-06 have also been included, wherever 

necessary. 

****** 
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~ OVERVIEW 

The Report contains two chapters. The first chapter contains observations of 

Audit on the accounts and finances of Zilla Panchayats and the other chapter 

contains three performance audit reviews and 13 paragraphs based on the audit 

of financial transactions of the Zilla Panchayats. A synopsis of the findings 

contained in the reviews and paragraphs is presented in this overview. 

I 1. An overview of the accounts and finances of Zilla Panchayats I 
Inspite of the stipulation in the Kamataka Panchayat Raj Act and this being 

pointed out by Audit, delays persisted in forwarding the annual accounts to the 

Principal Accountant General for audit and the delay ranged from two to more 

than twelve months. 

(Paragraph 1.5) 

During 2002-05, 'Non-Plan' expenditure was more than the 'Plan' 

expenditure. 

(Paragraph 1.6.3) 

Prescribed internal controls were rendered ineffective as reconciliation of 

expenditure between Controlling Officers and Zilla Panchayats was in arrears. 

Cases of misappropriations involving Rs.30.40 crore were pending settlement. 

(Paragraphs 1.8.4 and 1.11) 

ln 15 Zilla Panchayats, detailed accounts for Rs.5.56 crore drawn on Abstract 

Contingent bills were not submitted by the Drawing and Disbursing Officers. 

(Paragraph 1.9) 

[2. Swachcha Grama Yojana 

The scheme was launched without relevant data regarding the number of 

households in the villages and the selection of villages was improper which 

adversely affected the implementation of the scheme. 

(Paragraphs 2.1.6.1 and 2.1.6.2) 

Delay in release of funds to the Karnataka Land Army Corporation for 

repayment of loan resulted in additional liability of Rs.2.77 crore towards 

interest. There were instances of diversion of funds amounting to Rs. 7 .44 

crore. 

(Paragraphs 2.1.7.2 and 2.1.7.3) 

IX 
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Physical achievement of works varied from 2 to 78 per cent m the test

checked Zilla Panchayats, whereas in Zilla Panchayat, Bangalore (Rural) no 

work had been completed even after five years of commencement of the 

scheme. 

(Paragraph 2.1.8.1) 

The roads laid at a cost of Rs.6.87 crore in 209 \1llage~ did not conform to the 

specifications prescribed. The compost yards/manure pits were not shifted to 

outskirts of the vi ll ages, as required and there was shortfall in construction of 

toilets. 

(Paragraphs 2.1.8.3 to 2.1.8.5) 

Contrary to the guidelines, lead and lift charges aggregating Rs.42.29 lakh 

were paid even though locally available materials were used. No provisions 

were made for the maintenance of completed works in villages. 

(Paragraphs 2.1.10 and 2.1.11) 

3. Programme implementation, material and human resource 
management in selected Zilla Panchayats 

Annual District Development Plans were prepared in a routine manner as Taluk 

Panchayats and Grama Panchayats did not fomard their plan proposals for 

incorporation in the Annual District Development Plans. District Planning 

Committees were either not constituted or did not meet. as envisaged. There 

was shortfall in collection of funds towards District Plannmg Committee Fund. 

(Paragraph 2.2.4. l) 

In the implementation of Sampoorna Grameena Rozgar Y ojana during 

2000-06, there were instances of denial of 18.66 lakh mandays of employment 

to rural poor. irregular diversion of foodgrains (Rs.1.81 crore) and execution 

of inadmissible works (Rs. I 0.10 lakh). etc. 

(Paragraph 2.2.5.2) 

Under Swarnajayanti Gram Swarozgar Yojana, there was irregular 

expenditure of Rs.33 .51 lakh and subsidy of Rs. I 0.64 lakh was released in 

excess of admissible amount. 

(Paragraph 2.2.5.3) 

x 



Overview 

Under Chief Minister Rural Road Development Programme, the Zilla 

Panchayats, Mandya and Raicbur transferred amount aggregating Rs.4.41 

crore to Nirmithi Kendra and Karnataka Land Army Corporation, just to avoid 

lapse of grants and there was an inadmissible expenditure of Rs.32.71 lakh in 

Zilla Panchayat, Raichur. 

(Paragraph 2.2.5.5) 

Failure to adhere to the time schedule for completion of school sanitation 

project in Maddur taluk resulted in Zilla Panchayat, Mandya losing assistance 

amounting to Rs.1.04 crore from UNICEF during 2001-03 and in additional 

burden of Rs.1.52 crore to State exchequer. 

(Paragraph 2.2.5.8) 

Panchayat Raj Engineering Division, Raichur, executed water supply works 

costing Rs.1.45 crore without any approved action plans. Test-check 

disclosed payment of Rs.26.07 lakh on tampered vouchers, against which 

execution of works was doubtful. 

(Paragraph 2.2.5.10) 

There were large number of vacant posts in Health and Family Welfare 

Department of Zilla Panchayats affecting the implementation of various health 

programmes. 

(Paragraph 2.2.7.1) 

14. Implementation of Swajaldhara Programme 

The State Government did not enter into a Memorandum of Understanding 

with the Ministry of Rural Development, Government of India or prepare a 

Vision Statement. As a result, the Panchayat Raj Institutions lost additional 

funds in the form of incentives (envisaged under the Memorandum of 

Understandings) and the programme was implemented in the State without 

any spelt out vision. 

(Paragraph 2.3. 7) 

Delay in submission of proposals to Government of India resulted in non

receipt of funds in time. Consequently, 25 per cent of the works taken up 

during 2002-04 in test-checked Zilla Panchayats remained incomplete 

rendering the expenditure of Rupees two crore unfruitful. 

(Paragraphs 2.3.8 and 2.3.9) 
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There was shortfall in collection of community contribution aggregating 

Rs.82.38 lakh in respect of 86 water supply works. 

(Paragraph 2.3.10) 

Quality control/monitoring mechanism was not adequate. Details of 

inspections conducted were not available with Zilla Panchayats and, excepting 

in Udupi , Core Group was not constituted in any of the Zilla Panchayats. 

(Paragraph 2.3.14) 

Is. Audit Paragraphs 

During 2003-05, 21 and 13 per cent of the works entrusted to the Kamataka 

Land Army Corporation and Nirmithi Kendra respectively remained 

incomplete rendering an expenditure of about Rs.9.07 crore unfruitful. 

Further, Rs. l .98 crore remained blocked as works did not commence. 

(Paragraph 2.4) 

There was abnormal delay (ranging from one to more than three years) in 

settlement of 61 cases of misappropriation involving an amount of 

Rs.1.72 crore and finalisation of inquiry reports in respect of 56 cases 

involving Rs. l .43 crore. 

(Paragraph 2.5) 

More than 89 per cent of the work of sinking of borewells was entrusted to 

private agencies in nine mechanical sub-divisions as 13 out of the 28 rigs 

transferred to these divisions remained idle for want of repairs and non

compatibility during 2002-05. Stock valued at Rs.88.36 lakh remained 

surplus/obsolete in these divisions. 

(Paragraph 2.6) 

Gross subversion of prescribed internal controls, involving officials at various 

levels of Panchayat Raj Engineering Division/Zilla Panchayat/District 

Treasury, Haveri, facilitated fraudulent drawal of funds aggregating Rs.96.41 

lakh by preferring fictitious travelling allowance/contingent bills. 

(Paragraph 2. 7) 
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Zilla Panchayat/Zilla Panchayat Engineering Division, Koppa! failed to call 

for tenders while taking up a work involving substantial funds and later 

abandoned it. Delay in entrustment of work subsequently to another agency 

and lack of efforts to complete the project for supply of water to Bannikoppa 

and other villages rendered the expenditure of Rs.11.48 crore unfruitful. 

Further, apart from a cost escalation of about 785 per cent, the needy rural 

poor were also denied safe drinking water. 

(Paragraph 2.8) 

Failure of the Executive Engineer, Panchayat Raj Engineering Division, 

Gadag to ensure availability of water and power supply before commencement 

resulted in water supply work to Bidarahalli and seven other villages in 

Mundargi taluk remaining incomplete besides rendering the investment of 

Rs.5.69 crore unfruitful. 

(Paragraph 2.9) 

Improper decision of the Zilla Panchayat, Chamarajanagar to construct a 

meeting hall by irregularly diverting the funds from development schemes 

rendered the expenditure of Rs. I 9.98 lakh unfruitful, besides locking up of 

Rs.33 lakh with the construction agency. 

(Paragraph 2.11) 

Adoption of defective design by Chief Engineer, Panchayat Raj Engineering 

Department and fai lure of Executive Engineer, Panchayat Raj Engineering 

Division, Ramnagaram in arranging timely payment of bills for construction 

of a hospital building at Sathanur in Kanakapura taluk resulted in execution of 

additional items and stoppage of work by the contractor and rendered the 

expenditure of Rs. 96.1 7 lakh unfruitful. 

(Paragraph 2.15) 

•••••• 
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AN OVERVIEW OF THE 

ACCOUNTS AND FINANCES 
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Chapter summary 

+ Delays in preparation and forwarding of annual accounts to 
Audit persisted 

+ During 2002-05, Non-Plan expenditure was more than the 
Plan expenditure 

+ There were instances of non-transfer of funds to Grama 
Panchayats and non-remittance of statutory recoveries to 
Government account 

+ Internal audit to be conducted by Chief Accounts Officers was 
m arrears 

+ Detailed accounts for amounts drawn on Abstract Contingent 
bills not submitted 

+ Large number of cases of misappropriations/defalcations 
pending ettlement in ZPs 
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Ll.1 · The .Karn~taka Panchayat Raj (KPR) Act, in keeping with the 73rd 

Constitutional amendment, was enacted in 1993 to establish a three-tier 
. . - . . 

Panchayat Raj Institution (PRI) system, at the village, taluk and district levels 

in . the State; '"fhe PRJr system · compri~es ·elected bodies - Grama Panchayats 

(GPs) atthe village level, Taluk~m1~hayats. (J'Ps) at the taluk level and Zilla 

Panchayats (ZPs) at the district level. As per the 2001 census, the total 
. . .·· . . - '' . 

· population of the State. was 5 .29 . crore, of which the rural population 

· constituted 3.48 crore. As of March2006, there were 27 ZPs, 176 TPs and 

5,659 GPs iin the state. 

1.1.2 ·. : B~sides fun.cti.on:ing ·as units of local self Government, the PRis also 

aim to promote participation of people and effective implementation of rural 
.. 

development programmes. The overall supervision, coordination and 
' ' . . .. 

implementation of •. development·. schenies •. at taluk and district levels and 
. ·. . -- ; ·.. . .·.. . . 

·''preparation of the .p.lan ·ro:r·the>deve~opment of the district is vested with the 

·ZPs .. 

L 1.3 .1[he Comptf~llet and Auditor General of illdia (CAG) has been 

auditing and certifying ·the· accounts of the ZPs and TPs as entrusted under 

Section 19(3} of CAG's (DPC) Act, 1971. The Controller of State Accounts 

J:ias been auditing the accounts ofGPs ~d~r.the KPR Act 

5 
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I t.2 Organisational structure and functions 

1.2. l The organisational structure is indicated below: 

( At tM State leYel ) 

Principal Secretaries/Secretaries of departments, the 
functions of which entrusted to PRis 

[ At tile district kml ] 
I 

I I 

Elected body headed by an 
Chief Executive Officer Adhyaksha and assisted by 

statutory committees ~ 

I 
I I I , "' Chief Planning Chief Deputy Secretary 

Officer Accounts (Development) 
Officer 

~ 

[ At tlae talak level ] 
I 

I I 
"' r 

Elected body headed by an 
Adhyaksha and assisted by Executive Officer 

statutory committees 
'" ~ '" ~ 

( At the vlllaae level ) 
I 

I I 
"' 

Elected body headed by an 
Secretary 

Adhyaksha 
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Chapter I -An overview of the accounts andfinances of Zilla Panchayats. 

1.2.2 The broad details of responsibility within the ZPs are as under: 

District level officers and departments of 
Zilla Panchayat 

Zilla Panchayat 

Chief Executive Officer (CEO) 

Chief Accounts Officer (CAO) 

Finance, Audit and Planning Committee 
(FAPC) . 

Preparation of budget and Annual 
Action Plan 
Approval of budget and Annual Action 
Plan and review of implementation of 
schemes 
Allocation of funds to implementing 
agencies and overall control and 
su ervision of all functions/schemes 
Preparation of monthly and annual 
accounts and their submission to 
Government 
Review of accounts, framing of budget, 
general supervision of Receipts and 
Expenditure and monitoring of 
programme implementation 

1.3.l The State and Central Governments funded the Prus through grants-in

aid for general administration and for development activities. The funding by 

the State Government was on the lines of accepted recommendations of the 

State Finance Commission and took into account factors like population, 

literacy, health, irrigation, medical facilities, etc. The State Government 

released block grants every quarter and every month in the last quarter. The 

Central Government also released funds direct to ZPs for development 

activities. Allocation to PRis during 2002-05 formed 13 to 14 per cent of the 

total budget of the State as shown below: 

2002-03 32684.76 4527.68 14 

2003-04. 37105.48 4733.72 13 

2004-05 37380.05 5180.62 14 

The Second State· Finance Commission (SSFC) had recommended 

(December 2002) that from the financial year 2003-04 onwards, 32 percent of 

NLGORR00 of the State was to be allocated to PRis. The State Government, 

00 Non Loan Gross Own Revenue Receipts 

7 
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however, did not accept this recommendation and released only 29 and 24 per 

cent of NLGORR to PRis during the years 2003-04 and 2004-05 respectively 

as shown below: 

2003-04 15528.00 4578.76 29 

2004-05 20545.00 4906.08 24 

1.3.2 The ZPs deposited grants-in-aid and receipts from other sources'", in 

ZP Funds maintained in treasuries. Such ZP Funds were outside the 

Consolidated Fund of the State but formed part of its Public Account. The 

ZPs also deposited in bank accounts funds received from the Government of 

India/externally aided projects and State share of Central Sector/Centrally 

sponsored schemes, as stipulated in scheme guidelines. 

1.3.3 The TPs conducted their financial transactions through TP Funds held 

in the treasury and the scheme funds held in banks. The GPs carried out their 

financial operations through GP Funds maintained in the treasury/any 

approved cooperative/scheduled bank. 

The financial position of the ZPs, as aggregated from their certified annual 

accounts for the years 2002-03 to 2004-05¥ was as exhibited in the table and in 

Chart I. 

"' Includes miscellaneous receipts like recoveries of overpayment, sale of tender forms/ 
unserviceable items, etc. 

¥ Comments restricted to the year up to which Audit had scrutinised the accounts of ZPs 

8 

·1 ' 



2002-03 

2003-04 

2004-05 

Chapter I -An overview of the accounts and finances of Zilla Panchayats 

(Rupees in crore) 
Receipts 8366.68 Expenditure 8105.20 

Revenue 5363.87 
Revenue 5087.49 
Capital 57.94 

DOR heads 3002.81 DOR heads 2959.77 
Openine balance 1355.31 Closine balance 1616.79 
Total 9721.99 Total 9721.99 
Receipts 8625.72 Expenditure 8643.13 

Revenue 5395.38 
Revenue 5288.77 
Capital 102.84 

DOR heads 3230.34 DDRheads 3251.52 
Openine balance 1616.79 Closine balance 1599.38. 
Total 10242.Sl Total 10242.Sl 
Receipts 9347.30 Expenditure 9085.70 

Revenue 6035.78 
Revenue 5485.99 
Capital 312.71+ 

DOR heads 3311.52 DOR heads 3287.00 
Opening balance 1011.34• Closing balance 1272.94 
Total 10358.64 Total 10358.64 

/\/\ Debt, Deposit and Remittance 
¥ The increase in capital expenditure over previous years was due to higher release and 

expenditure for water supply and sanitation programmes 

10000 

9000 

8000 

7000 

6000 

5000 

4000 

3000 
2000 

1000 

0 

•The difference ofRs.588.04 crore between closing balance of2003-04 and opening balance 
of2004-05 was on account of transfer of unspent balances ofZPs in treasuries from Public 
Account to Consolidated Fund of State. 
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Audit Report (Panchayat Raj Institutions) for the year ended 31 March 2006 

The KPR Act stipulated that the annual accounts were to be passed by the ZPs 

within three months from the close of the financial year and forwarded to the 

Principal Accountant General for audit. The ZPs forwarded the annual 

accounts for 2003-04 and 2004-05 for audit after delays ranging from two to 

more than twelve months as shown below: 

Range of delay 

Number of 

Zilla Panchayats 

2 to 6 
months 

17® 

7 to 12 
months 

More than 

12 months 
2to6 7tol2 

months months 

1.6.1 Sector-wise data on the finances of the ZPs for the past three years is 

given below: 

EXPENDITURE 
~B~Y!lil'.iie'Expen<litl\n~:.~, . · ::: +M~;6213 '¥:3ot4.8'Zi: ~·1;GsQ!!~.'49;. '<.\,;;j~~~:9r ;:i3343;86~ :. •···. 528~.;;:J;;' \~~.0~3;00:. . 3422:39 .. ' 2s:t115;99 :\ 

General Services 
Public works 

Social Seirvices 

Education; Sports, Art and 
Culture 

Health.and Family 
Welfare 

Water supply and 
Housing 

Welfare ofSC/ST/OBC 

90.69 90.69 (-)0.11 90.93 90.82 84.16 

843.48 2044.96 2888.44 892.42 2089.43 2981.85 842.62 2383.61 

172.59 1589c56 1762.15 140.61 1624.15 1764.76' 221.01 1840.40 

102.12 250.06 352.18 107.24 261.28 368,52 114.39 271.21 

378.99 3.89 382.88 478.44 5.56 484.00 294.41 1.64 

96.78 162.69 259.47 62.74 159.27 222.01 · 81.78 216.26 

®Bangalore (Rural), Bellary, Bijapur, Chamarajanagar, Chitradurga, Chikmagalur, 
Dakshina Kannada, Davanagere, Gadag, Gulbarga, Haveri, Hassan, Kolar, Koppa!, 
Shimoga, Uttara Kannada, and Udupi · · 

a Bangalore (Urban); Bidar, Belgaum, Kodagu, Mandya, Mysore, Raichur and Tumkur 
IPDharwad . 

84.16 

3226.23 

2061.41 

385.60 

296.05 

298.04 

€Bangalore (Rural), Bangalore (Urban), Bidar, Bijapur, Chamarajanagar, Chitradurga, 
Cli.iJ.unii.gal11r,' Davanagere, Dharwad, Gadag, Hassan, Kolar, Mandya, Raichur, Tumkur and 

<' •.". · Udupi·., · ·. · 
. ·. £ Beigau~~. Gulbarg~, Kodagu; and Utt~ra Kannada 

r The ZPs exhibited in their annual accounts, receipts distinctly under 'Plan' and 'Non~Plan', 
as allocated by Government and as stipulated in the ZP Rules. Such depiction, however, is 
not required either according to normal Government accounting practice or in the accounts 
formats suggested by the CAG, for PRis. 
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Social Welfare and 
Nutrition 

Economic Services 

Agriculture and allied 
activities 

Rural Development 

Special Areas 
Programmes 

Irrigation and Flood 
Control 

Energy 
Industry and Minerals 

Science, Technology and 
Environment 

Transport 

General Economic 
Services 

'.fP/GP expenditure# 
Bank® 

General Services 
Public works 

Social Services 

Education, Sports, Art and 
Culture 

Health and Family 
Welfare · 

Water Supply and 
Housing 

Welfare ofSC/ST/OBC 

Social welfare and 
Nutrition 

Economic Services 

Agriculture and allied 
activities 

Irrigation and Flood 
Control 

93.00 

752.76 

57.0l 

571.72 

13.89 

2.03 

4.67 
3.25 

0.06 

99.90 

0.23 

241.52 
234.86 

35.22 

5.17 

4.72 

19.46 

l.88 

3.99 

22.72 

0.25 

5.70 

Chapter I-An overview of the accounts and finances of Zilla Panchayats 

38.76 131.76 103.39 39.17 142.56 13 l.03 54.10 185.13 

448.rn 1200.86 722.69 420.52 1143.21 785.99 462.98 1248.97 . 

172.14 229.15 84.31 170.91 255.22 128.04 176.44. 304.48 

155.36 727.08 544.79 159.28 704.07 512.51 211.46 723.97 

0.01 13.90 13.56 3.51 17.07 27.02 27.02 

13.03 15.06 0.82 9.24 10.06 3.28 24.09 27.37 

0.05 4.72 8.04 O.Q7 SJ! 3.03 3.03 
33.36 36.61 3.02 35.07 38.09 4.58 35.00 39.58 

0.06 0.25 0.25 0.30 0.30 

70.34 170.24 67.64 38.28 l 05.92 106.84 l l.43 118.27 

3.81 4.04 0.26 4.16 4.42 0.39 4.56 4.95 

431.12 672.64 ll92.05 742.98 935.03 182.44 468.114 650.48 
234.86 137.86 137.86 252.55 23.60 276.ll5 

35.22 78.33 78.33 280.35 280.35 

5.17 4.24 4.24 2.93 2.93 

4.72 4.36 4.36 3.63 3.63 

19.46 59.93 59.93 265.14 265.14~ 

1.88 1.09 1.09 l.99 l.99 

3.99 8.71 8.71 6.66 6.66 

22.72 24.51 24.51 32.35 32.35 

0.25 0.14 0.14 0.17 0.17 

5.70 4.32 4.32 5.26 5.26 

Industry and Minerals 0.13 0.13 O.l l 0;] l 0.13 0.13 

Transport 16.63 16.63 19.64 19.64 26.78 26.78 

Others 0.01 0.01 0.30 0.30 0.01 0.01 
'fP expernditmre 0.0.1. O.Oll 

i'.f~t~··~~~~.~~1!~1-e:·~i ;,: !i:i~'~zJ~o,56f; ::;1;3QJ.4!8?:i 1: , ~!4~.::A~d ~.· .. ·~.oit,~51; 1~•;:33~~:1w ]:~;3r2!:~!/ ·~Mz~:~~:· .Jz3Jl2~.39.t ;A'Z~.s:10 
Note: 

# 

@ 

Figures as rounded off .· . ·· . . . 
As el.evenL: and eighf2 ZPs did not indicate sector-wise ~xpenditure of TPs/GPs 
for the years 2003-04 and 2004-05 respectively, lump sum amount has been exhibited 
Five .. and nine"' ZPs did not indicate: sector-wise expenditure for bank transactions for 
the years 2003-04 and 2004~05 respectively · 

1.6.2 The 'Non.:.:Plan' expenditure ·generally pertains to salary, rent and 
. : ·. . .. . 

: maintenance while 'Plan' expenditur,e is on development activities. As the 

primary objectives. of the PRis include provision ~f safe ddnking water and 

L Bagalkot, Bellacy, Chamarajanagar, Chikmagalur, Davanagere, Gadag, Haveri, Kolar, 
Koppal, Mysore and Raichur 

Q Bagalkot, chamaraja~agar, Chikmagalur, Gadag, Haveri, Koppal, Mysore and Raichur 
... Gadag, Raichur, Shimoga, Tumkur and Uttara Kannada 
"'Dakshina Kannada, Davanagere, Dharwad, Gadag, Hassan, Raichur, Shimoga, Tumkur and 

Uttara Kannada ' 

11 



Non-Plan 
expenditure 
exceeded the 
Plan 
expenditure 

Audit Report (Panchayat Raj Ins titutions) f or the year ended 31 March 2006 

sanitation, improving employment opportunities and health indicators, etc., 

ideally the 'Plan ' expenditure is expected to be more than the 'Non-Plan' 

expenditure. 

1.6.3 It would be observed from the data given that both receipts and 

expenditure of ZPs increased steadily during 2002-05. The percentage of 

'Plan' receipts to total receipts which was 39 during 2002-03 and 2003-04 

increased to 43 in 2004-05. The percentage of 'Non-Plan' receipts to total 

receipts which was 61 during 2002-03 and 2003-04 decreased to 57 in 

2004-05. Similarly, the percentage of ' Plan' expenditure (Capital and 

Revenue) to total expenditure (Capital and Revenue) which was 41 in 2002-03 

decreased to 38 in 2003-04 but increased to 41 in 2004-05 and the percentage 

of 'Non-Plan ' expenditure to total expenditure (Capital and Revenue) which 

was 59 in 2002-03 increased to 62 in 2003-04 but declined to 59 in 2004-05. 

Thus, the 'Non-Plan ' expenditure exceeded the 'Plan' expenditure during all 

the three years in 2002-05. 

1.6.4 The trends relating to 'Plan' receipt and expenditure are exhibited in 

Charts II and Ill below: 
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Chart II 
'Plan' receipts in total receipts during 2002-03 to 2004-05 

(Rupees in crore) 

:q 
N --N 

2002-03 2003-04 2004--05 

I 0 'Plan' receipts 0 Total receipts I 
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Chart ID 
'Plan' expenditure in total expenditure during 2002-03 to 2004-05 

(Rupees in crore) 
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4000 
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2000 ; 
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"" 
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2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 

I a 1Plan1 expenditure a Total expenditure 

1. 7 Creation of a database on finances of Panchayat Raj 
Institutions 

Eleventh Finance Commission provided (2000-01) grants for maintenance of 

accounts, preparation and compilation of a database on finances of PRis in the 

standard formats as prescribed by the CAG. The prescribed formats for 

maintenance of a database on finances of PRis were communicated to the 

State Government (August 2003) for consideration and adoption. The 

Government entrusted the responsibility of preparation of a database of 

receipts and expenditure of PRis to the Institute of Social and Economic 

Changes (ISEC). The Government intimated (December 2004) that the 

formats prescribed by the CAG had been adopted. However, a status report on 

the extent to which data has been collected and compiled was awaited 

(December 2006). 
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· 1.8.1 The KP~ Act arid codal provisions, biter alia, prescribed the following 

internal control mechanism for PRis and the CAOs of ZPs: 

•!• to draw Government grants to GPs and credit them to ZP Funds under 

a suspense account. They should distribute the grants in full either by 

issue. of transfer advice to the treasury or by allowing GPs to draw 

from ZP Funds .. 

•!•··.to· ensure remittance of statutory deductions to Government account 

•!• to conduct the internal audit of all the· offices under the jurisdiction of 

ZPs and to audit all the transactions, b()th centrally• in his/her office 

and loca:lly'll' in respective offices 

•!• · to watch submission of non.::payable detailed contingent (NDC) bills 

. for amc:mnts drawn on abstract contingent (AC) bills 

•!• to ensure reconciliation of expenditure figures by the Controlling 

. Officers/heads of departments of ZPs 

1.8.2 It was noticed that the CAOs of 13 ZPs did not release Rs.20.63 crore 

to GPs during 2003-04. Similarly, 2 ZPs did not release Rs.7.67 crore to GPs 

during 2004-05. The ZP-wise details were as shown below: 

Bangalore (Rural) 99.32 
Bangalore (Urban) 27.43 
Belgaum 148.30 
Bellary 81.00 
Chamaraj anagar 51.86 
Chikmagalur 309.14 299.16 
Chitradurga 79.29 
Haveri 236.33 467.78 
Kolar 482.43 
Koppa! 13.29 
Mand ya 295.25 
Mysore 177.00 
Udupi 62.57 

"'To audit sanction orders and other communications received from Government/ZP and 
schedules, challans/vouchers received from treasury, etc. 

· " To audit all the transactions, with reference to bask records maintained in the subordinate 
offices 

14 
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Though the grants released to ZPs were charged as revenue expenditure under 

Government accounts, they were not actually utilised within the year for the 

purpose for which they were voted by the Legislatures thereby depriving the 

GPs, to whom grants had to be released by the ZPs, of financial assistance 

· meant for implementation of the schemes. 

1.8.3 At the end of March 2005, recoveries aggregating Rs.l.14 ~rore made 

by 12 ZPs toward~ income tax, sales tax and royalty had not been remitted to 

Government account as detailed below: 

1 Bangalore (Rural) 
2 Belgaum 0.77 
3 Bellary 14.16 18.62 
4 Bidar 1.95 7.28 6.00 
5 Bija ur 11.19 17.62 . 5.83 
6 Dakshina Kannada 0.25 1.06 
7 Hassan 1.52 1.69 0.97 
8 Haveri 0.23 0.65 0.11 
9 Kolar 0.02 
10 Kodagu 1.15. 
11 Udupi 0.06 
12 Gulbarga 5.36 6.08 

Totall 35.20 62.~)3 

1.8.4 The Controlling Officers/heads of departments of ZPs were responsible 

for reconciliation of their expenditure figures with those booked by CA Os. 

However, 58 Controlling Officers of 7 ZPs had not reconciled (March 2006) 

expenditure ofRs.446.87 crore incurred during 2005-06 (Appendix 1.1). 

1.8.5 Audit noticed that in three0 test-checked districts, the CAOs did. not 

conduct the internal audit centrally while there were arrears to the extent of 11 

to 95 per cent in internal audit to be conducted locally in respective offices. 

1.8.6 In four!R test-checked ZPs a sum of Rs.48.86 ctore was released to 

agencies such as Nirinithi Kendra, Karnataka Land Army Corporation, Jala 

Nirmala Kendra, etc., for implementation of various programmes during the 

years 2000-06. In the absence of accounts rendered by these agencies to the 

ZPS, utilization of amounts could not be vouchsafed in audit. This also 

indicated lack of monitoring by the ZPs. 

a Bangaiore (Urban), Haveri and Raichur . 
91 Bangalore (Urban), Mandya, Haveri and Raichur 
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While· codal provisions permit Drawing and Disbursing Officers (DDOs) to 

draw funds on AC bills towards contingent charges required for immediate 

disbursement, it is prescribed that the DDOs are required to submit the NDC 

bills to the CAOs before the fifteenth of the following month. It was, 

however,.noticed in 15 ZPs that NDC bills were not submitted by more than 

129 drawing officers for amounts aggregating Rs.5.56 crore drawn on more 

than 1124 AC bills, some of which drawn as early as 1986-87 (Appendix 1.2). 

Despite this irregularity having been pointed out in previous Reports, the 

CAOs did not initiate action, against officers who had failed to render detailed 

accounts. 

As of March 2006, 223 works, on which 18 ZPs made an aggregate 

investment of Rs.24.64 crore, remained incomplete even though these works 

were to be completed in two years and the Government had issued instructions 

to accord priority to incomplete works in allocation of funds over the new 

works (Appendix 1.3). 

I ::1~1 \ f,· (Ja~~s Qt\mfi~~l)pi~op~i~·~~~~f def~I~~ftQns: .. ''.'.;,·:.1 .~~:~, ··;, • \ ~t~·J::i!-Li··.I 

As of March 2006, 451 cases of misappropriations/defalcations involving 

Rs.30.40 crore were pending at various stages in 23 ZPs (Appendix 1.4). The 

pendency, as furnished by the ZPs, was as under: 

335 24.18 53 4.20 63 2.02 451 30.40 

Delays m settlement of these cases resulted m postponement of 

recoveries/non-recovery and officials responsible for irregularities going 

unpunished. 
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Chapter summary 
Swachcha Grama Yojana 

+ Scheme launched without relevant data regarding the number 

of households in the villages 

+ Delay in repayment of loans resulted in additional liability of 

Rs.2.77 crore towards interest 

+ Defective estimates leading to non-execution of all the 

components 

+ Non-shifting of compost yards manure pits to outskirts of the 

villages 

+ Monitoring of the implementation of the scheme was poor 

Programme implementation, material and human 
resource management in selected Zilla Panchayats 

+ Functioning of District Planning Committees was improper 

+ Loss of assistance to be provided for implementation of 

centrally sponsored schemes 

+ Instances of unfruitful/irregular/ inadmissible expenditure in 

implementation of development schemes 

+ Large number of vacant posts in Health and Family Welfare 

Department 

Implementation of Swajaldhara Programme 

+ Delay in sending proposals resulted in non-receipt of funds on 

time 

+ Shortfall in collection of community contribution 

+ Instances of non-adherence to guidelines 

+ Quality controlfmonitoring mechanism was inadequate 
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Contd ... 

Audit Paragraphs 

+ Physical progress of the works entrusted to external agencies 

was not commensurate with the funds released 

+ There was abnormal delay in settlement of disciplinary cases 

and monitoring of pending cases was poor 

+ Subversion of internal controls resulted in fraudulent drawal 

of funds 

+ Unfruitful expenditure due to delay in completion of water 

supply projects and buildings 

+ Irregular diversion of funds/foodgrains from development 

schemes towards construction of a meeting hall 

+ Government response to Audit Report poor 
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· T~f! State Government lq,unched the Swachcha Grama Yojaous: in October 

· .2000 to bring ih total, change in the physical environment of the villages by 

improving;oads,. sanitation, .drainage, etc.· .. · Th_e scheme proposed to ~over 
- . . -

1300. l'illages with a total outlay of Rs.2.60 crore. · 
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Recognising the need for a total change in the physical environment for 

improving the quality of life of the rural population,. the State Government 

launched (October 2000) Swachcha Grama Y ojana (SGY) in selected villages 

in all the Zilla Panchayats (ZPs ). The programme aimed at providing a 

healthy. environment devoid of the hazards of smoke and other forms of 

pollution. 

22 
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The scheme envisaged amenities/facilities with the following five components 

called 'panchasutras' to improve the environment in villages . 

. •!• Paving of internal roads and streets in the villages. Internal roads and 

streets to be asphalted or covered with stone slabs 

•!• Construction of efficient sullage and storm/rain water drains 

•!• Provision of community compost yards and removal of manure pits 

from the dwelling areas of the village to a place at the outskirts 

•!• Construction of household latrines, community latrine complexes and 

school toilets 

•!• Provision of smokeless chulahs for all households. 

Phase-I of the scheme was launched (October 2000) in the State with an outlay 

of Rs.200 crore covering 1000 villages with an allocation of Rs.0.20 crore for 

. each village. The coverage was enhanced in March2002 to 1300 villages with 

an outlay of Rs.260 crore. Phase-II of the programme was launched in 

January 2004 with an outlay ofRs.100 crore covering 1000 villages. 

The organisational structure for implementation of the programme, as of 

March 2006, was as under: 

Rural Development and Panchayat Raj 
Department 

Kamataka Land Army Corporation 

Chief E:xecutive Officer, Zilla Panchayat 

Grama Panchayats 

Swacl1cha Grama Yojana Committees 

P.. Overall implementation of the programme 

P.. Nodal agency for raising loan from HUDCO"' 
P.. Management of scheme funds 
P.. Selection of villages 
)>- According administrative sanction for works 
)>- Monitoring and supervision 
>- Collection of community contribution and 

registration with ZP 
>- Implementation and monitoring of 

programme 
>-: Maintenance of completed works 
)>- Ensuring preparation of estimates as per the 

demands of villagers · 
>- Implementation of scheme in a time bound 

manner 
P.. Ensuring quality of works executed 

"'Housing and Urban DevelopmentCorporatiOn 
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Performance appraisal of the implementation of Phase-I of the scheme up to 

March 2006 was conducted (June - September 2006) by test-check of records 

of Secretary, Rural Development and Panchayat Raj (RDPR) Department, 

Zilla Panchayats, Managing Director of Kamataka Land Army Corporation 

(KLAC), Panchayat Raj Engineering Divisions (PREDs ), Deputy Directors of 

KLAC and Grama Panchayats (GPs). 

The coverage of Audit in the review was: 

© 8p out of 27 districts (30 per cent) 

o 240 out of 487 villages selected for implementation of scheme (49 per 

cent) 

ci Rs.69.74 crore out of total expenditure ofRs.192.37crore (36 per cent). 

Phase-U of the scheme, launched in January 2004, was not covered in audit 

since even as of September 2006 only Rs.26.65 crore had been incurred on the 

scheme and the works were still at a preliminary stage. 

Performance appraisal of the scheme was conducted to examine whether the 

);;>- Scheme was implemented economically, efficiently and completed as 

per schedule 

);;;- Selection of villages was as per guidelines 

);;>- The scheme had achieved its objectives in the villages where it was 

implemented 

);;;- Effective and proper monitoring system was in place 

);;>- . Implementation of the scheme had helped in improving the physical 

environment of the villages. 

The audit criteria and methodology adopted were as follows: 

Aiu11rllftrr Crfirrierfa: 

);;;- Prescribed time schedule for release of funds 

);;;- Prescribed levels of release of amounts 

);;;- Prescribed procedure for selection of villages 

);;;- Guidelines for the constitution of monitoring agencies. 

~ Bangalore (Rural), Belgaum, Bellary, Haveri, Koppa!, Mandya, Tumkur and Udupi 
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Chapter II - Results of audit 

Metllnodl«}fogy: 

. );;>- Discussion of the criteria and methodology of audit (July 2006) with 

RDPR Department and accommodating their suggestions 

);;>- Review of records relating to monitoring 

);;>- Test-check of files relating to loans, release of funds and data relating 

to selection of viHages -maintained by RDPR Department and the 

implementing agency. Review of physical_ and :financial parameters 

and effectiveness of their performance through trend analysis. 

The audit findings are discussed in the succeeding paragraphs: 

2.1,6.1 Programmeformw,lated withmat relevant data 

SGY was a major initiative by the State Government to provide a clean and 

healthy physical environment in the villages. As per the 2001 census, the 

State had 29,406 villages out of which 27,481 villages were inhabited. The 

scheme was to be implemented in the villages with 400-500 households: The 

Government had no data regarding the number of households in the villages. 

The Government accepted (January 2007) that such data was not available and 

was to be compiled. 

2.1.6.2 Improper selection of villages 

•:
0 Uneven distri!nation of benefits 

For becoming eligible for selection under the scheme, the GPs were to fulfill, 

inter alia, the following conditions: 

./ ensure villagers participation in the preparation/implementation of the 

scheme 

./ collect I 0 per cent of capital cost of the scheme from villagers and 

deposit with ZP for registration. 

The villages were to be selected by the ZPs. from the registered GPs which had 

deposited 50 per cent of the required_ public contribution alongwith a 

resolution of the GP agreeing to abide by the conditions. It was noticed in ZP, 

Belgaum that 10 villages were selected though they had not deposited the 50 

per cent public contribution within the stipulated time (April 2001). 

25 



A vai.fa!OHe fmmdls 
weire not mtfilli.sed 
by tllne 
imJP!IlementJing 
agency ftn funilil 

Audit Report (Panchayat Raj Institutions) for the year ended 31 March 2006 

The guidelines stipulated that the villages were to be selected in such a manner 

that different parts of all taluks of the district get the benefit. It was, however, 

noticed in ZP, Belgaum that 28 villages were selected in Chikkodi taluk 

whereas in Khanapur taluk only two villages were selected. Similarly, in 

Sandur taluk in ZP, Bellary, 19 villages were selected whereas no village was 

selected in Siruguppa taluk. 

•:• Selection of villages having more households 

The scheme envisaged execution of all the five panchasutras in the selected 

villages with an allocation of Rs.20 lakh per village. It was stipulated that the 

scheme was to be implemented in villages having 400-500 households and per . 

capita expenditure was to be in the range of Rs.500 to Rs.800. The ZPs 

violated these guidelines and it was noticed in audit that the estimates were 

prepared at Rs.20 lakh per village irrespective of the number of households. 

In the test-checked ZPs, the scheme was implemented in 141 (29 per cent) 

villages with households ranging from 1000 to more than 2000, contrary to the 

guidelines. 

The Chief Executive Officers (CEOs) of ZPs did not ensure even distribution 

of selection in all taluks. Further, selection of villages by CEOs with more 

than the prescribed number of households resulted in thin distribution of per 

capita expenditure which affected the overall implementation of the 

programme particularly in the components relating to provision of smokeless 

chulahs and individual latrines. 

2.1.7.l Funds for the implementation of Phase-I were proposed to be 

mobilised with Rs.208 crore (80 per cent) loan from HUDCO, Rs.26 crore (10 

per cent) Government grants and Rs.26 crore (10 per cent) from community 

contribution. The Government, however, restricted (November 2005) the loan 

to Rs.160 crore ( 62 per cent) and increased its share of grant from Rs.26 crore 

to Rs.74 crore but acfual grants released were only Rs.66.77 crore. As of 
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March 2006, the detalls of funds received by KLAC, and expenditure incurred 

thereagainst were as under: 

2001-02 60.00 10.00 82.18 35.78 
2002-03 80.00 5.00 . 87.47 81.03 
2003-04 20.00 1.00 23.35 39.19 

20.90 

It would be seen that the implementing agency could not utilise the available 

funds fully. 

2.1.7.2 fu order to provide funds for the implementation of the scheme, the 

KLAC entered into loan agreement with HUDCO (January 2001) with 

Government as guarantor. The Government, being the guarantor for the loan, 

was to release funds to KLAC for repayment of HUDCO loan. The loan 

agreement between KLAC and HUDCO stipulated that the loan amount would 

be drawn in four instalments between January and October 2001 and failure of 

KLAC to draw the loan amount as per schedule would result in payment of 

commitment charges at 0.10 per cent of balance amount. As the preparatory 

work before implementing the programme got delayed, the KLAC with the 

concurrence of ·the Government, rescheduled (July 2002) the drawal of 

instalments of loan. The KLAC drew the loan instalment starting from May 

2001 and the last instalment was drawn in March 2004. 

Further, the conditions of the loan agreement with HUDCO stipulated that the 

principal alongwith interest had to be repaid in 51 quarterly instalments 

commencing from 30 June 2003. In case the instalments were not paid on due 

dates, the overdue instalment would attract compound interest at the respective 

rate of interest with additional 2 per cent for the delayed repayment and penal 

interest at 2 per cent of overdue instalments. As of June 2006, the total 

outstanding to HUDCO amounted to Rs.115.76 crore (Principal Rs.40.78 

crore and interest Rs.74.98 crore). As against this, Government released only 

Rs.99.87 crore to KLAC for repayi:nent to HUDCO with delays ranging from 

one to 12 months. The KLAC repaid this amount to HUDCO (Rs.31.37 crore 
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as principal and Rs.68.50 crore as interest). The short and belated release of 

funds for repayment of loans resulted in additional interest liability of Rs.2. 77 

crore (Rs.1.93 crore of compound interest and Rs.0.84 crore of penal interest). 

2.1.7.3 The KLAC/ZP diverted scheme funds aggregating Rs.7.44 crore to 

other activities, which was yet to be recouped (August 2006). The details are 

as under: 

710.63 
Interest earned on scheme account was 

2001-06 diverted for administrative expenditure 
ofKLAC 

ZP, Belgaum 18.90 July 2001 to For preparation of maps/geo-physical 
April 2002 survey 

December 2001 Out of Rs.118.81 lakh diverted to other 
KLAC, Tumkur 13.97 to December schemes, Rs.13.97 lakh was yet to be 

2003 recouped 

2.1.8.1 Physical achievement 

In each village, all the envisaged components of the scheme were to be 

completed within nine months. The details of physical achievement, for the 

State, as of March 2006 were as below: 

KLAC 453 240 213 74.57 

Nirmithi Kendra 148 88 60 25.37 

For the State as a whole, the physical progress of completion of works in all 

respects was only 37 per cent even after five years of the launching of the 

programme whereas the financial achievement was 78"° per cent of the funds 

released (refer paragraph 2.1. 7 .1 ). 

"'Inciuding expenditure on incomplet~ pr~jects 
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Similar variations were noticed between .physical and financial progress upto 

March 2006 in the test-checked ZPs as detailed m;1der: 

Bangalore 
1523 

(Rural) 
85 85 6.38 

Belgaum 23.52 125 38* 87 18.67 

Bellary 11.61 59 46 13 10.41 

Haveri 9.57 50 10 40 7.65 
Koppal 6.08 32 19 13 5.92 
Mand ya 10.94 59 1 58 7.10 

Tumkur 7.46 39 9 30 6.69 
Udupi 7.54 38 19 19 6.92 

1,:1iH~t~~a1 
·*Component-wise details not furnished in respect of30 villages 

It would be seen that while the financial achievement varied from 42 to 97 per 

cent, achievement of physical targets ranged from 2 to 78 per cent with ZP, 

Bangalore (Rural) not achieving even a single physical target. Thus, the 

physical achievement was poor even after five years of launching of the 

scheme. The CEOs of ZPs generally.attributed the poor physical achievement 

to delay iri release . of funds during the initial years, non-collection of 

community ,contribution, etc. The reply is not tenable as adequate funds were 

available with the implementing agency from the beginning and the CEOs 

· were responsible for collecting community contribution. 

2.1.8.2 Defective estimates 

The average cost for each component of panchasutra in a village, as per model 

estimate of the scheme, was as under: 

Paving of internal roads/streets and construction of 
sullage/storm water drains 
Construction of school toilets 
Construction of illdividual household iatrines 

10.00 

2.00 
6.00 

AHH tllne ellllvnsagedl The guidelines provided for variation up to 10 to 20 per cent in average cost 
COIDJPO)lltellllts Of 

the scllneme were with a condition that such variation should not result in non-execution of any 
irwt exeClllltedl dllllle • · · · · 
to excess other. component. Scrutiny of estim~tes in the test-checked ZPs rev~aled that 
expelllldlitllllre 01111 
roadls/dlranlllls the road and dfain works were taken up at the cost of other components. The 

expenditure on roads and drains varied from Rs.12.51 lakh to Rs.19.11 lakh 
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indicating excess expenditure ranging from 4 to 59 per cent. This resulted in 

non-execution of components such as shifting of manure pits, construction of 

toilets and installation of smokeless chulahs in 102 villages out of 112 villages 

in test-checked ZPs where the scheme was stated to have been completed. 

Audit scrutiny in the test-checked ZPs further revealed that in 136 villages 

where work was in progress the estimates did not include one or more of the 

remaining components of the scheme, namely, shifting of manure pits, 

construction of toilets and installation of smokeless chulahs. The CEOs had 

accorded sanction to these works, even though the estimate had not contained 

all the components. 

2.1.8.3 Road works not as per specifications 

In order to improve the environment in villages, the guidelines stipulated that 

inner roads in the selected villages were to be either black-topped or covered 

with stone slabs. Audit scrutiny in test-checked ZPs revealed that in 209 

villages where road works had been executed with an expenditure of Rs.6.87 

crore, the roads had neither been black-topped nor covered with stone slabs 

and the works did not conform to the specifications prescribed. Thus, an 

expenditure of Rs.6.87 crore had not served the desired objective of the 

scheme. 

2.1.8.4 Non-shifting of community compost yards and maumre pits 

Audit scrutiny revealed that out of 112 villages in test-checked ZPs where the 

scheme was stated to have been completed, in 80 villages compost 

yards/manure pits had not been shifted to a place outside the habitation. In 

respect of 194 out of 240 villages in test-checked ZPs where the work was still 

in progress, the yards/pits had not been shifted even after five years of 

commencement of the scheme, thus depriving the villages a hygienic 

environment. The guidelines stipulated that second instalment of funds was to 

be released to GPs only after the shifting of manure pits to the outskirts of the 

villages within 3 months from the date of commencement of works. Audit, 

however, noticed that the second instalment in all the cases was released in 

contravention of the guidelines. 
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2.1.8.5 Nmn"':constnuction of individual toilets 

Guidelines provided for construction of 200 individual household toilets in 

each village with a cost not exceeding Rs.3500 with each beneficiary 

contributing Rs.500. In respect of 79 out of 112 villages where work was 

stated to have been completed, audit scrutiny revealed that against the 

requirement of construction ofl5,800 individual household toilets, only 5,792 

(37 per cent) had been constructed. Reasons for not constructing the 

remaining toilets were not forthcoming. Diversion of earmarked funds for this 

purpose to other components of the scheme could also not be ruled out in 

audit. 

2.1.8.6 Irregularities in installation of smokeless chulahs 

The following irregularities were noticed, during test-check, in installation of 

smokeless chulahs. 

•:• In respect of 27 villages in three• ZPs where work was stated to have 
;•,-.-, 

been completed, the chulahs have not been inst<!,lJl;)d"in any of the houses. 
\.'' 

•!• · The guidelines provided for payment of subsidy'· ·()If Rs.125 in the form of 
\,.,' . 

materials to beneficiaries,· In 48 villages unde/7~·ii.fs, an expenditure of 

Rs.22.80 lakh was incurred on provision of sm'Ske,less .chulahs to 9,489 
\·.·:: ... \ '"0 \.\'-

households with subsidy ranging from Rs.128 to Rs,~2P.l\1T4ts,_r_~sulted in 
. . - I ~.\\':,\'--' -

excess expenditure of Rs.10.94 lakh towards the subsidy, .. ·:i· ''; ,_,,·, 
··,O. \'J' 

~'\\ Lt: 

\ .. ~'f~~;\t:)·' \)~' 

2.1.9 .1 The scheme guidelines prescribed that, for becoming eligible for the 

benefits under the scheme, community contribution at the rate of 10 per cent 

of the total estimated cost (Rs.20 lakh} was to be collected from the villagers 

and 50 per cent of such collections was to be deposited with the ZP for 

registration. It was observed that, as of March 2006, there was shortfall in 

collection of commm1ity contribution aggregating Rs.6.67 crore in the State 

"" Bellary, Haveri and Koppa! 
., Bangalore (Rural), Belgaum, Bellary, Haveri, Koppa!, Tumkur and Udupi 

31 

·..;.·-· 

, (_c.{S· :)~\::j;.· 
.?}-,,,;·-r' 



Jllllladlmissftlblle 

Audit Report (Panchayat Raj Institutions) for the year ended 31 March 2006 

and such shortfall in test-checked ZPs aggregated Rs.2.13 crore as shown in 

the table below: 

Bangalore (Rural) 170.00 72.19 

Belgaum 125 250.00 31.00 

Bellary 59 118.00 99.25 18.75 

Haveri 50 100.00 90.00 10.00 

Koppa! 32 64.00 32.00 32.00 

Mand ya 59 118.00 100.00 18.00 

39 78.00 50.55 27.45 
72.15 3.85 

'760:76?i''\''t 213;24/;.;1~:. 
(Source : Progress reports ofKLAC) 

The ZPs replied that they could not collect the community contribution in full, 

though efforts were made. 

2.1.9.2 The villages were to make a community contribution of Rupees two 

lakh (10 per cent of estimated cost) w.ith a minimum of Rupees one lakh in 

cash and the balance in the form of cash/labour/material. This condition was 

included to involve the villagers in implementation of the scheme to give them 

a sense of ownership of assets created under the scheme. It was noticed during 

test-check that in 25 villages, community contribution amounting Rs. 25 lakh 

was diverted from MPLAD/MLA grants. It was also noticed in some other 

villages that contractors had made contributions towards the scheme. 

The guidelines stipulated that the estimates for the works should not include 
expemllitmre 
aggregati.llllg lead and lift charges as locally available materials were to be utilised for the 
Rs.42.29 Ilalklln 
towan:lls Ileadl alllldl works. The Government relaxed (January 2002) the condition and allowed 
mtl charges inclusion of lead and lift charges in the estimate, with the concurrence of 

Swachcha Grama Committees, only after the CEOs of ZPs certified on 

personal inspection that the materials were not available within five Kms. 

Audit scrutiny revealed that in foul ZPs, lead and lift charges aggregating 

Rs.42.29 lakh were paid in 116 villages even though the materials were 

procured within five Kms. 

£Bangalore (Rural)-57, Haveri-18, Mandya-19 and Tumkur~22 
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The guidelines stipulated that GPs in consultation with Orama Sabhas were to 

meet the expenditure for maintenance of the facilities created under the 

scheme, by levy and collection of taxes from villagers and include it in the 

annual budget. The joint inspection of 10 villages in four.11o test-checked 

districts by audit with the officials of the implementing agencies, revealed that 

the road conditions had deteriorated and drains had clogged, indicating poor 

maintenance of facilities created under the scheme. h was noticed in audit that 

taxes had not been levied by the GPs for the maintenance of the facilities. The 

GPs stated that taxes were not levied as villagers were unwilling to pay 

additional taxes. The GPs had also not drawn up any plan of action for 

. maintenance of assets. 

2.1.12.1 1rreg94larpayment ofservite charges. 

The KLAC generally levied service charges of five per cent in respect of 

works undertaken. The guidelines, however, stipulated that the KLAC would 

not levy service charges in respect of. works entrusted under ·the scheme. 

Audit scrutiny revealed· that KLAC had collected service charges of 

Rs.3 22 crore, in contravention of guidelines. 

2.1.12.2 Non-remittance ofstat94tmy dedU4ctions 

Audit noticed that in 122 GPs in three00 test-checked ZPs, the following 

statutory deductions aggregating Rs.52.12 lakh made from-contractors' bills 

had n:ot been remitted, by the Secretaries of GPs, to the Government account 

as of June 2006. 

"" Belgaum, Bellary, Haveri and Tumkur 
00 Bangalore (Rural), Belf?aum and Haveri · 
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2.1.12.3 Awareness programme not conducted 

The guidelines prescribed that before the preparation of estimates awareness 

programme was to be conducted to enable the villagers to understand the 

programme and offer their suggestions in the Grama Sabhas regarding the 

works to be taken up. Audit scrutiny revealed that in the villages test-checked, 

no awareness programme had been conducted. 

2.1.13.1 For any scheme to succeed close monitoring at the prescribed 

levels and periodical evaluation of the impact of the scheme is essential. The 

scheme guidelines had not envisaged any mechanism for monitoring the 

implementation of the scheme at the State level. HUDCO had also insisted on 

a monitoring system at the State level. The KLAC had intimated (March 

2001) HUDCO that constitution of· monitoring agency, including a 

representative ofHUDCO, was under active consideration of the Government, 

but as of September 2006, the monitoring agency at the State level had not 

been constituted. The lack of an effective system for monitoring the 

implementation of the scheme at the State level adversely impacted the 

scheme. 

. 
· 2.1.13 .2 Government constituted (June 2002) monitoring committees at 

the ZP level under the presidentship of CEOs. The committees were to meet 

once in a month and review the implementation. It was noticed in test

checked ZPs that the number of meetings held by the committees ranged from 

one to eight during the period from July 2002 to March 2006, indicating that 

the scheme was noteffectively monitored even at the ZP level. 

2.1.13.3 The NABARD consultancy services conducted an impact 

assessment and submitted (June 2004) its report to the Government. The 

report contained following suggestions. 

@ All financial matters including settlement of bills to be centralised with 
. nodal agency 

(;) SGY Committees to have selected GP members and prominent citizens 
of the villages as members 

@ In a village, all the c?mponents of the scheme to be implemented by a 
single agency. 
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No decision of the Government on the Report had been taken even after over 

two years (November 2006). 

The guidelines envisaged constitution of SGY Committees headed by the GP 

President in all the villages covered under the scheme. The functions of the 

committee included preparation of es1imates based on the suggestions of 

villagers and ensuring that quality of work was good and execution was as per 

schedule. Test-check of records in the ZPs revealed that the number of 

meetings held by SGY Committees ranged from one to ten indicating 

ineffective functioning of the committees. 

Thus, there was no effective monitoring system at any level to ensure that the 

quality of work was good and was completed as per schedule. This adversely 

affected the achievement of objectives of the scheme. 

Though the financial achievement of the scheme in the test-checked ZPs 

ranged froin 42 to 97 per cent, the achievement of physical targets did not 

keep pace affecting the fulfillment of the objectives of the scheme even after 

five years of its launching mainly on account of the following: 

¢ The selection of villages was not as per guidelines 

¢ The financial management was poor and delay m repayment of 

instalments of loan as per schedule resulted in additional burden 

¢ All the components of the scheme were not implemented, defeating the 

goal of the scheme of providing a clean environment 

¢ The physical achievement was poor even after over three years of 

scheduled completion 

¢ Action Plan for maintenance of facilities created was not prepared 

c:> The monitoring mechanism at all levels was not effective and SGY 

Committees were not functioning effectively. 
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);. An Action Plan should be prepared· for covering all the villages in a 

time bound manner 

);. The Government should release adequate funds as per schedule, for 

repayment ofloan to avoid additional interest burden 

);. Implementation of all components of the scheme has to be ensured to 

achieve the objective of a clean environment in villages 

);. · Action Plan for maintenance of assets has to be drawn up 

);. Effective monitoring should be ensured at all levels and special 

emphasis should be laid on activating SGY Committees. 

2.1.17 The points brought out in review were referred to Government in 

November 2006; reply had not been received (December 2006). In the exit 

conference held (January 2007) the Government stated that remedial action 

would be taken on the issues pointed out in the review report. 
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Hnghliigh fa 

Zilla Panchayats were implementing various centrally sponsored and State 

sector development schemes. Apart from various departments, Panchayat 

Raj Engineering Divisions were also functioning under the jurisdictional 

control of Zilla Panchayats. A review of programme implementation, 

material and human· resource management in five selected Zilla Panchayats 

during 2000-06 inter alia revealed that the Zilla Panchayats lost assistance 

aggregating Rs.18.82 crore and there were instances of unfruitful/ 

irregularlinad~issible expenditure· in· the implementation of development 

schemes, etc. 
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Audit test-checked (April-September 2005 and June-July 2006) the 

programme implementation, material and human resource management m 

selected five¥ Zilla Panchayats (ZPs) covering the period from 2000-01 to 

2005-06. The Audit methodology adopted for the review involved 

examination of records of the ZPs, Panchayat Raj Engineering Divisions 

(PREDs) and District Health and Family Welfare Department in test-checked 

ZPs. The draft review was forwarded (February 2006) to the Principal 

Secretary to Government of Karnataka, Rural Development and Panchayat Raj 

Department; reply is awaited (December 2006). 

The main objectives of the review were to ascertain whether: 

¢ Planning for the implementation of development schemes was 

adequate 

¢ District Planning. Committees were constituted and were functioning, 

as required 

¢ The development schemes were implemented as envisaged m the 

respective guidelines 

¢ Available material/human resources were utilised to the optimum. 

The Audit criteria adopted were: 

c> The Karnataka Panchayat Raj Act 1993 and instructions issued by 

"State Government 

· · c> · Guidelines issued by Central/State Goveniment for the implementation 

· of develOpmerit schemes. 

¥Bangalore (Urban), Haveri, Mandya, Raichur and Udupi 
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Audit findings arising from the review are discussed below: 

2,2,4,J Plan proposals not forwarded by Grama Pauu:hayats/ 
Taluk Pam:hayats 

In accordance with the provisions of the Karnataka Panchayat Raj Act 1993 

(KPR Act), the Grama Panchayats (GPs) were required to forward their plan 

proposals to the Taluk Panchayats (TPs) for consolidation and onward 

transmission to the ZPs concerned. The District Planning Committee (DPC) 

in the ZPs were to prepare the Annual District Development Plan (ADDP) 

based on the fiscal ceilings communicated by the Planning Department duly 

incorporating the development plans of the TPs and GPs. H was, however, 

noticed in all the test-checked ZPs that the GPs/TPs did not forward their plan 

proposals for consolidation and the Chief Executive Officers (CEOs) of the 

ZPs did not insist on the lower tiers of Panchayat Raj Institutions (PRis) to 

forward the envisaged proposals. In the absence of defined needs of the grass 

root level, the DPC/ZP prepared the ADDP in a routine manner. Further, the 

ZPs did not furnish the information regarding the preparation/forwardi_!lg of 

the ADDP to the Government. 

The DPC was to meet once in a quarter. The DPC was not constituted in ZP, 

Bangalore (Urban) while in other ZPs selected for sample check, though it had 

been constituted it did not meet as envisaged. The State Government 

constituted (April 2001) the DPC Fund with contributions from PRis¥ and 

local bodies. The Fund was to be utilised for payment of sitting fees to 

members, commissioning of studies, etc. ill the test-checked ZPs, as against 

Rs.2.96 crore to be collected towards DPC Fund during the years 2001-06, an 

amount of Rs.0.29 crore only had been collected in ZPs, Mandya and Udupi. 

The other ZPs did not collect any amount towards the DPC Fund. 

The spirit of decentralised planning was diluted. due to the ineffective 

functioning ofDPCs and preparation of ADDPs in a routine manner. 

¥ Contributions from PRis, per annum, were prescribed at the following rates: 
ZPs - Rupees two lakh, TPs - Rs.25,000 and GPs - Rs.5,000 
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2,2,5,J Loss of assistance 

The ZPs were implementing various centrally sponsored schemesn and the 

funds released for such schemes were required to be spent in accordance with 

the conditions stipulated in the respective scheme guidelines. Due to non

fulfillrnent of prescribed conditions resulting in' shortfall in spending, excess 

carryover, etc., in the five test-checked ZPs, it was noticed that the 

Government of India deducted an amount of Rs.14.26 crore while releasing 

the subsequent instalments. Similarly, the State Government also deducted 

Rs.4.56 crore tbwards their share resulting in a total loss of· assistance of 

Rs.18.82 crore under various schemes during the years 2000-06 as detailed 

below: 

0.55 0.18 0.73 
0.97 0.34 1.31 

2000-01 and 2005-06 0.62 0.21 0.83 
2004-05 .0.18 0.18 

TOTAL 

SGRY 2000-01 0.24 0.08 
IAY 2000~05 1.32 0.44 
SGSY 2000-02 and 2003-04 0.87 0.29 
PMGY 2000-02 and 2004-05 0.45 

TOTAJL 

2005-06 0.24 0.08 
2003-05 0.66 0.29 
2005-06 0.27 0.09 

2000-01 and 2004-05 0.20 
TOTAJL 

2000-01 and 2005-06 0.23 0.93 
IAY 2000-05 1.17 4.69 
SGSY 2001-02 and 2003-06 0.82 2.49 
PMGY 2001-02 and 2004-05 0.81 

TOTAJL 

2000-0 I and 2005-06 0.18 0.62 
2000-02 0.13 0.53 
2001-02 0.03 0.14 
2004-05 0.04 

TOTAL :R.33 

a Sampooma Grameena Rozgar Yojana (SGRY), Indira Awaas Yojana (IAY), Swamajayanti 
Gram Swarozgar Yojana (SGSY), Pradhan Mantri Gramodaya Yojana (PMGY), etc. 
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Points noticed with regard to implementation of individual schemes are 

discussed below: 

2.2. 5.2 · Sampooma Grameena Rozgar Y ojana 

The main objective of the Sampooma Grameena Rozgar Yojana (SGRY) 

scheme was to provide additional wage employment to the rural poor and to 

create assets. The scheme guidelines stipulated that expenditure should be in 

the ratio of 60:40 between the wage and material components. 

Audit scrutiny of the implementation of the scheme revealed: 

•!• Excess expenditlilre on materials 

During 2000-06, total expenditure ofRs.123.36 crore was incurred in the test

checked ZPs for the implementation of SGRY. It was noticed during audit 

that as against the admissible amount of Rs.49.34 crore, Rs.58.49 crore had 

been incurred on procurement of materials resulting in excess expenditure of 

Rs.9 .15 crore. The excess expenditure on procurement of materials resulted in 

corresponding reduction in the available funds towards wages leading to 

denial of 18,66,083 mandays of employment to the rural poor defeating the 

objective of the scheme. 

•:• Irregular diversion of foodgrains 

During the years 2001-03, a total quantity of 16,277 metric tonnes (rice and 

. wheat) of foodgrains were released to ZP, Raichur for the implementation of 

SGRY. It was noticed in audit that ZP, Raichur irregularly diverted 

3027 .60 metric tonnes of foodgrains costing Rs.1.81 crore to various schemes 

such as Indira Awaas Yojana, Ashraya/Ambedkar Housing Schemes denying 

additional wage employment to the rural poor since these schemes were not 

wage employment schemes. These amounts were yet to be recouped 

(July 2006). The CEO, ZP, Raichur replied that foodgrains were diverted 

based on a Government circular (July 2002), to meet the shortage of funds 

under housing schemes. The reply is not tenable since the guidelines of 

housing schemes did not contemplate issue of foodgrains to beneficiaries. As 

such, the decision of the Government in ordering diversion of foodgrains from 

a labour oriented programme to beneficiary . oriented schemes resulted in 

denial of additional wage employment. 
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•!• Non-recovery of cost of gunny bags 

Under the SGRY, foodgrains were supplied to the implementing officers in 

50 kilogram gunny bags and the cost of empty gunny bag was fixed at 

Rupees three per bag. The Implementfug Officers of the scheme were 

responsible for recovery of cost of gunny bags. It was noticed in fouro\'o ZPs 

that as against the recovery of Rs.84.71 lakh, being the cost of 28,23,556 

gunny bags supplied during 2001-06, an amount of Rs.18.06 lakh only had 

been recovered resulting in short recovery of Rs.66.65 lakh. The ZPs were 

thus denied additional funds for meeting incidental expenditure. 

<>!• Expenditure on inadmissible works 

The SGRY guidelines specifically prohibit construction of high school 

buildings under the scheme. It was, however, noticed in PRED, Bangalore 

(Urban) that during 2001-04 an amount ofRs.10.10 lakh had been incurred on 

construction of high school buildings, contrary to guidelines. The Executive 

Engineer, PRED, Bangalore (Urban) replied that such works were executed 

with the approval of the ZP. 

2.2.5.3 Swamajayanti Gram Swarozgar Yojana 

Swamajayanti Gram Swarozgar Yojana (SGSY) envisaged providing income 

generating assets to individuals and Self-Help Groups (SHGs) living below the 

poverty line through micro-enterprises in rural areas. 

Audit scrutiny of the implementation of the scheme revealed the following: 

•!• Irregular expenditure 

Sample check disclosed th~t in five® TPs of ZP, Haveri and ZP/TP, Udupi that 

an amount of Rs.33.51 lakh was irregularly spent during 2002-06 towards 

construction of shopping complexes, veterinary hospitals, meeting halls, 

procurement of materials, etc., in contravention of guidelines. 

"'" Bangalore (Urban), Haveri, Mandya and Udupi 
® Hanagal, Haveri, Hirekerur, Ranebennur and Shiggaon 

43 



Matclhuing 
cm11tiriibuntfoll1l of 
Rs.2.97 crnire 
sillloirt collllectedl 
from JPrus 

Audit Report (Panchayat Raj Institutions) for the year ended 31 March 2006 

•!• Excess release of subsidy 

The guidelines for the implementation of SGSY stipulated that the quantum of 

subsidy in respect of SHGs would be 50 per cent of the project cost subject to 

per capita subsidy of Rs.10,000 or Rs.1.25 lakh whichever was less. n was 

noticed in test-check that sixL: TPs under ZP, Haveri released subsidy of 

Rs.10.64 lakh in excess of the admissible amount to 44 SH Gs, contrary to the 

provision of the guidelines. 

2.2.5.4 Eleventh Finance Commission Grants 

•!• Nmn-contrihution ofmatchilng grants 

During 2001-04, Eleventh Finance Commission grants amounting to 

Rs.48.77 crore were released by the Government to the three tiers of PRis 

under the test-checked ZPs. The grants were to be utilised for taking up of 

development works such as maintenance/repairs to school buildings and 

veterinary dispensaries, roads, providing safe drinking water and sanitation, 

primary health services, street lightings, maintenance of common property 

resources, etc. The ZPs, TPs and GPs were required to contribute 25 per cent 

(Rs.12.19 crore) of the amount released to them by the Government as 

matching contribution. 

It was, however, noticed that the PRis contributed only Rs.9.22 crore with a 

shortfall in contribution aggregating Rs.2.97 crore. The PRis at Haveri and 

U du pi contributed the required amount in full. Three• ZPs did not contribute 

anything towards matching contribution whereas the contribution from TPs 

and GPs was only partial in these districts. According to the guidelines, the 

State Government was to provide funds towards matching contribution in case 

the PRis were unable to contribute. Neither -the State Government had 

released any funds towards contribution of PRis which failed to make their 

contribution nor efforts were made by the PRis to obtain funds from the 

Government. This resulted in PRis restricting their action plans to the extent 

of funds received. 

I Byadagi, Hanagal, Haveri, Ranebennur, Savanur and Shiggaon 
0 

Bangalore (Urban), Mandya and Raichur 
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•!• Irregular expenditure 

The funds released by the Government under Eleventh Finance Commission 

grants were to be utilised for development works. It was, however, observed 

that the Executive Officers of TPs (four) and Secretaries of GPs (26) under 

foul1 ZPs irregularly approved expenditure of Rs.60.19 lakh towards 

construction of buildings for GP/TP offices, purchase of furniture, etc., which 

were not contemplated under the scheme. Utilisation of funds meant for 

maintenance/repairs of common properties on construction and furniture was 

irregular. 

2.2.5.5 Chief Minister Rural Road Development Programme 

•!• Transfer of funds to avoid lapse of grants 

Under the Chief Minister Rural Road Development Programme (CMRRDP), 

an amount of Rs.4.32 crore was released to PRED, Mandya during the year 

2004-05. The division, however, could utilise only Rs. l.55 crore and the 

balance amount aggregating Rs.2.77 crore was transferred (March 2005 ) by 

CEO, ZP, Mandya to Nirmithi Kendra, a construction agency, which was not 

involved in the implementation of the programme. The amount was returned 

to the division in April 2005. Forty per cent of the funds were to be utilised 

for already committed works and for payment of pending bills. Though the 

division had pending bills amounting to Rs.3.60 crore as of March 2005, funds 

were irregularly transferred to avoid lapse of grants. Similarly, out of Rs.2.82 

crore received during 2004-05, the CEO, ZP, Raichur transferred (March 

2005) Rs.1.64 crore to Karnataka Land Army Corporation (KLAC) which was 

not the implementing agency during that period. 

The transfer of funds by CEOs of ZPs during the fag end of the financial year, 

just to avoid lapse of grants, was not proper. 

0 Bangalore (Urban), Haveri, Mandya and Raichur 
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•!• Inadmissible expenditure 

The scheme guidelines for CMRRDP stipulated five per cent of expenditure 

towards administrative cost, traffic volume studies, etc. It was, however, 

noticed in PRED, Raichur that during the period 2004-06, the. division had 

adopted 17 per cent in all the estimates towards administrative cost, work 

charged establishment, etc. This resulted in inadmissible expenditure of 

Rs.32.71"" lakh. 

2.2.5.6 Unfruitful expenditure on water supply schemes 

(a) The work of water supply scheme to Melukote village under ZP, 

Mandya was taken up during 1995 with the assistance of World Bank in the 

form of loan. During the first phase of work, borewells were drilled. Since 

the available water was not sufficient,, the second phase of work was taken up 

(1999-2000) with a proposal to supply water from a nearby tank. The work 

was completed during March 2002 at a total cost of Rs.99.62 lakh. Though 

the scheme was completed in March 2002, the same was handed over to the 

GP only in May 2006 after a delay of more than four years. Even as of July 

2006, water had not been supplied to the village rendering expenditure of 

Rs.99.62 lakh unfruitful. Reasons for the long delay in handing over the work 

and non-supply of water were not forthcoming. The water scarcity problems 

faced by the rural population also remained unaddressed. 

(b) Under the Sub-mission Programme, the work of water supply scheme 

to Salikyapur and nine other villages in Devadurga taluk under ZP, Raichur at 

an estimated cost of Rs.2.17 crore was administratively approved (September 

2001) by the Government and technically sanctioned (February 2002) by the 

Chief Engineer (CE), PRE Department, Bangalore. The work was entrusted 

(August 2002) to KLAC with stipulation to complete the work within 18 

months. During the period from November 2002 to September 2005, a total 

sum of Rs.1.71 crore was released to KLAC against which KLAC incurred 

Rs.1.52 crore on the scheme. During the execution, the work was hampered 

due to land disputes and therefore progress in the work was slow. The work 

remained incomplete even as of November 2006 rendering the expenditure of 

Rs.1.52 crore unfruitful. It was also noticed that the estimate did not include 

• Rs.22.03 lakh during 2004-05 and Rs. l 0.68 lakh during 2005-06 
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provision for power supply. The estimated cost was likely to escalate with the 

addition of cost of power supply. 

The failure of the ZP, Mandya in handing over the completed scheme to the 

concerned GP even after four years of completion and ZP, Raichur in 

preparing the estimates covering all the requisite components of the work and 

to ensure acquisition of proper land before entrustment of work to KLAC, 

resulted in the total expenditure of Rs.2.52 crore on these schemes remaining 

unfruitful so far. 

2.2.5. 7 Avoidable extra expenditure due to defective estimate 

The estimate prepared by Executive Engineer (EE), PRED, Raichur for the 

water supply scheme to Yaradona and six other villages in Lingasugur taluk of 

Raichur district was technically sanctioned (October 2001) by CE, 

PRE Department, Bangalore and the work was entrusted (October 2002) to a 

contractor at his tendered cost of Rs.2.19 crore based on the schedule of rates 

(SR) of 1999-2000. The estimate was prepared without considering the site 

conditions. During earth excavation, it was found that the strata was highly 

permeable and seepage water had collected in the key trench. The issue was 

referred to a technical agency and the agency suggested so~e technical 

modifications and CE instructed (December 2003) PRED, Raichur to adopt 

the recommended modifications. Accordingly, the estimate was revised t6 

Rs.2.52 crore (excluding some items of work and adding certain new items), 

based on the SR of 2002-03, of which the cost of additional items was 

Rs.88 lakh. Had the earlier plan and estimate been prepared after duly 

inspecting the site and designing the alignments with additional items 

required, the extra expenditUre of Rs.33 lakh¥ could have been avoided. The 

project taken up in the year 2002 was yet to be completed (November 2006). 

The EE, PRED, Raichur accepted (September 2005) that the avoidable extra 

expenditure was due to failure in conducting trial pits and not getting the soil 

tested before preparation of the original estimate. 

¥Difference in cost.ofaddltional items between SR of 1999-2000 and 2002-03 
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2.2.5.8 Loss of UNICEF assistance 

The school sanitation project was aimmg at promoting environmental 

sanitation and hygiene education, with :financial assistance from UNICEF and 

State Government. It was proposed to implement the scheme during 2000-01 

in 250 primary schools of Maddur taluk under ZP, Mandya and the project 

was to be completed by December 2002. The total cost of the project was 

Rs.3.38 crore, for which UNICEF was to provide assistance of Rs.1.97 crore 

and the remaining Rs.1.41 crore was to be given by the State Government. By 

the end of December 2002, the ZP could complete the project only in 100 

schools for which UNICEF reimbursed Rs.93 lakh (Rs.54 lakh in cash and 

Rs.39 lakh in the form of material); the balance claims were rejected by 

UNICEF as the project was not completed in other schools within the 

stipulated time. The project was completed (March 2006) in 229 schools by 

incurring an expenditure of Rs.3.86 crore. The scheme was not implemented 

in the balance 21 schools due to land problems. 

Thus, failure of the CEO, ZP, Mandya to monitor the progress of work and to 

adhere to the time schedule for completion of the project in all the selected 

schools resulted in ZP, Mandya losing UNICEF assistance to the tune of 

Rs.1.04 crore besides leading to additional burden of Rs.1.52 crore to State 

exchequer. 

2.2.5.9 Unfruitful expenditure on constrm:timn of minor irrigation tanks 

PRED, Mandya commenced the work of construction of two"' Minor Irrigation 

(MI) tanks during 1994-95 (sanctioned during 1988-89) with a total estimated 

cost of Rs.19 .60 lakh. In both the cases, the commencement was unduly 

prolonged due to improper planning and delay· in land acquisition. As of 

November 2006, even after incurring a total expenditure of Rs.46.21 lakh on 

these works, both the works remained incomplete. 

The Assistant Executive Engineer (AEE), PRE Sub-division, Pandavapura 

attributed delay in acquisition of land, escalation in cost, execution of 

additional items of work, non-rel~ase of funds in time, etc., for the delay in 

oloAt Agatahalli and Gujaganahalli in Pandavapura taluk 
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completion of the projects. The reply is not tenable as it was noticed in test

check that though sufficient funds were released to these works in the initial 

years there was no corresponding physical progress. It is evident that efforts 

made by AEE, PRE Sub-division, Pandavapura to complete the works were 

inadequate and approval of the works was accorded without ~nsuring 

availability of land in advance. 

Thus, failure of the EE, PRED, Mandya in ensuring suitable land and AEE, 

PRE Sub-division, Pandavapura in completing the work, commenced in 

1994-95, rendered the expenditure of Rs.46.21 lakh unfruitful besides denying 

the beneficiaries of the irrigation facilities. Further, approval for the 

expenditure incurred in excess of the sanctioned estimate had not been 

obtained (November 2006) .. The project cost may escalate further due to 

efflux of time. Responsibility had not been fixed for undue delay in 

·completion of these minor works. 

2.2.5.1 (} Works without action plans and payments made on tampered 
vouchers 

During the test:-dheck of recoirds of EJE, PR.ED, Rakllrn11r, it was l!ll4lltked 

thait 459 waiter supply woirks costD.ng Rs.:Il..45 crl[J)re l!nad beel!1l executed 

witltw1lllt al!lly approved actfoll1l pfans idlllllirilffig 2003-0!5. 'fest-clbleclk of 

voll!lcheirs in respect of siJIBlldng bl[J)rewens revealed that an amo1lll.nt 

aggregatiRllg Rs.26Jb7 falkh was paid. mu 106 v«mclhleirs wlh.kh were 

tampeireidl with by clluangi.ng tlble name of woirk/sclheme all1ld measuurement 

book 1mnmbeir, iuegllllfar!y pastiHllg the vouchers, etc. Tlble JEE, PRED, 

Raklhi.uu did not object to sm:l!n inegu.Ilarities and passed tlhl.em for 

payment. The execlllltion of these works was d«mbtf1U1Il. The matter calls 

for irlletailied hnvestigatfon and :fD.xatioim off iresponnsibilicy mm the officials 

illllvo!ved. 

2.2.5.11 Loss due to improper design 

In ZP, Udupi, the road work to connect villages Nancharu and Kokhame was 

· executed (April 2003) through KLAC under the Pradhan Mantri Gram Sadak 

Y ojana (PMGSY) at an expenditure of Rs.40.45 lakh. Due to heavy rain, the 

road was totally damaged during 2003. The State Quality Monitor for 
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PMGSY reported that the pavement totally failed due to weak sub-grade and 

non-provision of proper drainage layer. An alternative design estimated to 

cost Rs.49.95 lakh was proposed (May 2004) which was yet to be approved 

(November 2006). Thus, the failure of the EE, PRED, Udupi to adopt the 

proper design considering the local soil conditions resulted in loss of 

Rs.40.45 lakh. Action to fix responsibility had not been taken in the matter. 

2.2. 6.1 Diversion of material from one scheme to another 

The material procured for implementation of a particular scheme should not be 

diverted to any other scheme. It was noticed in PRED, Raichur that during the 

period 2000-05 the EE diverted material costing Rs.1.52 crore from one 

scheme to another as shown below and the cost of material diverted was yet to 

be recouped (July 2006). 

General Stock 

Hyderabad Karnataka 
Development Board schemes 

2000-05 

2001-05 

2004-05 

Various schemes 145.65 
Member of Parliament 

Local Area 2.31 
Development Scheme 

Various schemes 4.53 

The EE replied (February 2007) that the materials were utilised on the scheme 

for which it was diverted and no schemes suffered due to such diversions. The 

reply is not tenable as stores were procured under General Stock for the 

implementation of Plan schemes such as water supply, sanitation, road works, 

etc. Diversion of stores from General Stock to other schemes affected the 

implementation of Plan schemes and expenditure of the other schemes were 

understated to the extent the stores were diverted. 

2.2.6.2 Physical verification and surph1s stock 

The EEs of the PREDs were required to verify their stock half-yearly 

(March·and September) on or before 15 of the month following the closure of 

half-yearly accounts. Similarly, the EEs were also responsible to arrange for 

the verification of stock at the sub-divisional level. It was, however, noticed 

in ZPED, Raichur that physical verification of stock was in arrears from 
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September 2005 onwards and at the sub-divisional level, stock verification 

was in arrears since 2000-01. 

The procurement of stores in a PRED should be generally need based. It was 

noticed in PREDs, Raichur (including sub-divisions) and Udupi that there was 

surplus stock valued. at Rs.42.47¥ lakh and some of these articles were 

procured way back in 1972. No action was initiated by the EEs of the 

divisions to dispose of the material. The cost of obsolete stock lying in sub

divisions of PRED, Raichur had not been assessed since 2000-01. 

2.2. 6.3 Procurement in excess of sanctions 

The EEs of the PREDs were responsible for procurement of stores, based on 

the sanctions accorded by the ZP. Procurement in excess of sanctions was 

strictly prohibited. It was, however, noticed in two PREDs that the EEs 

procured materials valued at Rs.2. 71 crore far in excess of sanctions accorded, 

as detailed below: 

2002-03 68.21 8.31 
2002-03 360.06 20.89 
2003-04 205.43 104.57 

Raichur 
2004-05 85.17 
2005-06 51.86 

.. : .. i'.21QISJ!~ 

The EE, PRED, Raichur replied that the materials were procured for early 

completion of spill over works and proposal for the post-facto approval for the 

purchases in excess of sanctions was submitted to ZP. The reply was not 

tenable as huge expenditure was incurred in excess of sanctions and further, 

quantity of material required. for the works taken up was to be estimated in 

advance and sanctions .obtained. Evidently, the EEs failed to prepare a 

realistic estimate and adequate efforts were not made to obtain the approval, 

on time. 

The State Government issued instructions (November 2003) stipulating 

creation of human resource database by all the controlling officers. None of 

the ZPs test-checked had, however, prepared such a database: 

¥ Raichur- Rs.23.47 lakh and Udupi -Rs.19 lakh 
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2.2. 7.1 Vacant posts 

A review of human resource management in the Health and Family \Velfare 

Department of selected ZPs disclosed that large number of posts (both medical 

and para-medical) remained vacant in hospitals/primary health centers 

(PH Cs), adversely affecting health care services to the rural poor. As of July 

2006, the percentage of vacancy of doctors ranged from 6 (Bangalore-Urban) 

to 27 (Haveri) whereas the percentage of vacancy of para-medical staff ranged 

from 13 (Bangalore-Urban) to 43 (Udupi). There is an urgent need to get the 

vacant posts filled so that the intended benefits of various health schemes 

reach the rural poor. 

2.2. 7.2 Deputations withouat sanctioned posts 

It was noticed in test-check that during 2001-06, 29 officials under four¥ ZPs 

wer~ on deputation from ZPs/PHCs/PREDs to other offices like, District 

Health Offices, PRE sub-divisions, TPs, etc., withinthe same ZP, even though 

there were no sanctioned posts. Expenditure of the order of Rs.33.28 lakh (as 

worked out by Audit) had been incurred on salaries paid to them during their 

deputation period (as of July 2006, these officials were still continuing on 

deputation). 

District Rural Development Agency (DRDA) guidelines prescribed 

constitution of a 'Monitoring Wing' headed by a Project Economist and 

functioning directly under the supervision of the Project director._ The wing, 

apart from monitoring the progress of all the programmes, was to carry out 

evaluation/impact studies regularly. It was, however, noticed that none of the 

ZPs test-checked had constituted such a wing. 

Similarly, according to KPR Act, the Chief Executive Officers of the ZPs were 

required to inspect the subordinate offices for the purpose of examining books 

of accounts, registers and other records. No such inspections were conducted 

in any of the ZPs test-checked. Though it was stated in reply to an audit query 

that inspections were conducted by field officers, no documentary evidence 

could be made available to Audit. 

¥Bangalore (Urban) - 12, Mandya - 11, Raichur - 4 and Udupi - 2 

52 



Chapter II - Results of audit 

./ The functioning of DPCs should be streamlined so that the needs of the 

lower tiers of PRI system are obtained and incorporated in the ADDP 

./ Monitoring of programme implementation of centrally sponsored 

schemes should be strengthened to improve service delivery and avoid 

loss of Central/State assistance 

./ Responsibility should be fixed for diversion and excess procurement of 

stores to curtail surplus stock/idle investment 

./ An effective monitoring mechanism should be put in place, as 

envisaged in the KPR Act and scheme guidelines. 

2~2.]_@ The observations/issues brought out in the review were referred to 

Government in February 2006; reply had not been received (December 2006). 
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. Hilglhlnilglhlts 

The reform initiatives in the rural drinking water sector were scaled up 

throughout the country by Government of India by launching 

(December 2002) the 'Swajaldhara' programme, The scheme was 
' 

implemented in the State ff om 2002-03 onwards, The implementation of the 

scheme suffered due to long delay in completion of works and shortfall in 

collectiqn of community contribution, There were instances of non

adherence to guidelines such as irregular purchase of land, centralised 

procurement of materials, etc, Monitoring mechanisms were inadequate, 
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Several reform initiatives were introduced by the Government of India (GOI) 

in the rural water supply sector to institutionalise community participation in 

order to ensure sustainability of systems and sources, by adopting a demand 

responsive -strategy. As part of the above initiatives, GOI launched 

(December 2002) the 'Swajaldhara Programme' in the State from the year 

2002-03 to be implemented through Panchayat Raj Institutions (PRis ). The 

Grama Panchayats (GPs)/Taluk Panchayats (TPs) were to propose drinking 

water supply schemes. In respect of schemes with facility to supply 40 litres 

per capita perday (lpcd) of water, the community contribution was to be 10 

per cent of the ~stimated capital cost, while it was to be 20 per cent in respect 

of schemes with a service level of more than 40 lpcd. _ The GOl was to provide 

the. remaining funds. The entire operation and maintenance cost was to be 

borne by the GP /TP concerned. 

Salient objectives of Swajaldhara were: 

· );>- Adoption ·of a demand responsive approach alongwith community 

participation in decision making. 

);>- Community contribution to develop a sense of ownership 

);>- PRis to plan, implement, operate, maintain and manage water supply 

schemes 

);>- Full ownership' of drinking water assets with appropriate levels of PRis 

~ Conservation measures through rain water harvesting and ground water 

recharging systems 

);>- Shifting the role of the Government from direct service delivery to that 

of policy formvlation, monitoring and evaluation . 
. ·_ '• 
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During the year 2002-03, the Swajaldhara Programme was implemented in 

five£ Zilla Panchayats (ZPs). From 2003-04 onwards, the scheme was 

extended to the entire State. Audit test-checked the implementation of the 

scheme in eightµ ZPs covering the period from 2002-03 to 2005-06. In 

addition, Audit collected information from the Kamataka Rural Water Supply 

and Sanitation Agency (KRWSSA), the nodal agency for implementation of 

Swajaldhara in the State. 

The objectives of the audit were to assess whether: 

~ the scheme was planned properly and executed efficiently and 

economically; 

~ adequate funds were available for the implementation of the scheme; 

>- community participation was in place, as envisaged; 

~ works were completed within the stipulated time; 

~ the implementing agencies adhered to the guidelines; and 

>- monitoring mechanisms were adequate. 

The Audit criteria used to assess performance were: 

~ guidelines issued by GOI for theimplementation of the scheme; 

>- model Memorandum of Understanding (MoU) forwarded by GOI; and 

>- instructions issued by Central/State Government from time to time. 

£ Haveri, Raichur, Shimoga, Tumkur and Udupi 
µ Bangalore (Urban), Belgaum, Bellary, Haveri, Raichur, Shimoga, Tumkur and Udupi 
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The institutional set up for the implementation of Swajaldhara in the State was 

as shown below: 

State Water al!lldl SaJillnfatiGl!ll Missfomi 
(Kamataka Rural Water Supply and Sanitation Agency) 

I 

Apex ·Cm:nmJi.ttee 
headed by Additional ·chief 
Secretary and Development 

Commissioner to Government of· 
Karnataka, assisted by 10 members 
and Director, KRWSSA as Member 

Secretary 

I 
I 

Executive Cl[DmmJi.ttee 
headed by Secretary to 

Government of Karnataka, Rural 
Development and Panchayat Raj 

Department, assisted by eight 
members and Director, KRWSSA 

as Member Secretary 

Distrkt Water and Saimifati.mn Cmnmi.ttee 
(Zilla Panchayat) . 

I 
Vmage Water a.null Sanfttati.mn Cl[Dmmftttee 

(Grama Panchayat) 
~ 

A State Water and Sanitation Mission (SWSM) was to be constituted at the 

State level, which in turn was to have an Apex Committee and an Executive 

Committee, for policy guidance and overall monitoring of the implementation 

of the scheme. The Government appointed (October 2003) KRWSSA as the 

SWSM for the State . 
. . 

At the district level, a District Water and Sanitation Committee (DWSC) 

headed by Chief Executive Officer (CEO) was to be constituted by the ZP. 

The Committee was to scrutinise and approve the proposals submitted by the 

GPs, formulate and monitor the implementation of the programme. · The 

Village Water and Sanitation Committee (VWSC) at the village level was, 

jnter alia, responsible for ensuring community contribution, planning/ 

designing, procurement of material, selection of contractors . and 

implementation, operation and maintenance of the. completed schemes, etc. 
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The audit findings are discussed in the succeeding paragraphs: 

In order to avail funds under Swajaldhara, the State Government was to enter 

into a MoU with the Department of Drinking Water Supply, Ministry of Rural 

Development, GOI. · The State Government was required to prepare a 

comprehensive Vision Statement, action plan and an agreed time frame for 

initiating and scaling up of reforms. Based on the Vision Statement, the State 

Government was to formulate an Annual Action Plan through an interactive 

process with districts with clearly set qualitative, quantitative and financial 

targets, reflecting community based planning and implementation. The State 

Governments entering into MoU with the Ministry of Rural Development 

were eligible for performance driven incentives, as envisaged in the Model 

MoU. 

It was, however, noticed during audit (July 2006) that the State Government 

had neither entered into a MoU nor prepared the Vision Statement. This had 

resulted in PRis, being the implementing agencies, losing additional funds in 

the form of incentives. Even after four years of commencement, the 

· programme was implemented in the State without any clearly spelt out vision. 

As of March 2006, the details of allocation of funds, releases by GOI, 

community contribution collected and expenditure incurred during the period 

2003-06, for the State as a whole, were as below: 

2002-03 218.17 218.15 27.65 253.42 171.89 
2003-04 1397.03 1387.03 141.20 1536.63 1160.09 
2004-05 1620.54 1154.09 244.73 1403.57 1082.66 
2005-06 2253.99 1690.49 260.83 1952.93 182.84 

(Source: Information collected from KRWSSA) 
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It would be seen that only, 68 to 77 per cent of the available funds were 

utilised for the implementation of the scheme during 2002-05, the percentage 

of utilisation during 2005-06 was meagre (nine per cent). 

Similar trends were also noticed in respect of districts test-checked as outlined 

below: 

(Source: Inforrriation collected from KRWSSA) 

fo the ZPs test-checked," the percentage of utilisation during 2002-05 ranged 

between 68 and 87 and only 14 per cent of the funds available were utilised 

during 2005-06. While the ZPs attributed delay in release of funds and 

awarding tenders as reasons for under-utilisation of funds, it was noticed in 
. . 

test-check that in all the three years the implementing agencies had submitted 

proposals for release of funds to GOI with a delay ranging from five to seven 

months, after the beginning of the financial year. The delay in submission of 

proposals resulted in non-receipt of funds in time and consequent delay in 

completion ofschemes. 

The position of physical achievement under the Swajaldhara programme, for 

the State as a whole, is exhibited iri the table below: 

Similar details in respect of districts test-checked are as follows: 
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Though the schemes were to be completed within 12-18 months, it was 

noticed that, of the 360 works taken up during 2002-04 in the State, 97 works 

(27 per cent) remained incomplete (March 2006). In the test-checked ZPs 

also, 45 (25 per cent) out of 177 works taken up during 2002-04 remained 

incomplete (March 2006) and consequently the expenditure of Rupees two 

crore incurred on these schemes remained unfruitful even ·after lapse of three

four years of commencement. 

The delay in submission of proposals to GOI by the implementing agencies 

and consequent delay in receipt of funds and entrustment of works resulted in 

water supply schemes, though small in magnitude, remaining incomplete even 

after a long delay. This indicated that the efforts made towards 

implementation of Swajaldhara scheme and monitoring of implementation 

were inadequate. 

<>!• Commwnity cmntribuation 

(i) The guidelines stipulated community contribution at 10 and 20 per 

cent of the estimated project cost from the beneficiaries for the schemes 

proposed to provide upto 40 lpcd and more than 40 lpcd of water respectively. 

The test-check of records revealed that there was a shortfall in collection of 

community contribution aggregating Rs.82.38 lakh in respect of 86 water 

supply works, as detailed below: 

Bangalore (Urban) 8 
Belgaum 3 0.17 
Bellary 5 715.00 71.50 32.91 
Haveri 24 135.27 26.65 12.44 
Raichur 15 97.36 12.48 5.06 
Shimoga 5 40.10 4.27 1.71 
Tumkur 9 41.06 4.43 2.12 
Udupi 17 226.00 22.60 
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The community contribution collected as a percentage of the estimated capital 

cost of projects ranged from 5 per cent in Bellary to 11 per cent in Haveri. 

Further, details of receipt of community contribution in the form of 

labour/material were not available in the test-checked ZPs. 

(ii) The . guidelines further stipulated that the community contribution 

collected in excess of l 0 per cent of the project cost was to be credited to an 

operation and maintenance fund. Contrary to the guidelines, it was noticed in 

four¥ ZPs that in respect of nine works, an amount of Rs.10;66 lakh was 

refunded by the Secretaries of GPs to the contributors, after getting the work 

approved, the reasons for which were not on record. 

11Jm1mth.o1ri.sedl The scheme was to be implemented by VWSCs after obtaining prior approval 
worlks costi.!Illg 
Rs.I.SS c1ro1re of DWSCs for all the works. It was, however, noticed during the test-check 

execuntedl that in foul ZPs 25 works cos.ting Rs. l.85 crore were taken up by the VWSCs 

ExJlllelilldli.tunre 
ofRs.rn.s:n. 
Ilaki!Jl o!Ill· 
acqiunitsfttlio!Ill 
of n~mdl, i.n. 
dllisregardl of 
guni.dleili.!Illes 

even though they had not been approved by the DWSCs. The ZPs replied that 

post-facto approval would be obtained from the DWSCs for the works. 
~ 

~~~. · Irregular purchase of land 

The guidelines prohibited expenditure towards purchase ofland and buildings. 

H was, however, noticed in ZP, Raichur that an expenditure of Rs. I 0.51 lakh 

was incurred on acquisition of land for four water supply works. The CEO, 

ZP, Raichur, released funds for acquisition of land for these works, m 

disregard of scheme guidelines. No reason was on record for this lapse. 

¥ Belgaum, Haveri, Raichur and Udupi 
£ Belgaum (5), Haveri (2), Raichur (16) and Tumkur (2) 
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•!<> Centralised pmcurement of materials 

As per the guidelines, materials required for execution of works under 

SwajaJdhara were required to be procured by VWSC and centralised 

procurement of material was prohibited. Test-check by Audit revealed that the 

EE, PRED, Raichur procured materials costing Rs.32.46 lakh centrally. 

Though CEO, ZP, Raichur replied that the materials were procured based on 

the request from VWSCs, no documentary evidence in this regard could be 

- produced to Audit. Further, details such as village-wise actual requirement, 

issues and balance, etc., were not available with the ZP or PRED. 

Scheme guidelines contemplated creating awareness among the implementers 

(PRis, Non-Government Organisations, users, etc.) through Information, 

Education and Communication (IEC) activities. Though the scheme 

commenced in 2002-03, the first instalment of funds for IEC activities was 

released only in August 2004. GOI released funds aggregating Rs.4.27 crore 

to ZPs during the period from August 2004 to April 2006. It was, however, 

noticed that out of Rs.1.42 crore released to test-checked ZPs for IEC 

activities, a sum of Rs.14.99 lakh had been utilised in fiveo1o ZPs. The balance 

funds aggregating Rs.1.27 crore were lying with the ZPs. 

!EC activities were aimed at capacity building and communication strategy as 

the end-users were required to own, operate and maintain the completed 

projects. The SWSM was to provide regular training courses for PRis, 

members of user groups, implementing agencies, etc. The details of such 

activities were not available due to which it could not be ascertained if PRis 

were adequately prepared to implement projects under Swajaldhara and 

whether awareness had been created among beneficiaries for social 

mobilisation and subsequent maintenance of the compieted projects. 

"' Belgaum (Rs.1.00 lakh), Shimoga (Rs.1.27 lakh), Raichur (Rs; 11.82 lakh), 
Tumkur (Rs.0.05 lakh) and Udupi (Rs.0.85 lakh) 
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The Apex/Executive Committee were required to meet atleast once in every 

quarter. Though an Apex Committee was constituted (December 2004) in the 

State, it did not meet even once and the Executive Committee met only twice 

·during the period 2004-06. This indicated that monitoring of the Swajaldhara 

scheme was inadequate at the State level. 

The guidelines stipulated inspection of the implementation of Swajaldhara 

including quality of civil works, once every quarter. The SWSM was also to 

establish a system of random inspection of projects by a team of experts. At 

the district level, the line departments were to supervise the implementation 

apart from providing technical support. Details of such periodic/random 

inspections were not available in any of the ZPs. 

At the district level, a Core Group consisting of professionals in the field of 

drinking water supply, engineering, sociology/social sciences, etc., was to be 

positioned by the ZPs to assist DWSC in implementing the project activities. 

The Core Group was to review the progress of the implementation and give 

inputs on communication and development strategy, technology options, 

sustainable exploitation of drinking water sources, community health, 

financial viability of the schemes, etc., to DWSC It was, however, noticed in 

test-check that except ZP, Udupi, none of the ZPs constituted the Core Group. 

The CEOs of the ZPs replied that action would be taken to form the Core 

Group. Thus, failure of the CEOs of the ZPs to constitute Core Groups 

resulted in implementation of the scheme without clear data on the envisaged 

development indicators. 

The implementing authorities were required to take up conservation measures 

through water harvesting/ground water recharging activities. The State 

Goverriment was to prescribe policy parameters in respect of exploitation of 

ground water sources through the Vision Statement and encourage the PRis to 

·take suitable initiatives for eiislirin:g sustainability of safe water sources. As 

mentioned in paragraph 2.3. 7 no· such Vision Statement was prepared by the 
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State Government. None of the test-checked implementing agencies had 

adopted envisaged conservation measures for prolonged sustenance of 

intended water sources. 

•!• Non-remittance of statutory deductions 

Statutory deductions towards Income Tax, Sales Tax and Royalty made from 

the bills paid to contractors aggregating Rs.10.72 lakh were not remitted to 

concerned heads of account by GP Secretaries as shown below: 

ane~ f~x~· 1::·R.ii)rant)r;:~: ·" 
.. up~~~·A~J.l~.~b)i}••ti 

Bangalore (Urban) 1.25 0.07 2.15 
Belgaum 2 0.32 0.34 
Haveri 10 0.42 0.68 0.25 1.35 
Raichur 18 1.31 3.08 0.01 4.40 
Shimoga 7 0.14 0.27 0.11 0.52 
Tumkur 12 0.15 0.15 
Udupi 5 0.42 1.25 0.14 1.81 
;·: .:Z:'/rot~K::'.·., ;i:•i1Q/72lt · 

In response to an audit query, most ZPs stated that action would be 

taken/instructions would be issued to remit the sums to concerned heads of 

account. 

);;> The Vision Statement clearly projecting the identified road map and 

milestones for the implementation of the scheme was not prepared, as 

required 

);;> Delay in preparation of action plans and sending proposals to GOI 

resulted in non-receipt of funds in time and consequent non

completion of schemes within the timeframe 

);> The ZPs did not adhere to guidelines as there were instances of 

irregular expenditure on purchase of land, centralised procurement of 

materials, etc. 

);> In the absence of Core Group and periodic/random inspections, quality 

control and monitoring mechanisms were weak 

);;> Water conservation activities through water harvesting/recharge 

activities to ensure safe water sources were not taken up in any of the 

ZPs test-checked. 
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2.3.18 Recommendations 

~ There is a need for the State Government to prepare the Vision 

Statement to clearly spell out its commitment to reforms in water and 

sanitation sector 

~ Time schedule for implementation of the scheme should be adhered to 

~ Community contribution as per scheme norms may be encouraged to 

ensure community participation and to develop a sense of ownership 

~ Quality control mechanism should be strengthened by involving the 

specialists from line departments 

~ Responsibility may be fixed for arranging/conducting inspections and 

forming Core Groups 

~ Conservation measures for sustainability of natural resources should be 

undertaken as part of the scheme. 

2.3.19 The matter was referred to the Government in June 2006; reply had 

not been received (December 2006). 
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The Zilla Panchayats (ZPs) or the departments under their jurisdiction 

normally entrust the work of construction of buildings, etc., taken up under 

various development schemes, to external agencies* for execution. The 

entrusting agencies were to monitor the speedy completion of the works and 

hand over the completed works to departments concerned. Audit reviewed the 

execution of works like construction/repairs to office buildings, hostel 

buildings, school buildings, rural housing schemes, etc., entrusted to the 

external agencies during the period 2003-04 to 2005-06 through test-check of 

. records in five"' ZPs. The points noticed during the review are detailed in the 

succeeding paragraphs. 

2.4.1 Funds management and physical progress of works 

(a) Financial position 

The details of funds released by ZPs/departments in the test-checked districts, 

to these agencies and the expenditure incurred during the period 2003-06, as 

consolidated from the progress reports, is given below: 

2003-04 4814.67 4950.65 (-) 135.98 1562.93 1329.72 

2004-05 836.35 776.62 59.73 784.15 415.08 

2005-06 881.40 534.01 347.39 827.63 508.80 
(Source: Progress Reports of the agencies) 

*Excluding ZP, Bellary, as Nirmithi Kendra, Bellary did not render accounts for the 

funds received, which is commented separately. 

233.21 

369.07 

318.83 

• Kamataka Land Army Corporation - a Government company and designated agency for 
departmental works, Nirmithi Kendra - a registered society in each district under the 
Chairmanship of Deputy Commissioner. 

"' Belgaum, Bellary, Davanagere, Hassan and Koppal 
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The ZP-wise detai ls of releases and expenditure were as below: 

(Rupees in lakh) 

Karnataka Land Armv Corooration Nirmitbi Kendra 
Zilla 

Funds Expenditure Funds Expenditure 
Panchayat Balance Balance 

released incurred released incurred 

Belgaum 1647.24 1524.90 122.34 360.73 339.80 20.93 

Bellarv 2909.83 3036.30 (-) 126.47 632.06 NA 632.06 

Davanagere 760.67 458.41 302.26 652.78 532.45 120.33 

Hassan 13.27 13.47 (-) 0.20 365.97 272.06 93.91 

Koooal 120 1 .41 1228.20 (-) 26.79 I 163.17 1109.29 53.88 
NA Not avai lable 

It would be observed from the above that during 2003-06, sufficient funds 

were not released by the departments in ZPs, Bellary and Koppa! to KLAC, 

hampering the execution of works. 

(b) Physical progress of works 

As of March 2006, the status of works entrusted by the test-checked ZPs 

during the period 2003-06 was as below: 

Karnataka Land Army Corporation Nlrmltbi Kendra* 

In 
Not 

In 
Not 

Entrusted Completed yet Entrusted Completed yet 
progress 

started 
progress 

started 

19325 14800 3932 593 2836 2710 I 12 14 

3030 2 178 823 29 1220 815 403 2 

403 139 235 29 1990 915 892 183 
(Source: Progress Reports of the agencies) 

a Excluding ZP, Bellary, as Nirmithi Kendra., Bellary did not furnish details of works. 

As would be seen from the table, out of 22,355 works entrusted to KLAC 

during 2003-05, 4,755 works (2 1 per cent) and out of 4,056 works entrusted to 

Nirmithi Kendras, 515 works ( 13 per cent) remained incomplete, even though 

the scheduled time for completion was three to six months from the date of 

entrustment. Adequate efforts were not made by the ZPs/departments to get 

the works completed within the stipulated time which rendered the investment 

of about Rs.9.07µ crore on these works unfruitful. Further, the ZPs were also 

not able to furnish the status of completed works, viz., whether the same were 

handed over to the user departments/beneficiaries, particulars of occupancy in 

respect of housing schemes, etc. 

"KLAC - Rs.7.60 crore and Nirmithi Kendras - Rs. I .47 crore 
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2.4.2 Blocking up offumds 

It was noticed during the test-check that in four¥ ZPs, despite provisnon of 

adequate funds, 228 works (including houses and school buildings) entrusted 

to KLAC during the period 2003-06 were yet to be commenced due to various 

reasons like non-identification of site, land disputes, withdrawal of works, etc. 

An amount aggregating Rs.1.60 crore released to KLAC for execution of these 

works had remained blocked. 

Similarly, the test-check disclosed that an amount ofRs.38.48 lakh released by 

threen ZPs to Ninnithi Kendras for execution of 64 works under various 

schemes (including houses and school buildings) remained blocked as the 

works entrusted to the agency were not started. 

Thus, failure of the ZPs/ departments in ensuring availability of land free from 

all encumbrances before entrusting the work and to monitor commencement of 

work after release of funds resulted in blocking up of Rs.1.98 crore besides 

denying the intended benefits of the schemes to the rural poor. 

2.4.3 Inadmissible expenditure 

The KLAC was authorised to charge five per cent of the total project cost as 

service charges. It was noticed in threea test-checked divisions that service 

charges of seven to ten per cent were charged by KLAC which resulted in 

inadmissible expenditure ofRs.66.09 lakh. 

2.4.4 Non-maintenance of nominal muster rolls 

According to the guidelines of the Sampooma Gnimeena Rozgar Yojana, the 

executing agencies were required to maintain nominal muster rolls (NMRs) 

for payment made to the labourers, duly recording the quantum of cash and 

foodgrains issued. During 2003-06, a total quantity of 8,281 metric tonnes of 

foodgrains costing Rs.5.18 crore was issued by two~ ZPs to variqus divisions 

of KLAC. H was noticed in test-check that none of the divisions of KLAC 

maintained NMRs in support of distribution/utilisation of foodgrains and the 

¥ Belgaum (80), Bellary (137), Davanagere (7) and Koppa! (4) 
n Davanagere (6), Hassan (2) and Koppa! (56) 
a Bellary, Hadagali and Koppa! 
P Belgaum and Bellary . 
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entrusting departments also did not insist on maintenance/production of the 

required NMRs. The Deputy Directors of KLAC. replied that the foodgrains 

were issued to the Group Leaders responsible for execution, and henGe the · 

NMRs were not maintained. In the absence of NMRs, proper utilisation of 

foodgrains could not be ascertained in audit. 

2.4.5 Monitoring of works 

The ZPs/departments were entrusting the works to external agencies. In turn, 

the' agencies were submitting their progress reports and utilisation certificates 

to the entrusting authorities. The control mechanism in the ZPs to watch the 

physiCal/financial progress of the works entrusted was reviewed. 

:n:t was l!llioticed tlna1!: details slll!ch as dla1l:e oJf compietfonn of wrnrk, idlate of 

ll:urn.dhng over, mnmber of hoU1Ises constll"ucted, etc., were JIBot avaflfalbfo witlln 

ZPs/departmel!llts l!llOJr was any melllltimn made in the utli.Ilisatfollll certificates 

:flll!rnished !by tlb.e agencies. Inn a particular case illll ZP, Be!fary it was 

l!llotkedl th.at dmrnnng · 2003-Q)6, a sum of Rs.6.32 crnre was irefoasedl fo 

Nnrmlitllnft Keml!ra, BeUmry. The Nftlrm.D.tllni Kemllira, lwweveir, did Jlllot ire!llldeir 

any accm1m.t AIDl ftnqmiiry was cmndh1.11ctedl by the Clbu1.eif Accm111rnts Officer, 

ZP, Beifary andl aurn official (tl!ne tlnen Mau111ager rnf Nirmli.tlhll'i Kendl:ra) was 

irelillvedl from hns duties for allliegedl misapprnprfatfoim anndl llllm111-maii!1111l:eJinaHD.ce 

oJf accmllllnts. The llllllqlllliry was still in prngress (Augll.l!st 2006). 

Weak monitoring of progress of works by the ZPs was attributable to the 

failure of the implementing agencies to render timely and comprehensive 

details of progress of work and was fraught with the risk of funds being 

misappropriated. There is a need to prescribe a suitable utilisation certificate 

incorporating all the relevant details to enable closer monitoring of works. 

2.4.6 ConclEDsions 

c:!> Physical progress of the works entrusted to these agencies was not 

commensurate with the funds released 

c:!><Availability of suitable land for execution of works was not ensured 

before entrustinent resulting in blocking of funds 

•' · · ¢ ·There was no mechanism in the ZPs to monitor progress of work. 
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·· 2.4. 7 Recomme1ndations 

./ Release of funds for the works entrusted should be streamlined 

../ ZPs/Departments may be instructed to entrust the works and release 

funds only after ensuring availability of suitable . land, to avoid 

blocking up of funds 

../ Responsibility should be fixed for delays in completion of works 

../ Proper mechanism should be in place to monitor timely completion of 

works and utilisation of funds to avoid misappropriations, frauds, etc. 

The matter was referred to Government in August 2006; reply had not been 

received (December 2006). 

J~J1p;~~~r~~~~~~ri 
2.5.1 Introduction 

The officers and staff required for performing various functions entrusted to 

Panchayat Raj Institutions (PRis) were posted by the Government from 

amongst its own officers and staff. Though these Government servants were 

on deputation to PRis, the Karnataka Civil· Services (Classification, Control 

and Appeal) Rules, 1957 [KCS (CCA) Rules] (as amended in March 2002) 

prescribe that the Chief Executive Officer of Zilla Panchayat (ZP) shall have 

the powers of the appointing authority in respect of Government servants of 

Group B, C and D and Doctors working in Primary Health Centres, for placing 

them under suspension and of the disciplinary authority for the purpose of 

taking disciplinary proceedings against such Government servants and to 

impose any of the penalties specified in Sub Rules I to N(a) of Rule 8 of KCS 

(CCA) Rules. 

Delays in disposal of disciplinary cases mitfgates the gravity of the offence, 

makes recovery of pecuniary loss to the Government difficult besides affecting 

the morale of the accused/charged employees and others ii;i the organisation. 

In order to avoid delays in finalisation of disciplinary cases, the Government 

fixed (June 2001) the following time schedule and prescribed that the entire 

disciplinary proceedings should be completed and final orders issued within 

nine months from the date of misconduct coming to the notice of the 
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Disciplinary Authority. · The time schedule prescribed for different stages of 

processing was as below: 

2 

3 
4 
5 

6 

Obtaining reply of charged officer, appointment of Inquiry 
Officer and Presenting Officer 

Issuing copy of inquiry report to charged officer and obtaining 
explanation, if any 
Pas~ing final orders 

One month 

Four months 
One month 

One month 

One month 

. The Government further. stated that the officers responsible Jor· delay in 

finalisation of disciplinary. cases shall be liable for action for· derdiction of 

.duty. 

· 2.5.2 · Audit coverage 

Audit test-checked {May and June 2006) the processing of disciplinary cases 

in sev~nµ ZPs covering the period 2003-04 to 2005-:06 and also collected . . . - . - ~ . 

information from Secretary, R11ral Development and Panchayat Raj (RDPR) 

. Department. .. 

. ' -- . 

2.5.3 Audit findings 

Important ·points notice~ in . a,udit .·.are. summarised m the succeeding 

paragraphs. 

2.5.3.1 Pending cases ._i 

. . . 

As of March 2006, there were 200 disciplinary cases pending settlementin the 

test-checked ZPs. The age-wise b~eak;-up of.cases wa~ as under: 

.. :··-· . , ·. 
:·.,: . 

-~--------~----,----"''~' -·. .:}: 

µBangalore (Rural), Chamarajanagar, Chikmagalur, Hassan, Kolar, Mandya and Mysore 
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Sixty one cases involving Rs. I. 72 crore were still pending finalisation even 

after delays ranging from one to more than three years. Similarly, of the 120 

cases of misappropriation, eight cases (seven per cent) involving Rs.2.68 crore 

( 42 per cent) out of a total amount of Rs.6.40 crore, were pending with 

Government. 

2.5.3.2 Delay at different stages of processing 

•!• Issuing charge sheet 

'JI'llneire was The time prescribed for issue of charge sheet was one month from the date of 
deilay rnnngfinng 
from onne montlln misconduct coming to the notice of the Disciplinary Authority. It was noticed 
to moire tllnann 
fnve years inn 
issllllhng cllnairge 
sllneet 

fo 56 cases tllneire 
was deilay 
iranngfinng from one 
monntlln to moire 
tlln:m five years inn 
lll][ll][llOilnntfinng 
foqlllliiiry omceirs 

Albnnoirmail 
deilayJinn 
fnnnailfisatiionn of 
Jinnqlllliiry ire][lloirt 
inn 56 cases 
illllvoilvlinng 
Rs.]..43 c1roire 

in test-checked ZPs and RDPR Department that there were delays ranging 

from one month to more than five years in issuing charge sheets in 123 cases 

(including 49 cases without money value) involving Rs.3.43 crore. Even in 

respect of the 41 completed cases during the test-check period, there were 

delays ranging from one month to more than five years in issuing charge 

sheets. Out of these cases, in respect of one case in ZP, Kolar, charge sheet 

had not been issued even after four years. The ZP stated (June 2006) that the 

matter was under investigation and that instructions of the Government were 

awaited. 

•!• Appointing Inquiry Officer 

The Government stipulated that the Inquiry Officer had to be appointed within 

one month from the date of issue of charge sheet. It was noticed that in 56 

cases in the test-checked ZPs, there was delay ranging from one month to 

more than five years in appointing the Inquiry Officers. In ZP, Chikmagalur 

there were three cases in which there was delay of more than fq_ur years. In 

one case, the Inquiry Officer had not been appointed even after four years. 

•!• Finalisation of inquby report 

The Inquiry Officer was to complete the inquiry and submit a: report to the 

Disciplinary Authority within a period of four months from the date of 

entrustment of inquiry. Test-check disclosed that even after delays ranging 

from one year to more than ten years, the Inquiry Officers' reports had not 

been received in 56 cases (including 12 cases without money value) involving 
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Rs.1.43 crore. In one case (ZP, Kolar) the inquiry report had not been 

submitted even after ten years from the date of appointing the Inquiry Officer. 

Similarly, in respect of completed cases during the test-check period there 

were delays ranging from one year to more than five years in completing 

inquiry in 40 cases. The department attributed the delay to administrative 

reasons, delayed production of records, etc. 

The Government with the intention of completing the inquiries expeditiously, 

decided (April 1998) to appoint retired District Judges and retired officers as 

Inquiry Officers. It was noticed that iri 26 cases entrusted to retired District 

Judges, the inquiry reports had not been finalised in respect of 21 cases even 

after delays ranging from two to 25 months. 

•!• Issuing final orders 

The time prescribed by the Government for issue of final orders by the 

Disciplinary Authority after the receipt of inquiry report was three months. 

Test-check disclosed that in respect of six cases [five cases in Government and 

one case in ZP, Bangalore (Rural)], the final orders had not been passed even 

after delays ranging from two to nine months. 

2,5.4 Monitoring of cases 

The Head of the Department had to review once every three months the 

disciplinary cases initiated against Group '<;' and 'D' Government servants 

and take necessary steps to expeditiously dispose of the cases. It was further 

prescribed that while conducting the inspection of subordinate offices, delays 

in processing of outstanding disciplinary proceedings had to be specifically 

reviewed. In respect of Group 'A' and 'B' servants, the Secretary to 

Government had to conduct a similar review. It was, however, noticed that, 

such a review had not been conducted at any stage in any of the test-checked 

ZPs and Government. Effective steps had not been taken to expedite the 

disposal of disciplinary cases indicating lack of a proper internal control 

mechanism. 
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2,5.5 Conclusions 

>- Disciplinary cases had not been completed within the stipulated period 

of nine months 

>- There was delay at every.stage of processing of disciplinary cases 

>- ·Monitoring of processing of disciplinary cases was poor indicating 

weak internal control mechanism. 

2, 5. 6 Recommendations 

o Effective steps should be taken to expedite the· disposal of disciplinary 

cases 

@ Internal control mechanism has to be strengthened for continuous 

monitoring of disciplinary cases 

@ Responsibility, as contemplated in Government instructions, has to be 

fixed on those responsible for delay in processing of cases. 

The matter was referred to Government in August 2006. The Government 

stated (January 2007) that orders had been issued for strengthening the 

monitoring system and that it would review the pending disciplinary cases 

every quarter. 

2. 6.1 Introduction 

Consequent' on abolition of the ·erstwhile Public Health Engineering 

Divisions/Well Boring Divisions; Mechanical Sub-divisions were constituted 

(December 1999) in the State and these Sub-divisions were to function under 

· the administrative control of Panchayat Raj Engineering Divisions (PREDs). 

These Sub-divisions were to be headed by an Assistant Executive Engineer 

: '•(ABE) assisted by Assistant/Junior Engineers, Geologists, supporting staff for 

drilling and general administration. ·The functions of the Sub-divisions were 

· · to survey, drill, clean and hydrofracture the bcirewells for water supply 

schemes, on the recommendations of the Zilla Panchayats (ZPs ). These 

Mechanical Sub-divisions were equipped with rigs and the supporting v~hicles 
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and spares transferred from the former divisions. Sinking of borewells was to 

be entrusted to private agencies only in exceptional circumstances. 

2.6.2 Idle mcu:hinery · 

Test-check of records in nine.i. Mechanical Sub-divisions revealed that13 out · 

of 28 rigs which were transforred to these divisions remained idle for want of 

repairs dilling the period from 2002-03 to 2004-05. Due to over exploitation 

of ground water and depleting water table, there was a need to driU borewells 

deeper than 200-300 metres in many parts of the State. It was, however, 

observed that available rigs in these divisions were not capable of drilling to a 

depth of more than I 00-150 metres and many of the rigs had outlived their age 

and were beyond repairs. Though rhany of the rigs and carriers were proposed 

for scrapping, no action had been initiated. by the Sub-divisions/PREDs/ZPs to 

acquire new rigs to meet the needs of water supply schemes. 

Of the 10,123 borewells drilled in these districts during the. period from 

2002'-03 to 2004-05, only 1, ~ 16 (11 per cent) were drilled by these divisions 

and the rest were entrusted to private agencies in disregard of the instructions 

of Chief Engineer, Panchayat Raj Engineering Department. In Kolar and 

Mandya, sinking of all 2, 717 boreweUs was entrusted to private agencies 

while in respect of divisions at Chitradurga and Dharwad, the percentage of 

borewells drilled departmentally was one and six respectively, as the 'divisions 

either did not possess any rigs or available rigs were under' repairs. It was, 

. however, noticed in Bangalore (Urban) that though the division possessed six 

rigs in working condition, only nine per cent of the borewells were dug 

departmentally. . The AEEs of the Sub-divisions attributed entrustment of 

works to private agencies to rigs awaiting repairs, non-availability of required 

bits, etc. · The entrustment of works to private agencies indicated that the Sub

divisions did not take adequate measures to get the rigs/machinery repaired. 

"' Bangalore (Urban), Chitradurga, Dharwad, Gulbarga, Kolar, Mandya, Mysore, Raichur and 
Tumkur 
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2.6.3 Surplus stock 

As of March 2005, these Sub-divisions had surplus/obsolete stock of spare 

articles (oil, wrenches, casing pipes, drilling hammers/bits, etc.) valued at 

Rs.88.36 lakh. The AEEs of the Sub-divisions had replied that as these· 

materials were supplied from erstwhile divisions, they could not utilise the 

spares due to non-compatibility wi.th the rigs and that proposals had been 

submitted to declare these items as obsolete. Even as of March 2006, the 

approval was yet to be accorded. 

2. 6.4 Idle staff 

As more than 89 per cent of the work of sinking borewells was entrusted to 

private agencies, the expenditure of Rs.7.88 crore incurred by the test-checked 

divisions during the period from 2002-03 to 2004-05 towards pay and 

allowances on the establishment had become largely infructuous. The staff of 

the mechanical sub-divisions were attending to minor works like cleaning, 

hydrofracturing, etc., of the existing borewells, though there were a large 

number of vacant posts (both technical and administrative) in various divisions 

of Panchayat Raj Engineering Department. 

On this being pointed out, the Executive Engineer, Panchayat Raj Engineering 

Department, Bangalore replied (July 2005) that as the cost of repairs of the 

machinery would be very high and spares for the rigs were not available, 

action had been initiated to dispose of the machinery. It was further replied 

that the services of surplus staff would be made use of on other activities of 

Panchayat Raj Engineering Department. Details of action taken on the above 

proposals were not made available (December 2006). 

Evidently, there is a need to review the functioning of these mechanical sub

divisions, as major portion of the works were entrusted to private agencies 

though huge amount of expenditure was being incurred on establishment at the 

same time. 

The matter was referred to Government in February 2006; reply had not been 

received (December 2006). 
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Gross sunlbveirsi.olll o:lf pirescirilbed nl!llternail conntirols, lillllvoilvlillllg offncliails at v:uiiouns Ilevefa o:lf 
lP'al!llc!lnayat Raj Ellllgilllle~irillllg Dlivlisiiol!ll/.Zillfa lP'al!llc!lnayatillnstrid l'ireasuniry, lBiaveirll, 
facliRJitated fraundunilellllt drnwail olf :lfunmlls aggiregatillllg Rs.96.41:ll. Ilalkh. lby pire:lfenlillllg lfitdlitfouns 
trnvellillilllg ailllowannce/col!lltil!llgel!llt lbiillls 

Tllne Stait:e Governme!lllt illll .!Ranrnl! DevefopmeJrnt aimdl Pancllllayat Raj 

Depmrtment lt'equestedl (Decembelt' 2004) for a speciall al!llid!it of accmmrats of 

tlhle Executive . EllllgiITJ.eer- (EE), Parrnclb.ayat Ratj ErrngnrrneeiriJ!llg Divnsioim 

(PRED), Have:rii, on tllne aUegedl m.isapprnpirfatimn of Jfum.ds illTl tllne d.i'Vl1.sfoJlll. 

Tlb.e spedail au.HUt of PRIED, Haveri coverillllg tlbte peirllod from Aplt'ill 2002 to 

November 2004 was collllductedl duiriDllg Jamiary 2005. It wats !lllotked Jin 

the cmnrse of speda] alllli!llit that dtmiRllg tlhe perfoidl from September 2002 to 

November 20041, ~.Jm dlisiregarirll of Article 22-A of Ka:rmllfalka Fimam.cfal 

Code alllld Rude 576-A o:!f Kaunrnataka Civiil Servkes Rlllfos, daims of 

tJravellliimg aUowance (TA) we1re inegu.fady adrrn.H.tted mull paid to aim extellllt 

of Rs.76.72. laklh! (164 bills). BesJides, it was also l!llotked. tllllat amm1m.t 

aggregating Rs.23.46 fall.ffi was framhnientlly daimed tfuirnill.gh. contingent 

bms (68 bms). 

SeirfoUJ!s ineglllllairitiies irnotket!ft nn special .audit, inter aiia~ illllduclleidl: 

);>- Tnme baned Claims were acllmitteidl. mrnd paftdl, without any vanid 

reason fo:r condlomu1.ID1g tlb!e defay in p1refening claims 

);>- Cfaim.s were not suppoirtedl by any dll[])C1ll!mentairy evlide111ce sllllch as 

apprnved tmu programmes, prnper tour diaries, etc. 

);>- TA was dm1.medl evellilfor olfficians l!lll[])t boirne ollll tfute establlftshment 

);>- Th.ere were ftnsta111ces olf daim.s bei.1111.g prelfenedl IDl[])Jre thallll omice for 

tllle same pe1rso!lll for tllne same montlh!/dlates 

);>- T]:ne offkiails had signed!. ll.111 the atte11ullance register against tlllle dates 

slhll[])Wl1l to llllave beellll Olll tl[])UJ!lt' 

);>- Stock. .register was not maintained! propedy 

);>- Stl[])ck certiifi.cates were :mot avafillablle Ollll recon:ll for receipt of 

rrnaterials 

);>- Malllly of tlllle SllllppRy bms contained alt'itlnmetkall inaccurndes alllld 

· i.nterpofatfons amll in some cases paymerrnts were made even wllllen 

pllllotocopftes of tlbte sub-Vl[])1lllchers were attaclllled to the claims 

);>- ClllleqUJ1es were nssued m favollllr l!llf tllne EE, even foir sl!llpp!y lbms and! 

patyllllllents t.owards pos~all stam.ip,s/efodrridty/tt:elepllnmlle cllna1rges. 
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Tllne falihnire o:lf tllne EE, PRED mracll Clhtie:lf Acco1llllillts Officer (CAO), Zill.fa 

Pal!llcllnayat (ZP), Haveiri illll exeirdsi.llllg prnpeir cllnecks, as JPIIrescirnbed ftl!ll. 

codes/mannllllalls, facm.tatedl mi.sapJPlrnpirfation of llnuge funulls !by tine theirn 

Mmmageiro11> of JPRED, Haveri over a perfod of moire tlhlan two yeairs. Tlhle 

Ikey C{])lllltrnlls at varimns fovel!s were sUJ.lbverted. Allll o.rgmrnftsed operation 

ilillvo~vin:ng of1fkfalls all: PRED/ZP/treasu.ry cmnldl. lllOt be nnllerll ml!t. The 

Diistrkt Tireas1lll.lry OJffi.cer failled to exerdse prescirilbed clhleclks and llllotke 

inegullarities/ arithmetkall illllaccl!Ilraciies lillll tlhle daftms and passed them for 

paymellllll: h11 a rmntine manliller. 

Tllne imlbversfollll o:lf Ji.l!llte:rllllall c1rmtrnl mecll1allllism was as 1lll.llllder: 

JEJE, JPRED, JEl[aveirft 

CAO, ZIP', lffaveiri 

Diistirkt 1'ireasuniry 
Offnceir, JEl[aveirii 

o Diidl 1mot ireco1mdlle tllne exJPlelllldliitmre of tllne di.vi.siiollll wfttlln tllne accounllllts of 
ZJP 

o Didi llllot object to tllne overwiri.tnllllgs/iillllterJPiollati.olllls/conectiiolllls ii1m tlbte 
caslbt lbioolk 

o Co1mdlo1medl dellay i.n Jlllirefenri.1mg cllai.ms wiithount alllly valli.d reasollll 
" Diidl llllot nllllsiist foir aJPIJPlrnvedl tounir Jlllirogrammes amll tounJr dftairiies 
o .IIirnsteadl of lIUefeniillllg a si.1I11glle cllaiim foll" a molllltllll, Jlllirefenedl IlaJrge 

nmmlbieir of cllaiims ii1m malllly molllltlllls 
o Di.di llllot llllotke tlbtat cllaiims were bei.mtg Jlllirefenedl twi.ce Oil" tilliri.ce 
o JFai.Iledl to ellllsuiure JllllrOJPlelt' mai.lllltemmce/cllosunJre of Jregiisteirs such as 

caslbt lbiook, stock iregnsteJr, etc. 
o Didi llllot Jreco1mciille tlhle expelllldli.tuJre with lbmllget aillocatiioil1l 
e> Diid mot iimsiist om iro ell" aclkmowlledl emends foll" dliisil>uJrseme1mts 
0 Timternail audliit of tlllle diiviisiiom was llllot comlunctedl si1I11ce iillllCeJPtion 

(]_998-99) 
0 rndl Il1lot exeJrdse effectiive colllltlt'Oil ovelt' bmllget aililocatiioil1l alllld 

exJPlel!lldi.tuue tilneJreagaillllst 
0 Diidl llllot irecolllldle tlbte expelllldliltunn-e witllll tlbte jpllus alllld mi.nllls 

memoJralllldlllllm of tireasunJry 
19 l'Ilne aundlit of volllclllleirs ireceiivedl from tJreasmry was llllot colllldluncted a1mdl 

failledl to n.otke con.Hnmed frnlllldll!Illlellllt dlmwall of Ilnlllge ful!lldls 
0 Diidl llllot object to tlllle Ilnuge al!]dl Sl!Illbst:mti.all exjpelllldlntunire ollll 

l'A/collllti.llllgel!]t lbiilllls 
.., Il>iid llllot object evellll tlbtol!Ilglbt Ilairge lllll!Ilmlbeir of lbi.Ills weJre JPlirefenedl 

dluniri.llllg a singlle mo1mtlbt 
@ Admitted alllldl paid 'f A bms wlllli.clbt weire plt'efenedl witlllloml: nwllll-

dlmwall certificates imdl !llJPIJllirovedl tou JPlrngrnmmes 
e KnegUJ1Ilady i.ssUJ1edl cilneqUJ1es i.1I11 favounlt' of JEJE eve1m for tllne paymellllt of 

ellect:Jri.ci.ty alllld tellepllllolllle clh!aJrges 
o IP'aymellllts weire madle eve1m foir th.e collllti.nngellllt bi.Ills sunppoJrtedl by 

pllnotocoJPliies of SUllJPJPlllY vol!IlcheJrs 
o J[Jliid 1mot iillllsi.st attestation from competellllt :mthoiri.ty foll" tlbte 

i.llllteJr ollafoms i.1m telle Ilnolllle/sUJI Il ll>i.Illls 

"'Shri O.Lakshmana, who worked as Manager from 1995-96 to November 2004. 
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The EE, PRED, Haved while acceptill1l.g the misapprnpll'fatfon of fo.!lllds, 

had stated (Jume 2005) tllnat the amm1unt of fraudulellllt dlrawa!s by the then 

Manager was Rs.96.41 fakh., as smrne of tllue cllaims were gemllilllle. The 

Manager fmmdl responsible for the fraUld had repaid an amm:mt of 

Rs.25.72 !akh. and w:lls kept 11mder suspensirnlll (November 2004). The 

balance was yet to be recovered (September 2006). Four officials of 
. . 

District Treasmry, Haveri were also kept (November 2004) U11.1mder 

suspensim:n. No action was, however, taken agafast the E.E and tl!ne CAO 

for failure to check the misappropriation which collllthuned for long. 

The Chief JE:xec1ll!tive Officer, ZP, Haver! stated (December 2005) th.at the 

failmre of the ·JEE to scrllB.tinise the bms with ·reference to the grants 

released by the ZP facilitated fra1l!ldunlent drawal of :fmm.ds and also stated 

that internal audit of tllne division was not conducted due to sllrnrtage of 

staff. 1Fmrther developments in the matter are awaited. The matter calls 

for detailled investigation and action. 

The matter was refoir.red to Government D.n March 2005; reply had not 

been .received (December 2006). 

Zl?/ZlP'lED, Koppa! fafilled to callll for teilllders whHe falkliilllg llllp a work lilllvollvlilllg Sllllbsfantiall 
fuitilllds alilld albialilldolilled Jit Denay nlill elilltmstm:eilllt of worlk SlllllbiseqiunelillHy to alillother agelillcy 
amll fack of efforts fo compllete tllue prnject for Sllllp]!Jlly of water to Balilllillilkoppa alilld other 
vmages relilldered tlhle expelilldnture of Rs.:11.48 crnre UJinfrmitfunt lFllllrther, apart from a 
cost escafati.olill of albount 785 per cent, tllne needy nnrnR poor wern allso denied salfe drliHnlkin.g 
water 

The scheme for providing drinking water to Bannikoppa and 34 other villages 

in Koppal and Y elaburga taluks (under the jurisdiction of Raichur district 

before the formation of Koppal district), at an estimated cost of Rs.3.30 crore, -

was administratively approved (January 1992) by the State Government and 

technically sanctioned by the Engineer-in-Chief,· Public Health Engineering, 

Bangalore. It was proposed to draw water from the. backwaters of the dam 

acrqss the Thungabhadra river near Hospet in BeJlary District. The work was 

taken up (1991-92) departmentally qy the Zilla, Panchayat Engineering 
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Division (ZPED), Koppal and was stopped (1994-95) after incurring an 

expenditure of Rs.2.08 crore. A mention was made in the Report of the 

Comptroller and Auditor General of India (Civil) for the year ended 31 March 

1996 regarding non-completion of the scheme and non-utilisation of material 

costing Rs.0.52 crore procured for the scheme. The Public Accounts 

Committee (PAC) in its Report (Tenth Assembly) presented in July 1999 

recommended various measures for expeditious completion of works of 

similar nature. 

Based on a request of the State Government to take up the scheme under 

Sub-mission projects under Rajiv Gandhi National Rural Drinking Water 

Mission, the Government of India (GOI) accorded approval with revised 

estimated cost ofRs.8.14 .crore (with extended coverage to four more villages) 

and released Rs.1.50 crore (February 1998). The State Government entrusted 

(June 2001) the balance work to the Kamataka Land. Army Corporation 

(KLAC) with a stipulation to complete the work in 22 months. The reason for 

the long delay of more than three years in entrusting the work was not 

forthcoming. 

During the period from August 2001 to March 2005, an amount of Rs.6.40 

crore was released to KLAC and an expenditure ofRs.5.58 crore was incurred 

on the scheme. Meanwhile, the estimated cost of the scheme was revised 

(February 2005) to Rs.20.09 crore by KLAC which was approved .by the 

Empowered Committee. In anticipation of the approval of Government to the 

revised estimate, a sum of Rupees three crore was further released to KLAC. 

As of July 2006, as against the total releases of Rs.9.40 crore, the KLAC had 

incurred Rs.10.71 crore on the scheme by completing slow sand filters, pure 

water sumps, over head tanks, pump house, etc. The work, however, remained 

incomplete even as of October 2006. To an enquiry, the Chief Accounts 

Officer, ZP, Koppal stated that the State Government had not released its share 

of funds (25 per cent), as required, and entire releases were only from Central 

Government. The reasons for GOI releasing more funds than admissible, even 

though approval had not been accorded by the Government to the revised 

estimate, were not forthcoming. 

80 



Chapter II - Results of audit 

The Chief Executive Officer, ZP, Koppal attributed (October 2004 and 

February 2006) change in designs/alignment of pipes, delay in release of funds 

and acquisition of land and inclusion of additional items, etc., as reasons for 

non-completion of the scheme. Failure of the ZP/ZPED, Koppal in arranging 

sufficient funds over the years delayed the execution of the scheme which was 

scheduled for completion by April 2003. The estimated cost of the scheme 

was further revised (March 2006) to Rs.29.19 crore for which the approval 

was yet to be accorded by the Government (October 2006). 

Despite the earlier recommendations (July 1999) of the PAC for speedy 

completion of the scheme, no efforts were made by the authorities concerned 

to complete the scheme early. Thus, due to lack of proper planning and failure 

of the ZP/ZPED, Koppal in taking effective action for completion of water 

supply scheme, taken up as far back as 1991, the expenditure of 

Rs.11.48 crore had been rendered unfruitful. Besides, the problem of water 
' 

quality faced by the needy rural poor of 39 villages also remained unresolved. 

Further, the estimated cost of the project had already increased by about 785 

per cent over a period of 15 years and was likely to escalate further. 

The matter was referred to Government in February 2006; reply had not been 

received (December 2006). 

Falillrnre olf tllne ExecUJ1tJive E1111.gli1111.eeir, JP>imclhlayat Raj E1111.gi1111.eeirifilg :mvnsfo1111, Gairllag to e1111sUJ11re 
avanllabmfy olf wateir amll JPIOWeir SUllpJPily lbiefoire comme1111ceme1111t 1resUJ1Ilted i.1111 wateir SUllJPJPily 
woirk 1reman1111.n1111g Ji1111compllete besides 1re1111deirn1111.g tlhte n1111vestme1111t olf Rs.5.69 crnire Ullll1llfrniitlfUllil 

Under Sub-mission Projects, the Government accorded (January 2000) 

administrative approval for the implementation of water supply scheme to 

Bidarahalli and seven other villages in Mundargi taluk of Gadag district at an 

estimated cost (based on the Schedule of Rates (SR) of 1996-97) of 

Rs.3.51 crore. As per the SR of 1999-2000, the estimate of the scheme was 

revised to Rs.5.78 crore. The Engineer-in-Chief (EIC), Rural Development 

Engineering Department (RDED), while according (February 2000) technical 

sanction, stipulated that the Executive Engineer (EE), Zilla Panchayat 
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Engineering Division (ZPED), Gadag had to obtain feasibility certificate 

regarding availability of power supply from Karnataka Power Transmission 

Corporation Limited (KPTCL/ and permission from the Tungabhadra Board 

to draw water from the Tungabhadra river, the source identified for drawing 

water for the project. The work was to be completed by November 2002. 

The work was entrusted (March 2001) to a contractor for Rs.6.31 crore, 

without obtaining either permission of the Tungabhadra Board to draw water 

from the river or feasibility certificate from the Hubli Electricity Supply 

Company (HESCOM), Gadag. The EIC did not ensure compliance of the 

conditions before approving the tender (March 200 I) .. 

As of May 2003, an expenditure of Rs.5.69 crore had been incurred and work 

of construction of intake wells, jack wells, balancing reservoir, slow sand 

filters, pump house, etc., had been completed. The power supply company 

HESCOM had reportedly stated that an express feeder line had to be provided 

and sent an estimate for Rs.85.22 lakh (revised to Rs.1.11 crore), which had 

not been contemplated in the original estimate. Permission from the 

Tungabhadra Board was yet to be received (August 2006). There was no 

progress in work since May 2003. 

On this being pointed out, the Government endorsed (December 2004) the 

reply of the EE, PRED"°, Gadag that water supply was commissioned in four 

out of eight villages. However, the Government also endorsed (August 2006) 

the reply of the Chief Executive Officer, Gadag that in the absence of the 

express feeder line for power supply and permission from Tungabhadra Board 

to draw water, the scheme remained incomplete. Further, it was stated that the 

contract was rescinded (April 2006) at the risk and cost of the contractor and 

fresh tenders would be called to complete the balance work. 

£ KPTCL was divided info several companies and Gadag falls under the jurisdiction of 
HESCOM 

"" Zilla Panchayat Engineering Divisions were later renamed as Panchayat Raj Engineering 
Divisions 
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Thus, failure. of the. EE, PRED, Gadag to ensure availability of water and 

power supply before commencement of work, as stipulated in the technical 

note of EIC, resulted in the investment amounting to Rs.5.69 crore becoming 

unfruitful besides denial of safe drinking water to. the rural population even 

after six years of commencement of the project. The estimated cost of the 

scheme may escalate further due to efflux of time. 

Falilmre o:lf tllle zma lP'allllclhtayat, Dav:mageJre Illlll JPll"OVJidli.llllg adlei[j[llllate folllldS foll" wafoll" 
Sllll][llpily sdnem.e to SallllthelbeirallllUJill" arrnd otlhtell" viillages JrelllldleJredl dne experrndJitun.Jre of Rs.2.02 
crnll"e umfrnJit:lflllll lbiesJides dellllyi.llllg d!Jri.lllllklillllg watell" to tllne lllleedly nnrnil JPIOJ[D1lll.lati.ollll 

Under the Integrated Rural Water Supply Programme, a comprehensive water 

supply scheme to provide safe drinking water to Santhebennur and four other 

villages of Channagiri Taluk in Davanagere District was administratively 

approved (January 1999) by the Government at an estimated cost. of 

Rs.3 .25 crore.. The technical sanction was accorded by the Chief Engineer 

(CE), Panchayat Raj Engineering Department, Bangalore in February 1999. 

The Executive Engineer (EE), Panchayat Raj Engineering Division (PRED), 

Davanagere entrusted (January 2000) the work to a contractor at .his tendered 

cost of Rs.3.39 crore. The work was to be completed in January 2002. The 

approved plan included proposal for construction of a filter house on gomal . 

landµ in Jakkali village. The villagers objected to the construction and 

_approached (January 2000) the court of law. The court pronounced the 

judgement in favour of the Department (September 2000). In the meantime, 

the department chose an alternative site to constructthe filter house. Approval 

for the final design of jackwell was accorded by the Superintending Engineer 

in September 2001, only four months before the stipulated month of 

completion of work. 

As of March 2003, the contractor showed financial progress of Rs.2.02 crore 

for which he was paid by the PRED. The PRED did not release the balance 

funds and the contractor stopped (March 2003) the work. The cost of balance 

µ Area near the village set apart as grazing ground for cattle 
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work was estimated to be Rs.1.65 crore. In reply to the notices issued by the 

EE, the contractor attributed delay to non-release of balance funds and agreed 

to continue, provided· funds were released. The EE recommended (March 

2005) rescinding the contract at the risk and cost of the contractor and CE 

approved (February 2006) the recommendation. 

The matter was referred to Government in March 2006. The Government 

endorsed (June 2006 and December 2006) the reply of the EE, PRED, 

Davanagere attributing the delay in completion of the scheme to non-provision 

of adequate funds and change in design and further stated that the contract had 

been rescinded and action would be taken to complete the work by calling 

fresh tender. 

Thus, the failure of the ZP,. Davanagere to provide sufficient funds for the 

. scheme coupled with delay in retendering of work by EE, PRED, Davanagere 

rendered the expenditure of Rs.2.02 crore unfruitful besides, the objective of 

providing drinking water to Santhebennur and other four villages was not 

achieved even after the lapse of seven years. 

!mprnJPlell" declislim11 of the zma l?airnchayat, Chamairajanagair fo cmustrnct a meeting hallH 
by linegunfarlly diverting tl!ne ffmrnds from devellopmel(llt scl!nemes rendered tllne expenditu.uire 
offRs.Jl9.98 faklln lllmfrunfitfoll beslides foclkling unJPI oJfRs.33 falk:h. wlitllu tl!ne constmctfon agency 

The State Government accorded (March 2003) administrative sanction for 

construction of a meeting hall for Zilla Panchayat (ZP), Chamarajanagar, at an 

estimated cost of Rs.63.10 lakh. The work was entrusted to Karnataka Land 

Anny Corporation (KLAC). An amount of Rs.32.98 lakh"' was released to 

. KLAC between March 2003 and March 2005, by irregularly diverting the 

funds from various development schemes, which included foodgrains costing 

Rs.6.25 lakh. As of August 2004, the KLAC had incurred an expenditure of 

Rs.18.91 lakh on the work which was stopped at basement level. There was 

"'"Swarnajayanti Gram Swarozgar Yojana- Rs.5.48 lakh, Sampoorna Grameena Rozgar 
Yojana - Rs.2.00 lakh, ZP budget - Rs.10 lakh and from other sources (details not available) 
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no significant progress after August 2004 and as of January 2006, the total 

expenditure on the work was Rs.19 .98 lakh. Even though there was no 

progress in work after August 2004 and an advance of Rs.13 lakh was lying 

with the KLAC after adjustment of expenditure of Rs.19 .98 lakh, further 

release of Rs.20 lakh was made {March 2006) to KLAC, just to avoid lapse of 

grant at the end ()f the financial year. 

Meanwhile, the ZP shifted (November 2005) its offices to another new 

building (District Offices Complex under· the jurisdictional control of the 

Deputy Commissioner, Chamarajanagar), adjacent to the construction site, 

which had sufficient space and ·also housed a meeting hall. The fact of 

construction of District Offices Complex in the vicinity was well within the 

knowledge of the ZP even before it started construction of the meeting hall. 

·As such, there was no need for the ZP to go in for construction of a separate 

meeting hall, the work of which was stopped after incurring an expenditure of 

Rs.19.98 lakh, 

On this being pointed out, the Chief Executive Officer, ZP, Chamarajanagar 

stated (July 2006) that the ZP was yet to decide on further construction of the 

meeting hall as the ZP office was housed in the District Offices Complex 

having a meeting hall. 

Thus, the improper decision of the ZP, Chamarajanagar to construct the 

meeting hall rendered the expenditure of Rs.19 .98 lakh unfruitful besides 

locking up of Rs.33 lakh with KLAC. Further, the diversion of foodgrains, 

meant for irpplementation of water conservation programmes under 

Sampooma Grameena Rozgar Y ojana towards construction of a building was 

irregular. The release of funds to KLAC at the fag end of the financial year, 

just to avoid lapse of grant, was also irpproper. 

· The matter was referred to Government in July 2006; reply had not been 

received (December 2006). 
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foadleqm11te eJffoirts oJf tllne lExecunti.ve OJffi.ceirs oJf 15 Tallunlk Pallllcllnayats i.n irealli.si.llllg irellllt oJf 
the sllnops iresulltedl illll llllOllll-irecoveiry oJf rellllfall irevellllue of Rs.1.B cm ire 

·To augment their own resources for the Taluk Panchayats (TPs), the 

Kamataka Panchayat Raj Act provided that the TPs could lease/rent out the 

capital assets and properties placed under thefr control or vested with them or 

maintained out of the Taluk Panchayats Fund. An Asset Register of properties 

belonging to or vested with the TP was required to be maintained in each TP. 

Audit collected information from 15 TPs regarding the recovery of rent from 

the tenants of the properties/shops rented out. Scrutiny of the information 

revealed that as of June 2006, ·an amount aggregating Rs.1.13 crore was 

outstanding as rent from the tenants (Appendix 2.1). The period for which 

rent was outstanding ranged as far back as 1985 to June 2006. Further, it was 

observed that many of the TPs had not maintained the asset register and rate of 

rent had not been revised periodically, as envisaged. 

Evidently, the TPs were not making adequate efforts . to augment their own 

resources. Thus, the inadequate efforts of the Executive Officers of the TPs in 

collecting the revenue, on time, resulted in non-realisation of rental revenue to 

an extent ofRs.1.13 crore. 

The matter was referred to Government in February 2006. The Government 

endorsed (January 2007) the replies of TPs which stated that action was being 

taken to recover the outstanding rental revenue, 

lFai.Ilmre oJf tllne Assistallllt Executive Enngilllleeir, Panncllnayat Raj Ellllgi.illteedng Sunlb~divisfollll, 
Chilklballllapunir i.llll . exeirci.si.nng effective conntrnll alllld sllllpeirvi.sfollll iresl!llllted inn tllne 
mi.sapprnpirliatfollll of foodgrai.ns vailUJ1.ed at Rs.B.87 Ilalkh 

Umlell" varfolllls poverty alllevfatio1rn prngrnm.mes· implemelilted th.rough 

zma Pallllclllayats, foodgrnins were issl!lled to labomrers as pa!l"t of wages, in 

adld.iiti.on to caslln com.pmueimt for tlh.e · work. The Assistant Executive 

Engineers (AEEs) at the Sunb-idlivisfon level were !l"espom.siblle for the 

receipt and. ftsslllle of food.g1rni.ns aUocateidl to the Zfillla Pmmchayat 

El!D.giJmeerillllg Sll!lb-dlivnsfons. 

86 



Chapter II - Results of audit 

Audit scrutiny (!February 2004) ([])f records of P~mchayat Raj Engineell"ing 

Sub .. division, Chikbalilapuur in Kohur distl!"ict ·for. the period 2001-03 

disclosed that dmring 2002c:03, tl!ne. foodlgrnins issued to fabmuers was only 

t,108.67 MT as against 1,218.81 MT shown to have been issued. This had 

.resullted in sho:r.tage of U0.14 MT. of foodgrnins, which had not been 

shown as dosing stock. The value of tlllis shorfage, at the procmrement 

price, was Rs.13.87 fakh. The Chief JE:iec1U1tive Officer, zma Panchayat, 

Kollar, after a detailed verificatim11, repmrted misapp:rop:riation of 

foodg:rains by the Store Keeper aggregating 109.33 MT. Crnnsequently, 

the Store Keeper was kept (Juurne.2004) rnruler suspension. On recovery of 

Rs.6.83 faklln from tllne. store keeper, suspension was revoked (September 

2005) and discipli111ary proceedings (November 2005) had been hiitiated · 

against the AEE and the Store Keeper. 

Thus,· failure of AEE in exe:rdsinng effective contrnli and supervision 

resulted in mlisappropriatfon of food.grains valued. at Rs.13.87 lakh which 

was meant for distribution to 1rn.rnl iab11mrers under varfolllls poverty 

alneviatimn p:rogrnmmes. Further, though cost of the foodgrniirns fo1lllnd 

short was to be recovered at the procurement price, an ammmt of R.s.6.83 

fakh. lb!ad onl!y been recovered from. tlile Store Keeper, at the s11J11bsidised 

issue price, resumng in short recovery ofRs.7J)4 faklln. 

The matter was refeir:red to Government in October 2004. Goveirllllment 

repllied (Jaim111ary 2007) that the matte1r lhad been viewed serimllsl!y. 

Crftminai and departmental prnceedlings lb!ad been innitiatedl against the 

AEE · and Store Keeper and anm Enquiry Officer was ap][Mlliimtedl for 

contdluctJing the departmental enq1uriiry. 

JFaiilmure of Grama Pallllcllnayat, Matllnoa:ll ~mall JExeclllltlive Oflficer, Tafolk Pallllcllnayat, 
JffosadllllJrga to raise tJlne a:Jlemalllla:Jl am! to COililect tJlne COIDJ[llel!llSatfollll amomllt perfodliicaJJly Jlnaa:Jl 
reslll!Ilted lillll l!llOJiJl-coilftectfollll ofRs.54.:1.5 falkl!n from a cemellllt mal!lllll!fadlll!Jrlillllg comJlllal!lly 

Setting up of a cement factory in the jurisdiction ofGrama Panchayats (GPs) 

· is likely to affect the riortnal lifo of assets like roads, social forestry 

plantations, drinking water wells and sanitation, etc., .resulting in 

environmental degradation. Mis. Karnataka Minerals and Manufacturing 
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Company Limited' (KMMC), a company registered under Company's Act 

1956 set up a cement manufacturing unit at Mathod village of Hosadurga taluk 

under Chitradurga district and started production in December 1985. 

The Director of Industries and Commerce after granting licence for 

establishment of the mini cement plant entered into (June 1984) an agreement 

with the KMMC, which inter alia, stipulated payment of cash contribution, to 

compensate environmental degradation, by the KMMC to GP, Mathod. The 

installed capacity of the cement manufacturing unit was 200 tonnes per day, 

for which· it was to contribute Rs.2 lakh per annum to the GP, Mathod from 

the date on which production began. 

Scrutiny of accounts of Executive Officer (EO), Taluk Panchayat (TP), 

Hosadurga revealed that KMMC had paid only a sum of Rs.0.45 lakh during 

the period from 1985-2000. It was also observed that the GP had raised the 

demand only in January 2000. Meanwhile, KMMC was taken over by a new 

company Mis. Madras Cements Limited in September 2000. KMMC 

approached the Court (December 2002) and the case was dismissed due to 

non-presence of plaintiff (June 2003). The Chief Executive Officer (CEO), 

Zilla Panchayat, Chitradurga instructed (February 2005) EO, TP, Hosadurga to 

recover the dues from KMMC. 

Thus, the laxity of GP, Mathod and EO, TP, Hosadurga to raise a demand 

even after the instructions of CEO and failure of Chief Accounts Officer to 

point out non-collection of dues by GP in internal audit resulted in non

collection of Rs.54.15 lakh (including interest) from KMMC. The CEO, ZP, 

Chitradurga stated (November 2006) that a fresh case has been filed 

(September 2006) by the GP, Mathod for recovery of dues. It was further 

stated that internal audit of GPs were not generally conducted unless there 

were specific complaints. 

The matter was referred to Government in August 2006. Government 

endorsed (November 2006) the reply of the CEO, ZP, Chitradurga. 
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Defective dlesi.gim foir cmnstirlllicdoim of a llwsplifall 1bimilldlliimg wllnliclll ireq11llliiredl execlllltfoim of 
adlditfomlll i.tems of woirlk amll stoppage olf woirlk 1biy tllne cmntractoir due to imom-paymeimt olf 
bms rendered tli:J.e expeimdli.tmre of Rs.96.17 falklll mnfrunitfoli 

Consequent on upgradation (November 1992) of the primary health centre at 

Sathanur in Kanakapura taluk under Bangalore (Rural) Zilla Panchayat to a 50 , 

bedded hospital, the Government accorded administrative approval (August 

2001) for construction of a hospital building at an estimated cost of 

Rs.1.20 crore. The work was technically sanctioned (January 2002) by the 

Chief Engineer (CE), Panchayat Raj Engineering (PRE) Department, 

Bangalore. The work was entrusted to a contractor at Rs.1.26 crore with an 

agreement (August -2002)' that the work was to be completed within 30 

months. 

During the execution of the work, quantities of work executed exceeded the 

tendered quantities due to natural fall in ground level from 2 metres to 2.5 

metres. The cost of excess quantities executed was Rs.45.85 lakh. Due to 

delay in payment of bills, the contractor stopped (January 2004) the work, 

after incurring an expenditure of Rs.96.17 lakh and had not responded to 

notices issued by the Assistant Executive Engineer, PRE Sub-division, 

Kanakapura. Even as of December 2006, the work remained incomplete, 

rendering the expenditure ofRs.96.l 7 lakh unfruitful. The District Health and 

Family Welfare Officer (DHFWO), Bangalore (Rural) district stated 

(January 2007) that the work remained incomplete due to non-provision of 

funds for construction of the hospital building. It was further stated that the 

balance work was proposed to be taken up under Kamataka Health Systems 

DevelopmentProject at a cost ofRs.1.85 crore. 

Thus, the failure of the CE, PRE Department, Bangalore in preparing a design 

duly considering the site conditions,. led to execution of additional items of 

work. Besides, inaction of the DHFWO, Bangalore (Rural) district and the 

EE, PRE Division, Ramanagaram in arranging timely payment of bills resulted 
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in stoppage of work by the contractor, thereby rendering the entire expenditure 

ofRs.96.17 lakh unfruitful. 

The matter was referred to Government in August 2006; reply had not been 

received (December 2006). 

According to the Hand Book of Instructions for speedy settlement orimdit 

observations, etc., issued by the Finance Department, and the Rules of 

Procedure (Internal Working) of the Public Accounts Committee, the 

departments of Government . should.. prepare and forward to Karnataka 
Iii p 

Legislative Assembly Secretariat, detailed explanations in the form of Action 

Taken Notes.(ATNs) on the paragraphs/reviews featured in the Reports of the · 

Comptroller and Auditor General of India, within four months of the 

presentation of the Reports in the Legislature, duly getting the ATNs vetted by 

Audit. 

The details of presentation of the Reports of the Comptroller and Auditor 

General of India (Zilla Panchayats) from the year 2000-01 onwards, to the 

State Legislature, are given below: 

2000-01 March 2003 

2001-02 February 2004 

2002-03 July 2005 

2003-04 .July 2006 

ATNs have, however, not been received by Audit for many of the observations 

even as of November 2006. The department-wise position of pendency is 

furnished in the Appendix 2.2 .. 

While the above Reports presented to the State Legislature featured audit 

comments noticed during the review of implementation of various schemes 

and serious irregularities like misappropriation of funds/stores, delay in 
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completion of schemes/buildings leading to idle investments, unfruitfu l/ 

irregular/infructuous expenditure etc., the Government had not communicated 

(November 2006) details of action taken to plug the loop holes in the system 

that led to these financial improprieties. The departments concerned need to 

be instructed to forward the A TNs on the paragraphs/reviews featured in these 

Audit Reports to the Kamataka Legislature without undue delay. 

BANGALORE 
The 

NEW DELHI 
The 

(USHA SANKAR) 
Principal Accountant General 
(Civil and Commercial Audit) 

COUNTERSIGNED 

(VJJAYENDRA N.KAUL) 
UN ~· .., Comptroller and Auditor General of India 
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Appendix 1.1 

Non~:reco:rmdlfatfon of departmental expendlitmre figures wntlln the accounts of zma Panclnayats 

(Reference : Paragraph L8.4/ Page 15) . · 

Bijapur 21 I 13 I 76.07 

Davanagere 25 I 16 I 82.30 

Gadag 18 I 3 I 29.63 

I Ko.lar 23 3 I 29.50 

I Koppa! 21 14 I 45.38 

I Shimoga 18 8 I 89.28 

Zilla Panchayats, Bidar, Chamarajanagar and Gulbarga did not furnish the required information . ' ~ . 
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Appendix 1.2 

Non-submission of accounts for amounts drawn on Abstract Contingent Bills 

(Reference : Paragraph 1.9/Page 16) 

Sl.t\'.o. '. Zilla Panchayat 
Number of Number of NDC Amount Earliest year from 

Depatmental Officers bills pending (Rupees in lakh) "hich pending 

1 Bagalkot 8 19 32.56 2003-04 

2 Bangalore( Rural) 2 323 8.48 1987-88 

3 Bclgaum 29 20 15.5 1 2005-06 

4 Bijapur 10 76 4.37 1986-87 

5 Chikmagalur I 13 4 .74 2005-06 

6 Chitradurga 29 181 12.70 2004-05 

7 Dakshina Kannada I 23 7.39 2001-02 

8 Kolar 15 19 9.33 2004-05 

9 Koppa I 5 314 27.87 1998-99 

10 Mand ya 12 19 14.06 2005-06 

11 Mysore NF NF 346.01 1987-88 

12 Raichur I I 28.97 1993-94 

13 Shimoga 6 107 42.13 1991 -92 

14 Udupi 6 9 2.27 2005-06 

15 Uttara Kannada 4 NF NF NF 
Tohtl 129 1124 556.39 -

ilia Panchayats, Bidar, Chamarajanagar and Gulbarga did not furnish the required information 
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SI. 
Zilla Panchayat 

No. 

I Bagalkot 

2 Bangalore (Rural) 

3 Belgaum 

4 Bellary 

5 Bijapur 

6 Chickmagalur 

7 Chitradurga 

8 Davanagere 

9 Gadag 
1'10 Hassan 

11 Kodagu 

12 Kolar 

13 Koooal 

14 Mand ya 

15 Mysore 

16 Raichur 

17 Shimoga 

18 Tumkur 

TOTAL 

Buildines 
I Sumbt•r Expenditure 

22 21.37 

- -
- -
- -
4 57.04 

- -
5 94.35 

2 7.48 

- -
3 25.04 

- -
7 102.64 

- -
38 32.29 

3 4 1.27 

26 24.95 

9 39.10 

2 7.40 

121 452.93 

Appendix 1.3 

List of incomplete works 

(Reference: Paragraph 1.10/Page 16) 

Roads & Bridees Water Suooh· Works 
Number . Exoenditure Number Expenditure 

- - - -
I 22.96 - -
- - 3 13.39 

- - 8 754.64 

2 43.58 2 11.51 

2 17.98 - -
1 5.15 I 4.37 

- - 7 272.01 

- - 1 573.90 

2 36.83 13 35.40 

2 24.27 - -
6 66.65 11 34.03 

- - I 7.04 

6 4.03 - -
- - - -
9 26.38 4 15.66 

4 36.29 - -
- - - -

JS 284.12 SI 1721.95 

(E ' x 
Minor lrrieation 

Number Expenditure 

I 0.98 

- -
- -
- -
- -

- -
- -
- -
- -
- -
- -
7 3.66 

- -
8 0.40 

- -
- -
- -
- -

16 5.0-t 
Zilla Panchayats, Bidar, Chamarajanagar and Gulbarga did not furnish the required information 
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pen d' R · lakh) 
Total 

!'lumber Expenditure 

23 22.35 

I 22.96 

3 13.39 

8 754.64 

8 112. 13 

2 17.98 

7 103.87 

9 279.49 

I 573.90 

18 97.27 

2 24.27 

31 206.98 

I 7.04 

52 36.72 

3 41.27 

39 66.99 

13 75.39 

2 7.40 

223 2464.04 
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1:2;:v;;~:::~;: 

I\,.&~~!:'; 
1 
2 

3 
4 

5 

6 
7 
8 

9 
10 
11 

12 
13 

14 
15 

16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 

22 
23 

I.: ..... :11 

1hs~l11 ~~~}i~1~~¥~~~~~~r;?~1{I./::' :u 'i 

''·f., :' .,., 
' ,; ,:, ·::. ::.' ; ',' ;,, 

Bagalkot 
Bangalore (Rural) 
Bangalore (Urban) 
Bellary 
Bijapur 

Belgaum 

Chikmagalur 
Chitradurga 
Dakshina Kannada 
Davanagere 

Dharwad 
Gadag 
Hassan 
Haveri 
Kodagu 

Kolar 
Koppa! 

Mand ya 
Mysore 

Raichur 
Shimoga 
Tumkur 

Uttar Kannada 
;. ,}',. ;;;bTQ1'~£.ir1 :•Ji~,. ' 

Appendix 1.4 

Cases l[]Jf misappropriatiol!lls/defakations 

(Refierel!llce: Paragraph 1.11/Page Hi) 
(Amount : Rupees in lakh) 

::+;:': .<o~f.:~ _:lii!(:'.J'.. L ;:!;;'\ i:c• :':'.,.t i::iF1'.i '.'..i:c·;,c·: .. ·:::·~~:;: · . .ig;·:·:.'''"'•·.·, : .. ':'(' ;::;;,?,:!'iii· :· t}jf:~~::}~~··l[:·~? .. ;;,.,i:j'Fi:i: :;•,:; ;i ii::•:.>;i,''.·!;faifr::; :: •::c. ... :· · :.>J[i;;:,,:. :'idJi,'.•iib. 

'f:;~','>Y~ ,,;_~,,·;',·~ ''°; .· Ji'.·~·';""' ."~'~ 111::·;)">:"'~:.:::t ·: '"'·i .. -.. ii', ',,' :: 'Ji I''•; .. i:Jii.i''i ,•i ,,,, ,;,. ; ·rrotar'~ 3t' '' '~~· , 
:<Nlllfuberi: .. :t.A.ffiouirnt .:, . .. N.umben< .. A:mounit .: i'Numbeir ... \. Afuourn.f\.< ' , NumDJ.er:·' r;~ A.mou.nilut;;, 

- - - - 1 11.42 1 11.42 

15 20.85 - - - - 15 20.85 

8 22.42 - - - - 8 22.42 

25 66.24 1 2.43 - - 26 68.67 

37 192.88 13 103.28 24 89.6 74 385.76 

io 82.99 - - - - 10 82.99 

71 69.84 - - - - 71 69.84 

- - - - 8 5.16 8 5.16 

34 49.93 1 1.02 - - 35 50.95 

- - 11 29.32 1 11.14 12 40.46 

1 6.21 1 1.80 7 14.35 9 22.36 

2 7.71 6 53.18 - - 8 60.89 

27 35.47 1 0.45 - - 28 35.92 

22 125.72 2 7.88 14 36.15 38 '169.75 
- - 9 98.88 - - 9 98.88 

10 224.01 - - - - 10 224.01 

7 14.22 1 0.66 3 4.12 11 19.00 

20 126.30 - - - - 20 126.30 

25 1230.86 - - - - 25 1230.86 

- - 3 74.27 5 30.63 8 104.90 

18 54.94 2 1.04 - - 20 55.98 

1 0.24 1 0.16 - - 2 0.40 

2 86.68 1 45.50 - - 3 132.18 
,:;'.';: : <,;,;_ :us: ;;:.1·.~1:, .. 2411.st;l, , ... :}1-:5,Ji;~i: i :3,1:,:.4 fa;s9:, :ff:: 631·;• .. ; ,{:,~<>,\ 

' •• · ... ·. ·,·: ·.·. '.r::if.i:;11};'' 
~:t.~ ·: 202:s7:;:i1J ·.· :. ~:;J,i:' .• ;i{Q39~951: 

Zilla Panchayats, Bidar, Chan:iarajanagar and Gulbarga did not furnish the required information 
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1 Anekal 

2 Ramdurg 

3 Bhatkal 

4 Shahapur 

5 Madhugiri 

6 Bagepalli 

7 Challakere 

8 .. Mudhol 

9 Deodurga 

10 Sira 

11 Pandavapura 

12 · KRPet 

13 Basava Kalyana 

14 Muddebihal 

15 Yelahanka 

NF-Not 

Appendix 2.1 

Statement showing the outstam.ding lt"ent in 1'ahnlk Panchayats 

(Relfe:rence: Paragraph 2.12/Paige 86) 

12 1985 March2006 

27 December 2003 March2006 

9 NF March2006 

66 June1997 January 2006 

40 1997-98 March2006 

7 1997-98 March2006 

7 1995 January 2006 

13 NF March2006 

8 2001-02 January· 2006 

27 2002-03 March 2006 

6 2001-02 June 2006 

43 NF February 2006 

86 NF March 2005 

20 November 1998 May2006 

10 June 1998 May2006 
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567715 

244570 

79355 

1184594 

1174386 

309160 

564400 

200900 

191933 

640875 

·272008 

3570270 

. 1013704 

.888820 

404943 
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Rural Development and 
I Panchayat Raj 

1 
-

·Education 

I 

2 

Finance 1 

Forest, Environment and 
Ecology I 1 

Social Welfare -

Information, Tourism and 
Youth Services -

Animal Husbandry and 
Veterinary Services I --

Health and Family 
Welfare -

Women and Child 
Development -

Appendix 2.2 

Department-wise position of pelllldency in receipt of Action Taken Notes 

(Refe:rence: Paragraph. 2.16/Page 90) 

I - I 10 I 2 I 15 I 1 I 11 I 

I 

-

I 

-

I 

-

I 

-

j 
-

I 

-

I - - - - - -

I - ,. - I - I - I - I - I 

- I .;. 1 - 2 

- - - 2 - -

I - I - I - I - I - I 1 I 

- - - - - 2 
I 

- - - - I I -
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- I 

-· I 1 

- 4 
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