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Government commercial enterprises, the accounts of which are subject to 
audit by the Comptroller and Auditor General of mdia (CAG), fall under the 
following categories: 

o Government companies, 
" Statutory corporations, and 
~ Departmentally managed commercial undertakings. 

2. This Report deals with the results of audit of Government companies 
and Statutory corporations including Himachal Pradesh State Electricity Board 
and has been prepared for submission to the Government of Himachal Pradesh 
under Section 19 A of the CAG' s (Duties, Powers and Conditions of Service) 
Act, 1971, as amended from time to time. The results of audit relating to 
departmentally managed commercial undertakings are included in the Report 
of the CAG (Civil) - Government of Himachal Pradesh. 

3. Audit of accounts of Government companies is conducted by the CAG 
under the provisions of Section 619 of the Companies Act, 1956. 

4. fu respect of Himachal Road Transport Corporation and Himachal 
Pradesh State Electricity Board, which are Statutory corporations, the CAG is 
the sole Auditor. In respect of Himachal Pradesh Financial Corporation, he 
has the right to conduct the audit of accounts in addition to the audit conducted 
by the Chartered Accountants, appointed by the State Government in 
consultation with the CAG. fu respect of Himachal Pradesh Electricity 
Regulatory Commission, the CAG is the sole auditor. The Audit Reports on 
the annual accounts of all these corporations are forwarded separately to the 
State Government 

5. The cases mentioned in this ,Report are those, which came to notice in 
the course of audit during 2008-09 as well as those which came to notice in 
earlier years, but were not dealt with in the previous Reports. Matters relating 
to the period subsequent to 2008-09 have also been. induded, wherever 
necessary. 

6. The audit in relation to the material included in this Report has been 
conducted in conformity with the Auditing Standards issued by the CAG. 
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OVERVIEW 

1 Overview of Government companies and Statutory corporations 

Audit of Government companies is 
governed by Section 619 of the Companies 
Act, 1956. The accounts of Government 
companies are audited by Statutory 
Auditors appointed by CAG. These 
accounts are also subject to 
supplementary audit conducted by CAG. 
Audit of Statutory corporations is 
governed by their respective legisltltions. 
As on 31 March 2009, the State of 
Himachal Pradesh had 20 working PSUs 
( 17 companies and three Statutory 
corporations) and three non-working 
PSUs (all companies), which employed 
42,204 employees. The working PSUs 
registered a turnover of Rs. 4,629.88 crore 
for 2008-09 as per their uuest finalised 
accounts. This turnover was equal to 
12.53 per cent of State GDP indicating an 
important role played by the State PSUs in 
the economy. However, the working 
PSUs incurred overall loss of Rs. 0.12 
crore in 2008-09 and had accumulated 
losses of Rs. 943.78 crore. 

lm•esfmellt m PSL s 

As on 31 March 2009, the investment 
(Capital and long term loans) in 23 PSUs 
was Rs. 4,256.01 crore which declined by 
over 16 per cent from Rs. 5,104.22 crore 
in 2003-04. Power sector accounted for 
nearly 72 per cent of the total investment 
in 2008-09. The Government contributed 
Rs. 703.85 crore towards equity, loans and 
grants/subsidies during 2008-09. 

Perfomumct t~f P.')l. .\ 

During the year 2008-09, out of 20 
working PSUs, eight PSUs earned profit 
of Rs. 47.68 crore and equal number of 
PSUs incurred loss of Rs. 47.80 crore. 
Three working PSVs had not started 
commercial activities and in respect of 
one working PS U, excess of expenditure 
over income was reimbursable by the 
State Government. The major 
contributors to profu were Himachal 
Pradesh State Electricity Board (Rs. 32.31 
crore) and Himachal Pradesh State 
Industrial Development Corporation 
Limited (Rs. 9.74 crore). The heavy losses 

were incu"ed by Himachal Road Transport 
Corporation (Rs. 34.18 crore) and Himachal 
Pradesh Financial Corporation (Rs. 6.32 
crore). The losses were attributable to 
various deficiencies in the functioning of 
PSUs. A review of three years Audit Reports 
of CAG shows that the state PSVs losses of 
Rs. 550.50 crore and infructuous investment 
of Rs. 8.58 crore were controllable with 
better management. Thus, there is 
tremendous scope to improve the 
functioning and minimise/eliminate losses. 
The PSUs can discharge their role 
efficiently only if they are financiaUy 
self-reliant. There is a need for 

professionalism and accountability in the 
functioning of PSUs. 

l)ualltr o aut' 11 1ts 

The quality of accounts of PSVs needs 
improvement. Of the 16 accounts of 
working companies finalised during October 
2008 to September 2009, eight accounts 
received qualifred certificates and seven 
accounts received adverse certifu:ates. 
There were 44 instances of non-complionce 
with Accounting StandJuds. Of the three 
accounts of Statutory corporations finalised 
during October 2008 to September 2009, 
audit of only one account was completed 
and it received qualified certificate. The 
Reports of the Statutory Auditors on internal 
control of the companies indicated several 
weak areas. 

rrean ir1 ac:ctWIII\ and wmdim L 

Twelve working PSUs had a"ears of 15 
accounts as of September 2009. The arrears 
need to be cleared by setting targets for 
individual PSUs. There were three 
non-working PSUs. As no purpose may be 

served by keeping these PSVs in existence, 
Government need to expedite closing down 
of the non-working PSUs. 
Di\CIIHioll oJ 11 , ktrmr ~ b\ Oil. ~ 

The Audit Reports (Commercial) j9r 
2002-03 onwards are yet to be fuUy 

discussed by COPU. The six pending Audit 
Reports contained 17 reviews and 80 
paragraphs of which 16 reviews and 56 
paragraphs were pending for discussion. 
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2 Performance review relating to Statutory corporation 

Performance review relating to 'Himachal Road Transport Corporation' was 
conducted. Executive summary of the Audit findings is given below: 

The Himachal Road Transport 
Corporation (Corporation) provides 
public transport in the State through its 
23 depots. The Corporation had fleet 
strength of 1,908 buses as on 31 March 
2009 and carried an average of 1.20 lakh 
passengers per day during 2008-09. 1t 
accounted for a share of 41.26 per cent in 
public transport with rest coming from 
private operators. The performance audit 
of the Corporation for the period from 
2004-05 to 2008-09 was conducted to 
assess efficiency and economy of its 
operations, ability to meet its financial 
commihnents, possibility of realigning the 
buses model to tap non-conventional 
sources of revenue, existence and 
adequacy of fare policy and effectiveness 
of the top management in monitoring the 
affairs of the Corporation. 

I 111 f r, 7 I 

The Corporation suffered a loss of 
Rs. 34.18 crore in 2008-09. Its 
accumulated losses and bo"owings stood 
at Rs. 512.23 crore and Rs. 140.01 crore 
as at 31 March 2009, respectively. The 
Corporation earned Rs. 25.19 per 
kilometre and expended Rs. 27.34 per 
kilometre in 2008-09. Audit noticed that 
wiJh a right kind of policy measures a11d 
better management of its affairs, it is 
possible to reduce costs, so as to earn 
profit and serve its cause better. 

Del ,; 1o; h 

Of 4,624 buses licensed for public 
transport in 2008-09, about 41.26 per cent 
belonged to the Corporation. The 
percentage share of the Corporation 
increased from 40.35 per cent in 2004-05 
to 41.82 per cent in 2007-08 but decreased 
marginally to 41.26 in 2008-09. The 
decline in share during 2008-09 was 
mainly due to its operational inefficiency. 
Nonetheless, vehicle density (including 
private operators buses) per one lakh 
population increased marginally from 
65.31 in 2004-05 to 66.85 in 2008-09 

VIJJ 

indicating stability in the level of public 
transport in the State. 

• /uc t Jroj 'It a111l u ilu ·tiO" 

Corporation 's buses consisted of own fleet 
of 1,881 buses and 27 hired buses as Oil 31 
March 2009. Of it5 own fleet, 588 (31.26 
per cent) were overage. The percentage of 
overage buses increased from 24.46 in 
2004-05 to 31.26 in 2008-09 due to non
replacement of overage buses though the 
Corporation acquired 960 new buses during 
2004-09. 11ze acquisition was funded 
through grant-in-aid of Rs. 40 crore and 
share capital contribution of Rs. 36.24 crore 
from the State Govemment. Corporation's 
fleet utilisation at 98.67 per cent in 2008-09 
was above All1ndia Average (AlA) of 90.01 
per cent. Its vehicle productivity at 224 
kilometres per day per bus was above the 
AlA of 196 kilometres for hilly areas. 
Similarly, its load factor at 64.83 per cent in 
2008-09 remained above the AlA of 63 per 
cent. Though, the Corporation did well on 
operational parameters, its 95 per cent 
schedules of buses were unprofitable due to 
high cost of operations. The Corporation 
did not carry out preventive maintenance as 
required in 12.70 to 13.53 per cent cases 
during 2004-09. 

Manpower and fuel constitute 72.97 per 
cent of total cost. Interest, depreciation and 
taxes account for 14.22 per cent and are not 
controllable in the short term. Thus, the 
controllable expenditure has to come from 
manpower and fuel. The Corporation 
succeeded in reducing the manpower per 
bus from 5.09 in 2004-05 to 4.41 in 2008-09 
though the manpower cost rose from 
Rs. 8.44 to Rs. 10.60 per effective Km in 
2004-09. Further, the expenditure on 
repairs and maintenance was Rs. 66.24 
crore (Rs. 3.52 lakh per bus) in 2008-09 of 
which nearly 44 per cent was on manpower. 
The Corporation did not attain its 
own fuel consumption targets resulting 



in excess consumption of fuel valued aJ 
Rs. 5.26 crore. 

The Corporation had just 27 hired buses 
where bus owners provide buses with 
drivers and incur all expenses. The 
Corporation provides co11ductors and 
makes payment as per kilometres 
operated. Since the net loss per effective 
Km of hired buses was lower than the 
same in respect of owned buses, this 
arrangement has the potential to cut down 
the cost substantially. The Corporation 
needs to explore possibility to replace 
overage buses by hired buses in future. 

Revenue maximisation 

The State Govemment reimburses the 
cost of concessional/free passes and 
operation on uneconomical routes. 
However, agaitrst the claim of Rs. 311.92 
crore lodged by the Corporation, the State 
Governme11t had reimbursed Rs. 231 
crore only leavi11g a sum of Rs. 80.92 
crore unrecovered. 

Need for a regulator 

The fare per kilometre stood at 92.50 
paise from February 2008. Though the 
Govemment approves the fare increase, 
there is no scientific basis for its 
calculation. The Corporatiotr has alsc 
not formed norms for providing services 
on uneconomical schedules. Thus, it 
would be desirable to have an 
independent regulatory body (like Public 

Overview 

Tariff Commission as envisaged by the 
State Government) to fix the fares, specify 
operations on uneconomical routes atrd 
address grievances of commuters. 

Inadequate momtorin.v 

The fuatioll of targets for various 
operatio11al parameters and an effective 
Management Information System (MIS) for 
obtaining feed back on achievement thereof 
are essential for monitoring by the top 
management. The shortfall in operations is 
required to be deliberated upon i11 the 
Board of Directors with suitable remedial 
actions to be taken. However, the 
CorporaJion lacked in these aspects and 
could not control the cost by exercising 
effective management co11trol over 
operational parameters. 

Conclusio11 and recommendations 

Though the Corporatio11 is incurring losses, 
it is mainly due to its high cost of 
operations, negligible reliance on hired 
buses and low fare structure. The 
Corporation can control the losses by 
reducing operational cost and resorting to 
hiring of buses. This review contains five 
recommendations to improve the 
Corporation's performance. Reduction of 
operational cost, hiring of buses and 
effective monitoring by top management are 
some of these recommendations. 

3 Transaction Audit Observations 

Transaction audit observations included in this Report highlight deficiencies in 
the management of PSUs,. which resulted in serious financial implications. 
The irregularities pointed out are broadly of the following nature: 

• Loss of Rs. 16.69 crore in five cases due to non-compliance of rules, 
directi ves, procedure and conditions of tender document. 

(Paragraphs 3.1, 3.6, 3.7, 3.9 and 3.10) 

• Loss of potential revenue of Rs. 1.13 crore in one case due to deficient 
planning. 

(Paragraph 3.2) 

• Loss of Rs. 7.51 crore in one case due to injudicious decision. 

(Paragraph 3.4) 

lX 
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G Loss of Rs. 12.52 crore in three cases due to inadequate/deficient 
monitoring. 

(Paragraphs 3.3, 3.8 and 3.12) 

Gist of some of the important audit observations is given below. 

ffimaclllall l?l!'adleslll Tmllrism Devellopmellllt COll'JPOll'atiollll Limitedl failed to 
plan construction of a car parking project properly, which led to time overrun 
of more than seven years in commissioning of the project, cost overrun of 
Rs. 81 lakh besides loss of potential revenue of Rs. 1.13 crore. 

(Paragmph 3.2) 

llimacllllall Pmdeslht State Civill Sllllppllies Corpol!'atiollll Limited failed to 
initiate timely action for revision of rates of bran in accordance with the 
prevailing market rates resulting in loss of Rs. 3.56 crore. 

(Paragraph 3.3) 

State Govel!'llllmellllt~s injudicious decision. not to enforce the condition of the 
· sale deed against the purchaser of property resulted in a loss of Rs. 7.51 crote 
· to Himacllllall Pmdlesh. G11mell'al Illlldl1ll!s!l!'nes Cm.·pol!'atnollll Umited. 

(Paragraph 3.4) 

. Hfurllacllnall Pmdesllll State JElledridty Boal!'d failed to fix rates for supply of 
· Steel Tubular Poles as per the tender document resulting in undue favour of 

Rs. 1.06 crore to local suppliers. 

(JP'aragraph 3. 6) 

ffimacltnall Pl!'adesltn State Elledll'ii.dty Bomrldl failed to implement the 
Expenditure Regulations resulting in revenue loss of Rs. 2.90 crore dQe to 
short recovery of service connection charges from the consumers. 

(Paragraph 3. 7) 

lffimacllnall lPll'aidleslb. State JElledll'id.ty Boardl did not assess the load 
requirement of Sansarpur Terrace area correctly resulting in injudicious 
investment of Rs. 3.35 crore with resultant interest loss of Rs. 85.43 lakh. 

(Paragraph 3.8) 

Hfurnmcllllall .!Pl!'aidlesh State JEllectl:riicity Boal!'idl failed to apply the provisions of 
applicable schedule of tariff and Electricity Act, 2003 resulting in loss of 
revenue of Rs. 11.69 crore. 

(Paragraph 3.10) 

X 
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1.1 The State Public Sector Undertakings (PSUs) consist of State -
Government Companies .and Statutory Corporations. The State PSUs are 
established to carry out activities of commerciall nature while keeping in view 
the welfare of people. J[n ~achal Pradesh,· the State PSUs occupy an 
important place in the state economy. The State PSU s registered a rurnover of 
Rs. 4,629.88 crore for 2008-09 as per their latest fmalised accounts as of 
September 2009. This turnover was equal to 12.53 per cent of State Gross 
Domestic Product (GDP) fo{2008-09. Major activities of Himachal Pradesh 
State PSUs are concentrated in power sector._ The State PSUs incurred an 
overall-loss of Rs. 1.54 crore in the aggregate for 2008~09 as per their latest 
finalised accounts. They had employed- 42,204 olio employees as of 31 March 
2009. 

1.2 As on 31 March 2009, there were 23 PSUs as per the details given 
below. Of these, one company§ was listed on the s~ock exchange. · _- · 

~ -
1.3 During the year '2008-09, one PSU was established whereas two 
companies viz. Pabbar Valley Power Corporation Limited and Kinner Kailash 
Power Corporation Limited were merged with the Himachal Pradesh- Power 
Corporation Limited with effect from 31 July 2007. 

As per the details providedby all the 23PSUs .. 
Himm;hal Pradesh Generallndustries Corporation Limited. 
Non-working PSUs are those which have c_eased to carry on their operations. 
Includes 619-B companies. -
fucludes one company (Agro fudustrial Packaging India Limited) which became non
working during 2008c09. 
Himachal. Pradesh Po:wer Transmission Corporation Limited. 
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1.4 Audit of Government companies is governed by Section 619 of the 
Companies Act, 1956. According to Section 617, a Government company is 
one in which not less than 51 per cent of the paid up capital is held by 
Government(s). A Government company includes a subsidiary of a 
Government company. Fmther, a company in which 51 per cent of the paid 
up capital is held in any combination by Government(s), Government 
companies and Corporations cont:rolled_by Government(s) is treated as if it 
were a Government company (deemed Government company) as per Section 
619-B of the Companies Act 

1.5 The accounts of the State Government companies (as defined in 
Section 617 of the Companies Act, 1956) are audited by Statutory Auditors, 
who are appointed by CAG as per the provisions of Section 619(2) of the 
Companies Act, 1956. These accounts are also subject to supplementary audit 
conducted by CAO as per the provisions of Section 619 of ilie Companies Act, 
1956: 

1.r{D Audit of statutory corporations is governed by their respective 
legislations. Out of three statutory corporations, CAG is the sole auditor for 
Himachal Pradesh State Electricity Board and Himachal Road Transport 
Corporation. In respect of Himachal Pradesh Financial Corporation, the audit 
is conducted by Chartered Accountants and supplementary audit by CAG. 

1.7 As on 31 March 2009, the investment (capital and long-term loans) in 
23 PSUs (including 619-B companies) was Rs. 4,256.01 crore as per details 
given below. 

A summarised position of government investment in State PSUs is detailed in 
AimmHeXUl!lt"e JL 

1.8 As on 31 March 2009, of the total investment in State PSUs, 98.96 per 
cent was in working PSUs and the remaining L04 per cent in non-working 
PSUs. Thls total investment consisted of 33.24 per cent towards capital and 

2 



Chapter I Overview of Government companies and Statutory corporations 

66.76 per cent in long-term loans. The investment has declined by 16.62 per 
cent from Rs. 5,104.22 crore in 2003-04 to Rs. 4,256.01 crore in 2008-09 as 
shown in the graph below. 
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1.9 The investment in various important sectors and percentage thereof at 
the end of 31 March 2004 and 31 March 2009 are indicated below in the bar 
chart. During 2003-09, the major investment was in the power sector. The 
percentage of investment in power sector has increased from 51.69 in 2003-04 
to 71 .52 in 2008-09 of total investment due to incorporation of new 
compames. 
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Budgetary outgo, grants/subsidies, guarantees and loans 

1.10 The details regarding budgetary outgo towards equity, loans, grants/ 
subsidies, guarantees issued, loans written off, loans converted into equity and 
interest waived in respect of State PSUs are given in Annexure 3 . The 
summarised details are given below for three years ended 2008-09. 

Sl. 
No. 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

v 

(Amount: Rupees in crore) 

Particulars 2006-07 2007-08 2008-09 

No. or Amount No. or Amount No. or Amount 
PSUs PSUs PSUs 

Equity Capital 5 14.36 6 164.83 8 336.99 
outgo from 
budget 

Loans given I 7.93 l 0.50 2 76.56 
from budget 

Grants/Sub idy 8 56.97 6 2 13.49 6 290.30 
received 

Total Outgo l2y 79.26 10¥ 378.82 14v 703.85 
(1+2+3) 

Loans converted - - I 4.61 - -

into equity 

Guarantees 4 240.27 5 111.30 4 26.60 
issued 

Guarantee 8 2,411.74 9 584.70 7 1,795.42 
Commitment 

Represent actual number of companies/corporations which received budgetary 
support in the form of equity, loans, grants and subsidy from the State Government 
during respective year. 

4 
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1.11 The details regarding budgetary outgo towards equity, loans and 
grants/ subsidies for past five years are given in a graph below. 
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-+-- Budgetary outgo towards Equity, Loans and Grants/ Subsidies 

Budgetary outgo was Rs. 130.15 crore in 2003-04 which was curtailed to 
Rs. 79.26 crore in 2006-07. The budgetary outgo jumped to Rs. 378.82 crore 
in 2007-08 and again to Rs. 703.85 crore in 2008-09 mainly due to significant 
extension of equity/loans and grants/subsidy to power sector amounting to 
Rs. 301.85 crore (2007-08) and Rs. 470.55 crore (2008-09). 

1.12 During 2008-09, the Government had guaranteed loan aggregating 
Rs. 26.60 crore obtained by four PSUs. At the end of 2008-09, guarantee 
commitment stood at Rs. 1,795.42 crore (seven PSUs) as against Rs. 2,411.74 
crore (eight PSUs) and Rs. 584.70 crore (nine PSUs) during 2006-07 and 
2007-08 respectively. 

I Reconciliation with Finance Accounts 

1.13 The figures in respect of equity, loans and guarantees outstanding as 
per records of State PSUs should agree with that of the figures appearing in 
the Finance Accounts of the State. In case the figures do not agree, the 
concerned PSUs and the Finance Department should carry out reconciliation 
of differences. The position in this regard as at 31 March 2009 is stated 
below. 

{_Amount: Rupee§ in crore) 

Outstandiog Amount as per Amount as per DHrereoce 
In respect of Finance Accounts records of PSUs 

Equity 1,205.73 1,225.91 20.18 
Loans - 145.39 145.39 

Guarantees 1,906.06 1,795.42 110.64 
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1.14 Audit observed that the di fferences occurred in respect of 11 PSUs and 
the difference in respect of one company was pending reconci liation since 
1995-96. The concerned administrati ve departments, PSUs and Finance 
Department were requested every quarter to take necessary action to reconcile 
the differences. The Government and the PSUs should take concrete steps to 
reconcile the differences in a time-bound manner. 

I Performance of PSUs 

1.15 The financial results of PSUs, financial position and worki ng results of 
working Statutory corporations are detailed in Annexure 2, 5 and 6 
respecti vely. A ratio of PSU turnover to State GDP shows the extent of PSU 
activities in the State economy. Table below provides the details of working 
PSU turnover and State GDP for the period 2003-04 to 2008-09. 

Amount: Ru l)ees in crore) 

Pu1kulars l003-04 2004-05 2005-06 2006-07 2007-08 2008-09 

Turnover· 2,037.52 2,146.74 2,641.63 3,029.68 3,476.06 4,629.88 

State GDP 20,721.00 23,066.00 25,471.00 28,358.00 31,974.00 36,940.00 

Percentage of 9.83 9.3 1 10.37 10.68 10.87 12.53 
Turnover to 
State GDP 

It can be noticed that there was an overall rise in turnover of PSUs during 
2003-09 with corresponding growth in the State GDP. 

1.16 Losses incurred by State working PSUs during 2003-04 to 2008-09 are 
given below in a bar chart. 
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• Overall loss Incurred during the year by working PSUs 

(Figures in brackets show the number of working PSUs in respective years) 

During preceding six years up to 2008-09, the PSUs incurred overall huge 
losses, which indicated poor functioning of PSUs except during 2005-06 and 
2008-09, when the overall losses incurred by State PSUs were comparatively 
low. 

Turnover as per the latest finalised accounts as of 30 September. 
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During the year 2008-09, out of 20 working PSUs, eight PSUs earned profit of 
Rs. 47.68 crore and equall number of PSUs incurred loss of Rs. 47.80'crore. 
Three working Government companies viz., Beas Valley Power Corporation 
Limited, HimachallPradesh Power Corporation Limited and HimachalllPradesh 
Power Transmission Corporation Limited have not started commerciall 
activities and in respect of one working Government company viz., Himachal 
Pradesh .. Road and Other Jrnfrastrucmre Development Corporation Limited 
excess of expenditure over income is reimbursable by the State Government 
The major contributors to profit were Himachal Pradesh State Electricity 
Board (Rs. 32.31 crore) and HimachalllPradesh State Industriall Development 
Corporation Limited (Rs. 9.74 crore). The heavy losses were incurred by 
Himachall Road Transport Corporation (Rs. 34.18 crore) and· Himachall 
Pradesh Financial Corporation (Rs. 6.32 crore). 

1.17 The losses of working PSUs are maiDly attributable to deficiencies in 
financial management, planning,. implementation of project, rulllllilling thefur 
operations and monitoring. A review of latest Audit Reports of CAG shows 
that the State ·PSU s incurred ilosses to the rune of Rs. 550.50 crore and 
infrucmous investment of Rs. 8.58 crore which were controllable .with better 
managemt?nt Year wise details from Audit Reports ~e state~ below. 

1.11.8 The· above losses pointed out by Audit Reports of CAG are based on 
test check of records of PSU s. The actual controllable losses would be much 
more. The above table shows that with better management, the losses can be 
minimised (or eliminated or the profits can be enhanced substantially). The 
PSU s can discharge their role .effiCiently oruy if they are fffiancially 
seli-reliant The above simation points towards a need for professionalism and 
accountability in the functioning of PSUs. 

1.19 Some other key parameters pertaining to State PSUs are given below. 

r ·Turnover of WO[k:ing PSU s as per the latest finalised accoumts as of 30 September. 
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1.20 The percentage of rerum on Capitt:al Employed showed a ris:ing trend 
from 1.11 per cent in 2003-04 to 5.54 per cent in 2008-09. ·The debt position 
also showed improvement as total debt declined from Rs~ 4,391.36 crore :in 
2003-04 to Rs. 2,841.21 crore in 2008-09. The outgo of PSUs towards 
payment ~f interest showed declining trend up to 2005-06 and increased 
thereafter during next two years up to 2007-08. It again declined in 2008-09 
and stood at Rs. 201.39 crore as on 31 March 2009. The turnover position 
also showed an improving trend dming five years· up to 2008-09, 
correspondingly, the debt-turnover ratio improved from 2.16:1 in 2003-04 to 
0.61:1 in 2008-09. The position of accumulated losses has, however, 
deteriorated from Rs. 772.64 crore (2003-0"4) toRs. 1,028.60 crore (2008-09). 

1.21 The State Government had formulated (August 1982) a dividend 
policy under which all PSU s are required to pay a minimum return of three per 
cent on the paid up share capital contributed by the State Government. As per 
their latest finalised accounts, eigpt PSU s ean1ed an aggregate profit of 
Rs. 47.68 crore and only one PSUE declared a dividend of Rs. 0.35 crore, 
which was ten per cent of its paid up capital. Other profit earning PSUs did 
not declare any dividend. 

Performance of major PSUs 

1.22 The investment in working PSUs and their turnover together 
aggregated toRs. 8,841.62 crore during 2008-09. Out of 20 working PSUs, 
the following three PSUs accounted for individual investment plus turnover of 
more than five per cent of aggregate investment plus turnover. These three 
PSU s together accounted for 79.90 per cent of aggregate investment plus 
turnover. 

2,312.62 2,915.38 5,228.00 59.13 

Transport 479.61 419.00 898.61 10.16 

Some of the major audit findings of past five years for above PSUs are stated 
in the succeeding paragraphs. 

Himachal! Pradesh State Civin Supplies Corporatii®n Limited! 

1.23 The profit of the Himachal Pradesh State Civil Supplies Corporation 
Limited (Company) has risen Continuously in past three years from Rs. 1.13 

Himachal Pradesh State Civil Supplies Corporation Limited. 
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· crore in 2006-07 toRs. 3.23 crore in 2008-09. SimHady, the turno-ver too has 
risen from Rs. 568.66 crore to Rs. 920.06 crore during this period. · 

1.24 Defnciiency fum imm]plRemmen~ftiil!lln 

o The Company faHed to comply with the instructions of the 
Government of fudia while. fixing sale rates of wheat and rice for. 

. distribution to the consumers categorised under above poverty line 
resullting in a loss of Rs~ L01 crore. (Paragraph 4.1 of Audit Report 
(Commercial), 2007-08) 

1.25 IDefi:iclienciies rum ltiinmmdallmmmmsgelll!IJ.ent 

o Lackadaisical approach of the Company against the iri.crease in service 
charges by the bank during 2006-07 resulted in an avoidable payment 
of Rs. 0.28 crore. (Paragraph 4.2 of Audit Report (Commercial), 
2007-08) 

lffi.mmacllnru JP'Jra«llesllll Sftate lElledriciity JEmmr«ll 

1.26 The Himachal Pradesh State Electricity Board (Board) has incurred a 
loss of Rs. 94.20 crore and Rs. 25.38 crore during 2006-07 and 2007-08 
respectively, before taking into account the subsidy from State Government 
However, the Board earned a profit of Rs. 32.31 crore in 2008-09 mainly 
because of reduction in transmission and distribution losses and upward 
revision of tariff. The rumover has risen from Rs. 1,917.70 crore in 2006-07 
to Rs. 2,915.38 crore in 2008-09. The returri on capital employed has 
increased from 5.30 per cent in 2006-07 to 8.71 per cent in 2008-09. 

1.27 Jl)efiidellllcy fum Jl:'fumancfiall mmanmagemment 

o f'aHure of the BoaJrd to exercise the option available for redemption of 
bonds of Rs. 58.44 crore after five years resulted in avoidable payment 
of interest of Rs. 6.89 crore for the period beyond fifth year. 
(Paragraph 4. 7 of Audit Report (Commercial), 2006-07) 

1.28 Deffid.ency fum funmpllemmenfta!blon 

(j) The merger of excise duty in ihe ex--;work:s rates, though the supplier 
was exempted from the payment of ilie same, resulted in extending of 
an undue favour of Rs. · L29 crore to fue supplier on the purchase of 
conductor. (PaJragraph 4.8 of Audit Report (Commercial), 2006-07) 

1.2<!1) IDeft'id.ency fum m.omnlttmimg 

o f'ail.ure of the BoaJrd in handing over the requisite sites to the contractor 
resulted in an unfruitful expenditure of Rs. 3.59 crore. (Paragraph 4.5 
of Audit Report (Commercial), 2007-08) 

® The Board's faHure to deduct service tax in conformity with provision 
of Service Tax Rules may result in an avoidlible liability of Rs. 15.89 
crore. (Paragraph 4.12 of Audit Report (Commercial), 2007-08) 

G During execution of civH works of Lru:ji Hyde! Project by the Board, 
extra/overpayments of Rs. 13.32 crore made to the contractors due to 
incorrect anallysiis, payment ·of higher rates for 
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deviated/extra/substituted/additional items. The Board extended undue 
favour of Rs. 9.66 cr~re to the cmitractors by payment of inadmissible · 
compensation, inachnissibie payments, releasing interest free advance, 
execution of work on behalf of contractors at its cost and non-recovery 
of dumping charges. . Failure of the Board to levy compensation for 
non-achievement of targeted .milestones of civil works resulted in 

, undue favom of Rs. 18.35 crore to the contractors besides interest loss 
of Rs. 3.65 crore. (Paragraphs 2.1.U to 2.L22 & 2.L24 of Audit 
Report (Commercial), 2003-04) 

1,310 Himachal Road Transport Corporation (Corporation) is continuously 
. incurring losses. The loss of Corporation has increased from Rs. 32.60 crore 
in 2007-08 to Rs. 34.18 crore in 2008-09. The turnover of the Corporation 

·increased from Rs. 242.28 crore in 2006-07 toRs. 419 crorer.; in 2008-09. The 
. return on capital employed was negative during this period. 

· 1,31 DeJfiden«:y fum pllmiillmng 

s Purchase of two air conditioned buses from ihe highest bidder without 
cost benefit anallysis resulted in avoidable expenditure of Rs.0.39 crore 
in addition to operational loss of Rs. 0.25 crore during ten months of 
their operation. (Paragraph 4.U of Audit Report (Commercial), 
2005-06) . 

G Failure to conduct traffic survey before plying two Volvo buses on a 
non-viable route resulted in an avoidable loss of Rs. 0.17 crore. 
(Paragraph 4.13 of Audit Report (Commercial), 2007-08) 

Cortl1tdrLilsim11t 

1.312 The above details indicate that the State PSUs are not functioning 
efficiently and there is tremendous ~cope for improvement in their overaU 
performance. They need to imbibe greater degree of professionalism to ensure 
delivery of their products and services efficiently and profitably. The State 
Government should introduce a performance based system of accountability 
forPSUs. 

1,331 The accounts of the companies for every financial year are required to 
be finalised within six months from the end of the relevant financial year 

· . under Sections 166, 210, 230, 619 and 619-B of the Companies Act, 1956. 
Similarly, in case of Statutory corporations, their accounts are finalised, 

. audited and presented to the Legislature as" per the provisions of their 

II. 

·~ fuchiding subsidy of Rs. 48 crore received during the year on account of issue of 
free/concessioilal passes and running buses on uneconolnical routes. 
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respective Acts. The table below provides· the· details of progress made by 
working PSUs in fmalisation ofaccounts by September of respective year. 

3. accounts in 14 16 15 17 15 

4. 0.70 0.84 0.68 0.77 0.75 

5. of working PSUs 9 12 12 13 12 
with arrears in accounts 

6. Extent of arrears 1 to 5 years 

1.34 The average number of accounts in arr~ars per working PSUs ranged 
between 0.68 in 2006-07 and 0.84 in 2005-0~ .. The PSUs having arrears of 
accounts need to take effective· measures for early clearance of backlog and 
make the accounts up-to-date. The PSU s should also ensure that at least one 
year's accounts are finalised each year so as to restilct further accumulation of 
arrears. 

1.35 Out of three non-working PSUs, one had gone into liquidation process. 
The remaining two non-working PSUs have finalised their accounts for the 
year 2008-09. 

1.36 The State Government had inves,ted Rs. 259.47 crore (Equity: 
Rs. 248.17 crore, and grants: Rs. 11.30 crore) in nine PSUs during the years 
for which accounts have not been fmalised ~s detailed in Annenmre 4. ][n the 
absence of accounts and their subsequent audit, it can not be ensured whether 
the investments and expenditure incurred have been properly accounted for 
and the purpose for which the amount was invested has been achieved or not 
and thus Government's investment in such PSU s remain outside the scrutiny 

· of the State Legislature. Further, delay in finalisation of accounts may also 
result in risk of fraud and leakage of public money apart from violation of the 
provisions of the Companies Act, 1956. 

1.37 The administrative departments have the responsibility to oversee the 
activities of these entities and to ensure that the accounts are fmalised and 
adopted. by these PSU s within the prescribed period. Though the concerned 
administrative departments and officials of the Government ·were informed 
every quarter by the Audit, of the arrears in finalisation of accounts, no 
remedial measures were taken. As a result of this, the net worth of these PSUs 
could not be assessed in audit. The matter of arrears in accounts was ruso 
taken up (June 2009) with the Chief Secretary/Finance Secretary to expedite 
the clearance of backlog of arrears in accounts in a time bound manner. 

1.38 In view 10f above state of arrears, iit is recommended that~ 

The Government· may set up a cell to oversee the deal!"aJ!JI.ce oft' 
arrears and set the targets fm.· i:nmvidual compa~ wllniiclll wmllllldl 
be monitored by the cell. · 
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• The Government may consider outsourcing the work relating to 
preparation of accounts wherever the staff is inadequate or lacks 
expertise. 

I Winding up of non-working PSUs 

1.39 There were three non-worki ng PSUs (all companies) as on 31 March 
2009. Of these, one PSU has commenced liquidation process. The numbers 
of non-working companies at the end of each year during past five years are 
given below. 

Particulars 2004-05 2005-06 2006-07 2007-08 2008-09 
No. of non-working 4 4 2 2 3 
companies 

The non-working PSUs are required to be closed down as their existence is not 
going to serve any purpose. During 2008-09, two non-working PSUs incurred 
an expenditure of Rs. 1.41 crore towards salary & wages and other 
administrative expenses. The expenditure in respect of one non-working PSU 
was financed by the State Government by sanctioning an interest free loan of 
Rs. 1 .56 crore. 

1.40 The stages of closure in respect of non-working PSUs are given below. 

SlNo. Particulars Companies 

I. Total No. of non-working PSUs 3 
2. Of ( l ) above, the No. under 

(a) liquidation by Court (l iquidator appointed) -
(b) Voluntary wi nding up (liquidator appointed) I 

(c) Closure, i .e. closing orders/ instructions issued but 2 
liquidation process not yet started 

1.41 During the year 2008-09, no company was finally wound up. The 
process of voluntary winding up under the Companies Act is much faster and 
needs to be adopted/ pursued vigorously. The Government may make a 
decision regarding winding up of two non-working PSUs where no decision 
about their continuation or otherwise has been taken after they became 
non-working. The Government may consider setting up a cell to expedite 
closing down its non-working companies. 

I Accounts Comments and Internal Audit 

1.42 Fourteen working companies forwarded their audited 16 accounts to 
PAG during the period from October 2008 to September 2009. Of these, 
14 accounts of 14 companies were selected for supplementary audit. The 
audit reports of statutory auditors appointed by CAG and the supplementary 
audit of CAG indicate that the quality of maintenance of accounts needs to be 
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improved substantially .. The details of aggregate money value of comments of 
statutory auditors and CAG are given below. 

It can be seen that average impact of audit comments per accmint. causing 
'increase in loss' or· 'decrease in profit' increased from Rs. 1.94 crore 
(2006-07) to Rs; 2.82 crore (2008-09). The dete.rioration in the quality of 
mruntenance of accounts by PSU s is thus, apparen~ and needs to be improved. 

1.43 During the year, the statutory auditors had given unqualified 
certificates for one account, qualified certificates for eight accounts, adverse 
certificates (which means that accounts do not reflect a true and fair position) 
for seven accounts. The ·compliance of companies with the Accopnting 
Standards remained poor as there were 44 instances· of non-compliana~ in 11 
accounts during the year. 

1.44 Some of the important comments in respect of accounts of companies 
are stated below. 

Himachal Pradesh Agro Industries Corporation Limited (2007 ~08) 

0 The Company did not makf< provisions for· leave . encashment 
(Rs. 2.77 crore), additional gratuity (Rs. 2.36 crore), interest payable 
on advance received on support price scheme for potato (Rs. 0.98 
crore), doubtful debts/advances (Rs. 0.42 crore) and damages daimed 
by Provident Fund Department for late deposit of provident fund for 
the period June 1990 to March 1998 (Rs. 0.25 crore). This has resulted 
in understatement of current liabilities and provisions and loss for the 
year by Rs. 6.78 crore. 

Himachal Pradesh Horticultural Produce Marketing a:mll Pir@cessnllllg 
Corporation Limited (2007 ~08) 

8 Non-provision for liability towards leave encashment payable to 
employees has resulted in understatement of loss and current liabilities 
and provisions by Rs. 5.85 crore. 

Ql No provision has been made for investment made in Punwire Limited 
which has become doubtful. This has resulted in understatement of 
loss and current liabilities by Rs. 0.55 crore. 

a~ Non-provision for. doubtful debts and loans and advances under 
litigation resulted in understatement of loss and overstatement of 
current assets by Rs. 0.76 crore. 

at No provision has ·been made for current assets, loans and advances 
which were not in the possession of the Company and become doubtful 
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of recovery. This has resulted in overstatement of current assets, loans 
and advances and understatement of loss by Rs. 0.37 crore. 

ffiman~Cll:B.1illl! lPiran<rlheslln . §~te lFOJr(!!St Devell([])JpmnneJIDil: (C([])IT'Jlll([])Jraltimn lLfumniiit:e<rll 
(Z®®§~@(()) 

® No provision was made for royalty on resin blazes though the Pricing 
Committee had fixed theToyalty of resin blazes at the higher rate. This 
has resuhed in understatement· of current liability and provision and 
loss for the year by Rs: 1.23 crore. 

o Non-provision for the amount demanded by the UC of fudia towards 
short contribution to gratuity fund of employees has resulted in 

· . understatement of· cm.Tent liabilities and provisions and accumulated 
losses by Rs. 26.51 crore. 

o The Company did not reconcile the provisions for income tax account 
since 1987-88 and provisions were continuing since then and these 
should have been adjusted/reversed :in the next year :in which the 
returns were filed. Non-reversall/adjusl:ment of provisions for :income 
tax up · to 2001-02 has resulted in overstatement of loss and 
overstatement of advances recoverable in cash or ldnd by Rs. H .14 
crore; 

o Sundry creditors do not indude oo amount of Rs. 0.36 crore on account 
of royalty payable to private parties and Rs. 0.48 crore in respect of 
interest on accmmt of non-payment ·of royallty payable on due dates. 
This ha8 resulted in understatement of sundry creditors and loss by 
Rs. 0.84 crore. 

lHifunman~Clln1illl! JlDJranali(!!Slln §ts~te lEI2lTITI<rllii!:Jr2lft'tlii anrm<rll lffiannnill([])([])HTin (C([])lrJlll([])lra!lltH([])JID lLfumniiit:e<rll 
(2®®7~({]):8) 

o No provision has been made for retirement benefits of Rs. 0.35 crore 
for the year and Rs. · 4.53 crore till date. This has resulted in 
understatement of current liability and provisions and accumulated loss 
by Rs. 4.53 crore. 

E!iimman~Ciln1illl! IP1ran<rlleslln §il:Slit:® lElledJr([])lllll'iiClii IDevell([])]pmnnennt CI!Dil"]Jlll!lliranttll<!llnn lLfumniite<rll 
i ( Z®®8~®'!P) 
I ., 

o No provision for liability on account ofleave encashment amounting to 
Rs. 0.89 crore was made; This has resulted in understatement of 
current liabilities and provisions and overstatement of profit by 
Rs. 0.89 crore. 

1!..45 Similarly, three workillg statutory corporations forwarded their three 
accounts to PAG during the period from October 2008 to September 2009. Of 
these, two accounts of two statutory corporations pertained to ·sole audit by 
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CAG which were under audit. The remaining one account was selected for 
supplementary audit. The audit reports of statutory auditors and the sole/ 
supplementary audit of CAG indicate that the quality of maintenance of 
accounts needs to be improved substantially. The details of aggregate money 
value of comments of statutory auditors ~nd CAG are given below. 

1. Decrease in 297.06 1.06 
profit 

2. Increase in 2 4.71 2 247.10 0.20 
loss 

The .huge impact of audit comments during 2006-07 and 2007-08 malilly 
pertain to Himachal Pradesh State Electricity Board and the impact of audit 
comments during 2008-09 is comparative low as the. audit of the accounts of 
the Board for the year 2008-09 was under progress as on 30 September 2009. 

1.46 During the year, the audit of accounts of only one Statutory 
corporation (Himachal Pradesh Financial Corporation) was completed and it 
received a qualified certificate. 

1.47 Some of the important comments in respect of accounts of Statutory 
corporations are stated below. 

Himachal Pradesh Financial Corporation (2008-09) 

Gil Himachal Pradesh Financial Corporation had lodged a daim of 
Rs. 0.15 crore with the State Government on account of gratuity paid 
to its employees who opted for pension scheme notified by the State 
Government. As the reimbursement of this claim was doubtful, 
necessary provision should have been made. This resulted in 
understatement of loss and overstatement of current assets by Rs. 0.15 
crore. 

o Other liabilities does not include Rs. 0.05 crore representing rent of 
hired building payable to Director of Industries, Government of 
Himachal Pradesh for the period 4 November 2003 to March 2009. 
This has resulted in understatement of liabilities and loss by Rs. 0.05 
crore. 

1.48 The Statutory Auditors (Chartered Accountants) are required to furnish 
a detailed report upon various aspects including internal control/ internal audit 
systems in the companies audited in accordance with the directions issued by 
the CAG to them under Section 619(3)(a) of the Companies Act, 1956 and to 
identify areas which needed improvement. An illustrative resume of major 
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· comments made by the Statutory Auditors on possible improvement in the 
internal audit/ internal control system in respect of seven companies£ for the 
year 2007-08 and B cornpaniesiLI for the year 2008-09 are given below. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

Illadequate monitoring of 
outstanding dues from outside 
parties 

Non-existence of system of 
obtaining confirmation from 
the debtors 

Non-provision of retirement 
benefits as per AS-15 

Non-maintenance of proper 
records ·showing full particulars 
including quantitative details, 
situations, identity number, 
date of · acquisitions, 
depreciated value of fixed 
assets and their locations 

Non-fixation of minimum/ 
maximum limits of stor~. and 
spares 

Non-fixation of economic order 
quantity for procurement of 
stores 

Non-adoption of ABC analysis 
to control inventory 

Absence of internal audit 
system commensurate with the 
nature and size of business of 
the 

10. Non-preparation of internal 
audit manual/standards/ 
guidelines 

11: No approved IT strategy/plan 
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Sr. No.1 to 3, 6, 14, 16 and 17 of Annexure 2. 
Sr. No.1 to 4, 6, 8, 10, 11 and 13 to 17 of Annexure 2. 

16 

1 to 4, 6, 11, 16 and 17 

1 to 4, 6, 10 and 13 to 15 

2, 3, 6, 15 and 16 

2, 3, 6, 8 10, 11, 14 and 15 

2, 14, 15 and 16 

1 to 3, 14, 16 and 17 

3 and 13 to 16 

1 to 3, 6, 11, 13 and 15 

3, 4, 11, 14 and 15 

1 to 4, 6, 8, 10 to 16 



:.f, .. 

Chapter I Oveniiew of Government companies and Statutory corporations 

1.4!9 During the course of propriety aqdit ·in 2008-09, recoveries of 
Rs. 73.02 crore were pointed out to the Management of various PSUs, which 
were admitted by PSUs. An amount of Rs. 19.46 crore was recovereddmi.ng 
the year 2008-09. 

1.50 Separate Audit Reports (SARs) issued by the CAG on the accounts of 
all the three Statutory corporations for the period up to 2007-08 have been 
placed in the State Legisliarure by the State Government. 

1.51 During the year 2008-09, there was no case of disinvestment and 
privatisation of Government companies and Statutory corporations. The State 
Government had not prepared any plan for disinvestment of State PSUs. 

1.52 The State has Himachal Pradesh Electricity Regulatory Commission 
(HPERC) formed in December 2000 under Section 17 (1) of the Electricity 
Regulatory Commission Act, 1998~ with the objective of rationalisation of 
electricity tariff, advising in matters relating to electricity generation, 
transmission and distribution in the State and issue of licences. During 
2008-09, HPERC issued 37 orders (four on annualrevenue requirements and 
33 on others). 

1.53 Memorandum of Understanding (MoU) was signed in March 2001 
between the Union Ministry of Power and the State Government as a joint 
commitment for implementation of reforms programme in power sector with 
identified milestones. The State Electricity Board was able to meet all the 
milestones set out in the MoU. 

Since replaced with Section 82 (1) of the Electricity Act, 2003. 
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:ll..§41 The status as on 30 September 2009 of reviews and paragraphs that 
appeared in Audit Reports (Comniercial} and distussed by the Committee on 

·Public Undertakings (COPU) is as under: 

2002~03 2 10 10 

2003-04 1 14 4 

2004-05 13 4 

2005-06 5 14 2 

2006-07 6 15 2 

,2007-Q8 3 

fr~:Fp1ro~X 
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CHAPTER II 

Performance review relating to Statutory Corporation 

2 Himachal Road Transport Corporation 

Executive Summary 

The Himaclull Road Transport 
Corporation (Corporation) provides 
public transport in the State through ils 
23 depots. The Corporation had fleet 
strength of 1,908 buses as on 31 March 
2009 and carried an average of 1.20 lakh 
passengers per day during 2008-09. It 
accounted for a slulre of 41.26 per cent in 
public transport with rest coming from 
private operators. The performance audit 
of the Corporation for the period from 
2004-05 to 2008-09 was conducted to 
assess efficiency and economy of its 
operations, ability to meet its financilll 
commitments, possibility of realigning the 
buses model to tap non-conventional 
sources of revenue, existence and 
adequacy of fare policy and effectiveness 
of the top management in monitoring the 
affairs of the Corporation. 

1 1 r•u \ and Perjonmmcr 

The Corporation suffered a loss of 
Rs. 34.18 crore in 2008-09. Its 
accumulated losses and borrowings stood 
at Rs. 512.23 crore and Rs. 140.01 crore 
as at 31 March 2009, respectively. The 
Corporation earned Rs. 25.19 per 
kilometre and expended Rs. 27.34 per 
kilometre in 2008-09. Audit noticed that 
with a right kind of policy measures and 
better management of ils affairs, it is 
possible to reduce costs, so as to earn 
projiJ and serve ils cause better. 

I >dmmg ~han: 

Of 4,624 buses licensed for public 
transport in 2008-09, about 41.26 per cent 
belonged to the Corporation. The 
percentage share of the Corporation 
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increased from 40.35 per cent in 2004-05 
to 41.82 per cent in 2007-08 but decreased 
marginaUy to 41.26 in 2008-09. The 
decline in share during 2008-09 was mainly 
due to its operational inefficiency. 
Nonetheless, vehicle density (including 
private operators buses) per one lakh 
population increased marginally from 65.31 
in 2004-05 to 66.85 in 2008-09 indicating 
stability in the level of public transport in 
the State. 

Corporation's buses consisted of own fleet 
of 1,881 buses and 27 hired buses as on 31 
March 2009. Of its own fleet, 588 (31.26 
per cent) were overage. The percentage of 
overage buses increased from 24.46 per 
cent in 2004-05 to 31.26 in 2008-09 due to 
non-replacement of overage buses though 
the Corporation acquired 960 new buses 
during 2004-09. The acquisition was 
funded through grant-in-aid of Rs. 40 crore 
and share capital contribution of Rs. 36.24 
crore from the Stale Government. 
Corporation's fleet utilisation at 98.67 per 
cent in 2008-09 was above All lndill 
Average (AlA) of 90.01 per cenL Its vehicle 
productivity at 224 kilometres per day per 
bus was above the AlA of 196 kilometres for 
hilly areas. Similarly, ils load factor at 
64.83 per cent in 2008-09 remained above 
the AlA of 63 per cent Though, the 
Corporation did well on operational 
parameters, ils 95 per cent schedules of 
buses were unprojilllble due to high cost of 
operations. The Corporation did not carry 
out preventive maintenance as required in 
12.70 to 13.53 per cent cases during 
2004-09. 
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Manpower and fuel constitute 72.97 per 
cent of total cost. l11terest, deprecwtion 
afld taxes account for 14.22 per cent and 
are rwt controllable i11 the short term. 
Thus, the co11trollable expenditure has to 
come from ma11power and fuel. The 
Corporation succeeded i11 reducing the 
manpower per bus from 5.09 i11 2004-05 
to 4.41 in 2008-09 though the manpower 
cost rose from Rs. 8.44 to Rs. 10.60 per 
effective Km in 2004-09. Further, the 
expenditure on repairs atul maintenance 
was Rs. 66.24 crore (Rs. 3.52 lokh per 
bus) in 2008-09 of which 11early 44 per 
ce111 was on manpower. The Corporatio11 
did not attain its own fuel consumption 
targets resulti11g in excess consumptio11 of 
fuel valued at Rs. 5.26 crore. 

The Corporatio11 had just 27 hired buses 
where bus owners provide buses with 
drivers and incur all expenses. The 
Corporation provides conductors and 
makes payment as per kilometres 
operated. Since the net loss per effective 
Km of hired buses was lower than the 
same in respect of owned buses, this 
a"angement has the poteniUll to cut down 
the cost substaniUllly. The Corporation 
needs to explore possibility to replace 
overage buses by hired buses in future. 

The State Government reimburses the 
cost of concessiona//free passes and 
operation on uneconomical routes. 
However, against the claim of Rs. 311.92 
crore lodged by the Corporation, the State 
Government luul reimbursed Rs. 231 
crore only leaving a sum of Rs. 80.92 
crore unrecovered. 

The fare per kilometre stood at 92.50 
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paise f rom February 2008. Though the 
Government approves the fare increase, 
there is no scientific basis for its 
calculation. The Corporation has also not 
formed norms for providi11g services on 
uneconomical schedules. Tlms, it would be 
desirable to have an independent 
regulatory body (like Public Tariff 
Commission as envisaged by the State 
Government) to fix the fares, specify 
operations on uneconomical routes a11d 
address grievances of commuters. 

The fuation of targets for various 
operational parameters a11d an effective 
Manageme11t Information System (MIS) for 
obtai11ing feed back on achieveme11t thereof 
are esseniUll for mo11itoring by the top 
ma11agement. The shortfall in operations is 
required to be deliberated upon in the 
Board of Directors with suitable remedwl 
actio11s to be take11. However, the 
Corporatio11 lacked i11 these aspects and 
could not control the cost by exercisi11g 
effective management control over 
operational parameters. 

Though the Corporation is incurring losses, 
it is mainly due to its high cost of 
operations, negligible relwnce on hired 
buses and low fare structure. The 
Corporation can control the losses by 
reducing operational cost and resorting to 
hiring of buses. This review contains five 
recommendotions to improve the 
Corporation's performance. Reduction of 
operational cost, hiring of buses and 
effective moniJoring by top management are 
some of these recommendotions. 



... 1.1: 
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2.1 In Himachal Pradesh, the public road transport is primarily provided 
by Himachal Road Transport Corporation (Corporation), which is mandated to 
provide an efficient, adequate, economical and properly co-ordinated road 
transport. The State Government also allows the private operators to provide 
public transport. The State Government has reserved certain routes exclusively 
for the Corporation while both Corporation and private operators have been 
allowed to operate on some other routes. The fare structure is controlled and 
approved by the State Government. This structure is same . for both the 
Corporation as well as private operators. 

The Corporation was incorporated in September 1974 by the State 
Government under Section 3 of the Road Transport Corporations Act, 1950 as 
a wholly owned Corporation of the State Government. The Corporation is 
under the administrative control of the Transport Department of the 
Government of Himachal Pradesh. The Management of the Corporation is 
vested with a Board of Directors comprising Chairman#, Managing Director 
(MD) and the Directors appointed by the Government of Himachal Pradesh. 
The day-to-day operations are carried out by the MD, who is the chief 
executive of the Corporation, with the assistance of Chief Generall Manager, 
Divisional Managers and Financial Advisor & Chief Accounts Officer at the 
Head Office. The Corporation has four* Divisional Offices, 23 Depots and 
four"' Divisional Workshops. The bus body building and tyre retreading 
operations are carried out at three out of four Divisional Workshops (except · 
Taradevi). In addition to Divisional Workshops, Workshops are also attached 
to the Depots for carrying out day to day repair and maintenance of the 
vehicles. 

The Corporation had a fleet strength of 1,908 buses as on 31 March 2009 
including 27 hired buses. The Corporation carried an average of 1. W lakh to 
1.20 lakh passengers per day during 2004-05 to 2008-09. The Corporation's 
share in the passenger transport operations in the State was 39.36 to 41.82 per 
cent and the private operators accounted for the remaining share. The 
turnover of the Corporation was Rs. 401.18 crore in 2008-09, which was equal 
to 1.09 per cent of the State Gross. Domestic Product. The Corporation 
employed 8,413 employees as on 3I'March 2009. 

A review on the working of the Corporation was included in the Report of the 
Comptroller and Auditor General of India for the year ended March 1997 
(Commercial), Government of Himachal Pradesh. The Report was discussed 
by COPU during June 1999 and recommendations of COPU were received in 
November 1999. The recommendations made by COPU did not relate to the 
areas covered in the present performance audit review. 

# 

* 
· Hon'ble Transport Minister, Government qf Himachal Pradesh. 

Dharamshala, Hamirpur, Mandi and Shimla. 
Jassure, Mandi, Parwanoo and!aradevi. 
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I Scope of Audit and Audit Methodology 

2.2 The present review conducted during February to June 2009 covers 
the performance of the Corporation during the period from 2004-05 to 
2008-09. The review mainly deals with operational efficiency, financia l 
management, fare policy, fulfillment of social obligations and monitoring by 
top management o f the Corporation. The audit examination involved scrutiny 
of records at the Head Office, two • Divisional Workshops and six" out of the 
23 Depots. Selection o f Depots for audit wa made on the basis of operation 
of bus services in urban, rural , tough, moderate, semi plain areas and 
inter/ intra State. The Divisional Workshops were selected on the basis of 
volume of operations. The fleet strength and turnover of selected unit (Depots 
and Workshops) was 553 buses and Rs. II 0.06 crore again t the tota l fl eet 
strength of I ,908 buse and turnover of Rs. 40 1.18 crore re pectively as on 
3 I March 2009. 

The methodology adopted for attaining the audit objecti ves with reference to 
audit criteri a consisted of explaining audit objectives to top management, 
scrutiny of records at Head Office and selected units, interaction with the 
auditee personnel, analysis of data with reference to audit criteria, raising of 
audit queries, discussion of audit findings with the Management and issue of 
draft rev iew to the Management for comments. 

Audit Objectives 

2.3 The objectives of the performance audi t were to a e 

Operational Performance 

• the extent to which the Corporation was able to keep pace with the 
growing demand for public transport; 

• whether the Corporation succeeded in recovering the cost of 
operation. ; 

• the extent to which the Corporation wa running its operations 
efficiently; 

• whether adequate mai ntenance wa. undertaken to keep the vehicles 
roadworthy; and 

• the extent to which economy was ensured in cost of operations. 

Financial Management 

• whether the Corporation was able to meet its commitments and 
recover its dues effic iently; and 

• the possibility of realigning the busine s model of the Corporation to 
tap non-conventional ources of revenue and adopting innovati ve 
methods of accessing such funds. 

• Jassure and Mandi. 
• Shimla (local), Shim Ia (Rural), Taradevi, Kullu. Rampur and Una. 
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Fal!"e P€lllicy and Fulfillmemnt ~f §~dan Ob!ii.gations 

0 the existence and adequacy of fare policy; and 

G whether the Corporation operated adequately on uneconomical routes. 

Monitoll"ing by Top Management 

® Monitoring by Top Management and future needs of the Corporation. 

® whether the monitoring by Corporation's top management was 
effective. 

2.4! The audit criteria adopted for assessing the achievement of the audit 
objectives 'were: 

® all India averages for performance parameterS; 

~~~ performance standards and operational norms fixed by the Association 
of State Road Transport Undertakings (ASRTU); 

II) physical and financial targets/norms fixed by the Management; 

o manufacturers' ·specifications, norms for life of a bu.s, preventive · 
maintenance schedule, fuel efficiency norms, etc.; 

instructions of the Government of India (GOI) and Government of 
State and other relevant rules and regulations; 

® corporate policy for investment of funds; and 

9 procedures laid down by the Corporation. 

2.5 The financial position of the Corporation for the five years up to 
2008-09 is given below: 

A. Liabilities 
Paid up Capital 
Reserve & Surplus (including 
Capital Grants but excluding 
Depreciation Reserve) 

252.51 264.81 277.11 
16.28 66.15 

Borrowings (Loan Funds) 62.60 110.78 159.96 

308.11 339.60 
51.72 38.29 

.. 141.73 140.Dl 
Current Liabilities & Provisions 120.70 106.98 93.81 142.52 155.75 

B. Assets · 
Gross Block 151.45 158.78 177.80 199.12 214.93 
Less: Depreciation 108.20 112.39 119.30 123.74 128.24 
Net Fixed Assets 43.25 46.39 58.50 75.38 86.69 
Capital works-in-progress (including 2.88 4.07 2.00 3.68 2.11 
cost of chassis) 
Investments 0.31 0.36 0.63 0.70 0.81 
Current Assets, Loans and Advances 22.24 42.69 97.95 86.27 71.81 
Accumulated losses · 367.13 405.34 437.95 478.05 512.23 

~~73:65 
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The details of working results like operating revenue and expenillrure, totall 
revenue and expenditure, net surplus/ loss and earni!}gs and cost per kilometre 
of operation are given below: 

(lRs. finn cmre) 
1sn!!:wM~:f : "''fi · JbesclriiiP)illoillllt· ·i·u · tll:too~~ost · toos~ij6 :\';:zq,(ft;~01' '<zoo11'0Si ~zo:os~o9 

1. Total Revenue 280.70 , 303.58 334.24 352.77 401.18 
2. Operating Revenue<~> 271.07 294.08 321.06 335.25 381.60 

'i:':· B~ 'J•:fi ~Btai~Exi)~lict!ffiie~= r~\ ~M f2T59! :·.· 3]1: i::s:o . ·· ~D6!i:85l· r3:92~'8o ·•~ ir4~3fif 
4. Operating Expenditure'~' 302;51 333.18 362.35 386.18 426.33 
5. Operating Loss 31.44 39.10 41.29 50.93 44.73 

l'LJ>t .··.·~ :·t::osslot:ilieYe/if ;:;tc; 1if· i%.'31r€89\1 3i38.02 · ... i'Z3Z~61~1 \~OJ19::i &t.;:a~~t&t 
7.. Accumulated Loss 367.13 405.34 437.95 478.05 512.23 
8. Fixed Costs · 

(i) Personnel Costs 120.37 125.86 135.94 157.26 168.81 
(ii) Depreciation 14.68 10.91 8.13 8.67 13.17 
(iii) Interest 10.08 8.62 4.50 6.68 9.03 
(iv) Other Fixed Costs 4.38 4.04 5.18 6.00 10.30 

9. Variable Costs 
(i) Fuel & Lubricants 
(ii)Tyres & Tubes 
(iii) Other Items/ spares 
(iv)Taxes (MV Tax, 

Passenger Tax, etc.) 

95.34 115.30 . 
11.70 13.32 
13.59 14.42 
34.91 36.8.1 

129.55 132.37 148.88 
14.70 16.97 19.07 
15.30 16.89 17.82 
38.26 36.85 39.69 

(v)OtherVariableCosts 7.54 12.52 15.29 11.17 8.59 
I~C:rti;,*! ,TQtaL¥ari1i.bleyJ;osf~ :'ljf iff63~Q8:'iii··l~20piZ~; :~2t3'Jl.Ol1• :4:'JA;25L: ~i;23]i:;05i· 

10. Effective Kms operated 1,425.95 1,470.42 1,521.29 1,576.69 1,592.59 
(in lakh) 

11. Earnings per Km (Rs.) 
(1110) 

12. Fixed Cost per Km 
(Rs.) (8/10) 

13. Variable Cost per Km 
(Rs.) (9/10) 

14. Cost per Km (Rs.) 
(12+13) 

15. Net Earnings per Km 
(Rs.) (11-14) 

16. Traffic Revenue9 

17. Traffic Revenue per 
Km (Rs.) (16/10) 

18. Operating loss per Km 
(Rs.) (5110) 

19.69 

10.48 

11.44 

21.92 

(-)2.23 

224.07 
15.71 

-2.20 

20.65 

10.16 

13.08 

23.24 

(-)2.59 

246.08 
16.74 

-2.66 

21.97 22.37 25.19 

10.11 11.33 12.64 

14.01 13.59 14.70 

24.12 24.92 27.34 

(-)2.15 (-)2.55 (-)2.15 

273.06 295.25 333.60 
17.95 18.73 20.95 

-2.71 -3.23 -2.81 

Operating .revenue includes traffic earnings, passes and season tickets, re
imbursement against concessional passes, fare realised from private operators under 
KM Scheme, etc . 

. 'If Operating expenditure include expenses relating to traffic, depreciation .on fleet, 
repair and maintenance, electricity, welfare and remuneration, licences and taxes and 
general administration expenses. 

§ Traffic revenue ·represents sale of tickets, advance booking, reservation charges and 
contract services earnings. 
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The working results show that the Corporation was not able to recover the 
cost in aU the fi ve years and losses kept on mounting and were Rs.5 12.23 
crore at the end of 2008-09. 

Elements of Cost 

2.6 Personnel costs and material costs constitute the major elements of 
costs. The percentage break-up of costs for 2008-09 is given below in the 
pie-chart. 

Components of various elements of cost 

0 Personnel Cost • Material Cost • Taxes 
• Interest • Depreciation • Miscellaneous 

Elements of revenue 

2.7 Traffic revenue, subsidy and non-traffic revenue constitute the 
elements of revenue. The percentage break-up of revenue for 2008-09 is given 
below in the pie-chart. 

Components of various elements of revenue 

• Traffic Revenue • subsidy • Non Traffic Revenue 
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2.8 Audit explained the audit objectives to the Corporation during an 
'entry conference' held on 4 March 2009. Subsequently, audit findings were 
reported to the Corporation and the Government in August 2009. They were 
again requested (September 2009) to furnish ·replies which are still awaited 
(Octobe_r 2009). The audit fmdings are discussed below. 

2.9 The operational performance of the Corporation for the five years 
ending 2008-09 is given in the Anriexure 7, The operational performance of 
the Corporation was evaluated on various operational parameters as described 
below. It was also seen whether the Corporation was able to maintain pace 
with the growing demand of public transport. Audit fmdings in this regard are 
discussed in the subsequent paragraphs. These audit findings show that the 
losses were controllable and there is scope for improvement in performance. 

2.10 The transport policy of the State Government (2004) seeks to achieve 
a balanced regional development and harnessing the growth potential of each 
and every sector of the State economy by improving the ability and efficiency 
of transport services. The policy states that the focus should be on 
augmentation of transportation in the remote and interior parts of the State. 
The people are largely dependent on road transport services as other means of 
transport are negligible. 

Line-graphs depicting the percentage share* of the Corporation in the 
passenger traffic of the State (includmg private operators buses) and 
percentage of average passengers carried per day by the Corporation to the 
population of the State during five years ending 2008-09 are given below: 

* The percentage share of the Corporation in the passengers traffic of the State has 
been worked out in Audit on the basis of number of buses held by the Corporation to 
total buses (including private operators buses) in the State. 
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T he table below depicts the growth of public transport in the State. 

SI.No. Particular 2004-05 2005-06 2006-07 2007-08 2008-09 
I. Corporation' s buses 1,709 1,702 1,842 1,941 1,908 

including hi red buses (at 
the end of the respecti ve 
year) 

2. Pri vate stage carriages 2,526 2,622 2,6 18 2,700 2,7 16 
3. Total buses for public 4,235 4,324 4,460 4,641 4,624 

transport 
4. Percentage share of 40.35 39.36 4 1.30 4 1.82 41.26 

Corporation 
5. Percentage hare of private 59.65 60.64 58.70 58. 18 58.74 

operators 
6. E timated population 64.84 65.89 66.95 68.06 69.17 

(lakh) 
7. Vehicle density per one 65.3 1 65.62 66.62 68.19 66.85 

lakh population 
8. Vehicle density of 26.36 25.83 27.5 1 28.52 27 .58 

Corporation's buses per 
one lakh population 

The percentage share of passenger traffic of the Corporati on vis-a-vis the 
private operators remai ned more or less constant. The effective per Capita 
Km operated by the Corporation per year as g iven below shows improving 
trend in service by the Corporation except in 2008-09 when there was 
margi nal decrease. 

Particulars 2004-05 2005-06 2006-07 2007-08 2008-09 

Effective Km operated (lakh) I ,425.95 1,470.42 1,52 1.29 1,576.69 1,592.59 

Estimated Population (lakh) 64.84 65.89 66.95 68.06 69. 17 

Per Capita Km per year 2 1.99 22.32 22.72 23. 17 23.02 
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The operating loss 
per Km increased 
from Rs. 2.20 in 
2004-05 to Rs. 2.81 
in 2008-09. 
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Public transport has definite benefits over per onaJised tran port in terms of 
costs, congestion on roads and environmentaJ impact. The public tran port 
services have to be adequate to derive tho e benefits. ln the instant case, 
though the Corporation was able to maintain its share in public transport, the 
same could not be enhanced mainly due to operational inefficiencies as 
described later. 

Recovery of cost of operations 

2.11 The Corporation was not able to recover its co t of operations in any 
of the years under review. During the last five years ending 2008-09, the net 
revenue remained negative as depicted in the graph® below: 

2004-05 

30 

2005.06 2006-07 2007.08 2008-09 g 
,..: 
N 

25 

20 

15 

10 

5 

0 

-5 

• Cost per KM • Revenue per KM 0 Net Revenue per KM • Operat ing loss per KM 

Above graph indicates the deteriorating performance of the Corporation over 
the period. The operating loss ha been increasing year after year except in 

Orissa, Uttar Pradesh and Kamataka 
registered best net earnings per Km at 
Rs. 0.49, Rs. 0.47 and Rs. 0.34 
respectively during 2006-07. 
(Source STUs prorue and 
performance 2006-07 by CIRT. Pune) 

2008-09 when it decreased to Rs. 2.81 
per Km. The Corporation was not able 
to achieve the all India average for cost 
(Rs. 24.55 for hi lly area) in 2007-08 
and 2008-09. The revenue per Km 
showed an increasing trend and 

remained higher than all India average of Rs. 20.34 per Km in all the years 
under review except 2004-05. The high cost of operations has been impacting 
the ability of the Corporation to provide public transport services adequately 
as it is not able to replace its overage fleet in time. However, the level of 
operations of the Corporation was above average in the category. 

® Cost per Km represents total expenditure divided by effective Km operated. 
Revenue per Km is arrived at by dividing total revenue with effective Km operated. 
Net Revenue per Km is revenue per Km reduced by cost per Km. 
Operating loss per Km would be operating expenditure per Km reduced by operating 
income per Km. 
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Fleet Stu-euzgfla auzd its Age PrroftJe 

2.12 The Corporation has its own fleet of buses. It also hires buses from 
contractors. Audit findings in respect of hired buses are given in paragraph 
2.24. The table below explains the position of Corporation's own fleet. 

The Association of State Road Transport l.Jndertalcings (ASRTU) b,ad 
prescribed (September 1997) the desirable age of a bus as eight years or five 
lakh kilometres, whichever was earlier. The Corporation, however, has 
established its own norms for the life of buses. The Management had fixed 
(April 2000) the normal life of 42 and 37 seater buses as six lakh kilometres. 
For 52 and 47 seater buses, the same was fixed at seven lakh kilometres. 
However, due to improved technology and better road conditions; the nonn 
was revised by the Corporation to 6.30 lakh ldlometres and eight lakh 
kilometres respectively with effect from 1 April 2007. The table below shows 
the age-profile of the buses held (in terms of ldlometres) by the Corporation 
for the period of five years ending 2008-09. 

4. Buses held at the end of 1,652 1,645 1,763 1,884 1,881 
the year 

5. ~umber of overage buses 404 541 662 690 588 
as 's norms 

6. Percentage of overage 24.46 32.89 37.55 36.62 31.26 
buses to total buses 

The above table shows that the Corporation was not able to achieve the norm 
of right age buses. During 2004-09, the Corporation added 960 new buses at a 
cost of Rs. 76.24 crore. The expenditure was funded through grant in aid of 
Rs. 40 crore and share capital contribution of Rs. 36.24 crore by the State 
Government. To achieve the norm of right age buses, the Corporation was 
required to buy 588 new buses as on 31 March 2009 which would have cost it 
Rs. 69.15 crore approximately at an average cost of Rs. U.76 lakh per bus. 
However, the Corporation did not generate adequate resources through its 
operations to finance the replacement of buses. fustead, it incurred a loss of 

rr The number of busses will not match with the figures given in the table of paragraph 
2.10 as it excludes hired buses. 
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Rs. 121.43 crore before charging of depreciation during 2004-09. Thus, the 
Corporation's ability to survive and grow depends on its efforts to remove 
operational inefficiencies, cut costs and tap non-conventional revenue avenues 
so that it can fund its capital expenditure and be self-reliant. 

l 

The overage fleet requires high maintenance and results in extra cost and less 
avai labi lity of vehicles compared to underage fleet, other things being equal. 
Tills only goes on to increase operational inefficiency and causes losses which , 
in turn, affects the ability of the Corporation to replace its fleet on a timely 
basis. 

Fleet Utilisation 

2.13 Fleet utilisation represents the ratio of buses on road to those held by 
the Corporation (including hired buses). The Corporation had not set any 

Andhra Pradesh, Tamil Nadu 
(Kumbakonam) and Tamil Nadu 
(Coimbatore) registered best fleet 
utilisation at 99.4, 98.4 and 98.3 per 
cenJ respectively during 2006-07. 
(Source STUs proftle and 

performance 2006-07 by CIRT, Pune) 

100 98.45 98.96 

95 

target of fleet utilisation. The fleet 
utilisation of the Corporation remained 
between 98.45 and 99.06 per cent 
during 2004-09 which was higher than 
the AlA.. of 90.1 per cent for hilly 
area as indicated in the graph given 
below. 

99.06 98.96 98.67 

: ~l--00_._1 _______ 9~0~.1-----------9~0._1 ___________ 90~.1-----------9~0.1 

- Aeet utilisat ion (percentage of average vehicles on road to total vehicles held) 

All India Average of 90.1 per cent for hilly area 

In spite of better fleet uti lisation, the Corporation was continuously incurring 
losses which were mainly due to rugh cost of operation. 

I Vehicle productivity 

2.14 Verucle productivity refers to the average IGiometres run by each bus 
(including hired buses) per day in a year. The vehicle productivity of the 

oc AlA is for the year 2006-07 which has been used for comparison for the period under 
review. 
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Corporation vis-a-vis the. overage fleet for the five years ending 2008-09 is 
shown in the table below: 

1. Vehicle productivity (Kms 224 232 230 224 
run 

2. Overage fleet 24.46 32.89 37.55 36.62 31.26 

Compared to the AIA of 196 Kms for hilly area per day, the vehicle 
productivity of the Corporation has 
been on higher side for an the years 
under review. Test check ih Audit 
of six Depots, however, revealed a 
different picture. In five Depots, 
out of. a total number of buses 

ranging from 441 to 475 duringthe period-2004-08, buses ranging from 247 to 
321 were found to be running below the AIA of 196 Kms. The average 
kilometres run per day by these buses ranged from 108 Kms to 147 Kms. The 
Corporation did not fix any targets of vehicle productivity for control 
purposes. This suggests that· there is a lot of scope of improving the vehicle 
productivity further by making scientific route plmming. Had these buses also 
achieved vehicle productivity of 196 Kms, the Corporation could have earned 
additional traffic revenue ofRs. 51.27 crore during 2004-08. 

Load Factor 

2,15 Capacity utilisation of a transport undertaking is measured in terms of 
load factor, which represents the percentage of passengers carried to seating 
capacity. The schedules to be operated are to be decided after proper study of 
routes and periodical reviews are necessary to improve the load factor. The 
Corporation calculates load factor on the basis of ·percentage of passenger 
Kms actually covered* to the passenger Kms operated#. The load factor of the 
Corporation increased from 60.59 per cent in 2004-05 to 69.83 per cent in 
2007-08. n, however, decreased to 64.83 per cent in 2008-09 due to increase 
in fare by 25 per cent in February 2008, charging of lower fare by private 
operators and unauthorised plying of taxis. The load factor, however, 
remained higher than the AJrA of 63 per cent. A graph depicting the load 
factor vis-a-vis number of buses per one lakh population is given belmy: 

* Passenger Kms actually covered = Operating revenue dividing by fare per Km per 
seat. 

# Passenger Kms operated = Effective Kms multiplied by average seating capacity of 
bus. 
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75 69.31 69.83 

65 60.59 

55 

45 
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- Load Factor -+- No. of buses per one lakh population 

Break-even load factor 

2.16 The table below provides the detai ls for break-even load factor 
(BELF) for traffic revenue. Audit worked out this BELF at the given level of 
vehicle productivity and total co t per Km. 

(l R n upees 

SI.No. Particulars 2004-05 2005-06 2006-07 2007-08 2008-09 

I. Cost per Km 2 1.92 23.24 24.12 24.92 27.34 

2. Traffic revenue per Km at 25.93 26.26 25.90 26.82 32.32 
I 00 per cent load factor 

3. BELF (Percentage) (1/2) 84.54 88.50 93. 13 92.92 84.59 

The break-even load factor is quite high and is not likely to be achieved given 
the present load factor and the fact that the Corporation is also required to 
operate uneconomical routes. Thus, while the scope to improve upon the load 
factor remains limited, there is scope to cut down costs of operations as 
explai ned later. 

Route Plo.nning 

2.17 Appropriate route planning to tap demand leads to higher load factor. 
There is no policy of the Corporation regarding introduction of new routes or 
increasing/decreasing frequency of services on existing routes. Feasibility 
appraisal and traffic survey are not conducted before introduction of new 
routes or changing frequency on existing routes. These are done on the basis 
of public demand. As a result, the Corporation is operating many routes and 
services which are uneconomical. 
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Some services are profitable while others are not. The position in this regard 
is given in the table below: 

2004-05 2,398 66 2,332 

2005-06 2,364 49 2,315 

2006-07 2,458 76 2,382 

2007-08 2,518 80 2,438 

2008-09 2,542 132 2,410 

(The percentage under the above heads is given in brackets for each year). 

The above table shows that in 2008-09, only five per cent services were 
profitable while 95 per cent services were unprofitable. Though, some of the 
services now appearillg unprofitable would become profitable once the 
Corporation improves its efficiency, there would still be some -uneconomical 
services. Given the scenario of mixed routes and obligation to serve 
uneconomical routes/services, the Corporation should decide an optimum 
quantum of services on different routes so as to optimise its revenue while 
serving the cause. However, no such exercise was carried out by the 
Corporation. 

The Management stated (March 2009) that according to Section 18 of the 
Road Transport Corporations Act, 1950, :it shall be the general duty of the 
Corporation to exercise its powers to provide or secure or promote the 
provision of an adequate, economical and propedy coordinated system of 
transport services in the State. However, it may be mentioned here that 
Section 22 of the Act also states that the Corporation should be run on 
business principles. Th~s, with proper planning of routes/services by 
Management, the Corporation could have provided requisite services on 
uneconomical routes/services besides making some unprofitable services into 
profitable ones. 

Cancellation of Scheduled Kilometres 

2.18 Cause-wise analysis for cancellation of services was not done by the 
Corporation for takin remedial measures. The details of scheduled kilometres, 
effective kilometres, cancelled kilometres calculated as difference between the 
scheduled kilometres and effective kilometres are furnished in the 
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table below: 

(fu llaklln Kms) 

1. Scheduled kilometres · 1,451.60 1,483.49 1,540.75 1,576.64 1,583.76 
Effective kilometres$ 1,397.83 1,441.98 1,492.45 1,542.44 1,566.80 

3. Kilometres cancelled 53a7 41.51 48.30 34.20 16.96 
4. Percentage of 3.70 2.80 3.13 2.17 1.07 

cancellation 

5. Contribution per Km 4.27 3.66 3.94 5.14 6.25 
(in Rupees) 

6. Loss of contribution 2.30 1.52 1.90 1.76 1.06 
(3x5) (Rupees in 
crore) 

~§~~~Bf~~~~W~l~~2~~~1;-· ~a~~eb~e:~~:t!~~f~:n~~~:~i~:b!~ 
~}t/(si~;r;~n~n~~ Ull~"\~~lt ;~~~~=~dc!to:el~~; ;:~r~=~~dd::= 
'sche(J[)llllle«lllKms.?t,. ~5; .ilJI.67 a 2004-05 to 2008-09 but remained on 

rfi~,~~;~ :~::!~ ~~~:!ti~n ~:. b:~: 
. >eTC<<• ' ' - word• .,, . made cause-wise anallysis of the 
cancelled kilometres and in the absence of the same, the Corporation did not 
have any mechanism for exercising effective control on cancellation. Due to 
cancellation of the scheduled kilometres, the Corporation was deprived of 
contribution of Rs. 8.54 crore during 2004-09. 

Preventive Maintenance 

2.19 Preventive maintenanc~ is essential to keep the buses in good running 
condition and to reduce breakdowns/ other mechanical failures. The 
Corporation has set up Workshops at aU the Depots and Divisions for 
undertaking repairs and maintenance of vehicles. While Depot Workshops are 
required to attend to minor repairs or preventive maintenance that could be 
carried out on vehicles, Divisional Workshops carry out major repairs, 
renovation of bus bodies and reconditioning of engines/assembling etc. The 
Corporation had Tata and Leyland make buses, for which two major 
preventive maintenance schedules had been prescribed as under: 

® On completion of 18,000/24,000 Kms for Tata/JLeyland there should be 
change of oil,· wheel alignment, cleaning of fuel injection pump, engine 
tuning, brake adjustment, etc. 

$ 'fhis may not tally with Sl. No. 10 of table in paragraph 2.5 relating to working 
results due to non inclusion of kilometres run in respect of specially booked buses. 
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o On completion of 36,000 Kms (for both Tata and Leyland make buses) 
there should be overhauling of engines, spring leaves, wheel, brakes 
fuel injection pump, cooling system, change of gear oil, body work, 
etc. 

The details of number of preventive maintenance required to be done vis-a-vis 
actually carried out during the five years ending 2008-09 is tabulated below: 

(NllllmlbeJrs m liallill) 
=~m1}11los: t~oo'S~o«i ~~oo6{o"Zi ~:t2o~7t'ijs; ~,zoo8~oc; 

Number of preventive 
maintenance required to be done 
Number of preventive 
maintenance actually carried out 
Shortfall 
Percentage of shortfall to total 
preventive maintenance required 

1.20 1.23 1.26 1.34 1.33 

1.04 1.07 1.10 t:-16 1.15 

0.16 0.16 0.16 0.18 0.18 
13.33 13.01 12.70 13.43 13.53 

The above table shows that required preventive maintenance schedules wtie 
not adhered to. The reasons for not carrying out required preven,tive 
maintenance were not on record. Test check of records of six Depots in Audi( 
revealed that main reason for not adhering to preventive maintenance sch,e,qule 
was shortage of vehicles due to which the vehicles could not be withdrawn ·on 
scheduled dates for preventive maintenance. Continuous non-adherence to 
preventive maintenance schedules might have led to increase in repair· and 
maintenance cost per bus over the review period as discussed in the 
succeeding paragraph despite acquisition of new buses by the Corporation 
over the years. 

Repail!'s & Maintmance 

2.20 A summarised position of fleet holding, over-aged buses, repairs and 
maintenance (R&M) expenditure for the last five years up to 2008-09 is given 
below: 

1. Total buses at the end of the 
year excluding hired buses 
(No.) 

2. 

3. 
4. 

5. 

6. 

Over-age buses (as per 
Corporation's norms) 
Percentage of over age buses 
R&M Expenses (Rs. in 
crore) 

. R&M Expenses per bus (Rs. 
In lakh.) (4/1) 
Percentage of manpower 
cost in R&M expenses 

1,652 1,645 1,763 1,884 1,881 

404 541 662 690 588 

24.46 32.89 37.55 36.62 31.26 
46.11 49.80 53.07 61.15 66.24 

2.79 3.03 3.01 3.25 3.52 

45 44 43 45 44 

The above table shows that repair and maintenance expenses per bus has 
continuously increased over the period from Rs. 2.79 lakh in 2004-05 to 
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Rs. 3.52 lakh in 2008-09 except in 2006-07. The above included manpower 
cost engaged in repair and maintenance activity up to 43-45 per cent. 

Docking of vehicles for fitness Certificates 

2.21 The buses are required to be repaired and made fit before sending the 
same to Regional Transport Office (RTO) for renewal of fitness certificate 
under Section 62 of the Central Motor Vehicle Rules, 1989. As the date of 
expiry of the old fitness certificate is known in advance, Management should 
plan accordingly to get the buses repaired in time so that bus days are not lost 
due to delay in renewal. Test check of the records of five Depots• in Audit 
indicated that after allowing the grace of three days, 403 buses were held up 
for periods ranging from one to 100 days for want of Motor Vehicle 
Inspection Certificate resulting in loss of 3,067 bus days during 2004-09. This 
led to loss of contribution of Rs. 32.60 lakh. It was observed in Audit that the 
Corporation did not have any system to monitor and ensure timely repairs. 
Further, the Corporation failed to obtain fitness certificates due to reasons like 
shortage of spare parts, non-receipt of registration certificate from other depots 
and poor condition of the buses, which are prima facie controllable. 

Manpower Cost 

2.22 The cost structure of the Corporation shows that manpower and fuel 
constitute 72.97 per cent of total cost. Interest, depreciation and taxes - the 
costs which are not controllable in the short-term - account for 14.22 per cent. 
Thus, the major cost saving can come only from manpower and fuel. 

Manpower is an important element of cost which constituted 38.77 per cent of 

Gujarat, Tamil Nadu (ViUupuram) and 
Tamil Nadu (Salem) registered best 
performance at Rs. 6.10, Rs. 6.13 and R~. 
6.21 cost per effective Km'i respectively 
during 2006-07. 
(Source : STUs profile and performance 

2006-07 by ClRT, Pune) 

total expenditure of the 
Corporation in 2008-09. 
Therefore, it is imperative that 
this cost is kept under control and 
the manpower IS utilised 
optimally to achieve high 
productivity. The Table below 

provides the detai ls of manpower, its cost and productivity. 

SI.No. Particulars 2004-05 2005-06 2006-07 2007-08 2008-09 
I. Total Manpower (Nos.) 8,706 8,552 8,484 8,595 8,413 
2. Manpower Cost (Rs. in 120.37 125.86 135.94 157.26 168.81 

crore) 
3. Effective Kms (in lakh) I ,425.95 I ,470.42 1,521.29 1,576.69 1,592.59 
4. Cost per effective Km 8.44 8.56 8.94 9.97 10.60 

(Rs.) 
5. Productivity per day per 45 47 49 50 52 

person (Kms) 
6. Total Buses at the end of 1,709 1,702 1,842 1,941 1,908 

the year (Nof 
7. Manpower per bus 5.09 5.02 4.6 1 4.43 4.41 

"' Shimla (local), Shim Ia (Rural), Taradevi, Kullu, and Rampur. 
A. Including hired buses. 
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The· manpower cost per effective Km was :increasing year after year and was 
on higher side as compared to AJ[A ofRs. 7.50 per effective Km. The increase 
in manpower cost was due to payment of terminal benefits to retiring 
employees, :increase in dearness allowance and grant of :interim relief in 
2007-08 and 2008-09 pending implementation of 5th· Pay Commission of the 
Punjab Government, which is adopted by the State. Though the State 
Government had notified fue same in August 2009, the Corporation had not 
implemented the same till date (October 2009) due to financial constraint. 
Productivity per day per person increased from 45 Kms in 2004-05 to 52 Kms 
in 2008-09 which was more than the AlA of 38 Knis for hilly area .. 

The Corporation had fixed norms for deployment of 5.80 manpower per bus 
against which actual deployment 
reducedfrom 5.09 :in 2004-05 to 4.41 
in 2008-09. To arrest the increasing 
trend of manpower cost, the 
Management may consider exploring 
the possibilities of hiring mor~ buses 
with drivers. 

2.23 Fuel is a major cost element which constituted 34.20 per cent of total 
expenditure in 2008-09. Control of fuel costs by a road transport undertaking 
has a direct bearing on its productivity. The table 1bdow gives the targets fixed 
by the Corporation for fud consumption, actual consumption, mileage 
obtained per litre (KilometOre per litre i.e. KMPL), AJ[A and estimated extra 
expenditure. 

~sh!~~ 5'tt:ZS~E!liii~SW'-S~ l!r'00®11!®5!i Ii"2g)g}$lfi~i ~2ll.ll6~btl P!ti~O:Of{d8lli4®8!0~lli 
1. Gross Kilometres operated 1,421.34 · ·1;433.93 1,479.41 1,549.95 1,593.68 

(owned buses only) (in lakh) ' 
2. Target of KMPL fixed by 3.70 3.72 3.75 Not fixed Not fixed 

Corporation (Average) 
3. Actual Consumption (in lakh 390.81 392.42 399.61 417.70 434.41 

litres) 
4. Kilometre obtained per litre 3.64 3.65 3.70 3.71 3.67 

(KMPL) 
5. All India Average in the category 3.69 3.69 3.69 3.69 3.69 

6. Consumption as per All fudia . 385.19 388.60 
Average. (in lakh litres) (1/5) 

400.92 420.04 431.89 

7. Excess Consumption in terms of 5.62 3.82 2.52 
AlA (in lakh litres) (3-6) 

8. Average cost per litre (in Rs.) 24.06 29.31 31.82 30.87 33.14 

9. Extra expenditure (Rs. in crore) 1.35 1.12 0.84 
(7X8) 

10 Cmisumption as per own targets 384.15 385.47 394.51 
(1/2) 
(In lakh litres) 

11 ·Excess consumption· in terms of 6.66 6.95 5.10 
own target (in lakh litres) (3-10) 

12 Extra expenditure in terms of own 1.60 2.04 1.62 
targets (Rs. in crore) (11X8) 
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It can be seen from the above table that the mi leage obtained per litre was on 

North East Karnataka State Road lower side during 2004-06 and 2008-09 
Transport, Uttar Pradesh and as compared to AlA of 3.69 for hilly 
Andhra Pradesh registered mileage of area. However, it remai ned marginally 
5.45, 5.33 and 5.26 KMPL. above the AlA during 2006-08. The 
(Source STUs pror.Je and Corporation had not analysed the 
perfonnance 2006-07 by CIRT Pune) c . . .__ ___________ , __ ___, reasons 10r sudden decrease m mileage 

obtained in 2008-09. The Corporation consumed 11.96 lakh litres of fuel in 
excess as compared to AlA during 2004-06 and 2008-09 resulting in extra 
expenditure of Rs. 3.31 crore. The Corporation had also fixed its own targets 
for fuel consumption considering the local situations. From December 2006, 
internal targets were not fixed by the Corporation. As compared to the internal 
targets, excess consumption of 18.71 lakh litres of fuel during 2004-07 
resulted in extra expenditure of Rs. 5.26 crore. 

Cost effectiveness of hired buses 

2.24 The Corporation started (March 2004) hiri ng private buses on 
Ki lometres payment basis (Km scheme). The owners of these buses were 
required to provide buses with drivers and to incur all expenditure for the 
running of the buses. The Corporation was to provide conductors and make 
payment as per the actual Kilometres operated by the hired buses. During 
2004-09, the Corporation incurred loss of Rs. 5.93 crore from the operation of 
hired buses as shown below: 

SI.No. 

I. 
2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 
6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

* 

... 

£ 

(Amount in Rs ) 
ParticuJars 2004-05 2005-06 2006-07 2007-08 2008-09 
Own neet 

Cost per effective Km* 21.98 23.38 24.22 25.06 27.43 
Traffic Revenue per 15.74 16.64 17.85 18.71 21 .05 
effective Km• 
Net loss per effective Krn (-) 6.24 (-) 6.74 (-) 6.37 (-)6.35 (-) 6.38 
( 1-2) 

Hired buses 

No. of Hired buses at lhe 57 57 79 57 27 
end of the year 

Cost per effective Km' 19.23 20.23 21.74 20.65 21 .61 
Traffic Revenue per 14.38 18.89 20.03 19.16 14.47 
effective Krn .. 
Net loss per effective Krn (-) 4.85 (-) 1.34 (-) 1.7 1 (-) 1.49 (-)7.14 
(5-6) 
Total effective Krns 29.07 61 .21 67.16 51.47 24.94 
operated by hired buses (in 
lakh~ 
Loss from hired buses (Rs 1.4 1 0.82 1. 15 0.77 1.78 
in crore) 

This may not tally with Sl. No. l4 in the table of paragraph 2.5 under working 
results because this excludes cost incurred and effective _Kms operated by hired 
buses, which are included in overall working results. 
Traffic revenue per effective KM in respect of owned and hired buses is 
different because of inclusion of reimbursement of concessional claims in the 
traffic revenue o f owned buses. 
This includes contract price plus conductors pay plus overheads. 
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It may be seen from the table above that net loss per effective Km on 
operating own buses had been higher than the same for hired buses in all the 
years under review except 2008-09. · Audit analysed that increase in 2008-09 
was due to significant reduction in number of hired buses on which traffic 
earnings were quite high. In view of this, running of more number of hired 
buses on high traffic earning routes may be beneficial to the Corporation. 
However, the number of hired buses reduced from 79 in 2006-07 to 27 in 
2008-09. 

2.25 The Corporation had established tliree bus body building units. The 
Corporation engaged contract labour at a cost of Rs. 24.81lakh for fabrication 
of 73 bus bodies during 2004-05, 2006-07 and 2007-08. During 2005-06 and 
2008-09, bus bodies were fabricated using only in-house labour. 

As per the agreement made with private body builders, while engaging 
contract labour, the Corporation allowed 12 days for fabrication of a bus. 
Audit observed that during 2004-09, 562 buses were not fabricated in the units 
within 12 days. The delay beyond 12 days resulted in loss of 14,509 bus days. 
Besides, there was abnormal delay in despatch of fabricated buses to Depots 
by the Workshops. It was also observed that 539 buses were despatched to 
Depots after delays up to 37 days during 2004~09 resulting in loss of 4,028 bus . 
days. Thus, there was loss of contribution to the extent of Rs. 2.01 crore 
during review period. 

2.26 Raising of funds for capital expenditure, i.e., for replacement/addition 
of buses happens to be the major challenge in financial management of 
Corporation's affairs. This issue has been covered in paragraph 2.12. The 
section below deals with the Corporation's efficiency in raising claims and 
their recovery. This section also analyses whether an opportunity exists to 
realign the business model to generate more resources without compromising 
on service delivery. 

2.27 The Corporation provides free/concessional passes to various categories 
of public like students, senior citizens, physically handicapped persons, 
employees including police personnel, freedom fighters, etc. However, the 
Corporation does not maintain proper records of beneficiaries for 
free/concessional travel and services provided on uneconomical routes and 
submits its claim with the State Government for reimbursement on estimation 
basis.· During review period, the Corporation lodged claims of reimbursement 
amounting to Rs. 31 L92 crore; of which the State Government reimbursed 
Rs. 231 crore only leaving a sum of Rs. 80.92 crore umecovered. 
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The Corporation had not maintained year-wise break-up of debtors. Based on 
the scrutiny of records and analysis in Audit of the debtors outstanding as a 
percentage of turnover for the five years ending March 2009 are depicted in 
the graph below. 
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- Percentage of Debtors to turnover as on 31 March of each year 

From the above, it can be seen that the outstanding dues remained between 
0.16 to 0.60 per cent to the total turnover during 2004-09. Further, the 
crutiny of records in Audit revealed that Rs. 5.64 lakh is recoverable from the 

Indian Railways since 1995. However, the same could not be recovered due 
to lack of effective pursuance by top Management. 

Fare policy and fulfillment of social obligations 

Existence and fairness of fare policy 

2.28 There is no fare policy of the Corporation. The fares are fixed by the 
State Government but are not based on the input costs. These are largely 
based on socio-economic and political considerations. This is evident from 
the fact that fares fi xed in April 2003 were revised upward to the extent of 25 
per cent in February 2008 without taking into consideration the increase of 
37.80 per cent in the price of diesel, mobile oil, tyres and other consumable 
items during this period. Fare structure for ordinary buses for the years 
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2004-09 shown in the table bdow: 

ASRTU recommended (August 1996) an automatic fare revision foirn.ula for 
the STU s. The Ministry of Surface Transport was also of the opinion (August · 
1997) that a flexible fare revision policy with an automatic fare revision. 
formula to adjust to the rising cost of operations is inevitable to make ilie 
STUs viable entities. The State Government had also proposed (April..2005) 
setting up of a Public Tariff Commission (PTC) to advise on important issues 
and· bringing transparency in the costs and the latent • subsidies. However, 
Audit observed that the PTC had not been established so far (October 2009). 
Non-revision of fares on the basis of mput costs was leading to increase in 

· losses. However, the table below shows that the Corporation could! have 
curtailed cost with better operational efficiency. 

·'i .,, 
'\ ,.:· ~ : 

0.94 2.47 3.10 

4. 0.10 0.08 0.05 

5. 20.88 22.10 22.68 22.45 24.19 

The above table does not take into account other inefficiencies such as excess 
tyre cost, defective route planning, etc. Nonetheless, it shows that ilie net loss 
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could be lower, if the operations are properly planned and efficiently 
managed, than what they actually are. 

The above facts lead to conclude that it is necessary to regulate the fares on 
the basis of input costs. Further, the State Government may consider early 
establishment of. PTC as mentioned in preceding paragraphs to advise on 
fixation of fares, specifying operations on uneconomical routes and addressing 
the grievances ofcommuters. · ' 

2.29 The Corporation had about five per cent profit making services as of 
March 2009 as shown in table under paragraph 2.17. The position would, 
however, change if the Corporation improves its efficiency. Nonetheless, 
there would stiH be some routes/services which would be uneconomical. 
Though the Corporation is required to cater to the's~ routes or provide services 
thereon, the Corporation had not formulated any nonns in this regard. Jn the 
absence of norms, the adequacy of services ·on uneconomical routes/services 
could not be ascertained in Audit. The desirability to ~ave an independent 
regulatory body to specify the quantum of services on uneconomical routes, 
taking into account the specific needs of commuters, is further underlined. 

2.3@ For an organisation like a Road Transport Corporation to succeed in 
operating economically, efficiently and effeCtively, there has to be written 
norms of operations, service standards and targets. Further, there has to be a 
Management fuformation System (MIS) to report on achievement of targets 
and norms. The achievements need to be reviewed to address deficiencies and 
also to set targets for subsequent years. The targets should generally be such 
that the achievement of which would make an organisation self-reliant. In the 
light <?f this,_ Audit reviewed the system in the Corporation and noticed as 
under: · 

© • The Corporation had fixed targets for operational performance up to 
November 2006 only. Thereafter, no targets were fixed. In the 
absence . of targets, review of performance by the 
Chairman/1\iiD/Board'of Directors (BOD) did not serve the intended 
purpose. 

0 The daily/monthly data relating to physical and financial 
performance sent by the Depots/Divisional Offices/Divisional 
Workshops were reviewed by the MD but in the absence of 
targets/norms, the achievement was compared with previous year's 
and reasons were called for. 

11) Review meetings of Divisional Manage~s/ Regional Managers 
(Depot Incharge) were also held under the chairmanship of the 
Chairman/MD to review the physical and financial performance of 
the units but there was no laid down periodicity for holding such 
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meetings. As a result, during the last five years ending March 2009, 
only one meeting- each was held in 2005-06, 2007-08 and 2008-09 
while _two meetings each were held in 2004-05 and 2006-07. 

Data of physical/financial performance was consolidated and put up 
to the BOD for consideration. However, it was noticed in Audit that 
against the requirement of four Board of Directors meetings in each 
year as per the Road Transport Corporation Act, only one meeting 
was held in 2005-06 and 2007-08. Further, only two meetings each 
were held in 2004-05 and 2008-09 while three meetings were held in 
2006-07. This was not only in contravention of the Act but also 
deprived the Corporation ofthe expertise-o..fthe Board. 

The top management of the Corporation is expected to :demonstrate managerial 
capability to set realistic and progressive targets, address areas of weakness and 
take remedial action wherever the things are riot moving on expected lines. 
However, such ability was not. seen either from records or performance of the 
Corporation during the period under review. 

Operational performance 

"' The Corporation's share in pnblic transp®Jl"tt: increased mm~mrgfumallny 
from 40.35 per cent in 2004-05 to 4li.26 per cent in 2008-®~. 

The Corporation could not recovell" tthe cost of operations fum anmy ([])If 
the five years llll!lldler l!"eview. The @perattiirng ll<!)SS pe1r Km fumcl!"easedl 
from Rs. 2.20 iin 2004-05 to Rs. 3.23 m. 2007-08 anc:ll rllecll"'eased 
marginally to Rs. 2.81 ll.n 2008-09. 'J['llnll.s was maiinlly dl1l!le to 
operational ll.neffidencies and inadequiatte/ll.neffectllve mmmniitl:([J)Jl"ii.llllg 
by top Management. _ 

The Cm·poratimn mdl not cany out!: the pireventive maiirrnterrnaiD\ce as 
requiirerll in U~70 to 13.53 per ce~mt eases, a:!t'ffeclbirrng tllne 
road worthiness oft' its buses. 

The Corporation did! not ens1!1lre the ecmllolllliy in operatllollll§ as iitts 
manpower and fuel costs were higher 1!:harrn the AliA. 

The Corporati<!)n drastically reduced the operation @If llniirerll lblUllses 
in 2008-:09 though the net loss per effective Km from owned lbl11l!ses 
was higher than the same from hl1red buses. 

Financial management 

Ill The Corporation did not demonstii:-atte 11l!bnos1!: dll.sdpllfume ll.rrn 
recovering itl:s dues as it failed to recoveir an amolll!ntt oft' Rs. ~I{])JP2 
crore from the State Government dull"iing 2004-09. 
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F arre policy .amJd ftilfillmemJt of sociiUtl obligatiomJs 

o Tllne C([])JrJID([])Jr~ftn({])n Illlentllner lln~s ~ Jr~re JID®Rncy lbl~seiill mn scnenntffic 
nnornims~ nn([])Jr ~Imy y~riillsftnclk f({])Jr ~iill<ei!Jl1!ll~cy ([])[ ([])j[l)lel!"~frll([])nn ([])[ 

· ' unllllecmllmnrul.callrmnftes. 

MomJitorimJg by top mamJagememJt 

o '.II'llne M:U:§ system of Cm'J]ll([])Jr~~li({])nn w~s nn([])tt rejfifecftftvelly Ull11:llnllse1Ill lbly iitts 
1l:([])JID mam~gennnenn11: f({])Jr eJ£:ercftsnnng c@nn11:Jr({])H ~([])Yell" lkey I!IIJIDell"~11:n([J)JIRaJ! 
paramme11:ers anndl service s11:andl.~r«lls. 

((J)nn 11:llnre WJin([J)lle~ 11:llneJre TIS -SC([])JIDie 11:([]) llnnn]p)ll"({])VIe 1l:llne JIDieJtf([J)l!"lllffi~llliCie ([])[ 11:llne 
C([])Jr]pl({])Jr~ftllmll. JHI([J)wever~ tllne presenn11: se11: unJID ([])fr' 11:1lne C([])Jr]]ll({])Jr~1l:n@nn iil!l!lles l!ll({])~ 

seem 1l:lill be <ei!Jlnnll]prpredl 11:([]) iln~rrlHrl!llre 11:llnns:. IEffednve nnniolnnft11:minng ([])[ lkey 
p~r~e11:ers, C([])unplle«ll wft11:lln cemfinn ]!D({])llficftes me~S1ll!Jres~ c~nn see nnnnJIDJr([])Vennnenn11: 
fiim JIDerrfm·mni~nnce. 

0 '.II'llne C({])l!"JID({])l!"~1tfi([])nn nnn~y . llnnCJre~.se ntts ([])jplleJr~11:n({])llllS ~nnd slln~Ire finn 
JID~sennger 1tlt"affic lbly finncire~snnng fits ft'ilee11: sttre~mgtlln 11:llnir([])unglln llnnirfinng ({])f 
lblunses wllml.clln W([])unlliill ~Rs([]) lt"esunll11: finn re«lhrndnl!llnn ({])[ mm~nnJill@Wel!" ~nn«ll ft'uneR 

. ~-C([])S11:s. . 

'lrllne C([])!t"JID({])ll"~1tfi@Im mm~y ennsunl!"e c~nynmig @un11: @Jt' JIDll"evennftllve 
· mm~mtenn~nnce ~s JID<ell" scllnedlunlle 11:({]) c@nnttll"([])ll l!"eJID~fill" ~nniill mm~nnn11:el!ll~llllce 

eJ£:JIDrennrdlii11:unl!"e. 

!FimJ~UtmJciiUtlperfmrmamJce 

Q '.II'llne O!llll"JIDI!II!r'~1tfi([])lffi mm~y . C({])nnsfiiillell" mmmnn11:allllnfii!llg JIDll"([])JIDiell" l!"eC([])ll"iillS f([])Jl" 

it'lt"ee/c([])l!llCessn({])nn1i!lll 11:1t"~vell JIDll."({])Vniilleiill ~11: 11:llne finns11:annce ill>fr' 1tllne §tate 
G([])vernnmmenn11: lb>esniilles senfices JIDll"([])vi«Jle«ll onn unnnec([])nn({])nnnnc~ll ll"([])un11:es S([]) 
1tlln211: cR~iims ll"ansedl. lbly fi11: c~nn be sunlbls11:ann1l:li1i!11l:e«ll. 

!Fare policy amJdftdftUmemJt of sociiUtl obligatiomJs 

o '.II'Ilne G([])V<ell":rnmenn11: m.~y C([])llllSiiiiller eal!"Ry es11:~lblllnsllnmmenn11: ({])Jf JPTC 11:([]) 
l!"egunll~11:.e ft'~ll"es finn . ~CC({])ll"iill~nnce wft11:1ln . C([])S11: ({])f ([])Jlll<ell"~frll([])nns ~nniill ~ns({]) 

sennces ([])nn. irnnnec([])Im({])mmfic~ll ll"({])llll1l:es fulkll!rng iinn11:({]) ~cc~unnn11: ttllne SJ!llecmc 
lll!ee«lls ({])jf C({])nnnnnnun11:ell"S. 

· MomJitorimJg by top mamJagememJt 

o '.II'llne C([])ll"]pl({])ll"a11:fi@nn nnn~y s11:l!"e~mllfinne fitts m([])m11:minng nnneclln~nnftsmm tl;({]) 

eJ£:ercise efriecttfive · C([])nnttll"([])ll ([])Vel!" ([])jp<ell"211l:iimn~ll Jlll~ll"~nnne11:ell"s alllliill 11:alke 
l!"ennne«lifi~ll nnne~sunll"es [([])Jr llnnnJ!llll"ovemenn11:. 
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limportant audit findings emerging from test check of transactions made by the 
. State Government companie~/corporations are induded in this Chapter. 

3.1 U11uJutte favowr to col!lttlrotctmrs 

'i 

lFrulhtmre tl!li awall"«ll tlhle slhll!llll"t dlll!ll"attiil!llnn ~tl!llllll1l:l!"atds l!lilll 'fnxeall Jpnrice lb>asis~ 
resunll1l:eall iillll paymenll: l!llft' Jpnri~te es~talla1timnl!lif Rs. 211}.19 Ral!m. 

Clause 10 (CC) of Section 33 of the Centrall Public. Works Department 
(CPWD) Manual inter-alia provides that escalation in prices of the material 
and/or wages of labour shall not be available to the contractor for a work for 
which the stipulated period of completion is 18 months or less. Similarly, 
Clause 10 of the Standard Contract Clauses of the Contract Document for 
domestic bidding prescribed by the Government of India; Ministry of Statistics . 
and Programme ][mplementation (MOSPI) fm: providing basic structure for 
preparing contract documents stipulates that all short duration contracts up to 
24 months should be awarded on fixed price basis and are not subject to any 
escalation whatsoever. Himachal Pradesh State Electricity Board (Board), 
which is a promoter of Beas Valley Power Corporation (Company), has 
adopted (November 2000) the provisions of the aforesaid manual. 

Audit observed (February 2008) that the Company awarded the works of 
construction of office building at Jhalwan (Jogindemagar) and civil and 
engineering works of the MS pipe Aqueduct over Rana Khad to two different 
contractors on 9 June 2006 and 24 February 2007 for Rs. 68.88 lakh and 
Rs. 6.61 crore respectively. Though, the completion period of the above 
works was 12 and 18 months respectively, the Company failed to incorporate 
a suitable clause regarding non payment of price escalation in the notice 
inviting tenders as weU as the agreements executed with the contractors in 
accordance with the above mentioned Clause of CPWD Manual or Standard 
Contract Clause of the Contract Document of MOSPI. This failure of the 
Company enabled the contractors to claim price escalation of Rs. 29.19 lakh 
on account of price increase in material, labour, petrol, oil and lubricants. 

The Government stated (July 2009) that ibid Section of CPWD Manual was 
applicable only where the material was issued to the contractors by the 
Department. Since in these cases, material was arranged by the contractors 
themselves, CPWD Manual was not relevant. The reply is, however, not in 
consonance with the above mentioned provisions of CPWD Manual and the 
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Standard Contract Clause of Contract Document of MOSPI, which provide 
that all short tenn contracts have to be awarded on fixed price .basis. The 
Managing Director and Directors on the Board of the Company are ex-officers 
of the Board and the Company should have adopted above mentioned clauses 
to safeguard its financial interest. The price escalation of Rs. 29.19 lakh was 
paid to the contractors for the work done during 18 months from the date of 
reckoning of contract period. 

The Company should immediately adopt Clause W (CC) of Section 33 of ilie 
CPWD Manual to safeguard its fmancial interests. It should ruso put in place 
an effective internal check system to ensure iliat aU short term contracts are 
awarded on fix price basis in future. 

3.2 Dejicieuu,t phmniuu,g 

Lack I[])Jt' Jpm·l{])per pllallllnmil!llg led tl{]) tnme I{])Vell"ll"ll!lllll I[J)Jf lll!lli{])J!"e tlluallll sevelill yeal!"s iinn 
Cl{])llllllmrmissiil{])llnil.Jmg l{])ff Caur Paddnng Pll"l{])jed, CI{])St I{])Vell"l!"llllnn I[J)Jf Rs. 81 llalklln 
besnldles lloss off ]pl{])tenntiiall :revennUl!e of Rs~ n.B CJ!"I[])Jl"e. 

The Company hired (March 1999) Himachal Consultancy Organisation 
Limited (IDMCON) to examine feasibility and prepare brief project proposals 
of a Commercial Complex-cum-Car Parking near Hotel Holiday Home, 
Shimla. · HIMCON prepared (May 1999) Techno Economic Feasibility Report 
(TJEFR) for six floors having parking area for 150 cars and 4,500 sq. ft. of 
commercial area costing Rs. 1.14 crore, which anticipated annual revenue of 
Rs. 43.43 lakh (rent of car parking: Rs. 16.43 lakh +rent of commercial area: 
Rs. 27 lakh). The State Government proposal (August 1999) of Rs. 95 lakh 
was approved (September 1999) by the Ministry of Tourism (MOT), 
Government of fuclia (GOI) with Central Financ:i.all Assistance of Rs. 90 lakh 
and State Government component of Rs. 5 lakh. The GOI share of Rs. 90 lakh 
was received in October 1999 (Rs. 27 lakh), October 2005 (Rs. 45 llakh) and 
October 2006 (Rs. 181akh). The State Government released Rs. 28.31 llakh in 
May 2006 (Rs. 5lakh) and December 2006 (Rs. 23.31lakh) due to increase in 
cost owing to time overrun and change in scope of work. According to the 
sanction of the GOI (September 1999), the work was to be started immediately 
to avoid escalation in cost and· ilie project was to be commissioned within a 
maximum period of one year from the date of sanction. The work of 
construction of project was completed through a contractor in three phases as 
detailed bellow: 
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'fhe total project cost worked out toRs. L76 crore including Rs. 42.51lakhon 
account of departmental and other charges. Audit observed the following 
deficiencies at planning stage and in completion of project: 

<',;) The Company did not plan the project propedy. Before preparation of 
· 'fEFR and approval of project, the Company did not take approval of 
the Department of 'fown and Country Plarining ('f &CP), which 
allowed (November 2002) construction of only three floors. 

The site had a lot of loose soil but the ·Company did not ascertain the 
extent of digging required to find the requisite hard strata before 
preparation of 'fEFR. The matters regarding clearance of project by 
the Department of 'f &CP and ensuring availability of hard strata were 
also not referred to ~e consultant though these had direct bearing on 
the cost of construction and revenue expected after completion. 

<!) The work of first phase was awarded in June 2004, i.e. after 57 months 
from sanction of project and 19 months after approval of the 
Department ofT &CP for construction of three floors. 

The project required to be commissioned within one year 
(September 2000) at a cost of Rs. 95 lakh was actually commissioned 
(December 2007) after time overrun of seven years and three months 
and cost overrun of Rs. 81lakh at a cost of Rs. L76 crore. The delay 
in commissioning was attributable to delay of four years and eight 
months in award of work (June 2004) and 20 and 13 months in the 
completion of work of first and second phase respectively due to 

· non-finalisation of drawings, non-approval by Department of T&CP, 
stopping of work from time to time by the Departments of Forest and 
'f &CP and change of scope of work owing to loose strata encountered 
during construction. 

0 Due to loose strata and varied site conditions encountered during 
construction, one floor having parking area of 350 square meters 
constructed below the road at an average cost of Rs. 34.01lakh lacked 
approach and was lying idle since 24 December 2007. 

<!) The delay in commissioning resulted in loss of potential revenue of 
Rs. L19 crore en account of parking rent based on the feasibility report 
and Rs. 1.13 crore based on annual rent being actually received~ with 
effect from 24 December 2007. 

'fhus, due to inadequate and deficient planning, the·project had to suffer a time 
overrun of more than seven years in commissioning with consequent cost 
overrun of Rs. 81lakh, loss of anticipated revenue of Rs. L13 crore and 
unfruitful expenditure of Rs. 34.01 lakh. · 

The Government stated (October 2009)that project wasplanned properly, soil 
testing and Geologist's reports were taken before approval of the project and 

~· 1,461 square meters parking area was rented out (December 2007) to a private party 
at an annual rent ofRs. 15.65lakh. 
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case was also sent to the Department of T&CP in September 1999. But the 
Department ofT &CP did not approve the project as envisaged and Geologist's 
report had to be taken time and again . The delay occurred due to stoppage of 
work many times by different Departments. It was further stated that efforts 
were being made to obtain access to the idle floor. The reply confirmed the 
observations of Audit, which indicate that there was Jack of proper planning. 
The Company should have reconsidered implementation of the project when 
the Department ofT &CP allowed constriction of only three floors. 

The Company should explore the possibility of alternative use of idle space. It 
should also ensure proper planning of projects in future to avoid time and cost 
overrun and revenue loss. 

Himachal Pradesh State Civil Su ration Limited 

3.3 Loss due to failure to revise rates of bran 

The Company failed to initiate timely action for revision of rates of bran 
in accordance with the prevailing market rates resulting in loss of Rs. 3.56 
crore. 

The Department of Food Civil Supplies and Consumer Affairs, Government of 
Himachal Pradesh fixed (December 2005) the conversion ratio of Above 
Poverty Line wheat into special whole meal atta at 95 per cent for custom 
grinding by the Millers. The Millers were required to deliver 95 per cent atta 
to the Company after retaining five per cent bran. The rate of bran was fixed 
at Rs. 5 per Kg. The Millers were being paid grinding and other charges after 
deducting Rs. 25 per quintal on account of five Kg bran. 

Audit observed (January 2009) that the Company fai led to ascertain market 
rate of bran from time to time to enable adopting of the same while 
determining the rate to be paid to Millers for grinding of wheat to atta. Being 
a nodal agency for distribution of food grain under Public Distribution System, 
the Company should have taken up the matter of fixing realistic rates with the 
State Government. 

The market survey by Audit revealed (January 2009) that per quintal 
wholesale rate of bran in the market was Rs. 750 in April 2007, Rs. 783 in 
October 2007, Rs. 833 in February 2008 and Rs. 880 in May 2008 against the 
rate of Rs. 500 being charged from the Millers by the Company. Even if the 
rate of Rs. 750 per quintal prevalent in April 2007 is taken as against Rs. 500 
per quintal (Rs. 5 per Kg) adopted by the Company, the Company suffered a 
loss of Rs. 3.56 crore on 1,42,334.67 quintals of bran that was generated 
during 2007-09. The loss would be more if the market rate prevalent from 
time to time is taken into consideration. 

The Management replied (July 2009) that Ex-Mill rates were approved by the 
Director, Food Civil Supplies and Consumer Affairs, Government of 
Himachal Pradesh after taking into consideration all relevant factors including 
the market rate. It was also replied that based on the observations of Audit, 
the matter regarding revision of rates of bran was under consideration by the 
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Governnient. The reply confirms the delayed action initiated by the Company 
for necessary revision in the rates of bran in view of the higher market rates. 

The Company should lay down a system of half yearly review of market 
prices for proposing revision of rates of bran to the Government 

The matter was referred tO the Government in April 2009; their reply had not 
been received (October 2009). · 

3.4 Loss due to injudicious decision 

!n.judicious decision of the State Government not to enforce the conndliftiimn 
of the sale deed against the purchaser of property resulted inn a lloss oft' 
Rs. 7.51 crore to the Company. 

After approval (March 2004) . qf the State Government, the Company sold 
(April 2004) its 65 bighas<~> 19 biswas* of industrial land and buildings 
(property) situated in the industrial belt at Manjholi, Tehsil Nalagarh, District 
Solan to the highest bidder Shri Om Parkash Khu,llar, Partner of Goodwin 
Industries, Shimla (firm) for Rs. 3.06 crore for industrial use . As per 
condition contained in ·the letter of acceptance (7 April2004) and clause (g) of 
sale deed (December 2004), theproperty was to be utilised exclusively for the 
intended purpose (industrial use). In case of failure to do so, the property was 
to revert to the Company/State Government without any claim of the finn. 
This condition/clause was inserted in the letter of acceptance and sale deed on 
the basis of letter of approval (March 2004) from the State Government. 

Audit observed (January 2009) that the firm failed to use the property for the 
intended purpose and requested (18 April 2006) the State Government to 
allow sale of property to another firm. On being asked, the Company 
informed (May 2006) the State Government that the. firm had violated 
clause (g) of the sale deed and the property should revert to the Company. 
After consulting the issue with the Law Department, ·the State Government 
directed (August :2006) the Company to proceedin the matter. Accordingly, 
the Company flied (September 2006) a suit for declaration against the finn in 
the Court of Senior Sub-Judge, Shimla. Meanwhile, the fmn filed a writ 
petition in the High Court of Himachal Pradesh for quashing the orders of 
reversion of property on the plea that the clause (g) of sale deed was not in 
conformity with the terms and conditions of the tender document. Based on 
the revised legal opinion obtained from the Law Department, the State 
Government directed (19 February 2007) the Company to allow the fmn to 
sell the property to another finn (Indian Card Clothing Company Liinited) for 
Rs. 7.51 crore and to withdraw the cases pending in the courts. The Company 
withdrew its cases from the High Court (July 2007) and the. court of Senior 
Sub-Judge (September 2007)~ . This was despite the fact that the legal advisor 

Land is measured in Acre, Bigha and Biswa; there are 4 bighas in one acre and 20 
biswas in one bigha. . -
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of the Company had categorically opined (28 February 2007) that the Law 
Department of the· State Governinent had wrongly interpreted clause (g) of the 
sale deed. Thus, the firm was allowed to earn profit of Rs. 4.23 crore ~ within 
a period of three years resulting in aloss of Rs. 7.51 crore because in case of 
reversion of property, the Company· could have also sold it for an equal or 
higher consideration. Thus, the Company failed to exercise powers to protect 
its the financial interest due to injudicious deCisions of the State Goveminent. 

The Government stated (May 2009) that directions had been issued to the 
Director of Vigilance for conducting a detailed enquiry in the matter. 

The State Government should direct the Vigilance Department to conclude the 
enquiry expeditiously so that responsibility for taking injudicious decision is 
fixed. 

3.5 Deficient implementation 'of Transport Subsidy Scheme 

The Transport Subsidy Scheme (scheme) introduced· (July 1971) by the 
Government of India (GOI) to promote industrialisation Of hilly, remote and 
inaccessible areas was applicable to industrial units located in Himachal 
Pradesh. The transport subsidy· was payable at the rate of 75 per cent of the 
transport costs incurred on raw material and finished goods from the 
designated rail-heads. to the industrial. units and vice versa. The Company, 
which was notified (January 2005) as the Nodal Agency, received Rs. 31.20 
crore from the GOI during 2004~08. The amount was disbursed to industrial 
units during 2005-09. The finplementation of the scheme was reviewed in 
audit by scrutiny of 66 ~claims of Rs. 7.76 crore of 58 industrial units in eight 
districts out of 461 claims of 185 industries of the State. 

Salient features of the scheme were as under: 

® State Level Committee (SLC) to scrutinise and pass the claims of 
transport subsidy was. to be set up by the State Government 

The subsidy was not payable for the material transported through unit's 
own vehicle and wheat purchased from or through the Food 
Corporation of India. 

® The subsidy wa:s to be allowed up to five years from the date of 
commencement of cominercial production and for material to be used 
in authorised activities of the industrial units. 

0 

The Director of Industries was required to lay down procedure for 
regular inflow of information regarding movement of raw materials 
and finished products and carry out periodical checks to ensure that the 

Rs. 7.51 crore - (Rs. 3.06 crore + Rs. 22 lakh spent by the purchaser of property) = 
Rs. 4.23 crore. 
Chamba district: 4, Kangra district: 6, Shimla district: 2, Solan district: 3, Una 
district: 3, Sirmour district: 45, Kullu district: 2 arid Mandi district: 1 
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raw materials and finished goods in respect of which subsidy was paid 
were actually used for the purpose. 

• The Company being the Nodal Agency, was required to examine 
genuineness of claims with reference to relevant original documents 
before making payment It was required to scrutinise at least 10 per 
cent of the claims with reference to the original claim papers of the 
units during a fmancial year. 

Audit observed following deficiencies in the implementation of the scheme: 

3.5.1 As required in the scheme, the State Government had set up State 
Level Committee (SLC) to scrutinise and pass the claims of transport subsidy. 
District Level Committees (DLCs) had also been set up for receipt and initial 
scrutiny of claims. The SLC submitted the claims to the Company for further 
scrutiny and payment to the industrial units. concerned. Dudng scrutiny of 
claims in seven offices of the Director of Industries (DICs), Audit observed 
that while processing the claims, the DLCs, SLC and Nodal Agency failed to 
cross check the details given in"the claim papers with the records maintained 
at the barriers, offices of Registering and Licensing Authorities (R&LAs) and 
original papers (ST-XXVI-A forms£) in the offices of Assistant Excise and 
Taxation Commissioners (AETCs) concerned. As a result, irregular payment 
of transport subsidy of Rs. 1.86 crore was made to 23 industrial units as 
detailed below: 

• Payment of transport subsidy of Rs. 1.03 crore was made to three 
industrial units without obtaining ST-XXVI-A form. 

• Transport subsidy of Rs. 27.99 lakh was disbursed to 19 industrial 
units for transportation of ·material through such vehicle numbers, 
which on verification in the offices of R&LAs concerned, were found 
to have been allotted to Scooters, Motor-cycles, Cranes, Cars, Jeeps, 
Himachal Road Transport Corporation Buses, etc. Thus, the vehicle 
numbers indicated in the claims were fictitious. 

e Transport subsidy ofRs. 54.70 lakh was paid to Shiva Chemi Minerals, 
Sataun (Paonta Sahib) .. on the basis of ST-XXVI-A forms, which did 
not tally with the original ST-XXVI-A forms available in the office of 
AETC, Nahan. Thus the claims did not appear to be genuine. 

The Director of Industries stated (August 2009) that instructions had been 
issued to all concerned to cross check the claims thoroughly at each stage with 
other departments regarding genuineness of ST-XXVI-A forms and genuine 
registration of vehicles, etc. It was further stated that ST-XXVI-A forms in 
respect of three industrial units to which subsidy of Rs. 1.03 crore was paid 

. had been obtained and claims were scrutinised with reference to Audit 
observations.· The recoverable amount worked out to Rs. 52.87 lakh which 
had been recovered. The reply confirmed the fact that scrutiny of claims was 

£ . A duplicate copy of this form is issued to the industrial unit at the barriers by the 
Department of Excise and Taxation and contains name of industrial units, material 
being transported, quantity and value of material,. vehicle number, etc . 
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deficient and inadmissible payment of Rs. 52.87 lakh had been made to the 
industri al uni ts. 

3.5.2 Transport subsidy of R . 0.23 lakh was paid to two" industrial units 
against transportation of mate rial (July 2003, December 2004 and January, 
February and March 2005) through trucks which did not ex ist on the 
registration record o f R&LA, Chamba, Nahan and Paonta Sahib. Thus, 
claims appeared to be fi ctitious. The amount was recovered after be ing 
pointed out by Audit. 

3.5.3 Transport subsidy of Rs. 5 .08 lakh was paid (2006-07 and 2007-08) to 
fours industrial units for transportation of material against c la ims for 2000-07 
through trucks which were either in the name of units or their proprietors. 
Royal Cement Company, Sansarpur Terrace, District Kangra c laimed transport 
subsidy of Rs. 2 lakh for tran portation of mate rial through truck number 
HP-68-6935 which did not exist on the records of R&LA. The above truck 
number in the claim wa indicated after overwriting vehicle number HP-68-
0935 which wa in the name of the unit. 

The Director o f Industries stated (August 2009) that an amount of Rs. 2.62 
lakh had been recovered from three industrial units and notice for recovery o f 
balance amount of Rs. 2.46 lakh had been issued to the fourth industrial unit 
which was lying closed. 

3.5.4 A voidable payment of transport subsidy of Rs. 1.22 lakh was made to 
fi ve • industrial units for a period beyond five years from the date of 
commencement o f commercial production, transportation of un-authorised 
items o f raw material and transportation of wheat purchased from the FCI. 

The amount wa recovered after being po inted out by Audit. 

3.5.5 Annual accounts of indu trial units were not be ing obta ined to verify 
the correctness of the quantity of raw material and fini shed goods shown to 
have been transported in the transport subsidy claims of a particular year. 

The Director of Industries stated (August 2009) that system of obtaining 
annual accoun ts of previous year along with the fi rst quarter c laim of each 
financial year had been introduced for future claims. 

3.5.6 The procedure for ensuring regular inflow of information had not been 
laid down. There was also no laid down system of periodic inspection of 
industrial units to provide additional assurance of authentic ity of c la ims. The 
Nodal Agency failed to check even I 0 per cent of the c laims each year with 
reference to the orig inal cla im papers. 

s 
Valley Agro Food!>, Chamba and Shiva Chemi Minerals, Sataun, Paonta Sahib. 
New India Detergents Ltd., Kirpalpur, Tehsil Nalagarh, District Solan: Rs. 2.46 lakh, 
Alpine Industry, Dadhau, District S innour: Rs. 0.54 lakh, Dhauladhar Cements, 
Industrial Area, Hatli, District Chamba: Rs. 0.08 lakh and Royal Cement Company, 
Sansarpur Terrace, District Kangra: Rs. 2 lakh. 

Manikaran Roller Flour Mills Pvt. Ltd: Rs. 0.90 lakh, Nidhi Minerals Ltd., Sangrah, 
District Sirmour: Rs. 0.09 lakh, Prabh Dayal Om Paraksh, Paonta Sahib, District 
Sirmour: Rs. 0.07 lakh, Shivam Industry, Shoghi, District Shimla: Rs. 0.1 1 lakh and 
Girdhari Lal Agro Mills, Baddi, District Solan: Rs. 0.05 lakh. 
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The Director ·Of fudustries stated (August 2009) that procedure to ensure 
regular inflow of information had been introduced. The Nodal Agency was 
also considering claims for disbursement after scrutiny and physical inspection 
of documents. · 

3.5.7 Out of total payment of Rs. 31.20 crore during 2005-09, Audit 
scrutinised claims paid for Rs. 7.76 crore (24.87 per cent) and pointed out 
irregular/inadmissible payment of Rs. 1.93 crore (24.87 per cent). As against 
above, the ][ndustries Department of the State Government had recovered 
inadmissible payment of Rs. 56.94 lakh and notice for recovery of Rs. 2.46 
lakh had been issued. ][n respect of balance irregular payment of Rs. 1.34 
crore, the ][ndustries Department had re-scrutinised the daims after obtaining 
the requisite' wanting documents and the payments were found to have been 
made correctly. 

'Jl'([j) sunm up~ 

o Thtell"e well"te ftl!D.stances ([])[ ft:riregl!ll1all" paymmel!D.ts of t!:Irarrnspoll"t sunbsft<dly 
against fake allll<rll ftna«llnmssilbllle cllaftmms; 

N([j) effedftve systemm exiiste<dl ibm tlhte C([])JIIDlJPlailDlY f([j)Jr vell"ifnca1!:fi@rrn ([])[ 
gerrnuninerrness ([])[ the daftmms befoll"e aduafi payrn1.1ents; arrnd 

o No smn<dlair<rll JPlll"([]lceirlluire was llaft<rll <rllown nri. tllne C([]lmmparrny :lfm.· 
mmorrni\t@rirrng and ptel!"ii@m<e Rlll.SJP>edii@rrn ([])[ .. stock' mmovellllli.errnt f([])Ir 
ellllsunlt"nng tllnat tl:lhte sunbsfta:lty pan([]! was untl:ftniise([]l f([j)Jr iirrn1terrn<rlled plillirJPI@Se. 

The matter was referred to the Company in July 2009; their replies had not 
been received (October 2009). 

3 .. !6 Undue favour 

'Jfllne Jffioa!Ird. faille<rll 11:@ f"l!X Iraltes f([j)Jr supplly ([])[ §tl:eell 'JfublillKair JP"@lles as pel!" 1tlllle 
1tellll<dleir docunmmen11: lt"esllllllli:Jl.ng ftrrn urm<rllue fav@unll" oft' JR.s. :R.«D6 ciroire to llocall 
SllllJP]l)Riiteirs. 

The Board issued (April 2006) tender enquiries for procurement of different 
sizes of Steel Tubular Poles (STPs). The tender document had a condition that 
manufacturing units located in the State of Himachal Pradesh (HP), whose 
rates were within 17.5 per cent over the overaH · comparable rates of the 
outside lowest L-I eligible ·firm, may be given order for purchase at the 
comparable lowest ex-works rates of L-][ outside firm with duties and taxes 
applicable in HP or the total free on road (FOR) rates of the L-][ outside firm, 
whichever is lower. After opening (May 2006) of the bids received, Fabrico 
(][ndia) Pvt. Ltd., Meerut (an outside firm) emerged as L-t The Board placed 
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(January 2007) supply orders on L-I outside firm and also six• HP based firms 
who had participated in the tender by considering the ex-works rates of the L-1 
outside firm. 

A scrutiny of records by Audit (June 2008), however, revealed that on the 
basis of representation from local firms, the Board decided (January 2007) and 
paid them the FOR rates of L-1 outside firm, which were higher a these 
included some of the duties/taxes (e.g. Excise Duty, education cess, etc.) 
which were not payable in HP by the local suppliers. This resulted in 
avoidable expenditure and undue favour of Rs. 1.06 crore to five HP based 
firms. 

The Board should fix responsibility for aJiowing higher purchase price which 
resulted in avoidable expenditure and undue favour to the HP based firms. 
The Board also needs to devise an effective internal control system so as to 
ensure that such irregularity is not repeated in future. 

The matter was referred to the Government/Board in April 2009; their replies 
had not been received (October 2009). 

3. 7 Loss of revenue due to short recovery of service connection charges 
from the consumers 

Failure of the Board to implement the Expenditure Regulations resulted 
in revenue loss of Rs. 2.90 crore due to short recovery of service 
connection charges from the consumers. 

As per Regulation 13 of the Expenditure Regulations issued (April 2005) by 
the Himachal Pradesh Electricity Regulatory Commission (HPERC), the 
Board is required to submit to the HPERC every year by the end of December 
a cost data (including departmental charges) book for approval, which shall be 
the basis for framing initial estimates for erection of lines and/or any other 
works. Regulation 15 further provides that cost data published for the year by 
the Rural Electrification Corporation (REC) shall be used until the co t data 
book is published in accordance with Regulation 13. 

The requisite cost data was, however, not got approved by the Board from the 
HPERC. In the absence of approved cost data, the Board should have 
recovered service connection charges (erection/labour and departmental 
charges) as per REC cost data at the rate of Rs. 650, Rs. 804, Rs. 884 and Rs. 
964 from domestic, commercial, non-domestic and non-commercial 
consumers respectively during 2005-06 to 2007-08. Audit observed (March 
2008) that above procedure was not followed by 32 divisions (out of total 49 
divisions) of the Board test checked in audit. As a result, service connection 
charges from 53,539 consumers were recovered at different percentages of 
cost of requisite material or at the average rate ranging between Rs. 150 and 
Rs. 300 per connection as was being done prior to issuing (April 2005) of 

Sun Steel Fab (Mandi), ElecLro Steels {India) (Damtal), Yamuna Industries (Poanta 
Sahib), H.M Steels Ltd. (Kala Amb), Goyal Engineering Co. (Solan) and A.B Steel 
Poles (Shoghi). 
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Expenditure Regulations. The rates charged being lower than the rates 
contained in REC cost data, resulted in revenue loss of Rs. 2.90 crore. As the 
same practice is still (October 2009) in vogue in these units, the total amount 
of short recovery would be more. 

The matter was referred to the Governinent/Board (May 2009); their replies 
had not been received (October 2009). 

The Board needs to comply with the Expenditure Regulations of HPERC 
without further delay to avoid loss of revenue. 

3.8 Injudicious investment 

The Board did not assess the load requirement of Sansarpur Terrace area 
correctly -resulting nn injudicious investment of Rs. 3.35 cJroll"e Wlitl!n 
!l"esultant inte!l"est loss of Rs. 85.43 lakh.. 

The Board deposited (May 2006) an amount ofRs. 3.35 crore with·the Bhakra 
Beas Management Board (BBMB) for upgradation of 20 MV A power 
transformer to 40 MV A at switch yard of Pong Power House to meet the 
expected load growth in the Sansarpur Terrace area. The work was to be 
completed within eight months after release of amount to the BBMB. As the 
BBMB did not upgrade the above mentioned transformer, the Board requested 
(December 2006) the BBMB ·to put 10 MV A additional load on Pong-Terrace 
66 KV line as a stop gap arrangement tin the installation of new transformer to 
enable it to meet the immediate load demand of the industrial units. Though, 
the additional load was released (July 2007) by the BBMB. without levying 
any additional charges on the Board, the 20 MV A transformer has not been 
upgraded to 40 MV A so far (April 2009). 

Scrutiny of records relating to load demand. of Sansarpur Terrace sub-station 
showed that the maximum recorded demand of load during 2007:-09 was to the 
extent of 8.27 MVA only which was being met through the already existing 
network. The above details were indicative of the fact that the Board had not 
assessed the load requirement of Sansarpur Terrace area correctly and 
deposited (May 2006) the amount of Rs. 3.35 crore with the BBMB without 
any justification. Further, it has taken no action to cancel the upgradation and 
reclaim the advance. The injudicious investment of Rs. 3.35 crore in 
May 2006 has resulted in interest loss of Rs. 85.43 lakh" during the last three 
years up to May 2009. 

The Board should take immediate steps for recovery of advance of Rs. 3.35 
crore deposited with the BBMB. 

The matter was referred to the Government/Board iil May 2009; their replies 
had not been received (October 2009). 

Calculated at the rate of 8.5 per cent per annum which was the borrowing rate of the 
Board at the time of investment. 
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3.9 Undue favour to a consumer 

Failure to follow the prescribed procedure resuJted in extension of undue 
favour to the consumer and consequent non-recovery of dues of Rs. 74.71 
lakh. 

As per Regu lation 4 (I) of the Himachal Pradesh Electricity Regulatory 
Commission (Security Deposit) Regulations, 2005, every consumer hould 
maintain with the Board an amount eq uivalent to consumption charges for the 
billing cycle period, as security. The amount payable towards security should 
be in the form of cash/demand draft drawn in the favour of Board. Where the 
amount payable towards security exceeds Rs. 5 lak.h, the consumer may 
furnish the security in the form of bank guarantee (BG). Section 56 (I) of the 
Electricity Act, 2003 provides that where any person neglects to pay any 
charge for electricity due from him, the Board may after giving not less than 
15 clear days' notice in writing to such person, disconnect the supply of 
electricity. 

Audit observed (May 2008) that the Board had sanctioned (Augu t 2005) load 
of 2,000 KW with contract demand of 2,222 KV A to Tanu Alloys Products, 
Gagret (consumer). The name of the consumer was subsequently 
(August 2005) changed to Shri Balaj.i Magnese Pvt. Ltd. The consumer 
deposited security deposit of Rs. 22 lak.h in April 2005 (Rs. 2 lakh), June 2005 
(Rs. 18 lakh) and May 2006 (Rs. 2 1akh). The con umer applied 
(January 2007) extension of load to 3,999.959 KW with contract demand of 
4,444 KV A. The Board sanctioned (March 2007) load of 3,999.959 KW with 
contract demand of 4,000 KV A and the same was relea ed (Apri l 2007) to the 
consumer. The consumer furnished (December 2006) BG of Rs. 18 lak.h valid 
up to 17 December 2007 and also deposited (April 2007) additional ecurity 
deposit of Rs. 4.44 lak.h in cash. The consumer started making default in 
payment of energy charges from March 2006. The arrear of energy charges 
increased to Rs. 48.68 lakh in November 2007 and Rs. 93.93 lakh in 
February 2008. The sub-division concerned failed to follow the prescribed 
procedure to: 

• maintain with it an amount of Rs. 57.03 lakh as security equivalent to 
the energy consumption charges for the month of April 2007 as against 
the available security deposit of Rs. 44.44 lak.h; 

• disconnect supply to the consumer in November 2007 when there was 
default of Rs. 48.68 lakh in payment of requisite energy charges; 

• obtain the BG in prescribed format which had the provision to bind the 
banker to honour the claim of the Board even up to six months beyond 
the validity period of BG; and 

• to get the BG renewed after 17 December 2007. 

This resulted in extension of an undue favour to the consumer a after 
disconnection of supply (February 2008) and adjustment of cash security 
deposit of Rs. 26.44 lak.h, an amount of Rs. 74.71 lak.h was outstanding against 
the consumer as on July 2008. 
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The Government endorsed (July 2009) the reply of the Board which stated that 
the electricity supply was disconnected permanently in February 2008 and a 
case for recovery of amount of Rs. 74.02lakh had been filed in the High Court 
of Himachal Pradesh which was pending for decision. It, however, admitted 
that the Board had failed to renew the bank guarantee of Rs. 18 lakh before its 

. expiry as also to take the bank guarantee in the requisite profonna to keep it 
operative for six months from the date of expiry resulting in failure to recover 
at leastRs. 18lakh from the consumer .. 

The Board should strengthen its internal control system to. ensure that such 
lapse is not repeated in future. 

3.1@ !Loss of l!'eveTJUU! 
. \'· 

lFrulhuure l!llfr' the Bl!llard ll:l!ll appny the Jlllii"I[])vll§ll@llllS l!llfr' applbicalblle sdhled1!Rlle oft' 
a:an:iftit' mnd JEnectridtty Ad, 2@1!ll3 Jresunted D.l!ll Hl!llss o!f revemume l!llft' 
Rs. H.«i~ cJrl!llJre. 

As per the schedule of tariff applicable from time to time, demand charges per . 
month per KV A calculated on the basis of maximum demand in KV A 
recorded on the energy meters during any consecutive 30 minute block period! 
of the month or the contract demand in KV A entered into by the consumer, 
whichever is higher, were to be recovered from the bulk consumers. ill 
addition to demand charges, Contract lOemand Violation Charges (CDVC) at 
the rate of Rs. 300 per month per KV A in case of the violation were also to be 
recovered. Further, as per condition No. 10 of .the Abridged Conditions of 
Supply contained in the Salles Manual, Part K of the Board, the consumer 
cannot extend his connected load without the prior approval of the Board. fu 
case of violation of this condition, the consumer had to. be dealt with as per 
Section 126 of the Electricity Act, 2003; which provided for applying one and 
a half times£ the tariff applicable for the relevant category. · ·. 

The Board released (August 2002) 800 KW load with contract demand of 
889 KV A to . the National Thermal Power Corporation (NTPC) for the 
construction of Kol Dam Hydro Electric Project. Audit observed that actual 
recorded demand of the NTPC exceeded the contract demand (889 KV A) 
entered mto to the extent of 482.744 to 4514.840 KVA during July 2005 to 
July 2008. The NTPC also extended (July 2003) · its load beyond the 
sanctioned limit of 800 KW without prior approval of the Board. The Board, 
however, failed to levy demand charges and CDVC (Rs. 3.30 crore) for 
utilisation of power in excess of contract demand entered into duririg July 

. 2005 to July 2008~ and charges for extension of load (Rs. 8.39 crore) from 

f 

£ 

Demand in KV A is recorded every 30 minutes block and highest recorded demand 
for any block during a month is considered for levying demand charges on the 
consumer. 
Revised to twice the tariff applicable with effect from May 2007 as per 'Electricity 
(Amendment) Act, 2007. · 
Demand charges and CDVC for contract demand violation after July 2008 have been 
recovered. 
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· July 2003. to December2008.;. without the approval.. of the Board as per the 
. provisions of the . sshedules. of tariff applicable from tinie to time and the 

Electricity Act, 2003/Hectricity (Amendment}Act,.2007 respectively. Thus, 
the Jotalloss of revenue on account of demand charges, CDVC and charges 
for extension ofload worked out toRs. U.69 crore. 

The Board should take immediate action to recover the short charged amount 
from the· NTPC. Kt should also put in place an effective· internal check system 
to ensure that such irregularity does not occur in future. 

The matter was referred io the Government/Board iri July· 2009; their replies 
had not been received(October 2009). 

3.11 Operatioll, repair alld mailltewauu::e of Hydm Electric Pmjects 

· 3JJ .. ]. The State has an identified power potential of 20,415 Mega Watt 
(MW),~ outofwhich 6;370.12 MW has been harnessed so far (March 2009). 

· ···.Of this, ·Himachal Pradesh State Electricity Board .(The Board) has a share of 
, A66.95 MW· harnessed through 20 completed Hydro Electric Projects 

(Projects), each having installed capacity ranging from 0.300 MW to 126 MW. 

· 3\.U.2 Operation, repair and maintenance of major projects (having installed 
capacity above three. MW) and mini/micro projects (having installed capacity 
up to three MW) is looked after by Member (Technical) and Member 
·(Operation) respectively. Member (Technical) is assisted ,by Chief Engineer 

. (Generation) and Member (Operation) by Chief Engineers (Operation) and 
Chief Engineer (CommerCial). · 

.JFiJinalili.d.all nllllllplliicalblmll 

3\.H.3\ Furids for the op~ration, n~pair and maintenance of ,completed projects 
are provided by the Board from its :i.riternal. resources. During the last five 

· years . ended March 2009, the operational expenses of • 20 projects were 
Rs. 763.22 crore which included an expenditure of Rs. 248.07 crore incurred 

··on repair and maintenance against the budget allotment Rs. 194.86 crore. The 
. Board had also incurred an expenditure of Rs. 30.95 crore on capital 
.maintenance ofBhaba imdGhanvi Projects (Rs. 11.86 crore) and renovation of 

· • Bassi Power House (Rs. 19~09 crore)during 2005-09. 

With a view to examine the operational performance and repair and 
· maintenance of completed projects; the records of 11 projects 1 maintained by 
· 14 out of 20 units of the Board were. test checked during January 2009 to April 
2009. Audit findings emerging from the records test checked are discussed 
below: 

. Till Dece~ber 2008, the Bo~d had ~ot approve<f the, ~xtension of load. 
Source: Statis,tic.fl]. data released by the'S.tate.Government. 
Bhaba·, Bassi, Girl, Ghanvi, Gaj, Bi~~a, Gumma, Holi, Sal-IT, Llllji and Khauli. 
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JIJesigned potential, tourgets omd achiewemeirlts 

3.H.4 fueffic:i.ency in operation of projects (power houses) leads to generation 
loss with consequent fmancial loss to the Board on ac-count of non-receipt of 
revenue against generation loss and purchase of power from outside agencies 
at higher rates. The details of designed potential, targets fixed for generation 
and actual generation there against of the power houses operated by the Board 
during the last five years ended March 2009 are given in Annllllexmnre 8. :n:t can 
be - observed from the Annexure that against the designed potential of 
10,244.41 million units (MUs) of 18 projects"', the Board had fixed generation 
targets for 8,33L86 MUs for 16 proj~cts (targets for4 projects were not fixed) 
during the period from 2004-05 to 2008-09. The actual generation against the 
above targets was 7,998.10 ~s: . Thus, the total generation loss during 
2004-09 was 2,246.31 MUs· which induded generation loss due to fixation of 
targets at lower than rated capadty '(1,828.30 MUs) and non-achievement of 
the targets fixed (418.01 MUs). The shortfaH of 2,246.31MUs was met by the 
Board by purchase of power from outside_ agencies at- ilie rates ranging 
between Rs. 1.76 and Rs. 2.82 per unit against the average generation cost of 
Rs. L16 toRs. 2.16 per unit respectively. 

Himachal Pradesh Electricity Regulatory Comnrission (HPERC) v took (June 
2006) note of declining generation of Board's own power houses and desired 
(June 2006) that all measures to reduce outages and optimize generation 
should be initiated induding separation of operation and maintenance (O&M) 
activity from the existing Generation wing. The Board had not taken any 
action in this regard so far (September 2009) though the losses on account of 
forced outages* worked out to 217.12 MUs during 2005-08. Mter reviewing 
(November 2008) the position, the HPERC issued further directives to the 
Board for identifying the reasons of declining trend in generation of power and · 
to carry out efficiency test on at least one or two projects. Action of the Board 
on above directives was ruso awaited (September 2009). 

Against the total generation loss of 2,246.31 MUs mentioned above, the 
generation loss of 1,917.18 MUs pert~ed to U projects test checked in audit 
The generation loss of 615.92 MUs, as analysed in audit and discussed in 
succeeding paragraphs, was due to under utilisation of capacity of power 
houses due to inadequate water discharge, low efficiency of machine, failure 
to ensure timdy and proper maintenance of machines, delay in replacement 
and repair of spares, delay in taking decision for repair, installation of 
ineffective trash cleaning machine and excess consumption of auxiHary power. 
The remairnng generation loss of 1,30L26 MUs may be a~butabk'1o other 

v 

While designed potential of two projects was not available on record, the targets· 
fixed for one project have been treated as designed potential. 

· A State Regulatory Body responsible for fixation of cost based tariff for sale of 
power within the State based on the generation cost. 
Period of non-operation of power houses on account of unplanned repairs. 
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reasons like natural calamities, low availability of water, planned shut downs, 
etc. 

Operation of powerhouses below designed potential 

3.11.5 The Board had suffered a generation loss of 471.71 MUs valued at 
Rs. 136.66 crore in two projectsduring 2004-09 on account of under 
utilisation of capacity of powerhouses due to inadequate water 
discharge, low efficiency of machines, etc. as discussed below: 

• Sal-ll project on Sal Nallah with installed capacity of 2 MW at 
designed discharge of nine cumecs • of water to generate 12.52 MUs of 
power in a year was completed (2000) at a cost of Rs. 14.79 c rore. Up 
to January 2009, 54.54 MUs of power was generated against the 
designed potential of 109.97 MUs resulting in generation loss of 55.43 
MUs valued at Rs. 13.86 crore. The shortfall in generation was due to 
availability of only fi ve cumecs of water owing to diversion of some 
water of the Nallah by the local people to grow vegetables and to meet 
the additional drinking water demand of Chamba town. During 
execution of the project, the Board had neither taken up the matter with 
the State Government to stop diversion of water from the Nallah nor 
ex plored the possibility to provide alternate supply of water to the local 
inhabitants. Failure to resolve the matter during execution of project 
resulted in availabi li ty of lesser water discharge and underutilisation of 
the project capacity. 

• The Board was operating four units of 15 MW each in Bassi project 
since 1981. The Board had not been able to utilise optimum capacity 
of the plant as envisaged in the sanctioned (November 2000) 
renovation scheme due to capacity constraints in the water conductors 
system as tail race system cou ld not discharge full generation draft 
from the turbines. Audit observed that due to low efficiency of the 
turbines, discharge from each of them was on higher side in the order 
of 6.1 cumecs against the rated full load discharge of 5.37 cumecs. 
This resulted in blockade of water in tail race due to excess flow. 
Resultantly, level of water touched the runners thereby, reducing the 
effecti ve head and limiting the generation to 58 MW as against the 
available capacity 60 MW resulting in annual generation loss of 17.52 
MUs. According to Tata Consulting Engineers (June 2000), Bassi 
power house incurred huge loss of revenue due to above constraints. 

Further, the water avai lable from Shanan power house for the above 
four units of Bassi power hou e could not be fully utilised due to above 
mentioned capacity constraints in the water conductor system. Since 
the commissioning of four units, generation up to the designed 
potenti al of 346 MUs (except 1989-90) could not be achieved. The 
shortfall in generation during April 2004 to March 2009 was of 

Cubic meter per second (ml/second). 
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416.28"' MUs vallued at Rs. 122.80 crore. To overcome the above 
constraints, a renovation scheme was sanctioned (November 2000), 
which was proposed to be completed in April 2002. The scheme was 
still incomplete (September 2009) due to delay in arranging funds for 
the scheme (31 months) and excessive time consumed in finalisation of 
tenders (43 months). This resulted in cost over run ofRs. 77.61 crore. 

Repafill"s amudl mmanlllltellll:atllllce olf jpll"«J>jeds 

3.H.6 Propedy planned and timely repair and maintenance of power houses 
is imperative for achieving the targets fixed, optimum utilisation of available 
water discharge/designed potential and avoiding generation loss in peak 
season. In the B'oard, however, there was no system in place for ensuring the 
timely upkeep and maintenance of the generating equipment. During the 
course of audit, several instances were noticed which indicate Board's failure 
in ensuring timely and propedy planned maintenance of machines, 
replacement and repair of' spares without delay, availability of sufficient 
auxiliary power, avoiding of excessive tripping, delay in taking decision for 
repair, etc. As a result, the Board suffered a generation loss of 123.29 MUs 
valued at Rs. 35.03 crore as detailed in A.lllllllleiDI.ll!l"es II)) :!llllll«li 10 . 

.JlmtalitD,timm. of i~Zejjectiwe Trash Cleomi~Zg Machi~Ze 

3.:nJ..7 F:i.rst unit of the Larji project (42 MW) was put on commercial 
operation in September 2006 but trash deaning machine® was instaUed in 
October 2007. By that time, ~e Board had suffered generation loss of 7.75 
MUs valued at Rs. 2.29 crore due to choking of trash rack and water conductor 
system for cooling. After installation of trash cleaning machine at a cost of 
Rs. L49 crore, the generation losses continued because the machine was 
unable to effectively dean the trash. Out of total generation loss of 23:23 
MUs reported from September 2006 to August 2009, loss of 16.12 MUs 
valued at Rs. 4.76 crore was due to forced shut downs on account of 
accumulation of trash in the form of bottles, plastic bags, driftwood, empty 
cement bags, etc. near the trash rack. As per the Resident Engineer, Larji, the 
machine was virtually ineffective when aU the three units were in operation. 
The suction at the trash rack was so strong that the trash got frnnlly stuck and 
was impossible to dislodge. This indicated that the machine was 
commissioned without assessing its effectiveness. Audit observed that oruy 
under sluice radiall gates had been provided at diversion barrage without spill 
ways to pass through the floating and semi floating trash and no barrier to 
prevent the entry of floating trash in trash rack was provided. As a resuh, 
huge quantum of trash accumulated and choked the trash rack very frequently. 
As a solution to th:i.s problem, a proposal was submitted (July 2008) by the 
Superintending Engineer (Generation), Larji to instaU a log boom at a cost of 
Rs. 1.57 crore but the same had not been approved by the Board so far 

Including the annual generation loss of 17.52 MUs mentioned in the preceding 
sub-para. 
Machine installed at intake to remove the trash accumulated near the trash rack. 
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(September 2009). The delay in resolving the problem was indicative of 
lackadaisical approach of the Management towards an important matter. 

Auxiliary consumption 

3.11.8 Auxiliary consumption • of a power project is very vital for its viability 
and continuity of operations. The higher auxiliary con umption results in 
lesser net generation and leads to financial loss to the Board. Scrutiny of 
auxiliary consumption of 20 projects vis-a-vis the admissible limit as per the 
Central Electricity Regulatory Commission (CERC)+ during the last five years 
ended March 2009 revealed that auxiliary consumption of II projects1 was in 
excess of the admissible limit. The excess auxiliary consumption worked out 
to 5.37 MUs during the years 2004-09 which resulted in revenue Joss of 
Rs. 1.85 crore. The Board had not analysed the reasons for excess auxiliary 
consumption with a view to controlling the same. 

Operation of unviable projects and unproductive assets 

3.11.9 In cost based tariff regime, per unit generation co t of power is very 
significant. Generation cost in excess of the benchmark is not accepted by the 
HPERC for fixation of tariff. As such, operation of economically unviable 
projects results in loss to the Board. Audit observed that in case of six • 
projects, per unit generation cost was much higher than the average per unit 
generation cost of Rs. 2.50 approved (July 2005) by the HPERC. Analysis of 
actual generation cost per unit, generation cost aJJowed by the HPERC to be 
recovered through tariff and effect thereof revealed that the Board had 
suffered a loss of Rs. 27. J 6 crore during 2005-06 and 2008-09 due to 
operation of unviable projects and unproductive assets as d iscussed below: 

• 

• 

• 
f 

• 

To enhance economic viability of the Board, the HPERC, in its tariff 
order for 2005-06, advised the Board to disinvest high cost generation 
stations, especially those located in tribal areas or to explore the option 
of obtaining funds from Tribal Development Fund of the State 
Government for operation and maintenance of such stations. Audit, 
however, observed that the Board had not taken any action so far 
(January 2009) despite assurance given (June 2005) to the HPERC. As 
a result, the Board suffered a loss of Rs. 26.67 crore towards the higher 
generation cost of these unviable stations disallowed by the HPERC as 
per tariff order for 2005-06 and 2008-09. 

While approving tariff for 2004-05, the HPERC directed the Board to 
transfer unproductive assets to the State Government. The Board 
intimated (June 2005) the HPERC that it had taken up the matter with 
the State Government for this purpose. The Board, however, had not 
done so and had spent Rs. 3.76 crore on the operation/running and 

Power required for the operation of pumps for cooling, compressors and maintenance 
of pressure in the power houses . 
The HPERC has al o adopted the norms fixed by the CERC. 
Includes excess auxi liary consumption of 4.80 MUs valued at Rs. 1.63 crore of five 
out of I J projects test checked in audit. 
Rukti , Rongtong, Killar, Thirot, Holi and SaJ-ll. 
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maintenance of such unproductive assets -during 2005-09, whlch 
included five s_chools and nine hospitals/dispensaries being run in the 
project areas. Due to non-:compliance of diiectives, the HPERC in its 
tariff orders for 2005-08 and multi year tariff for 2008-11 had 
disallowed Rs. 49.26 lakh relating to the expenditure of above nature 
to be passed on to the consumers through tariff. 

Tl[j) S1llllll!Ullp: 

o Tllne Bm~trd Jt'aillletill to irnx 11:Jlne generatiti[J)l!ll ta!l"gets. as· perr the tillesiigl!lled 
]jll@1i:en11:iiai lleadiil!llg 11:1[]) llmrnge lli[J)sses al!Ulle to p1lllrrcllnase of jpi[J)Werr ft'Jri[J)rnm 
mJitsiide agend.es tl[j) ll"ecmllJlll tllne slhli[J)rrtft'allll iingenell'a1i:Jii[J)l!ll, 

. o 'JL'he JB\I[J)arrd allsi[J) f2iilled 1J:I[j) ]lllll"@]lllerrlly Jlllllan and .carrry I[J)UJ!t tllne re}lllaiirs 
al!llrll m.ailm11:el!llam~e @Jf 11:llne l?mjects/Gel!lliell."21l:iillllg ie([][UIITI]pJmellllt lleadiil!llg 11:1[]) 

2VI[J)TI«ll1illlb>lle gel!lliell"1illtiiol!ll Jli[J)ss. 

3.12 Opporru~nity to recover mo~ney ig~nored 

Fiive JPunlb>llic §ectm:· Ul!lldeJrtalkil!llgs lilli([][ llll@11: eiitlh11er seize tllne opportUllm11:y to 
Jl"eci[J)verr tllneiill" m.olllley o:r pUllrsue the m.at11:ers 11:1[]) theiir fiogicall l!mrll. As 2 
rresm11:? l!"leiC«JJVelt'y l[j)Jt' m.ol!lley 1illlllm@UIIl!ll1i:llllllg to Rs. S.H IC!l"I[J)Il"le lt'em.alll!lls «lll[j)UJ!Jb>11:Jt'Ullll. 

A review of unsettled paras from Inspection Reports · (IRs) pertaining to 
periods up to 2003-04 showed that there were 52 paras in respect of seven 
Public Sector Undertakings (PSUs) involving a recovery ofRs. 8.11 crore. As 

· per the provisions of Manual of Inspection, the PSUs are required to take 
remedial action within four weeks after receipt of IRs from Audit However, 
no effective action has been initiated to take the matters to their logicall end, · 
i.e., to recover money from the concerned parties .. ,As a result, these PSUs 
have so far llost the opportunity to recover their money which could have 
augmented their finances. 

PSU wise details of paras and recovery amount are given below. The list of 
individual! paras is given in the Al!llllllleXUllll"e n. 

Himachal Pradesh State Electricity Board 39 7.17 

2 Himachal Pradesh Agro Industries Corporation Limited 2 0.06 

3 Himachal Road Transport Corporation 5 O.Dl 

4 Himachal Pradesh State Forest Corporation Limited 3 0.52 

5 Himachal Pradesh State Tourism Development .3 0.35 
Corporation Limited 
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The paras mainly pertain to non/short recovery of various charges for 
consumption of electricity from consumers, dues recoverable from parties for 
supply of goods, excess payments made on account of wrong fixation of pay, 
short recovery on account of attached vehicle and rent, non-recovery of 
amount due from contractors, non-recovery of rent of accommodation 
provided to different parties, etc. 

These cases point out the failure of respective PSU authorities to safeguard 
their financial interests. Audit observations and their repeated follow up by 
Audit, including bringing the pendency to the notice of the 
Administrative/Finance Department and PSU Management periodically; have 
not yielded the desired reswts in these cases. 

The PSUs should initiate immediate steps to recover the money and complete 
the exercise in a time bound manner .. 

"~ 

The matter was reported to the Government in September 2009; their reply 
had not been received (November 2009). 

3.13 Lack ojTremedial action on audit obsenatio;w,s 

Three PSUs «lliid not: eitlnell" take remedial adnmn ([]!!!"pursue the mrnatters 11:([]1 

their logical eni!ll in Jl"'especll: ({))[ 95 IR pall"'as9 Jl"'es\Uiltinng nn foreg([]lhng tl:he 
oppo.rtmrlty t([]l nl!lllprove thelhr lf1lllnctim:nililg! 

A review of unsettled paras from Inspection Reports (IRs) pertaining to 
periods up to 2003-04 showed that there were 95 paras in respect of three 
PSUs, which pointed out deficiencies in the functioning of these PSUs. As per 
the provision of Manual of Inspection, the PSUs are required to take remedial 
action within four weeks after receipt of IRs from Audit. However, no 
effective action has been started to take the matters to their logical end, i.e., to 
take remedial action to address these deficiencies. As a result, these PSUs 
have so far lost the opportunity to improve their functioning in this regard. 

PSU wise details of paras are given below. The list of individual paras is 
given :i.n AnnneX1!Illl"'e 12. 

The paras mainly pertain to non-handing over of charge/material, 
irregular/un-authorised expenditure, non-writing off losses, ·undue favour to 
firms/contractors, idle machinery, irregular regularisation of staff, 
non-reconciliation with the banks, etc. 

Above cases point out the failure of respective PSU authorities to address the 
specific · deficiencies and ensure accountability of their staff. Audit 
observations and their repeated follow up by Audit, 'including bringing the 
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pendency to the notice of the Administrative/Finance Department and PSU 
management periodicaUy, have not yielded the desired results in these cases. 

The PSU s should initiate immediate steps to take remedial action on these 
paras and complete the exerCise in a time bound manner. 

The matter was reported to the Government in November 2009; their reply had 
not been received (November 2009). 

3.14 Followgup actiouz ouz Audit Reports 

Expkmatory Notes outsta~mdiuzg 

3.14H Comptroller and Auditor General of India's Audit Reports represent 
the culmination of the process, of scrutiny starting with initial inspection of 
accounts and records maintained in various Public Sector Urtdertaldngs. H is, 
therefore, necessary that they elicit appropriate and timely response from the 
Executive. Finance Department, Government of Himachal Pradesh issued 
(February 1994) instructions to aU Administrative Departments to submit 
explanatory. notes indicating corrective/remedial action taken or proposed to 
be·tak:en on paragraphs and reviews induded in the Audit Reports within three 
months of their presentation to the Legislature, without waiting for any notice 
or call.from the Committee on Public Undertakings (COPU). 

Though the Audit Reports for· the years 2003'-04, 2004-05, 2005-06, 2006-07 
and 2007-08 were presented to the State lLegislatm:e in April 2005, 2006, 
2007, 2008 and February 2009 six departments did not submit explanatory 
notes on 39 out of 85 paragraphs/reviews, as on September 2009, as indicated 
below:· 

Department wise analysis is given below: 
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Those largely responsible for non-submission of explanatory notes were the 
Power, Food and Supplies and Finance departments. They did not submit 
explanatory notes to 35 out of 39 paragraphs/reviews and did not even respond 

· to reviews highlighting important issues like system fa:i.hrres, loss dUte to 
failure to file tariff petitions in time, non-restructuring of high cost debts, 
potential loss of revenue, loss of interest, undue favour, avoidable payments, 
unfruitful expenditure, etc. · 

.Complial!lce to Reporls of Committee oJJZ!Plltblic UmierlakiJJZgs (COJPU) 

3.14!.2 The Action Taken Notes on the recommendations of COPU are 
required to be· furnished within six months from the presentation of the 
Reports. Replies to 31 paragraphs pertaining to 13 Reports- of the COPU, 
presented to the State Legislature between February 2007 and February 2009 
had not been received as of September 2009, as indicated below: 

Respol!lse to illlspectioJJZ ll"epoll"ts, dm.ft potll"otS otl!ld ll."eviews 

3.14!.3 Audit observations noticed during audit and not settled on the spot are 
communicated to the heads of the Public Sector Undertakings (lPSUs) and 
departments of the State Government concerned through inspection reports. 
The heads of PSUs are required to furnish replies to the inspection reports 
through respective heads of departments within a period of six weeks. 
Inspection reports issued up to March 2009 pertaining to 21 PSUs disclosed 
that 4,095 paragraphs relating to 986 inspection reports remained outstanding 
at the end of September 2009. Department-wise break-up of inspection 
reports and audit observations outstanding as on 30 September 2009 is given 
in Annnnexullll."e B. 

Similarly, reviews and draft paragraphs on the working of Public Sector 
Undertakings are forwarded to the Secretary of the administrative department 
concerned dem:i.-officially seeking confirmation of facts and figures and their 
comments thereon within a period of six weeks. It was, however, observed 
that 10 draft paragraphs and one review forwarded to five departments 
between April and November 2009, as detailed in Annnnexumre 14! had not been 
replied to so far (November 2009). 
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It is recommended that (a) the Govern ment should ensure that procedure exists 
for action against the official who fail to send replies to inspection 
reports/draft paragraphs/ Action Taken Notes on the recommendations of 
COPU as per the prescribed time schedule, (b) action to recover 
loss/outstanding advances/overpayments is taken within the prescribed time 
schedule and (c) the system of responding to audit observation is revamped. 

The matter was reported to the Government in November 2009; their reply had 
not been received (November 2009). 

Shimla 
The 

~ I~ 

New Delhi 
The 

.· 
'' 

~ 4 MAR ,D!IJ 

~~ 
(RITA MITRA) 

Principal Accountant General (Audit) 
Himachal Pradesh 

Countersigned 

(VINOO RAI) 
Comptroller and Auditor General of India 
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Annexures 
AllllllllteXllllll"te]. 

(Ref ell" paratgll"aplhl ::t 7 ) 
Stattem.ellll.t shoWJillll.g pall"ticllllllatll"S ([))if llllJ!D t([)l ldlate patiidlc1lllJPl capital!, Koanns Ollllttstallllldllinng allllldl Mallll]!D([))Wtell" as mn 3Jl. Man:dn 2@@9 J!nnresped off 

Gmrverltll.llllllennt COillltllJPlalllll1es anldl StatUlltm·y C([))Jr]pl([))Jratnolllls 

Septem- 9.84 1.96 -I 11.8o 1 1.11 I oAo 1 - I 1.51 1 0.13:1 I 
ber 1970 

Horticulture June 10.23 1.50 6.o1 1 17.8o 1 10.oo 1 - I o.93 1 10.93 1 0.61:1 I 1974 
3. I Himachal Pradesh State Forest Develonment I Forest March 12.08 - - 12.o8 1 -I - I 160.75 1 160.75 1 13.31:1 I 

1974 

32.:1.5 3.46 6.117 41.681 :U.H I 11.411 1 :1.6:1..681 :1.73.:1.91 4.:1.6::1.1 I I I (5.39::1.) 

Finance and I Social Justice & I January 9.50 - I - I 9.50 1 -I -I 7.65 1 7.65 1 o.82:1 1 1994 

April 4.57 0.10 - I 4.67 I -I - I - I -I - I 1989 
Finance and I Social Justice & I Septem- 4.71 - 0.18 4.89 1 -I - I 1o.16 1 10.16 1 2.07:1 I 

ber 1996 
Sector wise totall I 

I 
:1.8.78 o.:J.II o.:J.8 19.061 - I -I 17.8:1. I :1.7.8:1.1 11.93:1 I 

(11.39::1.) 

Public Works June I 25.oo I - I - I 25.oo 1 -I -I 1ouo 1 1o1.3o 1 4.05:1 1 1999 I Limited 

8. r Himachal Pradesh State Industrial Development Industries Novem- I 29.59 1 - I - I 29.59 I - I - I - I - I - I ted ber 1966 
Sector wise total I 54.59 I - I - I 54.59 I - I - I :1.11:1..311 I 111:1..30 I :1..86:1 I 
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, .... ·~-- -... ---- -..... ·-···- - ,- -" - ,- --- ___ ..., ___ --- - - - --, 
Sl. Sector & Name of the Company Name of the Month Paid-up Capital$ •• outstanding at t.he close of 2008-09 Debt equity Manpower Loaru, 
No. Department and year 

State Central Others Total State Central Others Total 
ratio for (No. of 

or 
Govern- Govern- Govern- Govern-

2008-09 employees) 
Jncorpo- (Previous (as on 

ration 
ment ment ment ment year) 31.3.2009) 

(1) (2) (3) (4) 5 (a) 5 (b) 5 (c) 5 (d) 6(a) 6 (b) 6 (c) 6 (d) (7) (8) 

MANUf'ACfURE 

9. Himachal Pradesh General lndumie'> lndustrie' Novem- 7.04 . 0.12 7.16 2.97 . 2.97 0.41:1 208 
Corporation Limited ber 1972 (0.42:1) 

Sector ,. ise total 7.04 . 0.12 7. 16 2.97 . . 2.97 0.41:1 208 
(0.42:1) 

POWER I 

10. S eas Valley Power Corporation Limited MPP& Power March . 146.60 146.60 . . 198.60 198.60 1.35: 1 ' 352 
2003 (1.21:1) 

II H1machal Pradesh Power Corporation Limited' MPP & Power Decem- 321.03 . 0.40 321.43 . . 53.52 53.52 0.17: 1 871 
ber 2006 ( . ) 

12. H1machal Pradesh Power Trammio;sion MPP & Power August 3.00 . 8.00 11.00 . . . . . 25 
Corporauon Limited 2008 

Sector wise total 324.03 155.00 479.03 . . 252.12 252.12 0.53:1 1248 
(0.64:1 ) 

SERVICE 

13. H1machal Pradesh State Civil Supphes Food & Supplie!> Septem- 3.51 . 3.51 14.09 . 14.09 4.01:1 938 
Corporauon Limited ber 1980 ( ) 

14 Himachal Pradesh State Electronics Industries October 3.72 . 3.72 1.95 . 1.95 0.52: 1 76 
Development Corporauon Limited 1984 (0.52: 1) 

15 Himachal Pradesh State Handicrafts and lndustnes March 8.72 0.03 . 8.75 0.50 0.50 0.06:1 97 
Handloom Corporation Limited 1974 (0.06: 1) 

16. H imachal Pradesh State Small lndu~tries and lndustrie!> October 2.46 . . 2.46 . . 24 
Export Corporation Limned 1966 

17. Himachal Pradesh Tourism Development Tourism & Civil Septem- 1230 . . 12.30 . . . . . 1751 
Corporation Limited AVI31100 ber 1972 0.03:1) 

Sector wise total 30.71 0.03 . 30.74 16.54 . . 16.54 0.54:1 2886 
(0.09:1 ) 

Total A (All sector wise working Government 467.30 3.59 161.37 632.26 30.62 0.40 532.91 563.93 0.89:1 7925 
companies) (1.44:1 ) 

- ·- - --- --- · - - ·--·-- - -- - - · -
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Industries 

Himachal Pradesh State Electricity Board I MPP&Power 

I 

3. I Himachal Road Transport Corporation I Transport 

Sector wise total! 

wise worklilng Statllltocy 

Horticulture 

Sector wise totall 

I April 
1967 

I Septem-
ber 1971 

I 

I Septem-
ber 1974 

February 
1987 

I 
41.981 . ~ I 

6.59 I 48.57 I 

41Jl.98 . 6.59 I 418.57 I 

372:23 - - 372.23 

372.23 . . 372.23 

324.15 15.45 - 339.60 I 

324.Jl5 Jl5.45 . 339.6o 1 

738.36 Jl5.415 6.59 760.40 J 
1205.66 Jl9.04 Jl67.96 ll392.66 I 

16.75 0.97 17.72 

16.75 0.97 ll7.'12 
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- I - I 174.75 I 174.75 I 3.60:1 I 100 

• I • I ll741.75 I ll74.75 I 3.60:Jl JI.OO 

-

92.64 - 1847.75 1940.39 I 5.21:1 I 25721 

92.641 . 1847.75 Jl9410.391 5.2Jl:Jl r 2572Jl 
(6.89:ll) 

- I _ I 140.01 I 140.Ql I 0.41:1 I 8413 
(0.21:1) 

- I " 1 141o.oll. 1 Jl4o.oll 1 o.4Jl:Jl 1 8413 

92.641 -~2ll62.5ll I 2255.ll5 I 2.97:ll I 341234 

ll23.26 I o.4o I 2695.42 I 28ll9.08 I 2.02:1 I 42159 

22.13 22.13 36 

22.Jl3 22.Jl3 36 

.. 
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Sl. Sector & Name of the Company Name of the l\tonth 
No. Department and year 

or 
lncorpo-

ration 

( I ) (2) (3) (4) 

MANUFACfURE 

2. Himachal Worsted Mills Limited Industries October 
1974 

3. Nahan Foundry Limited Industries Oc10ber 
1952 

Sector wise total 

Total C (Ail sector wise non working Government 
companies) 

Grand Total (A+ B +C) 

--

Notes: 

$ 
Above includes one Section 619-B company at Sr. No. A- 1 0. 

Paid-up capital includes share application money . 
•• 

Paid-up Capital$ 

State Central Others 
Govern- Govern-

ment ment 

S (a) s (b) S (c) 

. . 0.92 

3.50 . . 

3.50 . 0.92 

20.25 . 1.89 

1225.91 19.04 169.85 

Loans outstanding at the close of 2008-09 represent long-term loans only. 

' 
. .,. (F' -- --5 (a) to 6 (c) R 

•• outstanding at the close or 2008-09 Debt equity Loan.~ 

Total State Central Others Total 
ratio for 

Govern- Govern-
2008-09 

ment ment 
(Prnious 

year) 

s (d) 6 (a) 6 (b) 6 (c) 6 {d) {7) 

0.92 . . . . 

3.50 . . . 

4.42 . . . . 
22.14 22.13 . . 22.13 1.00:1 

(1.00:1) 

1414.80 145.39 0.40 2695.42 2841.21 2.00:1 
(3.16:1 ) 

!}. Two 619-8 companies (viz. Kinner Kailash Power Corporation Limited and Pabbar Valley Power Corporation Limited) have been merged with Himachal 
Pradesh Power Corporation Limited with effect from 31 July 2007. 
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' 
Manpower 

(No. or 
employees) 

(as on 
31.3.2009) 

(8) 

. 

9 

9 

45 

42204 
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' . .._. - - - - - ' ~, ' , ' ' , •• 
Sl. Sector & Name or Period of Year in Net Profit (+)/ Loss(·) Turnover Impact or Paid up Attumulated Capital Return on Percentage 

No. the Company Accounts \\hlcb Net Prolill Interest Deprecia- Net Accounts Capital Profit (+)/ employed0 capital return ou 
fina lised Loss before lion Prolill C omments' Loss (·) employed·1 capital 

Interest & Loss employed 

1 Depreciation 

(1) (2) I" (3) (4) 5 (a) 5 (b) 5 (c) 5 (d) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) 

INFRASTRUCTURE 

7. Himachal Pradesh 2008-09 2009-10 . . ... . . 25.00 . 333.51 . . 

Road and Other 
lnfr:ll>tructure 
Development 
Corporation Lirruted 

8. Himachal Pradesh 2008-09 2009-10 9.83 . 0.09 9.74 15.09 (+)0.01 29.59 11.53 52.63 9.74 18.5 1 
State Industrial 
Development 
Corporation Limited 

Sector wise tota l 9.83 . 0.09 9.74 15.09 (+)0.01 54.59 11.53 386.14 9.74 2.52 

MANUFACTURE 

9. Himachal Pradesh 2007-08 2008-09 1.03 0.17 0.12 0.74 16.79 (-)0.75 7.16 (-)0.59 9.63 0.9 1 9.45 
General Industries 
Corporation Limited 

Sector wise total 1.03 0. 17 0.12 0.74 16.79 (-)0.75 7. 16 (-)0.59 9.63 0.9 1 9.45 

POWER 

10. Beas Valley Power 2007-08 2009-10 - . •• . 125. 14 242.85 . 
Corporation Limited 

I I. Himachal Pradesh 2007-08 2009-10 . . •• . . 80. 11 . 154.39 . 

Power Corporation 
Limited 

12. Himachal Pradesh •• 
Power Transmission 
Corporation Limited 

Sector wise total . . . . 205.25 . 397.24 . 
-
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Annexures 

Himachal Pradesh 
State Civil Supplies 4.62 920.06 I I 

Limited 
3.51 I 14.96 I 36.76 I 3.62 I 9.85 

14. I Himachal Pradesh 1.18 26.49 1 I 3.72 I o.23 1 5.65 1 uo I 19.47 
State Electronics 
Development 

Limited 

2oo1-o8 1 2oo8-o9 1 (-)0.40 0.03 0.05 (-)0.48 10.57 (-)0.45 8.75 (-)11.77 (-)2.29 (-)0.45 

2008-09 2009-10 0.10 - 0.03 0.07 53.98 . 2.46 (-)1.15 2.29 0.01 I 3.06 

2007-08 2008-09 1.11 0.20 1.49 (-)0.58 46.07 - 12.30 C-)14.87 1 6.86 I (-)0.38 

2008-09 2009-10 9.71 15.93' 0.10 (-)6.32 15.38 . 48.57 (-)102.05 229.35 9.61 4.19 

~:· \ '·:;• 
.· ..... ··. 

,h". 
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, ... •r..-· _..., ••• - ..... ·-····· ..... , _ , .. ..., , ..... , -··- \ " 1 .. " , ....... , -- - - .. -y .... - .... --- - - .... .. -

St. Sector & Name of Period or Year in Net Pront (+)/ Lo:ss (-) Turnover lmpact of Paid up Accumulated CapiiJll Retu.m on Percentage 
No. the Company Accounts which Net Prontt Interest Deprecia- Net Accounts Capital Profit (+)/ employed& capital return on 

nnalised Loss before tJon Prontt Comments
1 Lo:ss (-) employed ' capital 

Interest & Loss employed 

Depreciation 
(1) (2) (3) (4) S (a) s (b) S (c) s (d) (61 (7) (8) (9) (10) ( II) (12) 

POWER 

2. Himachal Pradesh 2008-09 2009-10 301.52 172.25 96.96 32.3 1 '-' 2915.38 372.23 (-)230.36 2349.52 204.56 8.71 
State Electricity 
Board 

Sector ~ ise total 301.52 172.25 96.96 32.3 1 2915.38 372.23 (-)230.36 2349.52 204.56 8.71 

SERVICE 

3. Himachal Road 2008.00 2009-10 (-) 11.98 9.03 13. 17 (-)34.18 4 19.00$ 339.60 (-)512.23 5.67 (-)25.15 
Tran~pon 

Corporation 

Sector ~ ise total (-)11.98 9.03 13.1 7 (-)34.18 419.00$ 339.60 (-)512.23 5.67 (-)25.15 

Total B (All sector wise 299.25 197.21 110.23 (-)8.19 3349.76 - 760.40 (-)844.64 2584.54 189.02 7.31 
working Statutory 
corpo rations) 

Grand Total (A+ B) 315.75 201.39 114.48 (- )~2 4629.88 6.81 It 15.03 (-)943.78 3600.76 201.27 5.59 

C. Non working 
Government compa nies 

AGRICUL TURC 7 ALLIED 

I. Agro lndustnal 2008.00 2009- 10 (-)1.23 - 0.14 (-)1.37 - 17.72 (-)74.57 3.33 (-)1.37 -
Packagmg lndoa 
Limited 

Sector ~ ise total (-)1.23 - 0.14 (-)1.37 - 17.72 (-)74.57 3.33 (-) 1.37 -
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Annexures 

Impact of accounts comments include the net impact of comments of Statutory Auditors and CAG and is denoted by ( +) increase in profit/ decrease in losses (-) 
decrease in profit/ increase in losses. 

Capital employed represents net fixed assets (including capital works-in-progress) plus working capiJal except in case of finance companies/ corporations where 
the capital'employed is worked out as a mean ofaggregate of the opening and closing.balances of paid up capital, free reserves, bonds, deposits and borrowings 
(including refinance). 
Return on capital employed has been worked out by adding profit and interest charged to profit and loss account. 
Companies (serial no. A-10, 11 and 12) are under construction. One Company (serial no. A~l2) had not furnished the statement of incidental expenses during 

. con~trucfion period. · · · 
Excess of expenditure over income is reimbursable by .the State Government. 
Includes subsidy of Rs. 48 crore received during the year on account of is~ue of free/(!oncessional passes and running buses on uneconomic routes. 
Before taking into account the subsidy/subvention from Government (Rs. 0.02 crore). 
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Annexure 3 

(Refer paragraph 1.10) 

Statement showing grants and subsidy received/receivable, guarantees received, waiver of dues, loans written off and 
loans converted into equity during the year and guarantee commitment at the end of March 2009 

,- - - - -- -- - - ---- - - - - - - -- - , - , --- - - - - - -- - - - -- - - , 
SL Sector & Name of Equity/ loans received Grants and subsidy ~ved durin& the year Guarantees ~ved during Waiver ot dues durin& the year 
No. theCompauy out ot budget durln11 the year and commltmeut at 

the year the end ot the year 
0 

Equity Loans Central State Others Total Received Commitment Loans Loans Interest/ Total 
Govei'OIIIellt Government repayment converted penal Interest 

written of( Into equity_ waived 
(1) (2) 3 (a) 3(b) 4 (a) 4(b) 4 (C) 4 (d) S (a) s (b) 6 (a) 6 (b) 6 (c) 6 (d ) 

A. W orking Government 
Compa nies 
AGRJCUL TURE & ALLlED 

I. Himachal Pradesh - - 0.50 - 0.50 - - - - -
Agro Industries 
Corporation Limited 

2 . Himach~ f.ladesh - - - 8.09 - 8.09 1.00 0.99 - - -
Horticul raJ 
Produce Marketing 
and Processing 
Corporation Limited 

3. Himachal Pradesh - - - - - - 148.95 - -
State Forest 
Development 
Corporation Limited 

Sector wise total - - 8.59 - 8.59 1.00 149.94 - -
FINANCING 

4. Himachal Backward 1.10 - - - - - 15.00 7.65 -
Classes Finance and 
Development 
Corporation 

5. Himachal Pradesh 0.85 - - - - - - - - - -
Mahila Vikas Nigam 

-- -- ------
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.. 11. 

Total A (All sector 'wise 
woll'ldng Govell'nmelllt 

241.32 

3.00 

.. ,, ' 

0.37 2.06 

8.68 0.65 

9.05 I! 177.30 

Annexures 

2.43 0.60 

0.11 9.44 -

. o.u 186.46 . 26.60 168.35 
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, - · e· - - - - -- ---- -- ..... ' " -- - - ·r--- - - - -- - - - , 

Sl. Sector & Name of Equity/loans received Grants and subsid) received during the year Guarantees received during Waiver of dues during the year 

No. the Company outofbudgetduring the year and commitment at 
the year the end or the year@ 

Equity Loans Central State Others Total Received Commitment Loans Loans Interest/ Total 
\ Government Government repayment converted penal Interest 

written off into equity waived -
(I) (2) 3 (a) 3 (b) 4 (a) 4 (b) 4 (c) 4 (d) S (a) s (b) 6 (a ) 6 {b) 6 (c) 6 (d) 

B. Wor king Statutory 
corpora tions 

FINANCING 

I. Himachal Pradesh 20.00 - - - 0.32 0.32 - 91.06 - - - -
Financial Corporation 

Sector -.. ise total 20.00 - - 0.32 0.32 - 91.06 - -
POWER 

2. Himachal Pradesh 38.23 75.00 78.69 113.00 - 191.69 - 1536.01 - -
State Elecuicit) 
Board 

Sector wise total 38.23 75.00 78.69 113.00 - 19 1.69 - 1536.01 - -
SERVICE 

3. llirnachal Road 3 1.49 • - - - - - - -
Transpon 
Corporation 

Sector wise total 31.49 - - • - - - - - - -
Total 8 (All sector wise 89.72 - 78.69 113.00 0.32 192.01 - 1627.07 - - -
working Statutory 
corporations) 

Grand Total (A + B) 336.99 75.00 87.74 290.30 0.43 378.47 26.60 1795.42 - - -
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Annexures 

Figures indicate total guarantees outstanding at the end of the year. 
State Government released a subsidy of Rs. 48 crore during 2008-09 for bridging the gap of losses sustained by the Corporation on account of free/concessional 
facilities provided to the various section of society and running buses on uneconomic routes. Subsidy so provided has been taken as passenger income instead of 
subsidy. · 
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Annexure 4 

(Refer paragraph 1.36) 

Statement showing investment made by the State Government in PSUs whose accounts are in arrears 

Sl. NameofPSU Year up to which Paid-up capital as per Invesbnent made by State Government during the years for 
No. accounts finalised latest finalised accounts which accounts are in arrears 

Equity Loan Grants/subsidy Others 
Working companies/corporations Rs. in Crore 
I Himachal Pradesh Agro Industries Corporation 2007-08 11.80 - - 0.50 -

Limited 
2 Himachal Pradesh Horticultural Produce 2007-08 17.80 - - 8.09 -

Marketing and Processing Corporation Limited 
3 Himachal Pradesh State Forest Corporation 2005-06 12.08 - - - -

Limited 
4 Himachal Backward Classes Finance and 2006-07 7.50 0.90 - - -

Development Corporation (2007-08) 
1.10 

(2008-09) 
5 Himachal Prade~h Mahila Vika\ Nigam 2007-08 3.82 0.85 - - -
6 Himachal Pradesh Minorities Finance and 2007-08 3.89 1.00 - - -

c---
Development Corporation 

7 Himachal Pradesh General Industries 2007-08 7.16 - - - -

Corporation Limited 
8 Beas Valley Power Cororation Limited 2007-08 125.14 - - - -
9 Himachal Pradesh Power Corporation Limited 2007-08 80. 11 241.32 - - -
10 Himachal Pradesh Power Transmission - - 3.00 - - -

Corporation Limited 
II Himachal Pradesh State Handicrafts and 2007-08 8.75 - - 2.06 -

- Handloom corporation Limited 
12 Himachal Pradesh Tourism Development 2007-08 12.30 - - 0.65 -

Corporation Limited 
Total 290.35 248.17 - 11.30 . 
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Annexures 

§~temeJmt sJ!ni(Jiw:fiJmg fnllllaHncliru J!DI(]Isii.timll l(]lf[ §tatuntl(]lcy CI(]IIrJPll(]lll"li!lltii.mns 

JLTI.abilillti.es 

Equity capital 282.11 334.00 372.23 

Loans from Government 20.13 18.40 92.64 

Other long-term loans (including 2098.30 2281.87 1847.75 
bonds) 

Reserves and surplus 1261.36 1333.86 1530.08 

3049.61 

Assets 

Gross fixed assets 3556.07 3564.76 4271.34 

Less: Depreciation 464.98 552.91 649.56 

Net fixed assets 3091.09 3011.85. 3621.78 

Capitall works-in-progress 1108.16 1098.53 '997:79 

Deferred cost 81.92 104.81 135.72 

Current assets 784.64 1091.80 779.56 

fuvestments 695.18 815.66 1121.04 

Miscellaneous expenditure 5.62 5.93 6.06 

Deficits 237.28 262.67 230.36 

A Liialbliillnties 

Capital (including capital loan & 
equity capital) 

Borrowings (Government) 
(Others) 

Funds= 

277.11 

159.96 

66.14 

308.11 339.60 

. 141.73 140.01 

51.71 38.29 

Capital employed represents net fixed assets (including works-in-progress) plus 
working capital. While working out working capital the element of deferred cost and 
investments are excluded from current assets. 
Excluding depreciation funds. 
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1B 

A 

* 

Trade dues and other current 93.81 142.52 155.74 
liabilities (including provisions) 

Assetl:s 

Gross block -177.80 199.12 214.93 

Less: Depreciation 119.30 123.74 128.24 

Net fixed assets 58.50 75.38 86.69 

Cap:i.tall works-in-progress 2.00 3.68 2.11 
(:including cost of chassis) 

fuvest:ments 

Current assets, loans and advances 98.57 86.97 72.61 

Accumulated losses 437.95 478.04 512.23 

1Liiaiibllliliti.es 

Paid-up capital(induding share 28.57 28.57 48.57 
application money) 

Reserve funds and other reserves 4.97 4.97 4.97 
and surplus 

Borrowings: 

Bonds and debentures 102.70 101.32 91.06 

Fixed 

fudustr:i.al Development Bank of 85.89 87.85 76.10 
fud:i.a and Small mdustries 
Development Bank: of India 

Reserve Bank of milia 

Loan towards share capital: 
(a) State Government 
(b) fudustrial Development Bank 
of India 

Others (including State 7.29 6.90 8.38 
Government) 

Other liabilities and provisions 79.66 73.20 71.84 

Capital employed represents net fixed assets (including works-in-progress) plus working 
_capital. 
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Asselts · 

Cash and Bank balances 12.91 31.82 12.20 
Jrnvestments o.o1· 0.01 20.05 
Loans and Advances 190.08 172.12 163.71 
Net fixed assets 1.09 1.00 0.96 
Dividend deficit account 0.79 0.79 0.79 
Other assets 1.95 1.34 1.16 
Profit and loss account 102.25 95.73 102.05 

Capital employed represents the mean of the aggregate of opening and closing 
balances of paid-up capital, loans in lieu of capital, seed money, debentures, reserves 
(other than those which have been funded specifically and backed by investments 
outside), bonds, deposits and borrowings (including refinance). 
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Allllllll.i!!XIlllll"!edli 

(!Relfelt" JPla!IratgraJPllln :U.S) 
. . 

§U!ltellllllellll.1t sllllil)WJlllll.g wolt"lkling lt"esuill1ts of §W.furocy (COlrJllll!lllt"aRti<lJ)IIllS 

1 (a) Revenue receipts 1962.19 2352.48 2966.04 

(b) Subsidy/Subvention from 96.08 0.02 

Government 

'f(j])M 2®58.27 2352.418 291!D6.1!J)It'i) 

2 Revenue expenditure (net of 1784.34 2135.45 2645.21 
expenses capitalised) induding 
write off of intangible assets but 
exdud:ing depreciation and interest 

3 Gross surplus (+)/deficit(-) for the 273.93 217.03 320.85 
year(1-,2) 

4 Adjustments relating to previous (-)76.70 (+)23.05 (-)19.31 
years 

5 Final gross surplus(+ )/deficit(-) for 197.23 240.08 301.54 
the year (3+4) 

6 Appropriations: 

(a) Depredation (less capitalised) 57.14 87.99 96.96 

(b) :nnterest on Government loans 2.33 2.12 1.97 

(c) lliriterest on others, bonds, 233.01 248.34 245.67 
advances etc. and fmance charges 

(d) Total interest on lmms and 235.34 250.46 247.64 
finance charges (b+c) 

(e) JLess: mterest capitalised 97.13 72.99 75.39 

(f) Net interest charged to revenue 138.21 177.47 172.25 
(d-e) 

(g) Total appropriations (a+t) 195.35 265.46 269.21 

7 Smplus( +)/deficit(-) before (-)94.20 '• (-)25.38 (+)32.31 
accounting for subsidy from State 
Government 
{5-6 (g)-l(b)} 
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Net surplus(+ )/deficit(-) { 5-6(g)} 1.88 (-)25.38 (+)32.33 

Total rerum on capital employed* 140.09 152.09 204.56 

Percentage of return on capital 5.30 5.46 8.71 
employed 

Operatnl!Jlg 

(a) Revenue 301.65 323.48 371.00 

(b) Expenditure 331.57 358.14 397.33 

(c) Surplus(+ )/Deficit(-) (-)29.92 (-)34.66 (-)26.33 

N([)l!Jlc@jpleJratillllg 

(a) Revenue 1.82 1.24 1.18 

(b) Expenditure 4.50 6.68 9.03 

(c) Surplus(+ )/Deficit(-) (-)2.68 (~)5.44 (-)7.85 

(a) Revenue 303.47 324.72 372.18 

(b) Expenditure 336.07 364.82 406.26 

(c) Net profit (+)!Loss(-) (-)32.60 (-)40.10 (-)34.18 

Interest on capital and loans.· '4.50 6.68 9.03 

Total return on Capital employed (-)28.10 (-)33.42 (-)25.15 
Percentage of return on capital 

Total return on capital employed represents net surplus/deficit plus total interest 
charged to profit and loss account (less interest capitalised). 
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2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

@' 

Expel!llses 

(a) futerest on long-term and 14.51 16.26 15.93 
short-term loans 

(b) Other expenses 13.91 4.71 4.87 

(c) Provision for non-performing 2.16 
assets 

Profit(+)llloss (-)before tax 0-2) (-)12.67 6.74 (-)6.32 

JE>rovisiort for tax 

Profit(+ )llLoss(-) after tax (3-4) (-)12.67 6.74 (-)6.32 

Other appropriations (special 
reserve for the purpose of Section 
36 (li) (viii) of the fucome Tax 
Act, 1961 and general reserve) 

Amount available. for dividend 

Dividend paid/payable 

Total return on Capital L84 23.00 9.61 
employed@ 

Percentage of return on Capital 0.83 10.02' 4.19 
employed 

For calculating total return on capital employed, interest on borrowed funds is added 
to net profit/subtracted from the loss at disclosed in the profit and loss account. 
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Annexure7 

(Refer paragraph 2.9) 

Statement showing operational performance of Himachal Road 'lfll."atlDlSJ!DOirtt 

Corporation 

·i:Rai1l~D.Irt~if:o? r,tf;l; ~~~·~.fiJI; ,;Jii. • ~~ J,t00.4105~ ~znosio6: ~~2oo6~Qv• S2oo:t:-Qi'{· · ;i20QS-09,. 
Average number of vehicles 1745 1737 1816 1916 1949 
held 
Average number of vehicles on 1718 1719 1799 1896 1923 
road 
Percentage of utilisation of 98.45 98.96 99.06 98.96 98.67 
vehicles . 
Number of employees 8706 8552 8484 8595 8413 
Employee vehicle ratio 4.99:1 4.92:1 4~67:1 4.49:1 4.32:1 
Number of routes operated . at 1832 1849 1874 1926 1975 
the end of the year 
Route kilometres (in lakh) 1451.60 1483.49 1540.75 1576.64 1583.76 
Kilometres operated (in lakh) 
Gross 1450.41 1495.14 1546.57 1601A2 1618.62 
Effective 1425.95 1470.42 1521.29 1576.69 1592.59 
Dead 24.46 24.72 25.28 24.73 26.03 
Percentage of dead kilometres to 1.69 1.65 1.63 1.54 1.61 
gross kilometres 
Average kilometres covered per 224 232 230 225 224 
bus per day 
Average revenue per kilometre 19.69 20.65 21.97 22.37 25.19 
(Rs.) 
Average expenditure per 21.92 23.25 24.11 24.92 27.34 
kilometre (Rs.) 
Loss (-)/Profit ( +) per kilometre (-)2.23 (-)2.60 (-)2.14 (-)2.55 (-)2.15 
(Rs.) 
Number of ®erating deQots 23 23 23 23 23 
Average number of break -down 2.58 2.48 2.17 1.79 1.65 
per lakh kilometres 
Average number of accidents 0.10 0.08 0.08 0.10 0.05 
per lakh kilometres 
Passenger kilometre operated 397.46 431.20 463.96 484.47 454.29 
(in crore) 
OccUI>_ancy_ ratio (Load Factor) 60.59 63.75 69.31 69.83 64~83 

Kilometres •obtained per litre of 3.64 3.65 3.70 3.71 3.67 
Diesel Oil 
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Amnexumre .8 

(R.elt'el!" Jlllall!"atgl!"atJPiltn 3JJ.41) 
§tm11:emuelllt11: sltnowlillllg JillllStml!Ie«ltiCatJlllacJi1ty, dlesfiglllledl JPI01telllt11:Jiati, 11:al!"ge1ts fuxedl lt'ol!" gellltel!"a11:Jiollltolt' JPIOWel!" atllltdl at1Cruevemelllt1ts 11:ltnell"e sgsms11: Jillltl!"esJllled qf Jlllll"OjeiC1ts oJlllel!"a1tedl ibly 

1tltne Bosl!"dl dlUllrillllg 2004!-091 

'1:nemgn;eatffP:· vt~fl< I ,yli'DesigJ!ell ':Potential· .1:' <"7F·'TaJiet8''tmiii"J~!J:'f '%"'1\:00evem~iltS"'rol'''l '•'0'To,tai'Silol1.fa1HI )11!:1'; ·-

,,;;.,,;!i.: ..••. l':~:iO::'!::::: .. ~l,,,., ..... ,,: . .~ ... JF~~~ii~'fl~w,~&-!F•I{.\~~-~ ~k~W~ 

Bhaba ' 120 637 3185 2869 2725.42 (-)316 (-)143.58 (-)459.58 

Bassi 60 346 1730 1253 1313.72 (-)477 (+)60.72 (-)416.28 

Girl 60 ... 289.55 1447.75 926 938.16 (-)521.75 (+)12.16 (-)509.59 
-·-

Ghanvi 22.50 74.26 371.30 415 363.14 (+)43.70 (-)51.86 . (-)8.16 

Andhra 
,. 

I ! 
16.95 I 87.30 436.50 306 314.59 . (-)130.50 (+)8.59 (-)121.91 

Baner 12 60.67 303.35 196 
( 

212.39 (-)107.35 (+)16.39 (-)90.96 

Gaj 10.5 38.31 190.55 '· 203 234.15 (+)12.45 (+)31.15 (+)43.60 

Binwa 6 29.25 -. 146.25 150 155.06 (+)3}5 i (+)5.06 (+)8.81 

Thirot 4.5 8.75 43.75· 43.75 33.25 Nil (-)10.50 (-)10.50 

Gumma 3 18.11 90.55 48.80 40.95 (-)41.75 (-)7.85 (-)49.60 

Holi s '3 26.20 131 72.31 33.86 (-)58.69 (-)38.45 (-)97.14 

Nogli 2.50 14.7 73.50 28.16* 37.00 (-)45.34 (+)8.84 (-)36.50 

Rongtimg 2 8.72 43.60 5.58* 8.14 (-)38.02 (+)2.56 ( -)35.46 

Sal-ll 2 12.52 62.60 19.26* 26.61 (-)43.34 (+)7.35 (-)35.99 

Chaba 1.75 7.67 .38.35 ·Not fixed. 34.98 Nil (-)3.37 (-)3.37 

Rukti 1.50 9.i8 45.90 Not fixed 6.28 Nil . (-)39.62 (-)39.62 

Chamba ~0.45 NA NA Not fixed 3.97 Nil (+)3.97 (+)3.97 

Killar 0.30 NA NA Not fixed 5.22 Nil (+)5.22 (+)5.22 

Lruji 126 586.82 1760.46 * 1416.13 (-)98.46 (-)245.87 (-)344.33 1662 

Khauli 12 49.94 144 134* 95.08 

Targets for the three years. 
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Holi 1.33 

Holi 6.05 

Holi 4.43 

)•, 

Ammnemll."ei!Jl 
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§tta1emenn1 sJlni[J)WJinng gennell"a1fil[])nn lll[])ss irllnne 11[]) mafinn1ennannce finn pealk seasl[])nn 

0.33 

1.51 

1.11 

Unit No. I of the project was inoperative from 21 October 2006 due to .less water discharge. 
Instea:d oftaking up the annual maintenance during lean period, the Board completed the 
work of maintenance during peak season (February 2007 to 7 May 2007) when sufficient 
water was available for generation. This resultedjn generation loss of L33 MUs valued at 
Rs. 0.33 crore during 1 April2007 to 7 May 2007. 

There was shortfall of 6.05 MUs valued at Rs. 1.51 crore in generation during 2005-06 due 
to modification of machines by the contractor during peak seasons from 29 March 2005 to 6 
May 2005 and 6 August 2005 to 18 September 2005, which should had been planned 
during lean season. The Board failed to ask the contractor to perform the job during lean 
season resulting in generation loss to the above extent. 

Machine No. H of the project was under shut down from 25 October, 2007 due to less 
discharge of water. The Board did not take up the annual maintenance during the lean 
season which runs up to the month of February. The process of award of .work was lying 
with the higher authorities for approval. The maintenance work was completed during 
April 2008 to 11 August 2008 when sufficient water was available for generation. This 
resulted in generation loss of 4.43 MUs valued at Rs. Lll crore during April 2008 to 
August 2008 which could have been avoided. 

-~ .. : 

- .. , •. 
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Annexure 10 

(Refer paragraph 3.11.6) 

Statement showing generation loss due to non-availability of auxiliary power, excessive tripping, non/improper maintenance, delay in 
repair/maintenance, delay in taking decision for repair, etc. 

Sl. Name or Period/number of Genera- Loss Remarks 

I 

No. power days/hours or lion loss (Rs.ln 
hosueJproJect aeneratlon loss (In MUs) crore) 

1. Ghanvi April 2004 to 0.84 0.21 Ghanvi and Gumma power houses remained off the bar for 123 and 199 hours respectively due to 
March 2008 non-availability of auxiliary power/non-operation of diesel generating set for maintain ing the 

2. Gumma November 2005 to 0. 18 0.07 pressure and excitation system. 
August 2008 
3 June 2007 to 6.87 2.55 Since the date of commissioning (September 2000), both the units of project were taking almost 
March 2009 half an hour to stop at its own in case of load throw conditions as no braking system was provided 

on the machines causing frequent damage to thrust pads. During June 2007, machine No. II broke 
down. The repair work was awarded (March 2008) to BHEL (manufacturer) at a cost of Rs. 
82.51 lakh without provision of braking system. Non-installation of braking system would again 
create problem of damage to the machine and loss of generation of power in future. As the repair 
had not been done so far (March 2009), the machine was off the bar since 3 June 2007 resulting in 
generation loss of 6.87 MUs valued at Rs. 2.55 crore. 

3 Gaj April 2004 to 2.52 0.88 Power generation was stopped for 867.50 hours due to excessive tri pping which ranged between 
December 2008 71 to 120 in a year on the feeders provided to evacuate the power. 
July 2008 1.59 0.59 The decision of Design wing (September 2007) to provide wire crates on the up-stream side of 

tre nch wei r was not implemented resulting in damage to the intake in July 2008. 

166 hours du ring 1.42 0.5 1 Excitation power required for running of machines is automatically regulated by Auto Voltage 
four years up to Regulator (AVR) through Static Vol tage Regulator (SVR) card installed in the control panel of 
December 2007 the machine. Due to frequent fault in A VRISVR cards, the machine No. I of project remained off 
and April 2006 to the bar for 166 hours during the last four years ended December 2007 resulting in generation loss 
September 2008 of 0.93 MUs valued at Rs. 0.34 crore. After replacement (January 2008) of cards at a cost of Rs. 

1.49 lakh, the machine did not face such problem. The generation loss of 0.49 MUs valued at Rs. 
0. 17 crore was also suffered during April 2006 to September 2008 due to same problem in 
machine No. ll and m. The replacement of defective cards in those machines was still awaited 
(March 2009). 

- -·-

• 
Power initially required to start the machines. 
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4. Binwa March and April 1.23 0.31 One unit remained off the bar due to delay in repair of spare runner. The repair due for completion on 
2007 22 Febn1ary 2007 was actually completed on 15 April2007. 

5 Khauli April 2007 to 0.62 0.15 Leakage of water at fore bay and trench weir noticed during February 2007 had not been rectified so 
November 2008 far (March 2009). 

6 Girl Eight days. in 6.35 2.35 The unit transformer of Machine No. I got damaged the very next day after repair from November 
August 2006 2005 to August 2006. The machine remained off the bar for eight days resulting in generation loss of 

6.35 MUs valued at Rs. 2.35 crore. The damage was due to failure of paper insulation of upper 
portion of Blue phase of HV bushing. The IR value of transformer and break down value of 
transformer oil were also ori lower side. It happened because during maintenance of transformer in the 
last four _years,~er insulation was never checked. 

16.63 6.15 For repair of defect noticed (November 2005) in oil tank of unit No. I of power house,·the Board took 
almost 84 days from 11 January 2006 to 4 April 2006 to complete the codal formalities for deciding 
allotment of work to BHEL against offer received (January 2006) with repair period of120 days. As 
such, the repair work could not be completed prior to the start of peak season i.e. 15 June and the work 
was completed after the peak season was almost over. This resulted in generation loss of 16.63 MUs 
valued at Rs. 6.15 crore. 

7 Bhaba 15 April 2007 to 13 8.82 2.21 The work of repair of Main Inlet Valve (MIV) of machine No I of power house was completed by 
May2007 BHEL in peak season on 14 May 2007 against the stipulated completion date of 15 April 2007 

resulting in. generation loss of 8.82 MUs (difference of generation loss during peak and lean season) 
valued at Rs. 2.21 crore. This loss could not be, recovered from the firm as no clause in this regard 
existed in the job order. 

37 hours 1.48 0.37 One runner for the project was supplied by the BHEL in March 2008 against the stipulated date of July 
2007. As it was not fabricated as per approved di"awings, it had to be modified and could be put to use 
(August 2008) by taking shut do\Vn for 37. hours in peak season resulti11g in generation loss of 1.48 
MUs valued at Rs. 0.37 crore which could not be recovered from the firm due to non-inclusion of any 
clause to this effect in the job order. 

8 Bhaba & 44 and 90 days 62.93 15.73 The job work of capital maintenance of machine' No. I of Bhaba power house and rectification of 
Ghanvi problem in machine No. II of Ghanvi power house was completed by BHEL after a delay of 44 and 90 

days respectively resulting in.generation ·loss of 62.93 MUs valued at Rs. 15.73 crore. The .firm 
escaped . from the ievy of penalty for the generation loss as tlJ.ere was rio provision in the job 
order/letter of intent for recovery of generation loss.· The revenue loss after deducting liquidated 

... , damages ofRs. 0.16 crore recovered from BHEL for delay in repair worked out to Rs.15.57 crore . 
·::' ::-< :Toiat .. :>;.,. ·~·: :,<; '. :: ' 5.:: > . • . )\' i. . .: ;;,.: . ·. illAS; ;. ;:,32.08 :;.::. <.·?:.:'\ ·: •. "' ·~>·::: •.. · •.. ;'/. .· ,· ''); ,; ·\c·O: ;, .. ·.•• :';;·.,:, . ·:>'\ :')' ··. . .:•; ' .• ,··.': .·,·! .,,.: 
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Annexure 11 

(Refer paragraph 3.12) 

List of paras involving recovery of money 

(Amount in Rs. lakh) 
Himachal Pradesh State Electricity Board 
SlNo. Name of auditee unit Para Para No& Amount Remarks 

YearofiR 
I. Electrical Sub-Division, Theft of power- short receipt 1 of 3.41 Amount has been placed in sundry charges register but the 

Namhol of revenue 1997-2000 recovery was awaited (October 2009). 
2. Electrical Sub-Division Short receipt due to slow 5 of 1.06 Amount has been placed in sundry charges register but the 

II, Bilaspur metering 1999-2002 recovery was awaited (October 2009). 
3. Electrical Sub-Division, Non-raising of bills for 3 of 5.25 Amount has been placed in sundry charges register but the 

Sidhpur defective meters on average 1999-2002 recovery was awaited (October 2009). 
consumption after 
replacement 

4. Electrical Sub-Division, Wrong categorisation of 3 of 2.32 Amount has been placed in sundry charges register but the 
Sabathu consumer- short recovery of 1997-2000 recovery was awaited (October 2009). 

revenue 
5. Electrical Sub-Division, Non-application of tariff for 2 of 1.29 Amount has been placed in sundry charges register but the 

Nahan-! medium supply, levy of 1998-2001 recovery was awaited (October 2009). 
small industrial tariff- loss of 
revenue. 

6. Electrical Sub-Division, Short recovery of demand ll(a), (b) of 0.88 Amount has been placed in sundry charges register but the 
Nalagarh-1 charges 2001-03 recovery was awaited (October 2009). 

7. Electrical Sub-Division, Non-recovery of Advance 1 of 0.16 Amount has been placed in sundry charges register but the 
Saini Consumption Deposit 1999-2002 recovery was awaited (October 2009). 

8. Operation Circle, Rohru Loss of revenue due to 1 of 12.46 Amount has been placed in sundry charges register but the 
incorrect billing 2002-03 recovery was awaited (October 2009). 

9. Electrical Sub-Division, Non-levy of average 3 of 0.96 Out of total short receipt of Rs. 1.03 lakh, the recovery of Rs. 
Katrain consumption charges- short 2000-03 0.96 lakh was awaited (October 2009). 

receipt thereof 
10 Electrical Sub-Division - Short recovery of Advance 3 of 1.12 Out of Rs. 2.03 lakh, recovery of Rs. 1 .12 lakh was awaited 

I, Mandi 
----

___9?11sumptiQI! P~I>OSit 2000-03 {October2_0_Q2).__ 
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11 Electrical Sub-Division- Short receipt of meter rent 6(a) (b) of 0.20 (a) Out of Rs. 0.64lakh, recovery of amount of Rs.0.20 lakh was 
I, Mandi 2000-03 0.13 awaited (October 2009). 

(b) Out of 0.15 lakh, recovery of amount of Rs.0.13 lakh was 
awaited (October 2009). 

12 Electrical Sub-Division, Non-recovery of items 5 of 0.56 Out of Rs. 0.57 lakh, recovery of Rs. 0.56 lakh was awaited 
Taboo entered in sundry charges 1998-2001 (October 2009). 

register 
13 Electrical Sub-Division, Non-realisation of street light 4of 0.41 The amount was stiH recoverable (October 2009). 

Amb charges 1996-1999 
14 Electrical Sub-Division, Short receipt due to less 2of 0.84 The amount was still recoverable (October 2009). 

Sarkhaghat calculation of energy charges 2000-03 
in power theft cases 

15 Resident Engineer, Girl Non-recovery of rent -loss of 5 of 2.68 The amount was stiU recoverable (October 2009). ~ 

1998-99 revenue 
16 Parvati Investigation (a) Non-recovery of interest 4(a) (b) of 0.03 The amount was still recoverable (October 2009). 

Division-U, Bhunter on balance amount of Leave 1996-97 
Travel Concession advance 
(b) Excess payment of Leave 
Travel Concession 

17 Hydel Investigation Non-recovery of hiring 4 (b) of 1.61 The amount was still recoverable (October 2009). 
Division, Shimla charges of vehicles deputed 2000-01 

on election duty 
18 Chairman Office, Shimla Non-realisation of vehicle 4of 0.24 The amount was still recoverable(October 2009). 

charges from Election 2001-02 
Department 

19. Electrical Sub-Division, Non-assessment of power 2of 10.37 The amount was still recoverable (October 2009). 
Solan-I consumption in the case of 1999-2002 

theft of power 
20. Electrical Sub-Division, Non-receipt of Advance 4of 2.01 The amount was still recoverabJe (October 2009). 

Solan-! Consumption Deposit and 1999-2002 
Electricity Duty 

21. Chief Engineer ,System Non-submission of claim for 2of 1.05 Instead of recovering the amount, the same was charged to 
Planning recovery of out tum charges 2002-03 office contingency. 

of vehicle from the State. 
Government 

-
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Himachal Pradesh State Forest Corporation Limited I 
I Payment of undue amount to the private party-Non- I (B) of 44.26 The Company has not furnished any reply so far (October 2009). 

recovery there of 2002-03 

2 Non-adju!>tmenUrecovcry of work advances given to 33 of 1.63 Out of an amount of Rs. 27.59 lakh an amount of Rs. 24.2 1 lakh 
contractors 2002-03 had been recovered, case for recovery of Rs. 1.75 lakh was in 

the court and the balance amount of Rs. 1.63 lakh was still 
recoverable (October 2009). 

3 Non-recovery on account of shortage of timber at retail 35 of 6.66 The Company has not furnished any reply so far (October 2009). 
sale depot 2002-03 

Total 52.55 

Himachal Pradesh State Tourism Development Corporation Limited 

I (Himachal Bhawan, New Non-recovery of rent of 6 of 2.77 The amount was still recoverable (October 2009). 

Delhi) dormitory being used by 2002-03 
Police personnels 

2 (Himachal Bhawan, New Non-recovery of rent of 2 of 29.52 The amount was sti ll recoverable (October 2009). 

Delhi) accommodation provided to 2002-03 
two Companies 

3 (Himachal Bhawan, New Non-receipt of electricity 7 of 2.35 The amount was still recoverable (October 2009). 

Delhi) consumption charges from 2002-03 
Resident Commissioner, 
New Delhi 

Total 34.64 

Grand Total 811.45 
- - - -- ------ - ------
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2 Electrical Division, Kaza 

3 Electrical Division, Kaza 

4 Electrical Division, Kaza 

5 Electrical Division, Kaza 

6 Electrical Division, Anni 

7 Electrical Division, Theog 

I 
:;} 

8 Electrical Division, Kaza 

Alffiirnex11.llll"e 12 

(.!R.elt'er para~gll"aplln 3.113) 

Liist ®f Jll>3l.ll"as ibmvl[])lVillllg al!eitllciiencJles 

Non-handing over of charge/material at site (MAS) 
account by the junior Engineers transferred to other 
units. 

Non-returning of damaged transformers to store 
before sending them to Maintenance & Testing 

laboratory at Solan. 

The work was awarded without the approval of rates 
by the competent authority 

Against 800 Kg copper scrap estimated to be 
recovered, only 208 kg copper scrap was actually 
recovered. 

8 of 
1998-99 

4of 
1999-2000 

5 of 
1999-2000 

1.03 

2.50 

1.16 

-Para relates to hiring of taxi without approval of the 17 of I 0. 76 
competent authority. 1999-2000 

Non-handing over of charge by Junior engineers on-~ 3 of I 11.22 
transfer to other. · 2003-04 

The para is regarding excess expenditure· incurred 
over the sanctioned 

The para is regarding incurring o(expenditure on 
works not sanctioned by the competent -!luthority 

5 (a)of-
2003-04 

5 (b) of 
2003-04 

Expenditure on operation and maintenance of 14 of 
Rcingtong power house during 1996-97 and -1998-99 2003-04 
to 2001-2002 amounting to Rs. 21L48 lilkh was 

sanction of the 

\\, 
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Compliance was awaited (October 2009). Challans 
vide which the transformers were sent to the 

were not available on record. 

Compliance was awaited (October 2009). 

The matter had not been investigated so far (October 
2009). . 

Regularisation of expenditure on hiring taxi was 
awaited (October 2009). 

The compliance was awaited (October 2009). -

Regularisation of expenditure was awaited (October 
2009). 

Regularisation of expenditure was awaited (October 
2009). 

Regularisation of expenditure_ was awaited (October 
2009). 
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9 Electrical Division, Kaza Loss sustained due to flood on 22 May 2002 was 9 of 4.5 1 Sanction to write off the losses was awaited (October 
awaiting write off sanction 2003-04 2009). 

10 Electrical Division, Shahpur Value of material stolen had not been written off. 4 & 6of 0.92 Sanction to write off the losses was awaited (October 
2003-04 0.94 2009). 

II Electrical Division , Potential loss of revenue due to shon drawl of power I of 25.67 The reply of the Chief Engineer (Comml) was 
Dalhousie 2003-04 awaited (October 2009). 

12 Electrical Division, Nahan. The depanmental truck met with an accident while 5 of Action against the driver was awaited (October 
the driver was under the influence of liquor. 2000-0 1 2009). 

13 Electrical Division, Solan Loss due to damage of 33 KV VCBs 2 of 1.44 Failure to repair the damaged VCBs for such a long 
2002-03 time had not been investigated. 

14 Electric Division, Rajgarh Non-closing of works of closed schemes resulting in 5 of 17.47 Closing of schemes was awaited (October 2009). 
their non-capitalisation 2003-04 

15 Electric Division, Keylong Non-receipt/non-providing of potential transformers 9 of 0.38 Delay in receipt of PTs and resultant loss to the 
(PTs) 1997-98 Board, if any, had not been investigated (October 

2009). 

16 Electric Divis ion, Keylong Supply orders were placed by officers who had no 2 of 14.75 Sanction of the competent authority was still awaited 
financial powers to do so. 2000-01 (October 2009). 

17 Larji Construction Division Extension for completion of work was granted by the 5 of - The approval of the Board was awaited (October 
No-H, Larji Chief Engineer though he was not authorized. 1999-2000 2009). 

18 Survey & Investigation Idle investment on survey and investigation of closed 3 of 253.89 Action to recover the expenditure was under process. 
(S&I) Circle, Bhabanagar schemes- non-recovery thereof. 1999-2000 Actual recovery was awaited (October 2009). 

19 S&I circle, Mandi The expenditure incurred on survey and investigation 2 of 26.14 Reply was awaited (October 2009). 
work of Sarwari was rendered unfruitful. 1999-2000 

20 Director Design, UHL-IU, Drawal of Power Finance corporation Loan without I of 4.25 Reply was awaited (October 2009). 
Mandi requirement - avoidable payment of interest. 2000-0 1 

21 Renuka Investigation Blockade of Board's funds due to non-disposal of 4 of 3.40 Reply was awaited (October 2009). 
Division, Dadahu material 2001-02 

22 Hydel Investigation Excess expenditure incurred on the awarded work 3 of 8.31 Approval of the competent authority was awaited 
Division, Shimla was awaiting regularisation. 2002-03 (October 2009). 

23 Bhaba Construction Division Avoidable expenditure on river training and 3 of 105.23 The repon had been submitted to the Board for 
(BCD-I), Bhabanagar switchyard works 2002-03 approval which was awaited (October 2009). 

24 Larji Construction Circle II A voidable extra expenditure due to lack of care by 1 of 275.82 The action against the contractor as per the tenns 
(LCC-II), Sarabai the contractor. 2003-04 and conditions of the agreement was awaited 

(October 2009). 

------ -- ---- - --- --- -- --- -
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25 LCC-II, Sarabai Undue favour to contractor -extra expenditure 4of 45.47 The action against the contractor as per the terms 
2003-04 and conditions of the agreement was awaited 

(October 2009). 

26 Hydel Investigation Division Wasteful expenditure on System Improvement . 1 of 14.56 The reply was awaited (October 2009). 
(HID), ReckongcPeo Scheme of Baspa, Stage-I 2003-04 

27 Chief Engineer (System Deployment of staff against surplus posts resulted in 1 of 49.32 The deployment of staff according to the 
Operation), Shimla unfruitful expenditure on their pay and allowances 2003-04 requirement was awaited (October 2009). 

28 . Chief Engineer (Operation) Purchase/procurement without requirement. 2of 274.66 Reply was awaited (October 2009). 
South, Shimla 2001-02 

29 Chief Engineer (Ope~ation) Non-disposal of Bharmour Power House- Blockade 3 of 4.55 Reply was awaited (October 2009). 
North, Dharamshala of Board's funds 2002-03 

30 Chief Engineer (Operation) Suspected misappropriation of cash 7 of 1.36 Disciplinary action against the erring 
Central Zone, Mandi 1997-98 Officers/officials was waited (October 2009). 

31 Chief Engineer, (Project), Non-adjustment/utilisation of advance- avoidable i of 119.73 The coinments of the Board were awaited (October 
Shimla payment of interest 2000-01 2009). 

32 Chief Engineer, (Project), Short receipt of capital subsidy 5 of 959.86 Reply was awaited (October 2009). 
Shimla 2000-01 

33 Chief Engineer (Material Excessive purchase of Boiler Quality (BQ) plats. 7 (a) of 11.76 · The reply of Chief Engineer (Design), Sundernager 
Management), Shimla 20Q1-02 was awaited (October 2009). 

' 
Non-utilisation of BQ plats 7 (b) of The reply of Chief Engineer (Design), Sundernager 

2001-'02 ----- was awaited (October 2009). 

Avoidable payment of transportation charges. 7 (c) of 1.96 The reply of Chief Engineer (Design), Sundernager 

2001-02 was awaited (October 2009). 

Non-disposal of co~dernn~d material 7 (d) of 111.37 Disposal of the material was awaited (October 

2001-02 2009). 

34 Chief Engineer (MM), Irregular/unauthorised expenditure on hiring of taxi 9 of 0.84 Reply was awaited (October 2009). 
Shimla 2001-02 

35 Chief Engineer (Generation), Irregular payll).ent of '!-fbitration fee 4 of 0.28 The fee had ·not be~n regularised as per the 
Sundernagar ... 2001-02 instructions of the State Government. 

Chief Engineer (System Non-availing of interest rebate. 
.. 

1 of 15.32 Reply was awaited (October 2009). 36 

I 
Plruming), Shimla ., 1999-2000 
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37 Chief Engineer (P&M ), Loss due to out of court !>ettlement. I of 161.87 Reply was awaited (October 2009). 
Shim Ia 2000-01 

38 Chief Accounts Officer, A voidable payment of commitment charges. 7 of 14.27 Reply was awaited (October 2009). 
HPSEB, Shimla 2002-03 

39 Chief Accounts Officer, Non-avai ling of grants 8 of 45.77 There was delay in communication of allotment of 
HPSEB, Shimla 2002-03 funds, reasons for which had not been investigated 

(October 2009). 

40 Chief Accounts Officer, Delay in recovery of dues against the sale of power 13 (a) of 1212.57 Compliance was awaited (October 2009). 
HPSEB, Shimla 2002-03 

41 Chief Accounts Officer, Incorrect calculation of purchase rate of power I of 8 17.55 The reply furnished was not specific to the Audit 
HPSEB, Shim la 2003-04 observation. 

42 Chief Accounts Officer, Award of higher rates- extra payment 3 of 59.41 The reply of Store Purchase Committee was awaited 
HPSEB, Shimla 2003-04 (October 2009). 

43 Chief Accounts Officer, Sale of power below cost of supply resulting in loss 5 of 22 10.00 Selling of power below the cost of purchase had not 
HPSEB, Shimla of revenue. 2003-04 been investigated (October 2009). 

44 Chief Accounts Officer, Short recovery of transmission charges 6 of 297.58 Reply was awaited (October 2009). 
HPSEB, Shimla 2003-04 

45 Chief Accounts Officer, Injudicious award of rates- extra payment 8 of 16.06 Reply was awaited (October 2009). 
HPSEB . Shimla 2003-04 

46 Chief Accounts Officer, Undue favour to the supplier II of 19.84 Reply was awaited (October 2009). 
HPSEB, Shimla 2003-04 

47 Chief Accounts Officer, Undue favour to the supplier 14 of 25.73 Reply was awaited (October 2009). 
HPSEB, Shimla 2003-04 

48 Chief Accounts Officer, Undue favour to supplier IS of 4 .17 Reply was awaited (October 2009). 
HPSEB, Shimla 2003-04 

49 Chief Accounts Officer, Non-inclusion of income tax in tariff petition 17 of 2068.00 Reply was awaited (October 2009). 
HPSEB, Shimla 2003-04 

50 Transmission and Non-installationlutil isation of Capacitor Bank I of 11 2.20 Specific reply was not furnished (October 2009). 
Construction 2001-02 
(T & C), Tutu 

51 T&C, Tutu Non-levy of compensation for delay in execution of 2 of 2.16 Reasons for not levying penalty as per the terms and 
civi l works 2002-03 conditions of the agreement were not stated (October 

2009). 

52 T&C, Bilaspur Un-authorised purchase of material 6 of 3.67 The sanction of competent authority was awaited 
1998-99. (October 2009). 

----- ------ ------ - - - ·-- - -- --- - -- - - ----
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T&C Division, Una Unauthorised expenditure 3 of 
2003-04 

T&C, Division Jassure Unfruitful expenditure on idle staff 5 of 
2003-04 

Resident Engineer Bhaba A voidable generation loss. 1 of 
Power House, Bhabanagar 2002-04 

Resident Engineer Bhaba Loss due to uneconomical outtum rates 4of 
Power House, Bhabanagar 2002-04 

Resident Engineer Ghanvi Short receipt of grant from Ministry of Non- 1 of 
Power House Division Jeori conventional Energy Sources 2002-04 

Maintenance & Testing Irregular purchase ofT &P items 4of 
(M&T) Division, Solan 2002-03 

Maintenance & Testing Short receipt of revenue due to incorrect calculation 11 of 
(M&T) Division, Solan 2002-03 

State Load Dispatch. Centre, Irregular expenditure on raising infrastructure 5 of 
Totu 2002-03 

Rajiv Gandhi Gramin Excess expenditure incurred on closed Ruriu 2of 
Vidyutikaran Yojna Electrification Schemes 2002-03 
(RGGVY), Kasumpti 

Khauli construction Undue benefit to the contractor. 2of 
Division, Shahpur 1999-2000 

Khauli construction Para relates to awarding of higher rates to the · 4of 
Division, Shahpur contractor for extra items of work. 2002-03 

Khauli construction Loss due to up.der utilisation of machinery 8 of 
Division, Shahpur 2002-03· 

Electrical Division, Bilaspur The Junior Engineers had not han{ied over the charge 9 of 
at the time of their transfer 1999-2000 

Electrical Division, Bilaspur Non-maintenance of Tools and Plant accounts 3 of 
2000-01 

Electrical Division, Bilaspur Non-repair of transformer damaged dUring warranty 6 (a} of 
period 2002-03 

SLDC, Totu Infructuous expenditure 1 of 

' ; ., . 2003-04 

RGGVY, Kasumpti Avoidable expenditure · 1 of -· 

2003-04 
---
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9.61 Regularisation of expenditure was awaited (October 
2009). '",' 

812.00 Re-deployment of staff was awaited (October 2009). 

795.69 Comments of Transmission Wing were awaited 
(October 2009). , 

6.31 ·Approval of Chief Engineer (Generation) was 
awaited (October.2009). 

143.76 Reply was awaited (October 2009). 

0.45 Regularisation of expenditure was awaited (October 
2009). 

0.43 Final reply was awaited (October 2009). · 

-- Regularisation of expenditure was awaited (October 
2009). 

291.26 Regularisation of expenditure was awaited (October 
2009). 

10.50 To the point reply was awaited (October 2009). 

2.78 To the point reply was awaited (October 2009). 

32.93 Transfer of machinery to needy unit was awaited 
(October 2009). 

17.20 The .whereabouts of the officials concerned were still 
being traced out (October 2009). 

15.20 . The reply furnished was not specific to the audit 
observation. 

0.44 Repair of transformer was awaited (October 2009). 

26.40 The details regarding use of equipment were not I 

furnished to Audit. 

2.46.54 The reply to justify the avoidable extra expenditure I 

was awaited (October 2009). 
-
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53 220 KV Sub-Station Idle Power Line Carrier Communication equipment I (b) of --- Final compliance was awaited. (October 2009). I 

Di\ i~ion. Kunihar due to non-allotment of required freque ncy 2001-02 

54 400 KV Sub-Station Damage to survey equipment I of 5.16 Necessary action in the matter was awaited (October 
Division, Nalagarh 200 1-02 2009). 

55 400 KV Sub-Station Non-condemnation of vehicle 7 (a) of ------ Condemnation of vehicle was awaited (October 
Divis ion, Nalagarh 200 1-02 2009). 

Non condemnation of surplu~ materia l 7 (b) of 1.50 
2001-02 Condemnation of material was awaited (October 

2009). 

56 Resident Engineer (G1re), Damaged Lower Voltage windings o f power 6 of 8.36 Sanction of the competent authority to write off the 
Girinagar transformers 2000-01 loss was awaited (October 2009). 

57 Maintenance & Testing Un-authorised purchase of material I (a) of 1.00 Approval of the competent authority was awaited 
Di vision, Sunder-nagar 2000-01 (October 2009). 

58 Maintenance & Testing Un-authorised purchase of material 4 of 1.95 Approval of the comvetent authority was awaited 
Circle, Bilaspur 2001 -02 (October 2009). 

59 Resident Engineer, A voidable expenditure I of 50.12 The decision of Whole Time Member of the Board 
Bhabanagar 2000-01 wal. awaited (October 2009). 

60 Re!.ident Engi neer, Generation loss due to dumping of debris at the 3 of 78.92 Specific reply to audit observation was not furni shed 
Bhabanagar intakes site 2000-01 (October 2009). 

6 1 Resident Engineer, Gaj Non-preparation of completion report of schemes 6 of 109.38 Completion reports of schemes were awaited 
Graroh 2001-02 (October 2009). 

62 Superintending Engineer Unfrui tful expendi ture on plugging of leakage of Giri I of 15.00 Comments of the Member (Technical) were awaited 
(Generation Circle), Nahan barrage 2000-01 (October 2009) 

63 Electrical Division, Non-accountal of store materiaVnon-production of 10 (b) of 5.28 Reply was awaited (October 2009). 
Parwanoo MAS account 2001-02 

64 Electrical Division, Failure to change the name of company (consumers) 3 of 48.40 Reply was awaited (October 2009). 
Parwanoo after amalgamation - non-recovery o f co!.t share 2002-03 

65 T &C, Jassure Non-revision of scheme-unauthorised expenditure 2 of 743. 13 The revis ion of scheme was awai ted (October 2009). 
2002-03 

66 T&C, Una Irregular expenditure due to no n-closure of scheme 4 of 2245.72 Closing of scheme was awaited (October 2009). 
200 1-02 

67 220 KV Sub-Station Unauthorised purchase of items 4 of 1.05 Ex-post-facto sanction of the competent authority 
Di vision, Jeuri 2002-04 was not obta ined (October 2009). 
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85 I RGGVY, Kasumpti I A voidable interest charges 3 of 
2003-04 

86 I RGGVY, K~sumpti Non-drawal of full loan amount 4of 
2003-04 

87 I Hydel Investigation Unjustified expenditure on staff without work 1 of 
Division, Rohru 2003-04 

88 I Hydel Investigation Idle machinery 3 of 
Division, Rohru 2003-04 

89 I Hydel Investigation Incurring of excess/unauthorised expenditure against 4of 
Division, Rohru budget provision. 2003-04 

90 I The Chief Engineer (System Loss of revenue due to defective agreement 16 of 
Shimla 1997-98 

91 I The Chief Engineer (System Loss of revenue due to defective agreement 3 of 
Operation), Shimla 2003-04 

92 I The Chief Engineer (System Purchase of power from National Power Corporation 12 of 
Operation), Shimla Limited- loss of rebate 1998-99 

93 I The Chief Engineer (System Purchase of power from National Power Corporation 2 of 
Operation), Shimla Limited- loss of rebate 2003-04 

! . 
t .. 

'· 
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• , I 

I 17.53 

1 2.88 

1 229.89 

17.82 

I 30.93 

1 849.37 

Annexures 

The reply of the Finance Wing was awaited (October 
2009). 

To the point reply was not furnished (October 2009). 

The approval of competent authority was awaited 
(October 2009). 

transfer of machinery to needed unit was awaited 
(October 2009). 

The approval of competent authority was awaited 
(October 2009). 

The reply of the Chief Engineer concerned was 
awaited (October 2009). 

The reply of the Chief Engineer concerned was 
awaited (October 2009). 

The reply of Chief Engineer (System Planning) was 
awaited (October 2009). 

The reply of Chief Engineer (System Planning) was 
awaited (October 2009). 
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Anmemmre B 

(JRefr'er J!ll2lt"2graJllllln 3.14!.3) 

§mrt:emennrt: sllnowlinng rt:llne dleJlllarrt:mennrt: wftse 1Dmnrt:smnndlfurng JrnnsJlllednonn Re]lllolt"rt:s (m.s) anndl 
paragira]lllllns 

·sn~ .. 
~~-;; 

N4'i.' 
: >~--.0~ 

:--'0:~_ 

1 Horticulture 3 14 66 1998-99 

2 fudustries 7 20 49 2002-03 

3 Forest 1 5 27 2001-02 

4 Pubic Works 1 1 4 2008-09 

5 Welfare 3 10 21 2002-03 

6 Food and Supplies 1 3 14 2003-04 

7 Tourism and Civil 1 4 17 2005-06 
Aviation 

8 MPP and Power 3 821 3,526 1996-97 

9 Transport 1 108 371 1992-93 
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Annexure 14 

(Refer paragraph 3.14.3) 

Annexures 

Statement showing the depanrtment wise draft paragraphs/reviews Irepll.ies tl:o 
which are awaited 

1 MPP&Power 5 

2 Food & Supplies 1 

3 Transport 

4 Industries 1 

5 Finance 3 

Nil 

1 
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April, May and July 
2009 

April2009 

August2009 

July 2009 

September, October 
and N oveinber 2009 
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