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INTRODUCTION

I, the Chairman of the Committee on Public Accounts (2014-15)
" having been authorized the Committee to present the First Report, on
their behalf, do present this report on the Report of the Comptroller and
Auditor General of India (Civil) for the year 2010-11 pertaining to
Planning Department.

2. The Report of the Comptroller and Auditor General of India (Civil)
for the year 2010-11 was laid on the Table of the House on 29-03-2012.

3. The Committee examined the report of the Comptroller and Auditor
General of India (Civil) for the year 2010-11 pertaining Planning
Department at their sitting held on 19" February and 2" March 2015. |

4. A statement showing the Summary of Observ: ations/
Recommendations of the Committee is appended to this Report.

5. A record of proceedings of the sitting of the Committee, which
been maintained forms part of this Report L

' 6. The Committee placed on record their appreciation of th

Pradesh and their officers and staff; Secretary to S
their Officers and Staff in examination and prep:

Andhra Pradesh for the Co-operation in
Committee. e

Hyderabad,

p




Report of the Public Accounts Committee on the Report of the
Comptroller and Auditor General of India for the year 2010-11
(Civil) - Government of Andhra Pradesh

PLANNING DEPARTMENT

PAC discussed the matters relating to the Department on 19
February 2015 and 02 March 2015.

Para 10.2 Constituency Development Programme
Page 109 of Audit Report 2010-11
Para 10.2.1 Introduction

Government of Andhra Pradesh launched "Assembly Constituency
Development Programme (ACDP)" in April 2005 to enable the Members
of Legislative Assembly (MLAS) to initiate developmental icuwm eﬁaﬁ.
their constituencies. The scheme was implemented aE.Em 2005-

was revived in 2010-11 after a gap o». gd § as

emphasis is on creation of dural

Audit of implementation of

accounts were maintained by
scheme guidelines.

'+ 50 lakh under N
Minister quota



1. Para 10.2.2.6 Utilisation Certificates 13 The Committec sought district-wise and project-wise details from

Page 112 of Audit Report 201 0-11 ﬁ the Government, Further, the Committee queried the following:
;
” i i itself about the implementation of
As per the guidelines, district authorities should handover the s _._ i,  How did the Qoasﬂaﬂ satisfy 3 o y
created to user organisation and submit utilisation certificate (UC) to the mo%oaaw— ?xa&“ﬂ wan_ﬁame_o__& orks, without receipt
Planning Department within a period of one month from the date op UCs from the executing agen

completion of the work. i, What action was taken by the Governmen to ensure ¢
UCs immediately after incurring the :

iii. Why were further funds released in the ,,
earlier releases? Has monocam?g been g Hﬁ-,ﬂng@ of

non-monitoring UC’s for over 5 yeal

In respect of ACDP funds of *114.67 crore released by CPOs to Eo
executing agencies, final UCs and expenditure particulars were

received by the CPOs of East Godavari ('43.31 crore), Guntur (43

crore), and Visakhapatnam ('28.14 crore) districts. Thus,

expenditure under the Scheme was not available either with the
the Government.

Government in its reply stated (December 2011) that instru
issued to the executing agencies for submission of UCs.



The Special Secretary replied that monitoring is being done

1.7
regularly and UCs in respect of the funds released up to March 2014
were received. UCs for the year

2014-15 would be received by end of March 2015. The Special

Secretary further stated that there are about 90,000 works which are in
progress and there existed some problems in executing these works.

1.8  The Committee desired to have the district-wise details of non-
receipt of UCs for all the 13 districts. However, Government could not
furnish the details and sought extension of time for furnishing the same.

1.9  When the Paragraph came up for discussion again on 02 March
2015, Special Chief Secretary informed that under Constituency
Development Programme 2010-11, UCs in respect of East Godavari,
Guntur and Chittoor districts had been received in full and in case of

Visakhapatnam district however, UCs were furnished for '8.96 crore
against '13.61 crore released to the end of March 2014.

1.10  The Committee expressed displeasure over non-receipt of UCs
for such a long period and sought the reasons therefor. The Committee
further observed that CAG’s audit was only a test-check and therefore
sought to know the status of receipt of UCs in all the 13 districts and
action taken for the delays in receipt of UCs.

1.11 The Special Chief Secretary informed the Committee that records
relating to UCs under ACDP for the years 2005-06, 2006-07 and 2007-
08 are not traceable in Visakhapatnam district as the officials who dealt
with the subject are not presently working there and therefore it would
require some time to trace the records.

1.12  The Director, Planning stated that action has not yet been taken in
the above cases but strict instructions were already given.

1.13  The Chairman expressed anguish over the lethargic approach of
the officials in this regard.
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1.14  The Special Chief Secretary stated that UCs were received in time
from the Executing Agencies, but they were not able to trace the copies
of UCs. The Special Chief Secretary further stated that although the
receipt of UCs was acknowledged, the UCs were not traceable.

1.15 The Committee expressed dismay at the state of affairs in
managing the ACDP/CDP funds and viewed that copies of UCs should
be obtained and if not, accountability should be fixed on the officials
responsible for the said lapse.

1.16 The Special Chief Secretary replied that the works would be
verified to check for their completion and utilisation of the amounts

released.

1.17 The Committee took a serious note of the whole issue and sought
explanation as to why were the funds released in the absence of UCs.
The Committee felt that UCs should be furnished before releasing further
funds for the works already sanctioned and there is no need of linking it
for sanction of new works.

1.18 The Special Secretary explained that 100 per cent works cannot be
started/ completed at once and generally, funds are being released on
quarterly basis. It was however, promised that UCs would be insisted for
all the completed works before releasing the next instalment. The
Special Secretary also stated that instructions would be issued to obtain
UCs along with final bills of the works for all the completed works along
with details of cheques, etc. The Special Secretary further stated that
District Collectors would be requested to take disciplinary action against
the officials who failed to furnish UCs on time.

1.19 The Committee pointed out that although the instructions already
exist, these are not being followed by the concerned officers and there is
no seriousness for issuance/receipt of UCs indicating ineffective
monitoring in this regard. It was also observed that even the executing
agencies are not verifying the quality of works undertaken. The
Committee felt that if the District Collectors are made accountable for
furnishing UCs, they would take action against the officers responsible

for the lapses.
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{20 The Special Chief Secretary agreed to the Committee’s view and
stated that instructions would be reiterated and necessary directiong
would be issued to all the District Collectors for taking &%E::»Q

action against the officers responsible for non-issuance of UCs on time,

121 While concluding the discussion on the issue, the Committee made
the following recommendations:

1.22 Government should issue strict instructions to all the
implementing agencies to furnish Utilisation Certificates forthwith for
the amounts already released and expended on the works.

1.23  Government should issue instructions making the District
Collectors responsible for submission of UCs.

1.24  With regard to Visakhapatnam District, Government should
identify the officials responsible for misplacing the UCs already
received and fix accountability on them for non-submission/delay in
submission of UCs.

1.25 The Committee recommends that Government submit a report to
the Commitiee with regard to the district-wise details of works
sanctioned, taken up, completed, works in progress, and works stopped
midway including the details of expenditure etc. as on 1 March 2015 in
respect of all the districts, within three months from the date of tabling
of this Report.

:a The Committee recommends that simultaneously Government
institute a proper mechanism if necessary by constituting a special
team to cause verification of the completeness of the works taken up
under the scheme to satisfy itself as to the complete utilisation of the
\:.:% released and submit g report in this regard to the Committee
within six months from the date of tabling of this Report,
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2. Para 10.2.3.2 Status of Works

Page 113 of Audit Report 2010-11

Guidelines stipulate that proposals received from the MLAs/MLCs
should be scrutinised by the District Collectors and if found in order,
sanction should be accorded for works within a period of 30 days from
the date of receipt of proposals and the works should be completed
within nine months thereafter. The CPOs had not maintained any data
about the number of proposals received and those rejected. Out of 56,977
works sanctioned under ACDP in 295 Assembly Constituencies during

2005-08 (estimated cost:"640 crore), 6,393 works (estimated cost: 76.68
crore) were not completed and another 2,034 works (estimated cost:
*23.97 crore) have not even started as of March 2011. Further, 6,872
works (estimated cost: '120.59 crore) sanctioned during 2010-11 under
CDP, had not been taken up as of 31 March 2011. The year-wise details
are given in Table 10.5.

13




Table-10.5
Status of works under ACDP and CDP in the State

Works
leted

=5 ::v..f:w..

*Actual cost of completed ioa.a is not available
Source: Information furnished by Planning Department

Chart-10.1Status of works under
23449

nder ACDP as om..imwn: 2011

.m = 20333
m 20000

:Ou 15000

mu 10000

0

E 5000

Nu 0

2005-06 200
6-07 =
B Works sanctioned ol

¥ Works completed

The mamgim.?_..mm,_.m m::.. e
inTable-10,6, gard to the works sanctioned in the sampled districts is given
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Table-10.6
Status of works under ACDP in test checked districts

District

Visakhap

*Actual cost of completed works is not available since
figures are not available

** includes works of two constituencies of Vizianagaram district
Source: Information furnished by CPOs

In the four sampled CPOs covering 68 constituencies, we observed that, out
of 13,117 works sanctioned under ACDP during 2005-08, 11,314 works
were completed. Of the 1,803 incomplete works (14 per cent), 286 works

(estimated cost: “3.59 crore) in 40 constituencies had not been started and
1,517 works (estimated cost: "21.43 crore) sanctioned in 68 constituencies
were still in progress as of March 2011.
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Table-10.7

Status of works under CDP in test checked districts

In progress

Sanctioned Completed
Estima No. Estima No.
ted of ted of ted of
Cost ~wor Cost* wor  Cost wor oo ,.

ks ks ks Ks
106 1327 53 031 4 097 964
| ,

809 1641 21 026 428 881 360
833 17.10 15 029 345 596, 473
702 787 130 129 378 436 194 -

*Actual cost of completed works is not available

Source: Information furnished by CPOs

Under CDP, in 87 constituencies of the four sampled districts, out of 3,405
mated cost: 54.65 crore) sanctioned in 2010-11, 219 works

991 works (estimated cost:

works (esti
(estimated cost: 2.16 crore) were completed, 1,
32,40 crore) (58 per cent) have not even started and the remaining 1,195

gress as of March 2011.

works (estimated cost: '4.36 crore) were in pro
ts are

Photographs of some of the incomplete works in the sampled distric
given below.
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S Fr s gz
“1id-o7-zon . ° o
Provision of pump sét and pipeline not Being:
completed in Sri Kalahasti constituency,
Chitoor district [Delay: 35 months])

Anaparthi constituency in East Godavari district
(Delay: 50 months)

Note: Date on photographs indicate the date on which photographs were taken

Thus, there were inordinate delays in completion of works, resulting in
blocking of scheme funds with the executing agencies for long periods and
depriving the benefit of those works to the public at large.

Government  attributed ~ (December ~ 2011) the delay in
commencement/completion of works to (a) non-submission of technically
sanctioned estimates on time by the executing agencies, (b) site problems,

(c) proposal of alternative works by MLAs by cancelling already proposed
works, etc. Government however, assured that instructions were issued to

the executing agencies to speed up the works.

2.1 In the Explanatory Notes, Government stated that all works
sanctioned in the test checked districts as on 31 March 2011 under
ACDP/CDP schemes had been completed.

In the further Explanatory Notes (January 2015), Government stated that
some works were still in progress and not started by the end of

November 2014. In Guntur District there was delay in commencement
/completion of works due to non-submission of problems, and receipt of

J-46/3
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v ‘ble MLAs by cancelling al
. we works from Hon ble : @ alveady
ﬁw%;,,na of i%.”ﬁ,aﬁ was further stated that instructions fo speed up the

sed works :
propose csued 1o the execuling agencies.

works have been 1!
2.2 Paral10.2.5 Inspections of Works

Page 118 of Audit Report 2010-11
>m.vo_. the scheme guidelines, 10 per cent of the works taken up 1:&2
the programme are 10 be inspected by the nodal =mc:cz\n__a=.§
authorities. In Fast Godavari district, c_.d_z.m per cent o.‘ works were
inspected. In all the other sampled districts, .__:.ozsmro: regarding
conduct of inspections Was not on record with the CPOs. While
confirming that no inspections had been conducted so far, the CPOs of
these districts assured that inspection of works would be taken up in

future.
r inspection of works, the correctness of works

In the absence of regula i
taken up, their commencement, completion and quality could not be

verified.
Government accepted (December 2011) the audit observation and stated
that instructions were issued for inspection of works by the departmental

officers.
2.3 In the Explanatory Notes, Government reiterated its earlier reply
that instructions were issued to all the concerned engineering departments

and District Collectors to instruct all the departmental officers (from the
headguarters and the district offices) to inspect the works whenever they

.

visit field/work spots and before the final installment is paid and that

inspection reports are being obtained.

24 Initiating discussion on the paragraphs, Special Secretary stated
that 90 per cent of the sanctioned works were completed and the
remaining 10 per cent works are in final stage. It was further stated that

funds to the extent of * 340.46 crore were utilised as against = 385 crore
released.
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2.5  The Chairman observed that the CPOs were
data with regard to execution of works and desired
for non-maintenance of such data by CPOs,

2.6 The Special Secretary replied that P

computerised system, the data is being mai .e:&.ﬁ%aﬁ of new

different levels and the data contains the details viz, total stages at

E.cnOmm_m received, district-wise number of works uﬂa <”M5.eon of

number of works sanctioned, works completed, works not gaﬂo.@“ﬂ
A

in progress, funds received from Government, expenditure incurred, etc
2.7 The Chairman enquired about the status of works not completed

2.8 The Special Secretary replied that most of the works i.e. 204
works under MLA quota and 78 works under MLC quota were E.S,eo
started.

2.9 The Chairman pointed out that about 75474 works were
completed from the year 2005 and about 9000 works are yet to be started
and queried as to where were the funds kept in respect of the works that
were not started.

2.10 The Special Secretary replied that the amount pertaining to the
year 2010-11 is available in the PD accounts of the respective CPOs.
Special Chief Secretary stated that the decision with regard

of the funds is pending at the Government level and
directions from the Government to stop the g works.

2.11 The Committee observed th
Government to stop the d
Government stand if any.
the works would be kept
Government.

2.12 The Chai
cost of "144.56 crore

not maintaining an
: y
to know the reasons

213 The

108 crore is pending Wil
the file with regard to



jeared in Planning Department for release of ~ 108 crore and this amount
cleare ,

is expected 1o be released shortly

214 The special Chiel S
funds that were kept in the

ih orks
utilised for completed works lich paymen?
Chief Secretary further stated that respect of 1
*3 3 crore under Ml A quota and 1.20 crore under

the vear 2010-11, : :
z_m n quota are yet 10 be released and 2, 177 works with estimated cost of

* 49,50 crore are 10 be qtarted. Special Chief Secretary further stated that

considering both Assembly Constituency Development Programme and
amme, works worth * 88 crore are

ecretary further gtated that in respect of the
PD accounts of the CPOs, the funds were

for which payments were stopped.  Special
he works pertaining to

the Constituency Development Prog
vet 1o be started out of the total works costing = 254 crore sanctioned.
.mvana_ Chief Secretary promised that a 8._%8_6_52@ report would be
submitted to the Committee in six months time.

215 The Chairman enguired about the number of works that
commenced but not completed after release of funds to the district
collectors. The Chairman also desired to know whether the amounts in
respect of the works that were not started have been returned back by the

Collectors or retained with them.

216 The Special Chief Secretary replied that one of the reasons for
the inordinate delay is lack of sanctions. Actually most of the MLAs had
completed the works, but for the new works money could not be given as
the money was not in their account. The funds were not diverted from
one source to other source or one district to other district.

917  The Chairman reiterated that the data is not being maintained at
CPOs level and queried about the organisation that maintains the data.

218 The Special Chief Secretary replied that the data is being
maintained work-wise in the new computerized system instead of old
(manual) system and the system has been streamlined now. Special
Chief Secretary also informed the Committee that the data about the
proposals received and works sanctioned is available with the
department. . :
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7.19 The Committee pointed out that wer
non-release of funds on time and in Samo“M% Were ot Started due
gpent though released. funds were nog being
:.5% were released and spent and éérﬁmﬂlﬁgg
proposals for more works, but could not get 95_““?»“, were ready with
not happening. - Tn some areas it was

221 The Chairman enquired as to why were the works |
ke L

....m:n:eaa.h_gno:nﬂo_.uggga Rgn_ _a,
Government. e by

222 The Special Chief Secretary replied that there
instructions from the Government side to sanction works EM—“ 358
of funds by assuming that Government would release requir .ﬁ
The Collectors are requested to sanction the works and Eou;ﬂs .&, .,
ready and as soon as the money w&ggaﬂq.@aﬁﬁa;;ﬁ
Special Chief Secretary further stated that most of the MLAs wanted to
take up the works knowing fully that two installments are not relea Xy

is a matter of right that the MLAs funds should be rele:

legally eligible. Now the two instaliments are being
works would be completed within six months.

2.23  The Committee pointed ot
the nomenclature of the we
authorities. As the funds are
gets overlapped. The Cor
Collectors are not follow
whether any di S \
data.

224 The Special
to improve the sys
follow the instructions scrupt
administrative sanetic a

sanction by the E




de these Issues in the computer software for i
ct

mised t0 inclu ;
o instructions.

adherence to these

2.25 The Committee opined

that a check list 0 : :
. bserving the guidelines n force.

that at the time of making propqg,

. " & 3 _ .
f requirements is insisted upon f itse]f

it should I hagg) m

free sanction duly 0

226 Agreeing t0
to issue revised guide
of requirements.

227 The Commiftee desired to know whether there ai
f transferring of left over funds from the tnci] y

provision 0 : b
MLC/MLA to new MLC/MLA after completion of the tenure of the

existing member. .
228 The Special Chief Secretary replied that in case of MLCs :.a_,m
amount is not lapsed. In case of MLAs however, the funds cannot pe
transferred. It was further stated that sanction of the same is to he

verified legally. _,

)

the suggestion, the Special Chief Secretary

i Promi
lines duly including the clause about the Mise

Checklig

229 The Committee opined that the funds released are for W_a _

development of the Constituency and hence it should be carried forward
for the next term/ to new MLA. o8

forward in cases where the works were not started.

231  The Committee opined that there might be cha
the works and hence proposals of the earlier memt 1
continued. i

decision of the sitting Member is final.

= dﬁ Committee noted that these lapses
tion of the works.

a State Level Committee consisting of

departments and Special Chief Segr,
monitor the works. Special Secretary ?”MW, Planning g e
norms of the Board of Engineers are being stated that the works as per

checked and super checked
why CPOs are nog being involyeg

Spective

2.35  The Chairman desired to knoy
in conduct of inspection of works,

2.36 The Special Chief Secr .

releasing/ controlling authority M_MMJ _-M.M_”nm”rﬁ CPO s only budget
verification of a percentage of works by ﬁﬁg with regard to
Special Chief Secretary also stated that the - € Chief Engineers (CE).
in the monthly meetings. It was further stateq edure would be reiterated

drawing power and Superintendent m:%:g\ﬁw%nmm have cheque
the Inspecting authorities and the CPQOs are o Sn_.umnm__w m§ are
2.37  The Special Chief Secretary further stated that ; A

committee consisting of Engineers in Chief of wﬂaﬁwﬂa ..mﬁ.nm.&wj
Welfare, Roads and Buildings, and others wag coror o HHoal
Special Chief Secretary is reviewing the performance B e
Special Chief Secretary further stated that in case of S g
taken report is being obtained. pf s i

238  The Chairman reiterated the guidelines of the scheme that 10
cent of the works taken up under the programm: ﬁ«ﬂg _.n _“
the nodal agency/district authorities and advi: . ﬁn A ¥
specific directions to the district co @




funds, etc. or o close those works in the light of the changed/curpey,
unds, etc.
priorities. !

mittee noted that uniform procedure is not @&zw

The Com ; )
M.MME& v.M all the District Collectors in the State with regard g,
sanction/execution of Constituency Development Works.  Therefore,

the Committee recommends that all the District Collectors be directeq
to strictly adhere to the guidelines issued by the Government while
sanctioning the works. The Committee also recommends that a check

list containing the specific requirements for sanction of works be

prepared and communicated to all the District Collectors for sanction

of works.

243 The Committee observed that certain works were stopped
midway and the expenditure incurred on these works had become
wasteful. The Committee also observed that works are being
sanctioned by the District Collectors without availability/ receipt of
funds from Government. Therefore the Committee recommends that
works should be sanctioned only after ensuring receipt of money from
Government and the releases in full to ensure completion of the works.

2.44  The Committee noted that funds not utilised by the previous
Member are not being carried forward thereby hampering the
development of the constituency. Therefore the Committee
recommends that unutilized portion of the funds of the previous
Member be carried forward to the next term/ to the newly electe
Member. )k

The new member should have the flexibility to take up new
depending on  the locally felt need. . -

2.45  The Committee noted that works sancti
are not being monitored at ve ls ¢
that specific instructi :

3, para 10.2.4Maintenance of Assets Registe
TS
page 118 of Audit Report 2019.1;

The scheme guidelines provide for maintenance !
register by the district authorities for e of a con
funds. Further, district authorities should fng over th
organisations and submit utilisation certi € assets il

. ficates to y
within a period of one month from the date of ogv““»ﬂo“_am Dcpartment
oM of the wors,

Scrutiny in the four sampled districts revealed ¢
; ed )
not maintained by any of the CPOs. Moreq that asget registers were

a_, o VT, assets
over to user organisations and relevant ytijjqus: Were not handed
sation certificates
Were not on

record with the CPOs in all the four districts,

No system of ensuring effective §§ﬁ b T
implementation of the
be ruled out. Also,

scheme was in existence. Since verif;
possible, potential risk of non-existence of assets cany
since in many cases assets had not been handed over 1

there was no assurance about future mainte; - :
defeats the basic objective of creating d .

Government mﬁﬁamw Decet
issued to the executi




deli A |

. per the guidelines, Assets Regjgy

irman stated that as P . g ery
33  The n.”__”wi ol Constituency-Wise after S_Hﬂmm_”:aoh. the work
m_.m._._ﬂﬁ_ Nac__m_aﬂ_m better if the Assets Wmmim?r M”@E ed by CPQg gy
and 1 W . . O*. the ch .

: ting agencles cies 1o furnish  Utlisation all the
they are the implemen t . ager ertificates implemengiy,
34  The Committee further ocmn_z& Mwwﬂommm”ﬂm:“m Dmo%%_om\_msa already released and expended on the works \a:a:&&?. the §8§M
. P as g
departments Were not =S_mwnw_a_:~ﬂw_,wu_w_:< onitorsd Byl OWOomm MMM 2 Government should issue instructipng making the (122
. 'S i hou : L : g P
oO?:&.MMM M.M__M Mwwﬂo M<o= if the Executing >mm=o_o.m_=_=m departmens resp onsible for submission of UCs, gnag
mi .

BMH&E the Assets Registers, all the relevant %MS_%%MS_W__JM also be 3, With regard to Visakhapatnam Districs, Gy, ¢
kept/maintained by CPOS since funds are _,M_owmm N : M + NS ol the officials responsible for misplacing ghe nggg
ensure avoidance of release of funds for creation Ol Same asset fix accountability on them for aa:&%:\&a. 3&. received qnq
subsequently. . : UCs. n submission of
3.5 The Chairman opined fhat CEO: mrﬂw__ﬁo_ BMMMMM “M_wmm mOm it 4. The Committee recommends that Governp (1.249)
f no action is initiated against the respons p annot be Committee with regard to the district-wise .ﬁi a report to the
vediifiol. o taken up, completed, works in progress, and a\.; ‘_ . |
3.6 The Special Chief Secretary stated that one more oo_.cns in the including the details of expenditure etc. gs on u_i_ s.n-, : § midway
software (being maintained by the U%maamsa.éo:_m be included to of all the districts, within three months . A nsﬁw.g
ensure maintenance of asset register by the executing agency. ! Report. J _. et of §§.§

37  The Committee desired to know whether there existed
mechanism with the Collectors to review the scheme.

38  Responding to the Committee’s observation, the Sp
Secretary informed the Committee that it would be incorp

guidelines. i

3.9  The Committee therefore recommends that
maintenance of Assets Register by Executin
departments, the CPOs should maintain all the re
regard to creation of assets. The CPOs shou .
thoroughly and ensure that th uting

5. The Committee recommends
institute a proper meg



7 The Committee noted that uniform procedure is not being followed
by all the District Collectors in the State with regard o
sanction/execution of Constituency Development Works. Therefore,
the Committee recommends that all the District Collectors be directed
to strictly adhere to the guidelines issued by the Government while
sanctioning the works. The Committee also recommends that a check
list containing the specific requirements for sanction of works be
prepared and communicated to all the District Collectors for sanction

of works. (2.42)

8. The Committee observed that certain works were stopped midway
and the expenditure incurred on these works had become wasteful.
The Committee also observed that works are being sanctioned by the
District Collectors without availability/ receipt of funds from
Government. Therefore the Committee recommends that works should
be sanctioned only after ensuring receipt of money from Government
and the releases in full to ensure completion of the works. (2.43)

9. The Committee noted that funds not utilised by the previous Member
are not being carried forward thereby hampering the development of
the constituency.  Therefore the Committee recommends that
unutilized portion of the funds of the previous Member be carried
forward to the next term to the newly elected Member.

The new member should have the flexibility to take up new work
depending on  the locally felt need. (2.44)

10. The Committee noted that works sanctioned under the scheme are
not being monitored at various levels and therefore recommends that
specific instructions be given to the District Collectors to review the

progress/ inspection of works at periodical intervals to ensure quality of
works being undertaken. (2.45)
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