DIRECTORATE OF AUDIT
GOVERNMENT OF N.C.T OF DELHI
4T L EVEL, C-WING, DELHI SACHIVALAYA, NEW DELHI

AUDIT REPORT OF OFFICE OF E.E. FLOOD CONTROL DIVISION-IX (I&F.C.D.)
SECTOR 15, ROHINI NEW DELHI 110089 FOR THE PERIOD 2019-20 To 2022-23.

INTRODUCTION

The Internal Audit Report on the accounts of E.E. Flood Control Division-IX (I & F.C.D.)
Sector 15, Rohini New Delhi 110089 for the period 2019-20 to 2022-23 was conducted by
the field Audit Party No. I comprising of Sh. Chander Mohan, IAO/AO & Smt. Mithilesh
Pandey, AAO, 23.5.23 to 26.5.2023, later joined AP 16 on transfer. The audit was conducted
during 10 working days between 23.05.2023 to 05.06.2023

AIMS & OBJECTIVES

The main objective of the department is providing protection to the city of Delhi against floods
in River Yamuna and River Sahibi, prevention of water logging and drainage congestion in
rural areas round the year especially during monsoon and providing Irrigation facilities to the
farmers of the area fall under the jurisdiction of Delhi. Apart from this, CD-IX as well as entire
department has executed the Civil works in rural areas of Delhi on behalf of various
departments viz. Rural Development, Welfare of SC/ST/OBC, Urban Development, Forest
Department, Department of Animal Husbandry etc.

H.0.0./D.D.O’s / CASHIERS: —

The following officers have served as HOD/ HOO / DDO / Cashier during 2019-20 to 2022-

23:

Head of the Office /DDO

S.NO | NAME DESIGNATION FROM -TO

1 Sh. N.S.P. Patwal EE 01.04.2019 to 26.09.2022
2 Sh. N P Maurya EE 279202216 31:3:2023
CASHIER

S.NO | NAME Designation FROM -TO

| Sh. Hemant Dabas Junior Assistant 01.04.2019 to 26.09.2022

2 Sh. M C Mani Junior Assistant 27.9.2022 t0 31.3.2023
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Vacancy Statement:
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Group Post Sanctioned | Post Filled Vacant Post
A 1 I 0
B 14 3 11
C 6 3 3 -
Work 21 21 0
charged
Budget and Expenditure for the period 2019-20 to 2022-23 0
27 -3°_Ketonc tlual
(Amount in Lakhs)
BUDGET DETAIL ol
Year REVENUE CAPITAL
Budget Expenditure Balance Budget | Expenditure | Balance
allotted made allotted | made
2019-20 | 700.00 - 639.00 ~ 61.00 1470.00- | 1241.00 229.00
2020-21 | 924.00- 900.35 ~ Z8E6S 1085.56 - | 1032.43 — 53.13
2021-22 | 1133.00 - [ 1121.15. 11.85 4593.00~ | 4586.64 ~ 6.36
2022-23 [ 1250.00 1141.39 108.61 6012.46 | 4985.80 1026.66
- A = s
Statutory Audit:

The Statutory audit of the E.E. Flood Control Division-IX (I & F.C.D.) Sector 15, Rohinﬁ N
New Delhi 110089 has been conducted by AG (Audit), Delhi up to 2020-21.The report has no \___3“
been received.

Maintenance of Records:

The maintenance of record of E.E. Flood Control Division-IX (I & F.C.D.) Sector 15,
Rohini New Delhi 110089 for the period 2019-20 to 2022-23 found satisfactory subject to the
observations made in the Current Audit Report and Test Audit Notes. However, for the audit
conducted by audit party No.17 for the period 2019-20 to 2022-23,
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(CHANDER MOHAN)
Inspecting Audit Officer
Audit Party No. 17



PART -1

OLD AUDIT REPORT

(¥

There were 20 audit paras outstanding for the period 2008-2019 involving recovery of
Rs. 1230154/-. The department has not submitted reply against old audit paras. One para with
recovery of Rs. Nil has been updated and taken as fresh. Remaining 19 outstanding audit paras
with recovery of Rs. 1230154/- have been incorporated in Current Audit Report (Part-I).

Year Para No. No. of Para No. settled | Total
Outstanding by Audit Party | Outstanding
Paras Paras
2006-2008 (01 to 04) 4 0 4
1,3,4,8
2008-2011 (5t012) 8 0 8
1to8
2013-2016 (13 t0 16) 4 0 4
1,2,4,7
2016-2019 17-20 04 01 03
(1,2,3.4) taken as fresh (2.3.4)
TOTAL 20 20 01 19
Details of Old Recoveries
Period Recovery of Details of Recoveries (Amount in Rupees)
Para No.
Raised Amount Recovered/ Balance
Regularized
2013-2016 1 52720 0 52720
2016-2019 2 1177434 0 1177434
Total 1230154 0 1230154

M ITH%ICI PANDEY)

AAO

7

(CHANDER MOHAN)
Inspecting Audit Officer
Audit Party No. 17
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Current Audit Report

During the course of current audit, 16 Observation memos & 16 record Memo were issued
highlighting various irregularities. Recoveries to the tune of Rs. 482100/- were pointed out by
the Audit.

The division I&FC CD -IX has not submitted reply of any Observation Memos. Hence, no
observation memos have been settled on the spot. All 16 observation memos and 16 record
memo have been converted into 11 PARAs (including 01 para for non-production of record)
with recovery of Rs. 482100/- and 06 TAN and incorporated in Current Audit Report Part-II.

Detail of Current Recoveries I&FC CD-IX

Memo | DETAILS OF PARA Details of | Recovered Balance Whether
No. Recovery | on the spot | to be PARA/
(In Rs.) (In Rs.) recovered | TAN
(In Rs.)
6 Short Recovery of Licence fee 2100 405 | PARA 1
amounting to Rs.2100/-
14 Non-recovery of Rs. 4.80 lakh from 480000 2040 | PARA 6
the contractor for failure to
provide an Engineer at site.
Total 482100 0 482100

The Internal Audit Report has been prepared on the basis of information / records furnished
and made available by the Office of Executive Engineer, Flood Control Division-IX a
&F.C.D.) Sector 15, Rohini New Delhi 110089 for the period 2019-2020 to 2022-23. The
Audit disclaims any responsibility for non-production of record / information or mis-
information provided by the Office of Executive Engineer, Flood Control Division-IX {
&F.C.D.) Sector 15, Rohini New Delhi 110089. The responsibility for any legal or other
liabilities, which may arise at any point of time in any way from this report, may be put on, the
whole or a part of it, lies with the Office of Executive Engineer, Flood Control Division-IX
(I &F.C.D.) Sector 15, Rohini New Delhi 110089. The Directorate of Audit is not responsible
for any legal consequences arising at any time in the future, in whatsoever manner and
whatsoever ways.

\o

(MITHILESH PANDEY)
AAO

(CHANDER MOHAN)
Inspecting Audit Officer
Audit Party No. 17



PART -1

OLD AUDIT REPORT CD-IX I&FC

2008-2019
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L PARAT— Sub: Unfruitful expendifure of s 9,14 897/1akh. -

i
Saids

The construction wark SOTLT the left “'u\i\ »l Supplementary
Drain and protile oo siope from R.L JOM 1o RD 3000M was estimated (o
Rs.9,65,002 and the work was awurded 10 M/s Chauhan Construction on 2.01.07 at lhe
tendered cost of R 1160329/ whi ' ;
date of start and ¢

drain

¢ cosi. The stipulated

mpletton of work were 151,07 and 14.4.07 wfix\rt:iy. But the work was
forechsed on ZQE A r;;ﬁ’u::’ ;?.:x;uazt%;s; k molning an expenditure of

As per C.P.W.D
documents mzmn

free from enc

iS5 ui should not issue tender notice unless all tender
nd structura! drawing as well as site are

tand no hindran RS R <1\»u’w 008,

While scrutiny of file it has be¢n noticed that the site and drawing of the work was not
handed over (o the contractor till Oct. 2007 when the scheduled time of completion the work
has already been lapsed by more than 6 months. Due to delay in submission of drawing and

site from hindrance [lree, the work was foreclosed resulied unfruntful expenditure ol

Rs.9,14,897/-und also lailed (o serve the purpose.  The department
not providing drawing and hindrance frec site before award

iy explain the reasons [or
uy explain the reasons lor
i the work

.
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PARCA 3 Sub: Loss of R5.3,33,306/-0n account of Intevest & arbitration charges to the
contractor,

The following work were awarded 1o M/s Nav Nirman Constrution. Co. as per details given
below:-

I The work *Construction ol outfall structure of DDA storm walcer drain at RD 11630M(L/B)

of supplementary drain” was awarded at the tendered cost of Rs7,48,630/-wlhiuch was 67.43%

above the estimalted cost of Rs.4,77.004/ The stipulated date of commencement and completion
of the work were 20.5.1992 & 14.9.92 respectively. But the work was actually complewed on
02.5.1994.

From the commencement, progress of work was very slow. Total value of the work
executed by the contractor at site comes o Rs,2,38,847/- out of which an amount of Rs.2,30.776/-
had been paid and the final bill of R5.8099/- was to be puid. The Contractor has applied for
extension of time up to 2.5.94 and requested Lo take lenicnt view, Fhe contractor was impused with
maximum levy of compensation of Rs.47,700/- for delay of 590 days in execulion of contract,
Then the contractor represented the department for appoitment of an arbitrator and Sh.T.S. Bhatija
was appoinled as sole arbitrator and the claimant referred 27 numbers of claims amounting Lo Rs
9,37,026/-with interest (@ 9%.

Accordingly, the sole arbitrator given the award of Rs.9,37026/- in favour of contractor
stating that the work could not be completed duc to non-availability ol the scheduled drawing up
to 7/10/1992 1.e. after stipulated date of conipletion of work and delay also occurred.

2. The work “Construction of outlail structure of DDA storm waler drain al RD 13500M(L/1B)
of supplementary drain” was awarded at the tendered cost of Rs. 3,69,163/-which was 63.13%

above the estimaled cast of Rs.2,26,291/- The stipulated datc of commencement and completion of

the work were 03.06.1992 & 02.08 92 respectively, But the work was actually completed on
12.05.1995.
Due to the change of alignment and complete drawing of the work was not supplied by the
Deptt. till 1994, the work was delayed abnormalty. Measurement of the work excculed al site was
not taken and not recoded in the MB. Out of the total payment of Rs6.78141/-, Rs.641055 was
paid and the final bill of Rs. 37,086/~ was nol prepared. As the department was intimated for (inal
bill payment without settiement of other claims which are due to the contraclor, the contractor
represented the depttfor appointment ol an arbitcator and ycelerced 36 numbers of claims
amounting to Rs13,89,458/- plus mterest,
The arbitrator given the award of Rs.4,42,582/~ in lavour of contractor (1.e
Rs.257315/- plus interest of Rs 185267/-). Thus, the department has fatled to fulfill the contractor
abligation, resulted avoidable expenditure and the Gove, has sultered a loss 0f Rs.3,33.3006/-
Award No.1  Rs.97,430 (Intt.27240/-+Arbitration Fees 45000/-+ec for counscl
Rs.25190/-}
Award No.2  Rs235876.{Intt.185267+Arbitration lices 30000/-+1ces tor counsel
Rs.20579/-1

{ the Department had negotiated (he contractors mx due Ume for settiement of the dues
under the rules, the un-necessaty expenditure incurred on interest and arbitration can-be avoided.
Thus, the payment of Rs.3,33,306/- made (o the contractor on account ol interest and arbilration
chargcé could be avoided. This neads clarification o audit
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_PARANG.4 Sub: -Hiring of Consultants. Gl i

During review of cash book and other record is has been noticed that many consultants
were hired by the division for the purpose of preparation of architectural drawing and design ete.
as per the detail below to the extent of Rs. 3.00600/- during the year 2006-07 & 2007-08.

| S.No. Dalte Name of Agency Amount |

1 T 10.10.2006 ¢ M/S: Anand Consull ‘ 9900/~

5. 1 28.08.2006 | M/S. lihurat Iroject Constiltant : 39500/~ |

3. | 16.10.2006 ' M;’b Bharat I’Iu}&tl(unbuilmli ! s ‘)500!»3

4 27.07.2007 | M/S. Bhatat Project Consultant ' 43500/~ |

S 701102007 | MIS. Bharat |’lUfCLiLUn\u|Ldnt '_ 43500/- |

6. | 17.03.2008 | M/S. Bhurut Project Corsuliant 41000/- |

7. 24.03.2008 MIS |'l§1;tm‘l Protect Consultant 41500/- |

8 1720.03.2008 | M/S. Bharat Project Consultant | 21600/- |

=9, 7 31.03.2008  M/S. Anand Consulian! | 10200/- |

10, |31.03.2008 M/S Anand Consultant 10400/~ |

Lotal 3,00,600/- |
As the draftran and assistant surveyol are availabic the division hence. hiring the consultants
froni outside are not justified Incurnig & Buge Cxpenuliin smounting w0 18.3,00.6007- can be

avotded. Justification Gl ghove SXpt wliture may He pive!
|
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HARANO Y Sub: Non- refund of performance puarantee.
While scrutiny of F.D R./performance puaranice register i has been noticed the man
& £
works have been completed but the amount of performance guarantee has not been refunded 1o the
contractor which should be refunded or renewed as por scetion 2122 of CPWID manual on
completion of work or afier the final bl has been pa for payment
In the following cascs PR /performance guaraniee are being kept by the DDOAICO
wllhou[ OLmnw the renewal and not refunded to contraclors:
S.No. ' ltem Nao F.DR Mo & da Dale 0 Amount
~

01 60 8601 di. 4.10.0 4,08 | 2271400 | Cramthat’
g : 6175955 d1.6.12.06 11,08 6400/~

03 66 6176069 dt, 5,1.07 5.5.08 58500/-

)4 17 100540922 di. 11.6.07 13090 28000/ e

05 76 15771 di. 254 | 25.9.08 55000~

06 179 0878396 du, 5.2.08 '5.11.08 242000/~ —s Reta?¥”
07 | 8i 1373314 d1.25.3.08 22.7.08 - 25000/

08 47 176172 d1.22.2.0 22.10.06 29000/~

esftapse may be clucidated w audit and other such

type of ¢
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Sub:Unserviceable vehicle lying in the office,

leclared surplus or unserviceable if the same i3 not in
s been noticed (hat the uaserviceable Vehicle No.DED
condemned ull date.

As per G.F.R.196 an items may b
use, Dursng the course of test audit
3538 in lying the office since 2001 but it nas not been declared

s been provided 1o audit. H.0.0.may please
explais the rédant s that why an appropriate action has ot sesh ken for condemnation of
lying in the office and redix ing the value day by day.

Records of other unserviceabie tlen

URSUTVICRLDIC velucle which i

e i e i e .




As per the provision contained in the C.C.S (Pension) Rule 32(1) the Head of the
office in consultation with the Accounts Officer shall verify the service rendered by a Govt.
servant, who has completed 25 years of service or with in 05 years of retirement, determine
the qualifying service and communicate to him/her. But in the following case qualifying
service has not been verified, which may be verified in consultation  with P.A.O.
concerned under the intimation o audit.

| Sk Ne. ' Name & Designation Dte of Birth | e ol | Date of
i A paen ke retirement
| | ! i EER
i - 2 S R GG O B : s {radd=ithe iy = -
- . ’ VAR S Vi 082016
Shtagdish Kumar J [,

|

LAN XN, TAN a3

Sub.  Noa Production of Record

The following records were not produced to audit

— e = e | WA e e i bttt
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CURRENT AUDIT REPORT OF THE GFFICE OF CIVIL DIVISION NO. IX OF
IRRIGATION AND FLOOD DEPARTMENT, SECTOR-15, ROHINI DELHI

Q/5 “ara No. 01 (Ref .Memo No. 03,15 dated 25.01.12,01.02.12)

Subject :- Performance of the division

A. Delay in work

According to secticn 28.1 (1) of CPWD Manudl, ** At the time of issuing
Notice Inviting tenders for o particular work, the Engineer-in-charge shouid
specity, the fime allowed tor completion of the work consistent with the
magnitude and urgency of the work”. 28.! (2], states that the fime allowed for
camying out the work as entered in the contract shall be stictly observed by the
contractor, the section 28.1 {5} further specify that the work shall be proceeded
with all due diligence on the part of the contractor throughout the stipulated
period of the contrac! {fime being deemed to be essence of the confract)

However it was observed during the audit of Flood Division No.IX had
not followed the above provisions while executing the works during 2008-11. A
statement regarding the agreement wise detail of SDOC, ADOC produced by
ihe division for the period 2008-11 showed that no work was completed within

the stipulated period of time as per the agreement. The number of delay in days

ranging even up 10 443 days. The status of the work whose SDCC not provided
may be provided to audit. Reasons for such a slow progress of work may be
elucidated fo qudit.

| Agreement ' SDOS - 8DOC ADOC Delay (in days) |
No.

| 2009-10 : | _ |

| 1 2507.09 24.11.09 1071 | 443

2 ©2507.09 24.11.09 £ 15.03.10 F111

E 21.08.09 . 20,0210 | 2510.10 247

4 $22.08.08 211009 . 1050410 |66

i 16.01.10 115.10.10 300511 227 )
01011 s — i _

4 06.06.10 05.09 10 1806 11 | 286

5 | 08.06.10 1 07.10.10 L 14.02 11 1130

10, 091010 08.10.11 311011 23 )

41, 1 09.10.10 0810 11 ' 31 10,71 123 N
{12 | 11.01.11 1 10.0441 070711 88

B. Works are finalized but final payment was not made

Section 29.2 (1) of CPWD Works Manual states that Final measurements
should be recorded within one month of the completion of work and final
payments for works costing more than Rs. 15 lakhs should be made within 6
months of the completion of work and for other works within 3 months.

The list relating to various works executed during 2008-11 shows that the
accounts ol the vanous works had not been finalized till 2010-11 which were
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i _?M completed even in 2009-10. Some of the works are given below. Reasons for
! delay in making final payment of these works may be explained to audit.
i
|
| o e, el =
i Name of the work = ORI Mt [ e Completed on ]
‘ Construction of one additional floor (first fioor) on existing 15.03.10
| S.C.Choupal at S.C. Basti in village Rithala
6 Construction of ramp and culvert on left bank of S.Drain | 18.06.11
Faﬁj//weor RD5400m for approach village Mukandpur |

e

p#25 - € ParaNo:02 (Ref.Memo No.08 dated 30.01.02)

D

Sub :- Irregularities in the execution of work- Non ensurance of Qulity.

N/W Laying of 166mm dia M.S. Water line along supplementary Drain near

Sector 15 Rohini by Delhi Jal Board(Agmt No. 05/10-11)

S/W-Construction of Steel Truss Bridge for X-ing 1600mm dia M.S. water

pipe line downstream of bridge at RD 11730 m of supplementary Drain

The above work was awarded to M/s NPA Engineers & Contractors with the
SDOS & SDOC was 08.06.10 & 07.10.10 at the negotiated amount of Rs.
9326335/- (22.48% below the EC of Rs. 1,20,31,311). The contractor was paid a
total sum of Rs. 1,11,14,577/- vide 5% and final bill. The scrutiny of the relevant

records revealed the following :-

1. As per clause 16.1 of CPWD Manual Vol-I, specialized work are those

works for which there are specialized agencies available in the market to
execute them. These works are listed by the department and are updated
periodically. These works should be got executed through such agencies
only to ensure a proper quality of work. Steel work in steel bridge is the
specialized work, whereas during the scrutiny of records produced fo
audit, it was observed that instead of calling tenders/bids from the
specialized agencies for execution steel work in steel bridge, division had
invited tenders/bids from approved and eligible contractors registered with
I&FC Department and those of appropriate lists of CPWD,MES P&T &
P&W. The work was awarded to the contractor who was not specialized
agency for execution of steel bridge works. Hence quality of work could
not be ensured.

_ As per clause 251 of CPWD Manual Vol-ll, after receipt of

Administrative Approval & expenditure sanction, detailed estimates are
required to be prepared. The Technical sanction should be accorded by
the competent authority. In this case the competent authority was Chief
Engineer. However Technical Sanction & detailed estimates were not
produced to audit despite many verbal reminder and audit memo number
14/01.02.02. X




......

/

3. As per clause 19 of General condition of contracts, the contractor shall
obtain a valid licence under the contract labour (R&A) Act, 1970 and the
contract labour (Regulation & Abolition) Central Rules, 1971 before the
commencement of the work and continue to have a valid licence untial the
completion of the work. The contractor shall also abide by the provisions

/ (] = 0 of the child labour (Prohibition & Regulation) Act. Labour licence was
. a~

/ asked to produce to audit vide memo number 14/01.02.02 but it was not
t-{fcﬁg_jt produced to audit,

Para-No-65(Ref-Memo No.14 dated 01.02.2012)

Subject :- Irregular payment to contractor

N/W :- Improving the berms and side slope on left bank of supple. Drain
from Wazirabad (RD1120m) to Mukarba Chowk(RD 8732 m) by providing
lying patra and profitad walls.

EC- 3,40,95,903/-
TC-3,83,22,010
Agreement No.47/08-09

The above work was awarded to M/s R.K.Goel Abhay Kumar Jain Engineer &
Contractors at the tendered cost of Rs. 38322010/- with the SDOS and SDOC
was 10.10.08 and 09.04.09 whereas it was actually completed on 09.08.10 i.e.
after a delay of 487 days, the E.E. justified the delay of only 213 days and
recommended for grant of extention of time (EOT) upto 09.08.10 with a suitable
levy of compensation on 03.09.11.

The contractor was paid a total sum of Rs. 4,51,74,247/- which included a sum of
Rs. 12,20,312/- for an extra work of centering and shuttering including strutting
propping etc and removal of foam work up to Foundations, footing base of
columns etc., for mass concrete whereas as per the specification and special
condition (No. 10) which is also a part of the agreement, unless otherwise
provided in the schedule of quantities, the rates tendered by the contractor shall
be inclusive of all operation described there and shall apply to all heights , depths
and lits. Audit is of the opinion that nothing was mentioned in the Schedule of
quantity and centering and shuttering works were required during the operation
of providing and cement concrete(item No. 08 schedule of quantity), hence
payment of Rs. 12.20 lacs made by the division was irregular  which may be
explained to audit.

As the information provided by the division there was AA & ES of Rs. 3.83
crores whereas a total payment of Rs. 4.52 crores was made to the contractor , the
revised AA& ES was asked to produce which was not produced to audit, Now revised
AABES along with the amount of levy of compensation imposed on contractor for delay
of work may be produced to audit..

728
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' "-\\W(Ref. Memo No.10,13 dated 31.01.12, 0f.02.12)

\Subject :- Unfruitful expenditure to the tune of Rs. 3,79,137/- lacs

A. N/W widening of left bank drain side curve portion in U/S side of
Jagatpur bridge at RD 1550m
EC-6,53,627/-
TC-3,43,130/-
Agreement No. 02/08-09
The above work was awarded to M/s Sudhir Construction Co. with SDOS and

SDOC was 25.05.08 and 24.07.08. The scrutiny of the work file revealed that
the contractor was paid a total sum of Rs. 379137/~ including Rs. 96,963 for
extra work vide IV th and final bill, later on the work was fore-closed on
07.01.09 as the above work was creating hindrance in traffic. As there was no
availability of hindrance free site for completing the work, it is the violation of
Section 15.1 of CPWD Manual which states as “that before approving Notice
Inviting Tender, the following are desireable”

. Availability of clear site, funds and approval of building Plans
from local bodies

« Confirmation that material to be issued to the contractor would be
available

+ Availability of structure drawings for the foundations

» Lay out plan for all services

The audit is of the opinion that the division had not accurately studied about
the site before approving the NIT resulted in unfruitful expenditure of Rs.
3,79,137/- which needs to be clarified.

B. Unfruitful expenditure of Rs. 19897/-on advertisement.
N/W Restoration of streets in Pocket H-3 Sector-16,Rohini
EC- 29,96,995/-

TC- 24,00,145/-
Agreement No. 07/10-11

The above work was initiated and taken up under the MLA Fund and awarded to
M/s Chauhan Construction Co. with the SDOS & SDOC was 14.07.10 and
13.11.10, but as per the records produced to audit, it revealed that contractor
could not start the work due to objection by the MCD authorities claiming the
jurisdiction on the site where the work was to be done. Later on the work was
foreclosed by the division due to non availability of the hindrance free site vide
letter number 2010 dated 09.12.11. Calling of Notice Inviting tender without the
hindrance free site is the violation of Section 15.1 of CPWD Manual which states
as “that before approving Notice Inviting Tender, it is desirable to have the
availability of clear site, funds and approval of building Plans from local bodies

The audit is of the opinion that the division had not accurately studied about the
site before approving the NIT resulted in unfruitful expenditure of Rs,19897/- on
advertisement.
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- < Rara-Ne:65(Ref.Memo No. 07 Dated 30.01.12)

ub:-Splitting up the work

During the test audit of CD-IX, Deptt. of Flood & Irrigation, GNCT of Delhi, it
was observed that a single work was divided into two or more work orders.
Since the Executive Engineer has the power to award the work, without call of

“tender upto Rs. 4.00 lacs here in the following cases the total amount of works
3 exceed by Rs. 4.00 lacs, audit is of the opinion that main work was divided into
L parts in order to avoid the seeking of the approval of higher authorities or
restrict the competition for not calling the tender. If tender was called instead of
taking the work on work order then the division could get more economical

rates.
"W:)rk“ho_rgr Firm Nature of work ]Paid
O . ) sl | Amount
19/21.05.10 | Anand Shifting of earth from Najafgarh | 281417
Sharma drains(old course) to S.Drain at
b el o RD7340 m near Bhalswa Lake
20/05.06.10 | Anand Shifting of earth from Najafgarh | 131711
Sharma drains(old course) to S.Drain at
- o | RD7340 m near Bhalswa Lake
L e SeTenE) LU | IR 413128
13/05.05.10 | Anand Manufacturing & Supplying of Sal | 377500
| Sharma | wood Karries s _
 14/05.05.10 | Anand Manufacturing & Supplying of Sal | 327750
-~ |Sharma | wood Karries 4
15/05.05.10 | Anand Manufacturing & Supplying of Sal | 63000
| Sharma | wood Karries 3, T N
Total e 768250

The above needs to be clarified.
' "ar T X — 1O
'FEFENOTU‘GTRef Memo No.04125.01.12)-
Sub :- Non Revision of Technical Sanction

According to section 2.5.2 of CPWD Manual, the Technical Sanction can be
exceeded upto 10% beyond which the revised T/S shall be necessary. During
the test audit of CD-IX, of Flood Department, it was seen in the following works
on the basis of information provided by the division that the expenditure
mcurred increased more than 10% of the TS amount, the revised technical
sanction, if obtained may be shown to audit.




!7\g_mTf‘B_. o _‘F_S_ATn-cTuﬁt_(iﬁ_' [ Final Payment(in 1% of Final Payment
lacs) lacs) exceeded from TS
amount

AR L e (23.81 10092

B 0r e 11420 |2380 - |67.60

14/10-117  |[8.86 (13.65 ~ [s408 i

17/0809 7926 [8840 R
L P

41/08-09 67.83 | 83.51 ) 23.11 N

P"""ﬂj—‘-’" Pares’— /1

— . RereMes(Ref. Memo No.16 dated 01.02.2012)

Subject :- Irregular payment on hiring of consultant

Ouring the test audit | it was observed that division (X, Deptt. of Flood & Irigation had
appointed consultant during 2008-11 with the approval of the Ex-Engineer whereas as
per the delegated powers under section 6.13 of CPWD Manual only the DGW/ADGs are
authorized to appoint the consultant only in the following circumstances

1. The engagement of private architects/consultants shall be permitted only in case
of plan projects costing above Rs. 50/- lakh and non plan projects costing above
Rs. 5 Crores. and

2. Such engagement of private architect/consultant shall be resorted to only
when the DG(W)/ADG is satisfied that the architectural staff in the CPWD
is fully occupied and the work concerned is urgent.

3. CPWD shall maintain a panel of private architects/consultants, prepared
on the basis of open advertisements. Appointment of private
architects/consultants in specific cases will be on the basis of invitation of
quotation limited to those in the panel.

4. The estimates of fees of the private architects/consultants shall be
included in the works estimate as distinct item.

9. This power shall not be delegated to any other authority.

From the records, produced to audit it was observed that the division had not
followed the above provision of CPWD Manual and awarded the work of
consultancy to the amount of RS. 247800 as per the following details with the
sanction of Ex-Engineer only instead of DGWI/ADGS, which needs to be clarified.
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WO.No. ~ | Amount Agency

19/2008-09 20000/- Bharat Project Consultant
| 01/2009-10 74500/~ Bharat Project Consultant

08/2008-10 63300/- Bharat Project Consultant

12/2009-10 60000/- Bharat Project Consultant

14/20098-10 20000/- | Bharat Project Consultant

10/2009-10 | 10000/- Anand Consultant

.~ Rara-Neo—88{Ref.Memo No.17 dated 02.02.2012)

‘4

_f{ :)/\ [/-/_Subject :- Non —refund of performance guarantse

While scrutiny of FDR/Performance Guarantee Register, it was noticed
that many works have been completed but the amount of performance guarantee
has neither been refunded to the contractor which should have been refunded or
renewed as per section 21.2.2 of CPWD on completion of work or after the final
bill has been passed for payment

In the following cases FDR/performance guarantee are kept by the
DDO/HOO without getting the renewal and not refunded to contractors :-

SNo. |S.No. in|FDR No. & Date | Firm [Date  of [ Amount
the | maturity

| |register | R

i 81 373314/25.03.08 | Narinder 03.01.12 | 68500/-

SN - — Kumar S - SECV - _——

7 92 51505/13.06.08 | Manoj Const. | 13.06.09 | 2,25250/-
Co.

3 103 “1'51785/04.08.08 | Manoj Const. | 0408.09 | 2,13,000/- |
Co.

4 | 104 51786/04.08.08 | Manoj Const. | 04.08.09 | 1,77,000/-

— | e —— p— e _CO. —

5. 143 048091/03.12.08 | Pawan Kumar | 02.12.09 | 1,46,000/-

6 162 662742/07.07.10 | Chauhan & | 07.07.11 | 1,25,000/-
Co. )

[7- 169 | 641645/03.01.11 | HR.Builders |03.01.12 | 68,500/-

The reasons for the above discrepancies/lapse may be elucidated to audit
and other such type of cases may be reviewed at your own level.
M

Para No.09 (Ref. Memo no/ﬁs/Dated 25.01.12)
Subject : Public Works LSUspense) Deposit.

During the test/a/udit of the office of the Executive Engineer,CD-IX, for the
period 2008-11, it was found during checking of Monthly Account of March 2011,
that a heavy outstanding balance is lying in 8443-Para I, ill and V as per the
following detz}ils -

N4

P



@%/@
| @

/!

. S /' = i i
Partll __I_Qs44,2 ,__082/-___
Partlll | Rs 45554380/~

r Rs1517048/-

RIS ) 20T
| B1ag5t00 |

In pursuance of instruction cont;i'ned in Receipt & Payment rules the undisputed
/ unclaimed amount which is dying for more than three years old should have
overnment Accounts immediately. Register of Part

been credited / adjusted to

11,11,V maintained by the agcounts office may be sent to audit.
Reasons for lying such a huge unadjusted balance may be elucidated to
o

T

Audit. /
\-:—"’
. OGIND SINGH
Toadtend ah -fr eIV . A0 __
e st ol Aud o ngcj - U
LR v
) O




PART-lIl TEST AUDIT NOTES
Test Audit Note No. 01 {Ref. Memo No. 09 dated dated 30.01.12)

Sub :- Non observation of codal formalities regarding the
maintenance of Govt. vehicles

It was asked to division-IX to provide the detail of govt. vehicle, it was told to
audit at spot that there were two gowvt. vehicles in the office during the period
2008-11,bearing number DNA-2810 and DED 6180, the logbook, history sheet of
these vehicles provided to audit, show the following irregularities :-

1. As per the procedure for Repair & Maintenance of the government vehicle
of the Delhi Government, the vehicle are sent to Technical officer, with the
list of desired work in the vehicle at Transport Deptt., GNCT of Delhi who
will inspect technically in the vehicle and approve/suggest the work to be
done in the vehicle, then the vehicle is sent to authonzed workshop of the
Delhi Government with the work order as per the recommendation of work
of TO. After getting the work on vehicle, it is again sent to TO with the
copy of bill and file of the vehicle, who will again inspect the vehicle and
verify the bill that the work was executed on the vehicle as per the work
order and bill amount is as per the accordance of work done.

a) However it was observed that no approval of TO before executing the
work or verification of worlk/bill was obtained from TO.
b) The vehicle are not sending to authorized work shops

2. No records was produced to audit where the stock of old replaced parts of
the vehicles are maintained.

Test Audit Note No. O2(Ref.Memo No.12 dated 01.02.2012)

Sub :- MAS Accounts Regilster

During the test check of MAS Register of Civil Division-IX, the
following discrepancies were noticed :-

As per the GFR 192(1)(2)(3) the physical verification of fixed assests
and consumable should be done atieast once in a year but it has been
found that the physical verification of stock has not been done.

The items of stationary & General items were to be entered in the
separate registers i.e. in slationary & General articles register under
intimation to audit. Few instances are as under :-




R

D
—“

- A
& ,@@f

e . len e i Pagenumiber

n | All types of forms for |21

. cashier

2. O e o ahREn |24 g

s =N PilotPen 12 e
v SR, caect . Noting Sheet W > L ool il
5. et N | Hit . D B ]

It is also requested to provide the property stock register to audit.

Test Audit Note No. 03(Ref. Memo No. 11 dated 31.01.12)
Sub :- Qualifying Service

As per provision contained in CCS {Pension) Rule 32 (1), the Head of
office in consultation with the Accounts Officer shall verify the service of
the government servant who has completed 25 years of service or within
05 years of retirement, determine the qualifying service and communicate
to him/her bul in the case of Sh. Padam Singh, JE and Ms. Sarita Mishra,
UDC, their qualifying service were not verified in consultation with the
PAO.

The same may be verified and similar cases may also be reviewed

under intimation to audit.
HARVOGIND SINGH

IAO
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PART Il
CURRENT AUDIT REPORT
(2012-13 to 2014-15)

(Ref. Audit Memo No. 6 dated: 03/08/2016)

Sub:

Short deduction of Income Tax (TDS) under section 194 ) amounting to Rs. 52720/-.

As per section 194) of the Income Tax Act, income tax is to be deducted @ 10 % on any amount
paid to any resident as fees for professional services or technical services or royalty. No TDS is
deducted under section 194J if the amount paid or likely to be paid during the financial year
does not exceed Rs. 30,000/-.

During scrutiny of records of the office of EECD IX | & FC Deptt., Rohini, Sec-15, New Delhi-
110085, it has been revealed that the said office has deducted TDS only @ 2 % from the
professicnal instead of @ 10 % as detailed below:

“‘Nameof | Amount
agency paid

Income

ey

Income ‘ Balance
Tax due | tax | Income |
@ 10% | deducte ‘ tax to be ‘
‘! ; | d @ 2% |recovere
| |d
| 3500/-

Work [ N_arhggfwork_-
order

No.

Bharg_ “
Project

|

1/2012- ! Preparation & 1175000/~ | 17500/~
13 submission of detailed
structural design &
drawing of the work of
| construction of double
lane RCC Bridge at RD

12740 m of

consultant

32/201
| 4-15

supplementary drain _
Preparation &
submission of detailed
structural design &
drawing of the work of
construction of double
lane Bridge D/S of
existing Marghat Bridge
across old course of N.G.
drain

:_ Bh_ara-t a
Project
consultant

484000/~

48400/-

9680/~

1 38720/-

52720/

-




Hence, an amount of Rs. 52720/- may be recovered towards short recovery of income
tax from the concerned firm and deposited into government account under intimation to the
audit. Other similar cases may also be reviewed at your own level under intimation to audit.

Pnalt

N .J
——PARA 2 w (Ref. Audit Memo No. 7 dated: 04/08/2016)
, Sub. Retoveryof Value Added Tax (TDS) amounting to Rs. 11,77.434/-

As per scction 36 A of Delhi value added tax (DVAT) act 2004, deduction of tax at
source (IDS) on account of VAT liability on execution of works contract and its timely
deposition in appropriate Government treasury by every person, including central/ state
governments, union territory administrations, government Department including PWD, CPWD
etc., Govt. undertaking, Govt. Authoritics/ Boards, Local Bodies, railways, Cantonment Boards,
Hospitals etc., who is responsible for making any payment to any contractor/ operator for
execution of works contract. In case the amount of contract is more than 20000/- the contracts
awarding Department or agencies (contractees) are also liable to deduct TDS at the prescribed
rates while making payment to contractor. The ratc amended by the department from time to time
is given below

Period i Rate of TDS from registered From un regis?edm
[_ = o - ___*?_i;pgt_raclor L ., contractor
[01.0420051031.01.2011 2% 2%

1 01.02.2011 to 15.01.2013 PN 4% o
116.01.2013 onwards | 4% e

The rate of TDS was revised @ 4% uniformly w.e.f. 16.01.13, for all type of contractors,
vide circular no. I.3(10)/Fin(Rev-1)/2012-13/ds-V1/49-56 dt. 17.01.2013, issued by the Principal
Secretary (Finance)

While test scrutiny of the bills/ vouchers it has been found that while making the payment
to the contractors {or exccution of various works, the VAT-TDS has been deducted @ 3% by
the Department instead of @ 4% as per detail given below:

Si.No. V.No./ﬁ!:Name of work [ Name of:Amounl Vat Due | Vat Balance
date | contract | paid( Rs.) | @ 4% | deducte | recovery
' or |_ (Rs d @ |of VAT
[ 3%Rs [to  be
. - made
T L. ST TERE T ! R, SN (1)
e 01/05. | Development of | Sh. 2958565/~ | 118343/~ | 88757/- | 29586/-
' 06.13 | Galies in  Shyam | Pradecp ,
Colony in  Budh | Kumar | :’
Vihar  Ph-1I  Near | ‘ ;
Sec-23 Rohini (2™ | |
J

RAaBlyee . o



~
2 0207 [Clo Brick
06.13 | Messonary steps at
Bhalaswa  lake(1"
_ |RraBi _
3 03/07. | C/o demolishing &
06.13 | reconstruction of
boundary wall at RD
9960m Lo RD
10540m &
constrction of CC
Road RD 9960 m to
|RD 10360 m (3"
1 |Rramip
4 02/09. | C/o Streets & side
07.13 | drain at Badli Extn.-
I colony in Badli
Constituency (1"
: RABil)
5 | 05/15. | Construction of
07.13 | culvert  ramp on
L/13 of
supplementary drain
near Gali no. 1]
Wazirabad (1* RA
| [Bil
6 | 53/19. | Development of |
07.13 | Galies in Shyam
Colony in  Budh
Vihar Ph-Il Near
Sce-23 Rohini (2™
______ _|RaABI)
7 40/20. | Construction  of
08.13 | double lane RCC
bridge at RD
1 12740m of
| supplementary
| |dauin@3YRABI)
8 | 01/07. | Development of
10.13 | Galies in  Shyam |
Colony in  Budh
Vihar Ph-IT  Near
'Scc—23 Rohini (3rd [
5 S A e
9 133729, | Clo demolishing &
[ 10.13 | reconstruction of

Sh.

Kavinde
r Veer
Sing
Sh. Anil
Kumar
Garg

| Ms.
Kumar
construct
10N CO.

2558549/-

2847335/ |

3908717/-

2
&

102342/-

113893/-

76756/-

25586/- |

85420/-

28473/-

156349/-

L M/s. Jai
Durga
Construc
tion co.

Sh.
Kavinde
r veer
stngh

| 1874451/-

797375/- |

31895/-

74978/-

M/s
Sunrise
Con.co.

Sh.
Pradeep
Kr.

Sh. Anil

Kumar

|

boundary wall at R | Garg |

512462/- |

2459430/- |

3094415/~ |

20498/-

 98376/-

123776/- |

117262
e

23921/- |

156234/ |

39087/-

7974/- |

18744/-

15374/- |

73783/- |

192832/ |

24594/~

30944/- |

S124/-




el
e

11.13

11.13

11.1 3

11.13

125

27122,
01.14

et

" 19960m
10540m

| 02/01.

| o4/01.

40/29.

105109

9 to
&

constrction of CC
| Road RD 9960 m to
RD 10360 m (4" &
finalBill)

Plovxdmg & flxmg
sign boards in the
| streets/roads of
| shyam colony in
Budh Vihar
Extn.Ph-11 in Rithala
‘ Assembly
constituency (1% RA
Bill
Improvcment/repanr
of roads & side
drain in Vijay Vihar

(lSl RABIll)
Developmem

| streets in 1051-A
| Veer Singh Colony
(Rithala) left out |
portion (1" RA Bill)
Providing & fixing
isign boards in the

P-1 colony in Ritala |

s

o

M/s.
P.G.
Associat |
es

Ms.
Ajay

Aggarwa
|

M/s. | 2539524/-

streets/roads of
shyam colony in
Budh Vihar
Extn.Ph-II in Rithala
‘ Assembly
constituency  (2nd
RABIHL
Construction of |
double lane RCC |
bridge at RD
12740m of

supplementary
‘ drain(4th RA Bill)
Repail/reconsllucuo
n of retaining wall,
approach slab on /S
‘ right bank of Badl
| Bridge at RD 9960m
| (1" & final bill)

[

Vinod
Kumar
& Co.

M/s.
P.G.
Associat
es

M/s
Sunrise
Con.co.

' Sh.
Vipin
Kumar
Sharma

1961402/ |

438241/~ |

2143518/

859488/- | 343

o

= ‘T"W

7805582/~ |

_@4

35795 [ 24167/~ | 8056/~
28456/~ | 58842/~ | 19614/~
101581/~ | 76186/~ | 25395
T7530/- | 131471 | 4383/

1

|

|

|

| i 'g?ﬂ.gff@a@f‘iﬁfx- '
34380/~ | 25785/ | 8595
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28/22. [ Construction  of [ M/s | 1696877/-| 67875/~ | 50906/ | 16960/-
01.14 | double lane RCC | Sunrise
bridge at RD | Con.co.
12740m of
supplementary
| drain(5th RA Bill) | R, L e
44/27. Improvement of | Sh. 391039/- 15642/- I 3911/-
01.14 lroad on L/B of Pradeep [
S.Drain from Jagat | Kumar
Pur  Bridge (RD
1550m to Mughal

I Budoc RIDIOImY, 0 . . o F . G
52/30. | Laying of Bitumin!M/s. 3233174/-, 29287/} 96965/- (32322/-
01.14 | Mastic and repair of | Uda R i SO

' road  Bridges on construct | | 67,
S.Drain at Bhalaswa | ion Co. | |
Bridge (RD 140 m)

& Mukand  Pur |
Bridge RD 5700 m) | ‘

1 J(I“RABHI el Al e Lo R
13/13. Plowdmg & ﬁxm&, | M/s. 584360/- | 23375/- | 17531/- 5844/-
02.14 | sign boards in the | P.G,

streets/roads ol | Associat

| Vijay Vihar Ph-Il | es |
colony in Rithala |

l Assembly ‘ ;

|consli1ucncy ¥ RA J ,| ]

SRR L/ e [ T o WIS TR TIESR
14/13. | Providing & fixing '—M/s. T 539266/—1 21571/- | 16178/- 5393/- |
02.14 |sign boards in the | P.G. '

| streets/roads of | Associat |

. | Vijay  Vihar '

! colony in Rithala | ! ’

| Assembly

| constituency 1% RA I[

L e MR e Ry Ny S M K I
36/27. | Development  of | Sh. 1410770/~ | 56431/- | 42323/~ | 14108/~ |
02.i4 | Galies in  Shyam Pradeep

Colony in  Budh | Kumar |
Vihar  Ph-Il Near | | E
Sec-23  Rohini (4"

LR &lmc_ll Bill) i~ Ll _
37/27. [COI]SUUC[IOH ofI Sh. | 5686774/- 227471/ W%Of_r_ﬁ_@/j
| 02.14 | roads, drains/left out | Narende | ' /-

iincluding outfall | r Kumar . I

_|structures in_Vijay o dbiecaien. i~




//_-

Y

Vihar Ph-ll colony| | N 2L
in Rithala AC 1%
| RA Bill)

23 | 38/27. | Improvement/repair | M/s. 2747063/- | 109883/- | 82412/- | 27471/-
02.14 | of roads & side | Ajay

drain in Vijay Vihar | Aggarwa
P-1 colony in Ritala | |
| ("RABil) 3, g
24 | 4027. | Improvement  of | MJs. 8057837/- | 322313/- | 241735 | 80578/-

02.14 |roads & side drain | R.S.Con | /-
in Vijay Vihar Ph-II | struction |
colony in Rithala | Co. | i
| leieamiy . SN o
25 |32/24. | Providing & flixing | M/s, | 775604/- | 31024/- | 23268/- 7756/-
03.14 | sign boards in the | P.G. =iy
streets/roads of | Associat

Vijay Vihar Ph-ll | es J
| colony in Rithala

| Assembly E
constituency(2" & |
NI 1,111 SR NP | T ] Ly
99/31. | Improvement of | Ms. [ 3035174/~ | 121407/~ | 91055/ 30352/-
03.14 | roads & side drain | R.S.Con
in Vijay Vihar Ph-II | struction
colony in Rithala | Co. s. , a’
SR e R [ T . N T
27 | 100731 | lImprovement/repair | MJs. 3072658/~ | 122907/- | 92180/~ | 30727/-
03.14 |of roads & side | Ajay
drain in Vijay Vihar | Aggarwa
P-I colony in Ritala | |
(4th RA Bill)

o |
|

28 [53/30. | Construction  of | Sh. | 6597064/~ | 263883/~ | 197912 | 65971/-
05.14 | roads, drains/left out | Narende ' /-
| including outfall | r Kumar

structures in Vijay |
Vihar Ph-1I colony
in Rithala AC 2nd
______ RS U T C S R s D S
29 | 20/11. | Improvement/repair | M/s. 1604987/- | 304200/- | 228150 | 76050/-

06.14 | of roads & side | Ajay a2 /-
drain in Vijay Vihar | Aggarwa
' P-1 colony in Ritala | |
T L (R TS N ey T |
30.107/07. | Conslruction  of | M/s | 1815983/- | 72639/~ | 54479/-| 18160/~ |
07.14 | double lane RCC | Sunrise ]

|

bridge  at  RD | Conco. |

0}

LRI



i,

—

03/06.
09.14

31

12740m of
supplementary
drain(4th RA Bill)
Improvement of
roads & side drain
in Vijay Vihar Ph-II
colony in Rithala
(2" RABIill)

09.14

11.14

34
11.14

11.14

22/15.

10103,

64/19.

67/19.

Development of
streets & c¢/o side
drain in unautorised
Colony , Swatantar
Nagar Ph-I (1" RA
Bill) s

C/o Brick
Mcssonary steps at
Bhalaswa  lake(3rd
RAB)

Construction of
roads, drains/left out
including outfall

in Rithala AC (4th
RABiD
Construction
double lane
bridge at
12740m
supplementary

of
RCC
RD
of

36
02.15

02.15

|

22/10.

25/12.

of
RCC

Construction
double lane

RD
of

bridge at
12740m
supplementary
drain(4th RA Bill)
C/o approach road
from L/Bank of
supplementary drain

38 | 39/23.

1o Shiv
Wazirabad

structures in Vijay |
Vihar Ph-11 colony |

drain(4th RA Bill)

Mandir [

M/s.
R.S.Con
struction
Co.

M/s.
Vinod
Kumar
& Co.

Sh.
Kavinde
r Veer
Sing

Sh.
Narende
r Kumar

M/s
Sunrise
Con.co.

Sunrise
Con.co.

Sh.
Pradeep
Kumar

Ms

14936472/

2801166/~

-

1255130/- | 50205/-

5574597 |

—— -

448094 | 149365/-

=

 112047/-

84035/- | 28012/-

37654/- | 12551/

| 2284956/-

2218498/~

3655047/-

1954079/~

91398/-

4

 88740/- |

68549/- |  22849/-

|

66555/- | 22185/ |

146202/-

T 78163/

109651
/-

36551/-

58622/~ | 19541/- |

Improvement of
roads & side drain
in Vijay Vihar Ph-11
colony in Rithala

M/s.
R.S.Con
struction

Co.

5492603/-

219704/-

164778 | 54926/-

e




01/02.
03.15

[ GthRABI) |

Providing & laying
of mastic . wearing
corse on deck slab
& approaches of
Bridge at RD 14100 |
M of supplementary
drain

40 | 02/02.

03.15

| 14100

Repair of Bitunic
mastic seet already |
laid on down stream
portion of deck alab
of Bridge at RD
m of
supplementary drain_

71/26.
03.15

4]

03.15

Total

126/31 |

| Vihar Ph-11 colony

Construction of
roads, drains/left out
including outfall
structures in  Vijay

in Rithala AC (4th
RABI)
Construction of
double lane RCC
bridge at  RD |
12740m of
supplementary

TR

| Narende

r Kumar

Mis.
Vinod
Kumar

1405456/-

=

T 56218/-

[

42164/-

| 1459680/-

58387/-

43790/-

14054/~

14597/- |

Sh.
Narende |
r Kumar

M/s
Sunrise
Con.co.

drain(4th RA Bill) |

1184887/-

2088469/ |

47395/-

35547/-

T 11848/-

62654/-

20885/-

|

|

1177434/}

Department may please recover the VAT (TDS) amounting to Rs. 11,77,434/- from
contactors as mentioned above and deposit in Govt. account, Further department is requested
to securitize other such type of the cases before and after the audit period also at their own

.gg/9¢ﬂﬂﬂf”;£:>

level.”



PARA 3 (Ref. Audit Memo No. 8 dated: 05/08/2016 & 10 Dated 08/08/2016)

Sub: Recovery of transport allowance amounting to Rs.12136/-

As per TA rule, transport allowance js'not admissible to the employees who
were absent from duty for the full calendar mont : cayg/training/tour, etc. During the

test check of Service book & PBR for the gudi i 13-14 1o 2015-16, it has been
noticed that the payment of Transpogt”: apc¢” has been made to the following
officials/officers during her leave periogof full ndar month, as per detail given below

s

Balanc i}ﬁmurks

etob

e @gz/ '
] e .

- | Excess payment

for the month of

Sep.,Oct, 2014

13312/ - | Excess payinent L

SNo | Name & | Period of | Ngy
Designation | leave

24.02.201 | 01 morths @

for the month of

6 to
/ Assistant 08.04.201 . March, 2016
i Engincer |6 N
Total Recovery 17136
B VAR B
)““)7\3(, -

The Department is requested to kindly rgedver an amount of Rs )36 after due verification,
from the officials mentioned above afid deposited into govt, account under intimation to audit.

ay be reviewed at department level X

Other similar type of the cases




PARA 4 (Ref. Audit Memo No.11 dated: 09/08/2016)

Sub: Non-impoesition of penalty for delay of work. ¢

During scrutiny of the following work files, it has been noticed that the contractor
failed to maintain the required progress of work and complete the same within stipulated
period of time, Moreover provisional extension was given to them from time to time but no
penalty was levied for delay of work.

Whereas as per clause 2 of agreement * If the contractor fails to maintain the required
progress in terms of clause 5 or to complete the work and clear the site on or before the
contract or extended date of completion, he shall without prejudice to any other right or
remedy available under the law to the Government on account of such breach, pay as agreed
compensation the amount calculated at the rates stipulated below as the authority specified in
schedule F may decided on the amount of tendered value of the work for every completed
day/month (as applicable) that the progress remains below at specified in clause 5 or that the
work remains incomplete.”

On default a penalty @ 1.5% per month of delay to compute on per day basis subject to
maximum of the tendered value of work, shall be levied as detailed below:

In Lakh)

2. Construction

—— —L

SLN | Name of | Cost | Date of | Date of | Actual elay(monpth, | Penalty to
0. work of start of | complet | d; of | ) be levied
work | work ion comp eti([)< for delay

n @ 10% of
P / tendered
value
04.14 1 11.09.15 17 6.25

ki

—
f—

p|
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1 11.09.1 110.03.14 | 22.11.14 |9 12.12
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Development

of  Bhalswa
Nursery  on
left bank of
supplementa
Y draf

constructions
Pvl._Iitd.

The Departmen IS requested (o kindly Impose penalty
from the contractor under Intimation (o audir,

for delay of work and recover the same

PARA 5 (Ref. Audit Memo No. 9 dated: 08/08/2016)

Sub:; Unfruitful expenditure of Rs. 23 lakh on account off}eeféure of work.

During the scrutiny of work fife No. EE/CD-iXLA€5{28/2013—14 , it has been observed

that the work of Development of streets?wﬁstruction of side drains in unauthorised
C

colony Swatantrg Nagar Ph-I Block A&C(197 onstructign of RCC outfall drain for drainage
water of Block ¢ Swatantra Nagar “ was{warded 1o " Vinod Kumar & Co. at a tendered
amount of Rs. 151.90 lakh which was/30.05% below the timated cost of Rs. 217.06 lakh

vide letter no. EE/CD»IX/ACS—Z 013-14/ -51 dated 11.1
of start of work was 26.12.2613 and da of completion
carrying out the said/w(was GT)nghs. LD/J
Mgﬁ)y the tractor by due date but could not be com &
3&%

colony for development works
grabbers whereas the(other colony where the populatip ore than this colony were

W‘ﬂ 6f Delhi in the list of 895 numbers
€Cuted in those areas also. The division
xecuted beyond the enlisted area.

/ rban A

The stipulated date
6.06.2014. Time allowed for

pressure from |ang




Development Department, G
Principal Secretary, | & F

keep the development work in
fony. Accordingly, division directed
closed w.e.f. 15.05.2014

05.2014 js

as not surveyed/studied the
At the time of foreclosure,
s. 28.01 lakh was made to
e any purpose and as such the

e auﬁi; tLhét% De
ing estimate and NIT
ately 18 % wo

the contractor.  Since the completed

whole expenditure incurred on the entfre work is unfruitful.

PARA 6 (Ref. Audit Memo No. 5 dated: 02/08/2016)

Sub: Heavy outstanding balances amounting to Rs. 4,42,68,850/- under Public Works
(Suspense} Deposits.

During test check of the monthly atcounts of Ex.Engineer, IFCD-VI for the audit
period 2013-14 to 2015-16, while checking the monthly accounts and other related records
of suspense deposit, it has been observed that a heavy outstanding/unclaimed/unadjusted
balance is still lying outstanding’under the head “Public Works Deposits” 8443-Part-1i/1li/V
as per detail given below:

Civil deposit of contractors as security (Part —1l)  Rs. 11236569/-
Civil deposit publie'works to be done {Part - IIf )

Deposit work
Civil Deposits other Dep (Part -V

Misc. Dgposit Rs. 4156704/-

Part-li Des)sits relates to%y of security”amount deducted from the

contractor’s bills. Part-Ill accumulation received from-6ther agencies for execution of work.
Part-V Deposits relate to withheld amo of non-sanction of EOT, testing defects or
defects in works.

Rs. 28875577/-

e - :

As per Receipts and Paymen{Rule, the undisputed/unclaimed amount which is lying
more than 3 years should ba(e been deposited to Govt. Account immediately. Executive
Engineer is requested to/wﬁrk out the amount more than 3 years old and deposit to the govt.
account immediately-dfter due verification under intimation to the audit,

Wy , <% QW

~
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ARA 7 (Ref. Audit Memo No. 1(e) dated: 05/08/2016)

Sub: Non-production of records.

The following records have not been produced to the sudit for the audit period 2013-
14 to 2015-16.

1. Properly register.
2. Register of unserviceable stock.
3. All record of sub divisions under CD-1X.
4. Log Book along with petrol consumption register.
5. LTC /children education allowance register.
6. Stock register of consumable and non-consumable items.
7 List of consultancy works awarded.
8. List of works completed bul final bill not paid.
9. List of works closed.
10. List of works awarded but not completed.
11. List of works completed.
12. List of employees who were on any kind of leave for full calendar month or more.
13. M.B. Issue register.
14. NIT register.
15. Technical sanction issue register.
16. Contractor ledger.
17. income Tax record for the audit period 2013-14 to 2015-16.
18. GPF Ledger of class-iv employees.

{Deshraj Puria)
IAOQ/Accounts Officer
Audit Party No.V
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PART i
TEST AUDIT NOTES
(2012-13 TO 2014-15)
TAN 01 (Ref. Audit Memo No. 2 dated: 29/07/2016)

Sub: Irregularities in maintaining Pay Bill Register during the audit period.

During the test check of pay bill register the following shortcomings have been noticed which
may be rectified and compliance shown to Audit:

1. Mandatory page count certificate not recorded in any of the PBR maintained for the
period 2013-14 to 2015-16.

2. Every entry in the PBR should be attested by the DDO of the office who will make
his/her initial in token of correctness of the entry made, but it was seen that the
entries in the PBR not checked. )

3. Upper Mandatory columns ie. Scale of pay, Date of joining, GPF A/Cno. Pan No. etc.
except Name & Designation have not been fifled which is irregular.

4. Abstract of Pay Bills (GAR-18) in the PBR for the audit period have not been signed
by the DDO for the period 2013-14 and the same has not been prepared for the audit
period 2014-15 & 2015-16.

5. Totaling for income tax purposes not carried out in PBR which is regired for the
computation of Income tax.

6. It has been noticed that license Fee/water charges in respect of the following
officials is being deducted but the detail of the govt. accommodation i.e type of
accommodation allotted to the employees and the location not entered in the PBR.
In the absence of this information the correctness of the rates of license fee/water
charges cannot be verified.

i) sh. Padam Singh, IL

i) Sh. S.S. Bhole, AE

i) sh. Dinesh Chand, W/C Beldar
) Sh. Latu Ram, W/C Beldar

v) Sh. Jeevan Singh, W/C Beldar

I3

‘Hence, necessary corrections maybe done and compliance may be shown to the next audit,

Q’Z'QW
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TAN 02 (Ref. Audit Memo No.3 dated: 01/08/2016)

Subject: - Irregularities in maintenance of Service Books.
During the test check of service books, the following short comings have been observed:

1. Entry of Aadhaar Number has not been made in the service book of staff as per
instructions circulated by the Pr. Secretary{Finance), Finance Deptt., GNCT of Delhi
vide No. F.3(03}/2015/7-1/Pr.AQ/2017-26 dated 10/09/2015. it has further been
advised that detail of Aadhaar Number of employee in pension papers of the
retirees should invariably made so as to enable the PAO to mention the details of
Aadhaar Number in Pension Payment Orders.

2. Leave record of the following employees nol updated as detailed below:

0 Sh. Naresh Kumar Rana, Draftman, GR-Il - leave record not updated
after 31.12.14

i) Sh. Vishwa Kant Pshkarna, AAQ — leave record not updated after
31.12.14

i) Sh. Satish Kumar Yadav, JE - leave record not updated after
300615 .

iv) S. Anand Kmar, UDC - leave record nol updaied after 31.12.13 and
GPF No. also not recorded on the 1* page of service book

3. Sh. Nitesh Khatri, LDC has been appointed to the post of LDC/Gr.IV(DASS)
w e f. 24.09.2010 but the entry of pay drawn by him as on 24.09.2010 in the
PB-1 Rs. 5200-20200+GP 1900/- has not been recorded in the service book
which is irreguiar.  The same may be entered in the service book duly
attested by the H.O O.

4. Venfication of qualitying service

As per provision contained in CCS {Pension) Rules 32(1), the HOD in

consultation with the Account Officer shall venfy the service rendered by a
government servant who has completed 25 years of service or within 5 years of
retirernent, determining the qualifying service and communicate to him/her

During audit it has been observed that the qualifying service in the following

A cases has not been verified from the PAO.

A

;ww




‘Name & Dateof Bith Date of joining!Date  of
Designation service | Retirement

Sho Vishwa Kant | 74101963 | 27.031992  [31.102023 |
Pushkarna, AAO

Sh. Satish Kumar | 30121963 | 01061989 |31.122023 |
LYadav,_JE ‘ 7 _ 7 | - l

Hence, remedial steps may be taken to rectfy the above referred lapses. Other
similar cases may also be reviewed accordingly

TAN 03 (Ref. Audit Memo No. 4 dated: 02/08/2016)

Sub: Irregularities in cash Book.

During scrutiny of cash book for the audit period, the following shortcomings have been
noticed in the cash book:

1. Delay in deposition of govt. money in Government Account and entered in the cash book on
a different date : As per Receipts & Payment Rules 1983, “all money received by or tendered
to Government officers on account of revenues of receipts or dues of the Government shall,
without undue delay, be paid in full into the accredited bank for inclusion in Government
Account.” But it has been observed that payment received was remitted to bank after a gap
of 03 to 06 days and moreover the same has been entered in the cash book on a different
date which is irregular. Some of these instances are given below:

HIA.N-O. }vl)atc of | Amount Date of depbél't | Date of entry in the
i L receipt {into the Bank as | cash book.

1. 104102014 | 181823/ 110102014 13102014
2. 20092014 | 2447000/ 1,231;9.,9;2014, '_26:@_9;_20}3,

2 Inthe cash book for the period 06/2014 to 08/2015, closing balance certificate at the end of
each month in the prescribed format not recorded by the DDO.

Hence, remedial steps may be taken to rectify the above referred lapses. Other
stmilar cases may also be reviewed accordingly.

S R W*Q



TAN 4 (Ref. Audit Memo No. 12 dated: 09/08/2016)

sub: Undue favour to the contractor.

During scrutiny of work file no EE./()D-\)(/ACS»18/2013-14 « was observed {hat the work of “improvement of
streels and side drains in Vijay Vihar, Ph-ihin Rithala Assembly constiluency was awarded 10 Mis R.S. onstruction Co at
a tendered amount of Rs, 24805499/ which was 35 45% pelow the esliimated cost of Rs. 28431041/~ vide letter no
EE/CD-1X/ACS—18/2013—14/21()3~21 172 gated 27 09 2013 The stiputated dale of start and completion of the work was as

on 11102013 and 10.04.2014 respectively. 1ime allowed for carmying out the said work was & montns

Durng execution of work, area MLA Sh Kulwanl Singh Rana written a letter 10 Chief Engineer. Zone-H for

construction of some additional streets. clo road with proper camber and providing & faying SFRC cover over the drain etc

As per section 14(1) of CPWLD Works Manual " Tendet should be called for all works costing more than Rs
50,000/~ and in case the work is o be awarded expeditiously the prescribed pericd of notice may be reduced in urgent
cases or when the interest of wark so demand or where {118 more expedient to do so. work may be alicwed without call of
tenders after approval of the competent authority as per powers delegated ’ According to Appendix 1 the Chief Engineer
under his own authority may award the work without calling of tender upto Rs 25 Lakh with priof approvai of ADG up to Rs.

100 lakh and with pnor approval of DG upto Rs 180 Lakh

The work which was requested by the area MLA costing Rs 176 lakh as per noté in Ine file dated 2110 13 and
31,12 14 which comes under the powers of DG but no such approval of DG was obtained 1t has been observed by the
audit that instead of inviing separate tender  the work was got executed by the running contractor 1€ M/s
R S Construction GO without obtaining the approval of competent authority  The work was completed on 1902 15 with
huge deviation/extra tem The tinal payment of work was Rs 375721853/ agans! ine tendered amount of Rs 24805499/
Overalt extra item and deviation was Rs 12716454/ which 1s 51 26% excess of tendered amount It was also noticed by
the audit that SFRC cover was not i the scope of originat work and item was execuled as exira iem and payment of Rs
3400850/~ (4001 No x850= 3400850/-) was made to the contraclor As the item was not included in the scope of original

work, the payment of this tem was made at market rate

From the above, 1S evident thal the division has entrusted the exisa work 1o the runing contractor nstead of
inviting separate tender which 1s violation of the provisions of CPWD Wotks Manual By notinviting lender. Deparment

nas lost the opportunity of competitive rates Thus the department has given undue favour to the contractor. Department 1$

advised to avod such type of practice in future M

(Deshraj Puria)
1AOQ/Accounts Officer
Audit Party No.V




PART- Il

CURRENT AUDIT REPORT
(01.04.2016 to 31 .03.2019)

v PARA 01
Ta#f
Subject :Public Works (Suspense) Deposit of Rs. 4,24,26,276/- -
( Ref. Audit Memo No. 10 dated :07.05.2019)

During test check of monthly account of Ex. Engineer, FCD-IX for the month of
March, 2019, it was observed that an amount of Rs. 424.26 lakh; ¥as lying outstanding
under the head “Public works Deposits” as details given bejew -

-~

e s e e [ e

nount as on 31.03.2019
Cash Deposits of Contractors as secuipan 1l P 9 1,1490,923/
Deposits of works to be done Part-lll W 7_,»:;__‘2 85,94,2¢ 4,267/
Miscellaneous deposit Part V. AIF ' 23,41,086/-
- VA 40426276
Heavy accumulation’ unde/r/Part 'l of Rs. 1.15 Crore was mdlcatlve of non-review
of Deposit Register at Divisior 4l Level from time to time. This should now be reviewed

and all deposits more tryvé;e years old where refund is due be credited to Revenue.

[ Classes of Depbé&s

Accumulation of Rs /z(86 crore under Partil was
deposits. Detailg”of deposits lying outstandm
amount spend” were not made avaﬂable

% to non execution of work against
ith the Deggartment, Amount received,
hus it caoufd not be verified how long the
ere involved. Deposit under Part V
has acg@imulated due to w&thhel mount contractor's bill on account of non-
sanction of EOT cases, testing defects, pgriding works etc. Accumulation of Rs 23.41
lakhs was indicative of the s for which these amounts were withéid had

-

ks
Ea P o
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e PARA 02

Sub:- Non depositing of Performance Guarantee in govt.'account

(Ref. Audit Memo No. 14 dated: 08.05.2019)

Name of work:- Renovation of Dr. Ambedkar chaupal at
Budh Vihar Road in village Rithala in
Kanjhawala Block

Major Head MH 422501789980053 Improvement of SC
Name of Contractor:- Shree G Group of Construction
Stipulated Date of start:- 03.02.2018

Stipulated date of completion:-  01.08.2018

Estimated Cost:- Rs. 21,44,384/-

Tendered Cost:- Rs. 12,91,989.55

On scrutiny of the above said work file it come to notice of the audit that
the above said work was not completed and the clause 3 notice was served to
the agency vide letter no. EE/CD-IX/Acs./NIT/1 5/2017-18/1240-1243 dated
25 06.2018. The clause 3 of the agreement of the above said work states that:-

Clause 3 When contract can be determined (iii) if the contractor fails to complete the

work within the stipulated date or items of work with individual date of completion,
if any stipulated, on or before such date (s) of completion and does not complete
them within the period specified in a notice given in writing in that behalf by the
Engineer-in-charge.

(iv) if the contractor persistently neglects to carry out his obligations under the
contract and/or commits defaults in complying with any of the terms and
conditions of the contract and does not remedy it or take effective steps to
remedy it within 7 days after a notice in writing is given to him in that behalf by
the Engineer in charge.

When the contractor has made himself liable for action under any of the case
aforesaid, the Engineer-in-charge on behalf of the President of India shall have

powers: 2’7

s




(a) To determine the contract as aforesaid (of which termination notice in writing
to the contractor under the hand of the Engineer-in-charge shall be conclusive
evidence). Upon such determination, the Security Deposit already recovered
and Performance Guarantee under the contract shall be liable to be forfeited
and shall be absolutely at the disposal of the Government.

A notice was issued to the contractor for forfeiture of the Performance Guarantee
of Rs. 64,599/- vide letter no. EE/CD-IX/Acs./NIT/15/2017-18/1240-1243 dated
25.06.2018, but the division fail to forfeit and deposit the same in Govt. Account the
above said amount i.e. Rs. 64,599/-

The Division may be taken necessary steps to forfeited of above said money and
deposited in govt. acc9/um,under intimation to audit.

PARA NO. 03

Sub: Irregularity in respect of contingency expenditure charged under work head
(Work contingency).
(Ref. Audit Memo No 19 dated 26.07.2019)

As per Finance Department, GNCT of Delhi order No. F-1(9)/2015-16/Fin. Exp.-
4/Infra/6277-6416 dated 22.12.2015 it is mention that the provision of contingency is
meant for unforeseeable and unidentifiable items which cannot be included anticipated
while preparing the estimate for the work/project and personal claim on account of
including conveyance office contingency shall not be charged on work.

The Department provided the record of bill'vouchers for the period 04/2016 to
03/2019. On the scrutiny of the records provided by the Executive Engineer, it has been
observed that during said period the contingency expenditure has been incurred for the
purchase of office stationary, store item, telephone bill, computer items, service &
repairing, electricity bills and water charge had been charged to the work contingency,
which is irregular. The detail of a few bill/vouchers on the basis of test audit as given
below:-

Sl. | C.V. Date Amount | Purpose of expenditure | Head of Alc to works
No. | No. o charged

1 22 120.05.16 12600/~ | Purchase of Towel 2711 (NP)

2 14 1291116 | 12348/- | Purchase of Towel 2711 (NP)

3 17 129.11.16 14243/- | Stationery items 2711 (NP)

4 13 1261216 | 1413/- | MTNL (Telephone) 2711 (NP)

5 34 126.12.16 10134/- | Photocopy | 2711 (NP)

&

9 X?%




N ™

142 1200147 T 1701/ ] Telephorie Bil | amaNey
133 10205 j]ﬁ_l__]_ttﬂé}/ Purchase of LED Monitor | . 2T1I (NPT
30 | 29.06. _ 6500/~ | TDS return T “2717@5)‘“"
Pz__j(zg 06.17 | __7838/- \{\[gtersupply_AA& RN (NP
57 1310717 1901/~ | Electronic item T 2711 (NP) 7
@ _:y 1.07.17 14504/ _Supply of Electromc item ﬁ ' _2T1T(NP) ]
jL13 28.08.17_ | 1900/- | MTNL 2711 (NP)
13_153 JA74137 | 1745/ MTNL - o 2T11(NP)
»,_‘4&54 171117 | 3241/ | Mobile Bill” - l 2711 (NP) Aﬁj
15 136 ‘t]z._QZ;IS_ ;}L 16190/ | Stationery 2711 (NP) |
},167‘ 12 04.0518 | 7634/ (vaater Supply __27T11(NP)~
17 130 {10,9841& 1745/ MTNL B 7{ __2711(NP)
18 _7'12 _1.1409.18 _11846/- I_R Ea_arﬁqf Comguter” 2711 (NP) i
19 16 119.11.18 _L _12:11/- MINL ____27T11(NP)
{27 191198 T 475 | MTNL TRy
18 [19.11.18 150840/- | Ele_cmgl ty bill e 2TITNPY
11 1 10.01.19 j 13254/- | Stationery L2711 NPy
14 18.01.19 _{ 1239/ | Mobile Bill ,I 2711 (NP)
55 1290319 | 5786/ T.W§LGI§PBP'Y S Y4 L X
157 " 29.0319 | 5545/-]Water Supply f _2711(NP)_ J

Necessary step should be taken to regularize the above expenditure from
Finance Department, Govt. of NCT of Delhi, under intimation to audit. Other similar type
of cases may also be reviey under intimation to audit. The department should avoid
to meet such kind of pendtture out of this head.

{19

Sub:- Non-Production of Record (NPR)

PARA NO. 04

(Ref. Audit Memo No. 01)

TR-5 Stock register /GAR-06. Expenditure Control Register.
Condemnation record / file . S & M Register, LTC Register, CEA Register.

Spouse Information.
Service Book of work charged staff.
Progress Report March, 2019

TR WNa

Y

Signature
Name - (Ajay Kr. Chandna)
Designation: 1.A.O.




TEST AUDIT NOTE

TAN : 01

Subject: Non-Maintenance of Contractor Ledger.
(Ref. Audit Memo No. 05 dated: 03.05.2019)

Section 10.2 of CPWD Works Manual stipulates that the accounts relating to
contracts should kept in CPWA Form 43 as Contractor Ledger and separate folio or set
of folios should be reserved for all the transactions with each contractor and it should be
written up and maintained upto date. It further stipulates that the concerned auditor is
responsibie for completing the contractor ledger before passing the bill to the divisional

Test check of the records revealed that division is not maintaining the contractor
ledger It could therefore, not be verified in audit as to whether all the transactions viz.
advance payments and secured advances were made in terms of provisions of the
codes/manuals/contracts. Besides, liabilities it any, of the contractor and abstract of
transactions relating to works could not be ascertained.

The Division may prepare the Contractor ledger and may be shown to Audit
under intimation to Audit.

TAN 02

Subject:  Improper maintenance of Pay Bill Register during the audit period 2016-19.

(Ref. Audit Memo No. 07 Dated :06.05.2019)

Ouring the test check of Pay Bill Registers folfowing shortcomings have been noticed:-

1. Every entry in the PBR should be authenticated by Competent Authority /DDO,
but it is seen that every entries in the PBR for the audit period has not been
signed by Competent Authority /DDO. Hence, the authenticity and correctness of
the information entered/recorded could not be justified



* TANO3

The mandatory Page counting certificate has not been recorded on the first page
in the PBR.

Upper columns i.e. previous page no. of PBR, Pay scales, Level of pay, Service
verified Govt. Residence occupied, Rate of Licence. Fee. Occupation date etc.
have not been recorded ffilled in the PBR.

Numerous cuttings & over-writings/ use of fluid have been noticed in the PBR on
pages e.g. 38,39,43,45,50 (2016-17), 60, 62(2017-18) 68,70,71,72,73,76,77,78
(2018-19) which have not been attested by the Competent Authority/DDO in the
PBR maintained by the Department.

No detail of LPC issued/received has been entered/attested in the PBR.

Gross Totaling of all relevant columns for income tax purposes have not been
carried out in PBR.

Post sanction order or sanction number issued by PFC, HQ has not been
mentioned in the front page of PBR year wise.

Abstract of Pay Bills (GAR-18) in the PBR for the financial years has not been
recorded properly as per GAR-18 and not signed by Competent Authority/DDO.

The steps may be taken to remove the above deficiencies and shown to
audit.

Subject: Non-verification of various stock registers as per Rule 213 of GFR 2017.
(Ref. Audit Memo No. 15 dated : 09.05.2019)

The Rule 213 of GFR 2017 says that a physical verification of all the consumable

goods/Fixed Assets and materials should be undertaken at least once in a year and
discrepancies, if any, should be recorded in the stock register for appropriate action by
the competent authority.

During the test check of various stock Registers, the Audit that in necessary

certificate of physical verification has not been recorded by concerned in charge of the
stock, which is violation of the above said Rule under GFR 2017. Moreover, necessary
page counting certificate has also not been recorded on the initial pages of many
Registers.

audit.

The steps may be taken to remove the above deficiencies and shown to

o



TAN 04

Subject: - Shortcomings/deficiencies in maintenance of Service Books.
(Ref. AUDIT MEMO. NO. 18 date: -14.05.2019)

During scrutiny of Service Books, the following observations are made:-

(1) Service Book to be shown to the official every year.

SR-202 stipulates that Service Book is required to be shown to the official every
year and his signature obtained in token of his perusal. The Government servant will
ensure that his services have duly been verified and certified as such, before affixing his
signature. However, it has been observed that the Service Book was shown to none of
the official as there was no signature of the official obtained in the Service Book.

(2) Re-attestation of Bio-data:

The particulars of each Govt. servant at the first page of Service Book should be
re-attested after every five years. But this has not been followed in most of the cases.

) Sh. Lajpat Rai, A.E.

i Sh. Kalyan Singh, A.E.

i) ~ Sh. Nand Kishor A.E

iv)  Sh. Satish Kumar Yadav, J.E.
V) Sh. Hari Charan Ram, J.E.

i, p— p— p— —

3) Verification and communication of qualifying service after 18 years of
service

Further, as per rule 32 of CCS (pension) Rules. Verification of service of the
government servant should be done on completion of 18 years of qualifying service or 5
years before the date of retirement whichever is earlier and a certificate be issued in
the prescribed form no. 24 to the official concerned. The said certificate has not been
found pasted in the Service Book of following Officers/officials after verification of
service from the concerned PAO.

.| Name of Officer/official | DOB ?DOJ DOR
S/Sh. . - 7 - B »
LajpatRa, AE 110121959 | 09.121986_ 3112.2019
| Kalyan Singh, A.E 112101960 | 21.12.1983 31.10.2020

=




@

-
3 Nand Kishor, A.E. ’ 17.06.1962 3001 1984 30.06.2022
4 Satish Kumar Yadav, J.E. 30.12.1963 01.06.1989 31.12.2023
5 Hari Charan Ram, JE. | 26.02.1960 01.06 1989 29.02 2020
4) Entry of Date of Birth should be recorded in both as Figure and words
simultaneously in the Service Book. However, in the following cases, the
same has not been recorded in the Service book:-
) Sh. Sahil Kumar, Jr. Asstt./LDC
(5) Forms i.e. Nomination for Gratuity, GPF and form No. 3 (Detail of Family) duly
accepted by the H.O.O. should be pasted in the Service Books. However, in
the following cases, the same has not been found accepted/pasted in the
service books:-
(i) Sh. Kalyan Singh, A.E.
(i) Sh. Sahil Kumar, Jr. Asstt./LDC
(6) Latest Photo of the employee should be pasted and attested at first page of
Service Book.. However, in the following cases, photos have not been found
pasted/or attested :-
(i) Sh. Lajpat Rai, A.E.
(i) Sh. Kalyan Singh, A.E.
(i)  Sh. Satish Kumar Yadav, J.E.
(iv)  Sh. Sahil Kumar, Jr. Asstt.
(7) Entry of Aadhar Number has not been made in the service book of staff as

per instruction circulated by the Pr. Secretary (Finance) Finance Deptt. GNCT
of Delhi. Vide No. F3 (03) / 2015/T-1/Pr. AO/ 2025-26 dated 10.09.2015. It
has further been advised that detail of Aadhar Number of employee in
pension papers of the employees who are going to retire should invariably be
made so as to enable the PAO to mention the details of Aadhar Number in

pension payment orders.

(8) Entry of Service Verification has not been recorded in Service Book of the
following cases:-



(¢

) Sh. Kalyan Singh, AE. wef 01.07.2017t0 31.03.2019
(i) Sh. Lajpat Rai, A.E. w.ef 01.07.2018 1o 31.03.2019

Giiy  Sh. Satish Kr. Yadav, J.E. w.ef 01.07.2018to 31.03.2019
(iv) Sh Hari Charan Ram, w.e.f01.05.2018 to 31 .03.2019

9) Entry of Pay Fixation of 7" Pay Commission wef 01.012016 & onwards
should be recorded in the Service Books and form of fixation and undertaking
should be pasted in the Service Books . However, in the following cases, the

same has not been recorded, signed/ pasted in the Service books:-

() Sh. Kalyan Singh, AE.
(i) Sh. Hari Charan Ram. J.E.

(10) Rule 26(1) of CCS (Leave Rule) stipulate that the credit of Earned leave | HPL
should be afforded in advance in leave account on 1% January and 1% July of
every year but the Hospital has not adopted this system. However, in the

following cases, the leave account has not been signed/updatedlrecorded in the
Service Book properly:-

) Sh. Kalyan Singh, AE. w.ef 01.07.2017 to till date.
(i) Sh. Nand Kishor, A.E. w.ef. 01.01.2018 o till date.
(i Sh. Hari Charan Ram, w.e.f 01 105.2018 to till date.
(iv) Sh. Anand Kumar, Sr. Asstt. 01 01.2014 to till date.

The steps may be taken to remove the above deficiencies and shown to
audit. Other similar cases may also be taken into account for similar action at
your own level under intimation to audit.

TAN 05

Sub: - Execution of work with abnormally low rate.

(Ref. Audit Memo No.09 dated:07.05.2019)

On test check of record it has been observed that during the year 2016-17 to 2018-18in
the following works, the tender amount was below more than 50% of the estimated cost. All the
abnormally low rate works are certified by the engineers that work done as per CPWD
specification. Estimate is being carried out on the basis of DSR 2014. During the year 2016-17
to 2018-19 cost of almost all materials as well as labor cost also increased. It raises a serious
question about the quality of work done and the method of estimation of the work Details are

given below:-
Q7



S.

No.

Agree-
ment No.

{Name of Work

Ageﬁcy

Estimated
Amount

Tender
Amount

%
Below
the
estimat
ed cost

1 EE/CD-

IX/Acs/Agt.
03/2018-19

Disposal of excavated
earth malba from By Pass
to Wazirabad by deploying
mechanical transport in
low laying area near
Wazirabad on left bank of
Supplementary Drain.

Sh. Rohit
Sharma

46.74,799/-

23,32,725/-

50.10%
Below

| EE/CD-

IX/Acs/Agt.
21/2018-19

Construction of temporary
Chhat Pooja Ghats at Sec-
15/16 dividing road, near
petro! pump opposite
Bansal Bhawan Rohini,
Delhi.

M/s
Pardeep
Kumar

40,03,874/-

16,78,824/-

58.07 %
Below the
EC.

J

L

| EE/CD-

IX/Acs/Agt.
14/2017-18

Comprehensive
maintenance of
Supplementary Drain from
RD Om (Out fall in the NG
Drain) to RD 16436m
(Rithala Bridge) by
collecting all kind of
floating matenial, garbage,
clearing of hyacinth,
removal of obstructions
etc. from water surface of
the drain to maintain free
flow and clearing of rank
vegetation from the bank &
slope including supply &

| installation of fioating
boom at RD 400m for
collection of floating
materials and their further
disposal to the SLF site

M/s AS.
Const.
Co.

71,85,530/-

20,11,948/-

72.00 %
Below the
EC.

The Division may ensures quality with this abnormally low rate quoted work. The above
mentioned work should be referred to QCC of the department and report should be obtained.

=
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TAN 06

Subject: - Unrealistic estimates of works carried out by the Division.

(Ref. Audit Memo No. 11 dated: 07.04.2019)

Section 4.2.1(2) stipulates that detailed estimates should be complete and as
comprehensive as possible and should be supported by detailed architectural
drawings, preliminary lay out drawings of the various services, detailed drawings and
or specifications for the various components of work involved etc.

Test check of the records revealed that in the following works there were no
consistency between the tendered amount and actual payment made:-

| S. No. i Agreement No. Name of Work Tender Cost T Actual Payment Difference
‘ ' | between
| tendered cost
J and actual
I payment made |
| 1. | EE/CD- D'SPOS?lgf " \ 2332,725/- | 69,47,328.54 46,14,603.54
. o e excavated ea
; IX/Acs/Agt.Oj/ZO malba from By
} | 18-19 | Pass to Wazirabad \ ‘ \
"i | by deploying ‘ |
| mechanical

transport in low
laying area near
Wagzirabad on left
' bank of
Supplementary
i I Drain___

FT\*EE/CD Comprenensive | 20.11,948/- | 74,46,537.73 | 54,34,589.73
|
|
|
|

‘ , maintenance of
IX/Acs/Agt.14/20 Supplementary

17-18 Drain from RD Om \
(Out fall in the NG \ \

\
\

Drain) to RD
16436m (Rithala
| Bridge) by '
collecting all kind of ‘
floating material, ‘
garbage, clearing ‘
of hyacinth,

removal of
obstructions etc.
from water surface
of the drain to
maintain free flow
N B .J_,@DQC_'??I?DQ.Of rank |

! R




vegetation from the
bank & slope
including supply &
installation of
floating boom at
RD 400m for
collection of floating
materials and their
further disposal to
the SLF site

@ |

Total

43,44,673 1,43,93,866.27 1,00,49,193.27

From the above it indicates that the estimates were prepared in casual manner
and proper site conditions were overlooked. It is also evident that the amount put to
tender and amount actually paid in above 2 works executed during the year 2016-17 to
2018-19 there amount of works were escalated aggregating to Rs 1,00,49,193.27.

Planning Branch of this Division is directed to prepare the estimates with
reasoning and not overlook the site conditions. In future estimzates will prepare in such a
way that the amounts of the works may not escalated in any manner.

Signature - =

Name -AJAY KR. CHANDNA
Designation -IAO/AO
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Memo | Date Detail Amount of

NO. recovery

1 24.5.2023 | Time barred cheque amounting | 0 Para 10
Rs902919/-

2 30.5.2023 | Heavy outstanding balances under 0 Para 2
deposits.

3 25.5.2023 | Unrealistic Estimates 0 Tan 6

4 25.5.2023 | Improper maintenance of Pay Bill 0 Tan 2
Registers. '

5 30.5.2023 Shortcomings/discrepancies in 0 Tan 1
maintenance of Service Books

6 25.5.2023 | Short Recovery of Licence fee 2100 Paral
amounting to Rs.2100/-

7 26.5.2023 | Unfruitful expenditure of Rs. 107.90 | 0 Para 9
lakh due to work held/stopped by
the contractor.

8 29.5.2023 | Non surrender of Savings. 0 Tan 4

9 29.5.2023 | Rush of Expenditure. 0 Tan 3

10 30.5.2023 | Shortcomings in maintaining of 0 Tan 5
Cash Book

11 30.5.2023 | Works held up due to non- 0 Para 8
availability of clear work site

12 30.5.2023 | : Non refund/revalidation of 0 Para 7
FDR/Bank Guarantees

13 30.5.2023 | Slow progress of works leading to | O Para 3
missing the deadlines for completion
of work.

13(A) | 01.6.23 Slow progress of works leading to | 0
missing the deadlines for completion
of work.

14 01.6.23 Non-recovery of Rs. 4.80 lakh from | 480000 Para 6
the contractor for failure to provide
an Engineer at site.

15 01.6.23 Difference in Payment between 0 Para 4
Tender Amount and Gross Work
amount

16 01.6.23 Unfruitful expenditure of Rs. 0 Para 5

851823/- due to rescind of work
because of non completion of work
by the contractor.

482100
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Para NO. 1 : y
(Observation Memo No. 06 Dated :25.05.2023)

Sub: Short Recovery of Licence fee amounting to Rs.2100/-

As per public works department, Govt. of NCT of Delht. The Licence Fee rates have
been revised w.e.f. 01.07.2020 vide Public Works Department & Housing order
No.F.4(1)/Misc/PWD&H/A-li/Part.file/8494-8588 dated 08.10.2020.

During the test-check of Péy Bill Register, it has come to notice that following official is
having Govt. Accommodation and the license fee has not bean reccvered from him as per
revised rates for the period detailed below:-

s, | Name of official Type of | License Enhance | Diff. 7 Period :rAmount of
n | & Designation Quarter | fee d {In ' : Recovery
) deducte | Licence |Rs.) ! | (In Rs)

7 fee ‘ |
i i {InRs.) (In Rs.) : -
1. | ShriJeewan i L 310 370 | 60 U7/20 o 05/23 I COX 210
| Singh, Beldar ] L 135 month—s_)___ o/
1B o Total | 2100/

DDO may take necessary action to recover an amount of Rs. 2100/- from the
concerned employee after Jue verification of facts and figure. Other similar cases may alsc
be reviewed accordingly under intimation to audit.

Para NO. 2
{Observation Memo No. G: Dated . 24.5.2023)

Subject: Heavy outstanding halar.ces under Public Works (Susyense) deposits of Rs.
93023203/- |

During test check of monthiy account (Form 79 - Schedtile of Deposits) of Fx. Eng., B
Flood Control Division-IX, (1 & FCD), Sector 15, Rohini, Delhi, for the month of March, 2023, it
has been observed that an amount of Rs. 93.02 crores was lying outstanding under the heau

“Public Works Deposits” as detaile 4 below:

Lo )



Classes of deposits Amount as on 31.03.2023
Civil Deposits - Security Deposits (Part 11) 61928042

Civil Deposits - Public Work Deposits (Part I1) 25672744 _.

Civil Deposits - Other Deposits (Part V) 5422417

Total outstanding as on 31.03.2022 93023203 /

Heavy accumulation under Part-ll of Rs. 61928042/- was indicative of non review of Deposit
Register at Divisional Level from time to time. This should now be reviewed and all deposits more
than three years old where refund is due be credited to Revenue.

Accumulation of Rs. 25672744/- under Part-lll was due to non execution of work against
deposits. Details of deposits lying outstanding with the Department, Amount received, amount
spend were not made available & thus it could not be verified how long the deposits were
outstanding and which Department were involved.

Deposit under Part V has accumulated due to withheld amount from contractor’s bill on
account of non-sanction of EOT cases, testing defects, pending works etc. Accumulation of Rs.
5422417/-was indicative of the fact that works for which these amounts were withheld had not been
completed satisfactorily.

Similar observations have been made vide para 1 of the previous audit report for the year
2016-19 and same has been updated here and taken as fresh.

Necessary action may be taken under relevant rules for the withheld amount in deposits may
be refunded to concerned agencies or work out the detail of deposits of more than 3 years and credit
in Govt Revenue Deptt under intimation to audit.

Para no. 3 P Sb-g >
(Observation Memo No.13 dated 30.5.2023 & 13 A Dated: 01.6.2023)

Sub: Slow progress of works leading to missing the deadlines for completion of work.

During the test check of records of E.E. Flood Control  Division —IX ( 1& F C D) Sector 15, Rohini, Delhi
for the period 2019-20 to 2021-23, test check of progress reports revealed that progress of some of
the works is very slow and missed the stipulated date of completion. Details of some of the works

are given below for reference:-
\YI g
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No.

Name of the work with
agreement number

Name of the
contractor
Tender cost

{in lacs)

Stipulated
date of start

Stipulated
date of
completion

Actual Date
of
Completion

Delay

Days

Development of road and
galies at Rithala village in
Rithala Assembly
Constituency 06.

¥4

-

04/2019-20

M/sRS
Construction
Co

25.07.2019

24.01.2020

12.7.2022

899

Demolishing and
reconstruction of chaupal at
village Singhalpur in Shalimar

Bagh AC 14 Delhi_.—- _
(e 5
3,
13/2019-20

M/s Sushil
Kumar Jain

18.10.2019

17.7.2020

14.2.2022

577

(§8]

Construction of roads and
side drains in Unauthorized
Colonies Between Khatu
Shyam Mandir to 40 futa
Road in Budh Vihar Colony,
Phase-1 & Il Rithala, Rithala
AC-06.

(Regn. No. 267 Part-

13 of 2021-22

M/s Sunrise
Const.
Company

16.08.2021

15.04.2022

18.7.2022

94

Construction of streets and side
drains from Shiv Chowk to Tikona

Park via old bus stand of Badlj
village in Badli A.C.-05, ffﬁ £\
11/2019-20

M/s Kumar
Constuction
Co.

3.10.2019

2.8.2020

30.8.2021

393

Construction of roads and side
drains in unauthorized colonies in

Paul Colony, Rithala Ac:0 (Regn
No. 552). [
14/2019-20 e- -

M/sRoyal
Builders

27.9.2019

26.3.2020

29.12.2021

643

Development of unauthorized
colonies in Rithala Assembly
Constituency -06.

Sub work : Construction of roads
and side drains in unauthorized
colonies Between 40 futa Road to
breham singh Hospital in Budh
Vihar Colony,Phase-1 & Il Rithala,

Rithala AC-06 (Regf,m.\zs\z).
(Part-G) Pi?/

14/2021-22 .

Sunrise Constr.

Co.

16.8.2021

15.4.2022

16.7.2022

92

Construction of roads and side
drains in unauthorized colonies at

No. 1269).
15/2019-20

M/s Narender
Kumar

12.10.2019

11.4.2020

22.12.2021

620

w &




&

‘__,/ g Construction of roads and side 535
drains in unauthorized colonies in
Rithala Extension village Rithgala, 18.7.2019 17.4.2020 4,10.2021
AC-06 (Regn. No.3257" ' M/s Royal
05/2019-20 - Builders
N
Necessary action may be taken for the above mentioned delay works i.e. EOT granted or penalty
imposed by the deptt after due verification of facts and figures under intimation to audit.
f,«w’"‘"‘ . m\
Parano. 4 \
(6211 o kD)
(Observation Memo No. 15 = Dated :01.06.2023) Mﬁ.ﬁf’
Sub :Difference in Payment between Tender Amount and Gross Work amount.
Section 4.2.1(2) stipulates that detailed estimate should be complete and as comprehensive
as possible and should be supported by detailed architectural drawings, preliminary lay out drawings
of the various services, detailed drawings and or specifications for the various components of work
involved etc.
Test check of the records revealed that in the following works there were no inconsistency
between the tendered amount and actual payment made for gross work done: -
S
N
0 agmt no/ gross work Rem
name of work year E.C. tender cost done / paid | excess % ark
2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Construction of road from Shamshan
Ghat to Veer Singh colony by
providing ready mixed concrete and | 12
repair/raising of existing side drain in | /2019-20 30420907 15882755.5 25680344 9797588.46 61.69
Rithala AC-06. Delhi (Re
B Part-ll). i1s9-17\ ) Vou
2 | Construction of streetsand-side— cher
drains from Shiv Chowk to Tikona Agt.11
Park via old bus stand T VSaEe )/2019_20 24124752 13003241.3 | 25758824.5 | 12755583.17 98.10 2:;6
in Badli A.C.-05. 1 S-hg q
3 | Construction of rodds-and-side an
drains in unauthorized colonies in 56 co;;
Budh Vihar Colony,Phase- 1 & li /2021-22 46257722 23128861 49028723 25899862 111.98 yo
Rithala Village, Rithala Am pass
- LY N RN ed
(Regn. No.267 Part-B) {1}
4 f/b
be
. . . 14/2019-
Construction of roads and side drains 20 12627962 | 6456676.97 | 13265622.5 | 6808945.49 105.46 | Prov
in unauthorized colonies in Paul ided

Colony, Rithala Ac-06 (Regn No. 552).

W &



Disposal of Desilted earth from RD
0 M to RD 16436M of Supplementary
drain at MCD dumping point.

02
/2020-21

5022650

4381257.6

11930755.2

7549497.6

02

172.31

Development of unauthori
colonies in Rithala
Constituency -06.
Sub work : Construc
side drains in unauthorized colonies
Between Khatu shyam Mandir to 40
futa Road in Budh Vihar
Colony,Phase-1 & |l Rithala, Rithala
AC-06 (Regn. N0.267). (Part-f)

13
/2021-22

47021095

19001224.5

49297654

30296429.51

159.44

Name of Work :

Development of unauthorize ES
colonies in Rithala Assemily P9
Constituency -06. s

Sub work : Construction of roads and
side drains in unauthorized colonies
Between 40 futa Road to breham
singh Hospita! in Budh Vihar
Colony,Phase-1 & Ii Rithala, Rithala
AC-06 (Regn. N0.267). (Part-G)

)

/2021-22

45901334

18365123.8

48237766

29872642.25

162.66

Construction of roads and side drains
in unauthorized colonies at Mange

15/2019-
0

24420569

12478910.8

24849026.2

123701154

99.13

Ram Park, Extn. Budh Vihar , Ph-
Rithala Ac-06 (Regn No. 12691.’))“4#

N
Construction of roads and side drains
in unauthorized colonies in Rithala

Extension village Rithala, A€=06™"
(Regn. N0.325). { z/f'M

05/2019-
20

23969940

14398743

33744083.8

19345340.8

134.35

Construction of roads and side drains
in unauthorized colonies in Budh
Vihar Extn. Near Sec-23 Rohini,

37/2021-

Rithala AC-06 (Regn. No.1/39-9—Rar\t-ll)

A { {e-l2L

22

20752528

13947774.1

26824061

12876286.93

92.32

Vouc
her
no,
date
and
copy
of
pass
ed
f/b
be
provi
ded.

Necessary action may be taken by the Deptt as per CPWD manual for escalation/excess payment
of above mentioned cases after due verification of facts and figure under intimation to audit.

Z
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Para no. 5

(Observation Memo No. 16 Dated :01.06.20 3:) :

Subject: Unfruitful expenditure of Rs. 851823/- due to rescind of work because of non completion
of work by the contractor.

During test check of files as provided by the office of CD-IX, I&FC it is seen that the work of
construction of temporary weir at RD 8350m, RD 10140m RD 13400 m and RD 14200 m of
supplementary drain was awarded to M/s Sunrise Enterprises vide letter no. 2057(a) dated 28.4.2021
under agreement no. 01 of 2021-22. The detail is as under :

Agreement no. EE/CD-IX/Acs/ 01/2021-22
Agency M/s Sunrise Enterprises
EC Rs 4765471.00

T amount Rs. 2335080.79

SDOS 28.4.2021

SDOC 27.6.2021

In this regard, it is observed that the said work was rescinded under clause 3 of the agreement on
13.12.2021 vide letter no. 9525-29 as the contractor had failed to complete the work.

Since the work has not been completed, the expenditure of Rs. 851823/- made in Ist R/A bill has been
infructuous.

The present status of work and action taken under clause 3(a) & (b) was sought but division failed to
provide the same.

EE incharge may take necessary action according to CPWD Manual under intimation to audit.

Parano. 6

/’Alwﬂﬁ\“\ "\
/”/
(Observation Memo No. 14 Date:  31.05.2023) w )

Sub: Non-recovery of Rs. 4.80 lakh from the contractor for failure to provide an Engineer at site.

As per Clause-36 of the agreement, the contractor shall immediately after receiving letter of acceptances of the tender
and before commencement of the work, intimate in writing to the Engineer-in-charge the name, qualifications,
experience, age, address and other particulars along with certificate, of the principal technical representative to be in
charge of the work and other technical representative(s) who will be supervising the work. In case on Non compliance of
above clause, recovery shali be made as per'requirement of technical staff and their experience depending on nature of
work.

Audit scrutiny of the records as provided revealed that the following works of the contractor failed to depute the Qualified
Graduate Engineer at site as no such certificates, their details were available in the records and hence contractors were

liable to pay penalty in terms of rules bid as under .



S. Name | Agreeme | Stipulated Stipulated Mo | Cost of | Required Rate of | Recovery (in Rs.)
No. | of the | nt No. date of start | date of | nths | work recover
contrac completion/ (Amoun y
tor Actual date t in
of Lakhs)
completion
1 M/s 38/2021- | 10.2.2022 27.6.2022 5 473.61 1 Graduate | 25000 | Total 200000
Pradee | 22 Engineer with 5 | pm
p years (25000*5= 125000
Kumar experience 15000*5=75000)
1 Gradaute/
Engineer with 2
years
experience
15000
pm
1 M/s 36/2021- | 10.2.2022 17.8.2022 7 264.11 1 Graduate | 25000 | Total 280000
Narend | 22 mon Engineer with 5 | pm
er ths years {(25000*7= 175000
Kumar experience 15000*7=105000)
1 Gradaute/
Engineer with 2
years
experience
| 15000
pm
Total 480000

Necessary action may be taken,

may be obtained from the

necessary certificates/documents w.r.t above mentioned work

agency failing which amount of Rs. 4.8 lakh may be recovered from the

agency after due verification of facts and figures under intimation under intimation to audit.

Para NO.7

(Observation Memo No. 12 Dated: 30.05.2023)

Sub: Non refund/revalidation of FDR/Bank Guarantees.

-

P .-,--f\\_\ ‘\

(%-4y )
Al

As per CPWD manual, on completion of work or after the final bill has been passed for payment of
performance guarantee has been refunded or renewed.

As per reply of record memo 9 as provided by office of CD IX, I&FC, , it has been observed that the
validity of a number of FDR/Bank Guarantees, submitted by contractors, has already been expired

and the Division has not made any efforts to get these FDR/Bank Guarantee revalidated as

given here under:

perdetail
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S.No. | Name of Agency FDR No. Amount Bank Name Validity
upto
Or
A/C No.
1. Pardeep Kumar U19701891405 75000 South Indian Bank 22.06.2017
2. Pardeep Kumar 676956 130869 South Indian Bank 03.10.2018
3. Pardeep Kumar 276049 15000 South Indian Bank 21.04.2019
4. Pardeep Kumar 179309 209431 South Indian Bank 04.06.2019
5. Vasu Enterprises 618318 25188 Central Bank of India 25.07.2019
6. Global Construction 307800PU00025529 302500 Punjab National Bank 01.02.2020
Co.
7. Global Construction 307800PU00025538 302500 Punjab National Bank 01.02.2020
Co.
8. Global Construction 307800PU00025510 302500 Punjab National Bank 01.02.2020
Co.
9. Ashok Builders 935898 726198 Bank of Maharashtra 19.02.2021
10. Sunrise Enterprises 39718748283 30000 State Bank.of India 08.10.2021
11. Sunrise Enterprises 40065163111 41100 State Bank of India 09.03.2022
12. Manoj Kumar Thakur 40754530770 435000 State Bank of India 02.05.2022
13.| A.K. Engineers 09960PU00004024 160000 Punjab National Bank 22.07.2022
14, Rajiv Builders 793022 3296000 Union Bank of India 14.12.2022
15. Rajiv Builders 792250 8787000 Union Bank of India 30.11.2022
16. Chahar Construction 1392947 26000 Oriental Bank of Commers | 16.01.2021
Co.
17. Avon Electricals 39869118734 55216 State Bank of India 15.12.2021
18. Surender Kumar 388030 40500 Union Bank of India 23.03.2022
19. Surender Kumar 388031 46500 Union Bank of India 23.03.2022
20. Renu Construction Co. | 50300600765160 6400000 HDFC 04.12.2022
21. Malik Construction Co. | 0854767 25911 Indian Overses Ltd. 10.02.2022
22, Chander Wati 658200PU00039617 70000 Punjab National Bank 27.10.2022

v

N

&




&

23. Gopal Construction Co. | 793147 48400 Canara Bank 03.11.2022

24, Avon Electricals 39869119181 30853 State Bank of India 15.12.2021

25, Shriji Construction and | 89850300007195 165555 Bank of Baroda 09.04.2022
Electricals

26. Shriji Construction and | 89850300007959 41645 Bank of Baroda 02.01.2022
Electricals

27. Pardeep Kumar 0303101000069914 129200 South Indian Bank 28.03.2023

28. Pardeep Kumar 0303101000069624 3820810 South Indian Bank 31.01.2023

29. Pardeep Kumar 0303101000069623 6393600 South Indian Bank 31.01.2023

30. Pardeep Kumar 0303101000069629 7513800 South Indian Bank 01.02.2023

31. Pushpa Construction 25034070245 1029104 Axis Bank Ltd. 22.01.2023
Co.

32. Rohit Construction Co. | 67506 22138 Delhi Nagrik Sahkari Bank | 03.02.2023

Ltd.
33. Rohit Construction Co. | 67561 131800 Delhi Nagrik Sahkari Bank | 13.03.2023
Ltd.

34. Manoj Kumar Thakur 40730630874 83200 State Bank of India 21.02.2023

35. Manoj Kumar Thakur 40730630647 45500 State Bank of India 21.02.2023

36. Jai Bhagwan 663292 4335384 Canara Bank 04.02.2023

37. Jai Bhagwan 663291 5011606 Canara Bank 04.02.2023

38. Competent 18117047 4219970 ICICI Bank 07.02.2023
Construction Co.

39. Ashok Builders 225075 56000 Union Bank of India 16.01.2023

DDO may take necessary action , either to revalidate the above FDR/BG or refund them to the

concerned firms if

to next audit party. Other similar cases may also be reviewed

purpose of holding FDR/BG has been fulfilled and FDR register may be provided

N, &
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Para NO. 8
(Observation Memo No. 11 Dated: 30.05.2023)

Sub: Works held up due to non-availability of clear work site.

The CPWD Manual vide Para 4.2 stipulates that availability of the site should be ensured at the
planning and designing stage of the work itself and that preparation of detailed estimates and
drawing and design stage should be taken up only after availability of the land assured. Para 3.3 (2)
further provides that estimate should be sent to client department after fully ascertaining the
necessary, site and Topographical details, Technical Feasibility etc. in case side survey is necessary, a
small estimate may be sent to the client for the purpose of assessing the suitability and availability of
the land for the proposed work.

The audit came to notice from the monthly progress report of March 2023, as provided by CD-IX,
I&FC, below mentioned works were awarded without ensuring the availability of clear site as
envisaged as per CPWD Manual.

S. Name of Work/Scheme TENDER Stipulated Stipulated
No. COST date of start date of
completion
Remarks
Construction of roads by providing factory 15.44
made cement concrete interlocking paver | M/s Surender P )31
block and side drains in Unauthorized Kumar ' Work held up due to pending work | '} e
Colonies in Mange Ram Park Pooth Kalan 30.08.2021 29.12.2021 of sewer line by DJB.
Sec-23  Rohini Delhi, Rithala AC-06.
{Regn. No. 872)
Construction of roads by providing factory 226.34
made cement concrete interlocking paver M/s Renu . - Lf
block and side drains in Unauthorized Const. Co. 11.03.2022 10.08.2022 Work hsflds:vs:rul?nteobpeg?éng work f e
Colonies in Vijay Vihar, Rithala  AC-06. y LIs. ‘6
(Regn. No. 347) {Part-IV).

The present status of the works was sought but the same was not provided to audit.

Necessary action may be taken by the Division according to CPWD Manual for the above work under
intimation to audit. Other similar cases may also be reviewed.

Parano. 9

(/f'"‘“\\,' )

Subject: Unfruitful expenditure of Rs. 107.90 lakh due to work held/stopped by the contractor.

(Observation Memo No.07 Dated :26.5.2023)

As per Section 33.5 of CPWD Manual under clause 2, time is deemed to be the essence of the
contract on the part of the contractor. The time allowed for execution of the work as specified in
schedule F of the contract, or the extended time in accordance with the conditions of the contract,
shall be the essence of the contract. It s, therefore, necessary for the contractor to complete the

VG



= job within the stipulated period.

&

If the contractor failed to start the execution of work, the earnest

money and performance guarantee shall be fortified by the Engineer-In-Charge with the prior

approval of tender accepting authority. As per Section 33.1(3) for slow performance for delaying in

completion of work, compensation, subject of maximum of 10% of tender value, is recoverable.

During the test check of monthly progress report of March 2023, as provided by CD-IX, I&FC, files /

records it is revealed that in under mentioned cases the work

but they are held/stopped the work.

is awarded to the contactor/Agency

Name of Work/Scheme

Ag.
no.

Contractor
name

Estimated
Cost

Tender
cost

Stipulated
date of
start

Stipulated
date of
completion

Total
upto date
Expdr.
(Rs. in
lacs)

Providing and
installation of Sign
Boards at different
location for indication at
Vijay Vihar of Rithala

AC-06

25
2021-22

Y32

M/s
Chander
Wati

3571329

2308507

01.11.2021

28.02.2022

635078

Providing and fixing
Stee! gates with MS
Channel Pillares for
security of residents in
Shalimar Bagh (AC-14)
(BH Block, Shalimar
Village, AG Block
Shalimar  Bagh, BB
(West) Shalimar Bagh,
FP Block Pitam Pura,
Haiderpur, AA Block
Shalimar Bagh, AB Block
Shalimar Bagh, VP Block
Pitam Pura, Govind
Mohalla H'pur, BA Block
Shalimar Bagh, BN Block
Shalimar Bagh, BQ Block
Shalimar Bagh,
Singhalpur Village, BK-1
Block Shalimar Bagh)
Shalimar Bagh AC-14).

13
2022-23

M/s

Pushpa
Constructi

on Co

8972609

7355745

31.07.2022

30.11.2022

4508801

Providing and fixing
steel gates with MS
channel pillar for
security of residents in
Rithala
(AC-06).

Constituency -

20
2022-23

V4

M/s P K

Constructi
on & CO.

13395568

11050004

09.11.2022

08.05.2023

4131607
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- .uction of Harijan 10 Tr»_/iﬁ;gy‘ 7976054 | 2314844 |
o2t at village | 2021-22 ¢ Zounsiruiio | .

“purln - Shalimar i r Ce | ' '10.06.2022 | 09.06.2023
L 8C-14. 1 I

The department had paiu ks 157.90 Lakh as Unfruitfui expenditure on the above work.
Necessary action may be ti-%en oy the Division as per CPWD Manual for the above works held
/ stopped by the contracter urder intimation to audit. Other similar cases may also be
reviewed. '

Para no. 10
(Observation Memo No.0i Dat:d :24.05.2023)

Subject : Time barred cheq::¢ atnot nting Rs902919/-

As per receipt and payment ‘ule 47 (2), a cheque remaining -vpaid for six months after the
month of its issue for any cause, anc not surrendered for ren=wal should be cancelled, in the
manner indicated under th 2 ruje« with the difference that no acknowledgement of the stor
order may be insisted from the karik

While scrutiny of Form 51 — Naich 2023 Schedule of Recenci- ation of cheques drawn and
remittances and other related recurds for the period 61.04.2019 to 31.03.2023, as provided
by office of CD-IX, I&FC Divisic, Sector-15, Rohini, Celhi, it has been noticed that the
foilowing cheques amourting t Rs.902919/- which were issued by the division, but noi
encashed had become tima -2a:7ed. ‘

S.No Cheque No. Dated " Amount

o 1 {InRs.)
01 563701 18.1.2019 - 1239
02 319501 27.9.2018 | 873325
03 [331742 27.12.2018 o 14337
04 1331743 [21.12.2018 | 8928 |
05 1563708 2342019 1551
06 563711 6.5.2019 B 1551
07 563731 [27.1.2021 - 1988
| L Total 902919 |

Since these cheques have 123t their validity, efforts may be clear these cheques with thz

approval of the competen: authurity under intimation to audit. &/

|
|

i
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PARA No. 11: Non Production of records :

(Reference Observation Memo No.01 to 08 Dated: 16.05.2023)

The following record was not produced to audit:

halb el N

N

10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.

Challan file 2019-20, TR-5 stock register

Fidelity bond

Spouse information

Stock register (Consumable and Non-Consumable), Property Register, record of
Condemnation.

AMC files and register

Tuition fees & LTC register.

Agreement Register Work Order Register, Contractor ledger, Deposit work register
Interest bearing Register, Bank Guarantee/FDR register

Income tax record

Contingency bill register

Log book, vehicle record.

Income tax record

Reply of old audit paras

Attendance registers

Service Postage Stamp Register | @

QQ/L (CHANDER MOHAN)
Inspecting Audit Officer
Audit Party No. 17
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TAN NO. 1
{Observation Memo No.05  [rated: 25.05.2023)

Sub: - Shortcomings in mairit enance of Service Books,

During the scrutiny ot Service Books & Leave Accounts of the staff of E.E. Flood Control
Division —IX( I& F C D ) Sector 15 Rohini, Delhifor the period 2019-20 to 2022-23, the
following discrepancies have beeir: observed:-

(A)  Latest Photograph of the employee should be pasted at first page of the Service Book
and duly attested. However, the same has not been found attested in the service books
of following staft:-

1. Shri Ashish K.omar Meena, J.E.
2. Shri Rajesh Kauhsik ,Sr. Asstt.
3. Shri Sahil Kurmar, e Asstt.
4, Shri M.C. Mianmi. Jr. Asstt.
5. Shri Jitender Singh, Beldar
6. Smt. Heeru Dhingra, W/C  Typist
7. Smt. Rangamn:a. W/C Coolie
(B Leave account in the Service Book of Shri. Mahabir Singh is not maintained

01.07.2019 onwards and Smt. Bimlesh, Sweeper is not mainiained 01.01.2020 onwards.

() Service Book to be showr 1o the official every year

SR-202 stipulates tiiat Service Book is required to be shown to the official every year
and his signature obtained in tokar of his perusal. The Goverrniment servant will ensure thai
his services have duly heen verivied and certified as such, efore affixing his signature.
However, it has been observea that the Service Book was shawin to none of the official as
there was no signature of tiie official cbtained in the Seivice Book.

The particulars of cacl: Covi. servant at the first page of Service Book should be re-attested
after every five years ana fresh photograph should be appended and attested after every ter;
vears. But this has not bion followed in most of the cases.

E) The latest Details «:f Famiiy and FRSR nomination forms for GPF, Gratuity and UTGES
and other mandatory information in r/o the following emplovees is entered in the service
books:- '

SI. No. | Name & ivesi gnalion Details of information E
777777 - -~ =3 0 ~ + »‘—’

I. Shri Ashish Kumar Meena, J.E. | PRAN NO., Details of Family, FRSR
. . . ~ . i

- Nomination forms , Details of Bank Account |

Z



2. Smt. Munni Rani, W/C Typiest | Personal Mark of Identification in Column No.
9 of First Page of service book
3. Shri Sahil Kumar, Jr. Asstt. PRAN NO., Details of Family, FRSR
Nomination forms
4. Smt. Heeru Dhingra, w/C | Latest FRSR Nomination forms
Typist
5. Smt. Rangamma, W/C Coolie FRSR Nomination forms & Personal Mark of

Identification in Column No. 9 of First Page of
service book
6. Smt. Bimlesh , Sweeper FRSR Nomination forms & Personal Mark of
Identification in Column No. 9 of First Page of
service book

(E) Inclusion of Aadhar (Unigue Identification) number in Service Book o

On perusal of Service Book of the staff of E.E. Flood Control Division ~IX(1& F C D ) Sector 15, Rohini,
Delhi for the period 2019-20 to 2022-23, , it has been found that entry of Aadhaar Number has
not been made in the Service Book of the following staff as per instructions circulated by the Pr.
Secretary (Finance), Finance Department, Govt. of NCT of Delhi vide No.F.3(03)/2015/T-1/Pr.
A0/2017-26 dated 10/09/2015:

SI. No. Name & Designation

1. Shri Ashish Kumar Meena, J.E.

2. Shri Rajesh Kauhsik ,Sr. Asstt.

3. Shri M.C. Mani, Jr. Asstt.

4, Shri Sahil Kumar, Jr. Asstt.

5. Shri Rajender Singh, Beldar

6. Shri Jitender Singh, W/C Motor Lorry Driver

(F) Verification and communication of qualifying service after 18 years of service or 5 years
before retirement:

As per Rule 32 of CCS (pension) Rules. Verification of service of the government servant should
be done on completion of18 years of qualifying service or 5 years before the date of retirement
whichever is earlier and a certificate be issued in the prescribed form no. 24 to the official
concerned. The said certificate has not been found pasted in the Service Book of the following

officers/officials:- %



o

Sl. No. Name & Designation Date of Birth Date of | Date of

Appointment | Retirement
1 Shri Rajesh Kaushik, Sr. Asstt. 26.01.1967 15.12.2008 31.01.2027
2. Shri Rajender Singh, Beldar 25.03.1967 01.06.1989 31.03.2027
3. Shri Mahender Sihgh W/C Motor 10.11.1966 01.09.1993 30.11.2026

Lorry Driver

4, Smt. Munni Rani, W/C Typist 23.09.1964 01.06.1989 30.09.2024
5. Smt. Heeeru Dhingra, W/C Typist 06.03.1964 01.06.1989 31.03.2024
6. Shri Mahabir Singh 03.06.1966 01.06.1989 30.06.2026
7. Smt. Rangamma, , W/C Coolie 15.06.1966 01.06.1989 30.06.2026
8. Smt. Bimlesh Sweeper 10.04.1965 01.06.1989 30.04.2025
9. Shri M.C.Mani, Jr. Asstt. 03.01.1971 12.03.1999 31.01.2031

HOO is advised to comply with above mentioned provisions for maintenance of service books
under intimation to audit. Other similar type of cases may also be taken into account for similar
action,

. TAN NO. 2
(Observation Memo No. 04 Dated: 25.05.2023)

Subject:- Improper maintenance of Pay Bill Registers.

During the test check of the PBRs maintained by office of E.E. Flood Control Division —IX( I& F C
D ) Sector 15, Rohini, Delhi for the period 2019-20 to 2022-23, following discrepancies
noticed:-

have been

1. The mandatory page counting certificate is not recorded in the PBR’s on the first page which
is also required to be countersigned by the DDO concerned.

2. Alphabetical Index has not been maintained in any of the PBRs.

3. The mandatory information/details of employees required to be recorded on the upper left
side of each page in the PBR not found completely filled in any of the PBR’s. Apart from name
& Designation Date of
Joining Details of Govt. Accommodation, Employee ID,  details of loan /advances/ refunds,
installment No., PAN No. etc. were also not found completely filled.

other details like pay scle, (Basic + Grade Pay), Level of pay,

4. Monthly entries of Pay and allowances entered in the PBRs have not been signed by the DDO.

¥
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5. Totals of the PBRs column-wise has not been squared up which isrequired for the purpose
of calculation of Income Tax.

6. GAR18/TR22B has not been maintained in any of the PBRs.

7. Interms Ministry of Finance (Department of Economic Affairs) Notification No. 5/7/2003- ECB
& PR dated 22nd December, 2003 the employees who joined Govt. Service on or after
01.01.2004 will e governed by a New Defined Contribution Pensionshcme. A separate
PBR should be maintained in respect of the employees  who joined Government Service
on or after 01.01.2004 December, 2003.

HOO is advised to comply with above mentioned provisions for maintenance of PBR under
intimation to audit. Other similar type of cases may also be taken into account for similar action.

TAN NO. 3
(Observation Memo No.09 Dated :29.5.2023)

Sub: Rush of Expenditure.

During the test audit of reconciliation reports for the m/o March 2020, March 2021, March 2022 &
March 2023 as provided by office of CD-IX, I&FC, Sector-15, Rohini, Delhi, the budget allocation &
actual expenditure of the unit is as under:

H.O0.A/Major Head/Minor BE 2021-22 Expenditure Progressive % of
Head/Sub Head during the total expenditure
month

2019-20 March 2020

MH 2711 03 052 980027 70000000.00 13990529.00 63902070.00 21.89
Maintenance Drainage

MH 4711 03 800 990042 11500000.00 4011038.00 9474700.00 42.33
Other Drainage Works

MH -4217 60 050 95 40000000.00 9892462.00 39968935.00 24.75
0053Dev.of unauthorised

colonies

MH 4225 01 78998 00 53 6500000.00 1591843.00 2177816.00 73.09

Improvement of SC
Basties (SCSP)

MH 4515 00 103 93 00 53 57400000.00 26668232.00 52740712.00 50.56
IDRUV village
Development Board for
works 82%

W £




MH 4515 00 789 97 00 53 12600000.00 5854002.00 11577229.00 50.56
IDRUV village ‘
Development Board
(SCSP) 18%
MH 4711-01-800-93-00- 11000000.00 4521227.00 5872670.00 76.99
53 (Capital)-Development
of Chhat Ghat
H.0.A/Major Head/Minor BE 2021-22 Expenditure Progressive total | % of
Head/Sub Head during the expenditure
month
2020-21 March 2021
MH 2711 03 052 98 00 27 63400000.00 31850935.00 63030631.00 50.53
Maintenance Drainage  Sub
Head- Minor Works
MH 2711 03 052 98 00 02 3000000.00 975699.00 2601099.00 37.51
Wages
MH 4711 03 800 980053 Major 5300000.00 5220029.00 5220029.00 100.00
Drainage Works
MH 4711 03 800 990053 Other 17000000.00 12023733.00 12060813.00 99.69
Drainage Works .
MH -4217 60 050 95 0053 74100000.00 36826277.00 73969378.00 49.79
Dev.of unauthorised colonies
MH 4515 00103 93 00 53 6606000.00 6606000.00 6606000.00 100.00
IDRUV village Development
Board for works 82%
MH 4515 00 789 97 00 53 1450000.00 1450000.00 1450000.00 100.00
IDRUV village Development
Board (SCSP) 18%
MH 4711-01-800-93-00-53 4100000.00 3936443.00 3936443.00 100.00
{Capital)-Development of Chhat
Ghat
H.0.A/Major Head/Minor BE 2021-22 Expenditure Progressive total | % of

Head/Sub Head

du

ring the month

expenditure

2021-22 March 2022

MH 4711 03 800 990053
Other Drainage Works

8500000.00

7571582.00

8007270.00

94.56

N

4




369973525.00

~VIH -4217 60 050 95 0053 370000000.00 320741651.00 86.69
Dev.of unauthorised
colonies
MH 4225 01 789 98 00 53 6000000.00 1900000.00 5980505.00 31.77
Improvement of SC Basties
(SCSP)
MH 4515 00 103 93 00 53 39360000.00 15678818.00 39312777.00 39.88
IDRUV village Development
Board for works 82%
MH 4515 00 789 97 00 53 8640000.00 3441692.00 8629634.00 39.88
IDRUV village Development
Board {SCSP) 18%
MH 4711-01-800-93-00-53 26800000.00 15340425.00 26760665.00 57.32
(Capital)-Development of
Chhat Ghat
H.O0.A/Major Head/Minor BE 2022-23 Expenditur Progressive total % of
Head/Sub Head e during expe
the month
2022-23 March 2023
MH 4711 03 800 990053 Other 95000000.00 | 8857621.00 8857621.00 100.00
Drainage Works
MH 4225 01 789 98 00 53 6500000.00 | 1120831.00 2635721.00 42.52
Improvement of SC Basties
(SCsP)
MH 4515 00 103 93 00 53 19270000.00 | 11282949.0 19262304.00 58.58
IDRUV village Development 0
Board for works 82%
MH 4515 00 78997 00 53 4230000.00 | 2476745.00 4228311.00 58.58
IDRUV village Development
Board (SCSP) 18%

It has been observed that heavy expenditure in the above heads in the month of March 2020, March
2021, March 2022 & March 2023 was booked. Department is advised to incur the budget
proportionately in future under intimation to audit.

v




TAN NO. 4

(Observation Memo No.08 Dated :29.5.2023)

Subject : Non surrender of Savings.

o

During the test check of reconciliation statement of »ffice of Ex. Eng., Flood Control Division-
IX, (I & FCD), Sector-15, Rahini, Delhi for the audit period 2019-20 to 2022-23, it is noticed
that Savings of Funds / Excess expenditure were not being surrendered / regularized as per
provisions contained in General Financial Rule, 2017.

As per Rule 62(2) of GFR 2017, savings as well as provisions that cannot be profitably utilized
shall be surrendered to Government immediately they are foreseen without waiting till the
end of the financial year. No savings shall be held in reserve for possible future excesses/

expenditure.

Under the following heads, huge amount of funds have been found remained unutilized
which could have been regularized, declared surplus at the time of submitting Revised

Estimates.

Financial Year : 2019-20

t
i

<

_——

H.0.A/Major Head/Minor : B.E. 2019-2020 Progressive saving %of
Head/Sub Head ' total saving
2019-20 T
March 2020 i
MH 4711 03 800 990042 Other 11500000.00 9474700.00 | 2025300.00 | 17.611 j
Drainage Works 5 ‘
MH 42250178998 00 53- 6500000.00 2177816.00 | 4322184.00 66.495”1
Improvement of SC Basties ;
(SCSP) l
MH 4711-01-800-93-00-53 ‘ 11000000.00 5872670.00 { 5127330.0 E 46.612
{Capital)-Development of Ci:hat . ' :
Ghat | | {
_ _ | j
Financial Year 202G-21
H.0.A/Major Head/Minor B.E. 2019- Progressive total | saving % of |
 Head/Sub Head 2020 saving |
2021-21 ’ O
March 2021 _ ; :
MH 271103052980002 ' 3040000.00 2601099.00 E 398901.00 13.29677’?
Wages | | i
MH 4711 03 800 990053 ' 17000000.00 12060813.06 | | 4939187.00 | 29.05402 |
Other Drainage Works _J'_ ' 118 ‘



N—-

Financial Year :2022-23

®

H.0.A/Major Head/Minor BE 2022-23 Progressive saving % of
Head/Sub Head total saving

MH 2711 03 052 98 00 01 35000000.00 24192488.00 | 10807512.00 | 30.87861
Maintenance Drainage
(Salaries)
MH 4711 03 800 980053 Major 851000.00 0.00 851000.00 100
Drainage Works
MH 4711 03 800 990053 Other 95000000.00 8857621.00 | 86142379.00 | 90.67619
Drainage Works
MH 422501 78998 00 53 6500000.00 2635721.00 3864279.00 | 59.45045
Improvement of SC Basties
(SCsP)

As per Rule 62(1) of GFR 2017, Department shall surrender all the anticipated savings noticed

in the Grants or appropriation and the unutilized funds before the close of financial year. However,
in the above mentioned cases, the same was not done.

The department may take necessary action under relevant rules for surrender of all

anticipated savings under intimation to audit.

TAN NO. 5

(Observation Memo No.10

Sub.

1.

Needful may be done and compliance shown to audit.

Dated:30.5.2023)

Shortcomings in_ maintaining of Cash Book.

As per Rule 13 (iv) of R& P Rule, At the end of each month, Head of the Office should verify the
cash balance in the cash book and record a signed and dated certificate to that effect. In regard
to any discrepancy noticed therein, the instructions contained in Section V of Chapter 2 of the
General Financial Rules, 1963 should be followed. In case the verification of cash balance is not
possible on the last working day of a month on account of disbursement of, monthly salary and
allowances, it may be done on the first working day of the next month before making any
transactions on that day. However, it is observed that no certificate verifying the cash in hand
has been recorded in the cash book at the end of the month.
Total of balance column of cash and bank not shown/done page wise in cash book.
Classification of Charges / heads of account not in column no. 12 has not been shown shown in
Cash Book in absence of which correctness of boking of expenditure in monthly could not be
verified.
In cash Book when amount is withheld from the bills and shown in Cash Book, it is not mentioned
that the amount is withheld for which purpose.

N\ /
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TAN NO. 6

(Observation Memo No. 03 Dated :25.05.2023)

Subject:Unrealistic Estimates.

During the test check of work list as provided by office of of E.E. Flood Control Division —IX(
1& F C D) Sector 15, Rohini, Delhi for the period 2019-20 to 2022-23, it has been noticed that there is
huge variation between the estimates and the tender amount. A few instances are as under:

%
Estimated | Tendered above/below
SI.No. | Sub Work Agreement No. | Amount Amount the EC
Construction of Temporary Chhat 58.01%
Pooja Ghats at behind Sovereign below The
1. | School Sec 24 Rohini Agt.26/2019-20 | 4,86,550/- | 2,04,316.94/- | EC
Construction of Temporary Chhat
Pooja Ghats at Sector 16 DDA
Land Sector 15 16 dividing road 64.07%
near Petrol Pump opposite Bansal below The
2. | Bhawan Rohini Delhi Agt.31/2019-20 | 18,86,584/- | 6,77,849.63/- | EC
Construction of temporary Chhat 58.00%
Pooja Ghats of Mandir Wala Park below The
3. | Shiv Colony Ph Il Budh Vihar Delhi Agt.32/2019-20 | 3,13,882 /- | 1,31,830.44/- | EC
Construction of Temporary Chhat 58.07%
Pooja Ghat at DSIDC site at Badli below The
4. | Industrial Area Delhi 42 Agt.33/2019-20 | 6,22,829 /- | 2,61,152.20/- | EC
Construction of Temporary
Chhat Pooja Ghat at DDA Site 58.07%
adjacent at Data Ram Society, 5,99,223 below The
5. | Sector-18, Rohini. Agt.34/2019-20 | /- 2,51,254.20/- | EC
Construction of Temporary Chhat 58.00%
Pooja Ghat at DDA Site Opposite B below The
6. | Block Sector 15 Rohini Delhi. Agt.35/2019-20 1,91,132/- | 80,275.44/- EC
61.50%
Making arrangement for Chhat below The
7. | Pooja 2019 at Bhalswa Lake Agt.36/2019-20 | 29,89,421/- | 11,50,927.09/- | EC
Making arrangement for Chhat
Pooja 2019 on DTD Canal from 62.50%
Outer ring road near VIPS to Prem 23,83,382 below The
8. | Bari Bridge. Outer ring road. Agt.37/2019-20 | /- 8,93,768.25/- | EC

\V,
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Making temporary arrangements
for Chhat Puja Mahotsava, 2019 at
bank of Delhi Tail Distributaries

e

canal near village Badli between 62.50%
Ring road to Haiderpur treatment below The
9. | plant Agt.38/2019-20 18,17,018/- | 6,81,381.75/- | EC

Construction of Temporary Chhat

Pooja Ghat at DDA Site Adjacent to 70.71%

Data Ram Society Sector 18 Rohini below The
10. | Delhi for the year 2022. Agt.21/2022-23 30,10,128 8,81,666.49 | EC

Making temporary arrangements

for Chhat Pooja Mahotsava 2022 at

banks of Delhi Tail Distributaries

canal near village Badli between 70.80%

Ring road to Haiderpur treatment , below The
11. | plant Agt.22/2022-23 34,91,625 | 10,19,554.50 | EC

Making arrangement for Chhat

Pooja 2022 on DTD Canal from C 70.60%

Block Ekta camp Shalimar Bagh to below The
12. | Prem Bari Bridge Inner ring road Agt.23/2022-23 27,59,998 8,11,439.41 | EC

Making arrangement for Chhat

Pooja 2022 on DTD Canal from

Outer ring road near VIPS to C Block 70.00%

Ekta below The
13. | camp Shalimar Bagh Agt.24/2022-23 26,97,232 8,09,196.57 | EC

Making temporary arrangements

for Chhat Pooja Mahotsawa 2022 at 63.79%

Badli Village, Sector-19, DDA below The
14. | Ground near Primary School. Agt.25/2022-23 22,89,102 8,28,883.83 | EC

Construction of Temporary Chhat 69.80%

Pooja Ghat at DSIIDC Site at Badli below The
15. | Industrial Area for the year 2022 Agt.26/2022-23 13,65,342 4,12,333.28 | EC

Construction of Temporary Chhat

Pooja Ghat Opposite Haiderpur 72.90%

Badli Metro Station for the year below The
16. | 2022 Agt.27/2022-23 9,93,340 2,69,195.14 | EC

Construction of Temporary Chhat

Pooja Ghat at DDA Site Opposite 70.00%

B-Block, Sector -15, Rohini Delhi for below The
17. | the year 2022. Agt.28/2022-23 8,02,278 2,40,691.42 | EC
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Making arrangements for Chhat
Pooja Ghat 2022 from Boat Club 51.9990%
House to Mukund Village at below The
18. | Bhalswa Lake 2022. Agt.29/2022-23 45,16,022 21,67,735.72 | EC
Making arrangements for Chhat
Pooja Ghat 2022 from Bhalswa
Dairy to Boat Club House at 51.9990%
Bhalswa Lake below The
19. | 2022 Agt.30/2022-23 38,39,200 18,42,854.39 | EC
Construction of Temporary
Chhat Pooja Ghats at Sector-16
DDA Land Sector-15-16 dividing 71.25%
road, near Petrol Pump opposite below The
20. | Bansal Bhawan, Rohini, Delhi. Agt.31/2022-23 | 48,40,048 | 13,91,513.80 | EC
Making temporary arrangement 52.00%
for Chhat Pooja 2022 at Mangey below The
21. | Ram Park Ext.Budh Vihar, Ph-II. Agt.32/2022-23 15,55,917 7,46,840.16 | EC
Making temporary arrangement 65.90%
for Chhat Pooja 2022 at Rana below The
22. | Partap Park Vijay Vihar Rithala. Agt.33/2022-23 15,04,268 5,12,955.39 | EC
Making temporary arrangement
for Chhat Pooja 2022 at DDA 67.25%
Park near Khana Shop Vijay below The
23. | Vihar Phase-ll. Agt.34/2022-23 8,17,419 2,67,704.72 | EC
Construction of Temporary 68.85%
Chhat Pooja Ghats at behind below The
24. | Sovereign School Sec-24, Rohini. | Agt.35/2022-23 8,33,673 2,59,689.14 | EC
Construction of temporary
Chhat Pooja Ghats in Bheem 66.66%
Singh Market near Pocket-l, Sec- below The
25. | 24, Rohini Agt.36/2022-23 8,41,515 | 2,80,561.10 | EC
Construction of temporary
Chhat Pooja Ghats of Mandir 68.25%
Wala park, Shiv Colony Ph-lI, below The
26. | Budh Vihar Delhi Agt.37/2022-23 8,47,128 | 2,68,963.14 | EC
Construction of temporary
Chhat Pooja Ghats in front of 69.55%
Prince Public School Ph-Il, Budh below The
27. | Vihar Delhi. Agt.38/2022-23 8,50,761 2,59,056.72 | EC
Construction of temporary
Chhat Pooja Ghats of Mahadev 54.00%
Park, Mahadev Chowk Avantika, below The
28. | Sec-1, Rohini Delhi. Agt.39/2022-23 7,32,589 3,36,990.94 | EC
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Making temporary arrangement 63.79%

for Chhat Pooja 2022 at  C-362 , below The
29. | Block Avantika Rohini, Delhi. Agt.40/2022-23 11,46,064 4,14,989.77 | EC

Construction of temporary 65.66%

Chhat Pooja Ghat at Sector-16 below The
30. | DDA land Rohini Delhi. Agt.41/2022-23 7,98,311 2,74,140 | EC

Repair and renovation of Chhat

Ghat at DA Block Shalimar Bagh

and Income Tax colony,

Pitampura in Assembly 62.50%

Constituency-14 for the year below The
31. | 2022. Agt.42/2022-23 1,28,920 48,345 | EC

Construction of temporary

Chhat Pooja Ghat near Saroj 73.99%

Hospital opposite DDA (Baba below The
32. | Wala Park) Sector-19 Badli. Agt.43/2022-23 9,64,308 2,50,817 | EC

The estimates of works are prepared by the Technically expert Engineers on the basis of
prevalent D.S.R. and depending upon the prevailing Market rates, but still it has been observed that
tenders have been received & accepted quoting the rates much below the estimated cost.
Moreover, today the rates of every commodity are rising spirally yet the tenders have been accepted
much below the estimated rates.

Such type of unreasonable variations can be attributed to either wrong assessment of the
quantity of items or sketchy estimates prepared in an unprofessional manner.

The above details of work awarded above / below the estimated cost shows that estimates
were prepared casually & no proper attention was given to prepare estimates on more realistic basis.

The Division may follow the instructions on pre construction stage/preparation of detailed
estimate given in CPWD manual strictly and ensure that estimates should be prepared on a realistic
basis and on basis of actual requirement of site. All such other cases may also be reviewed under

intimation to audit.
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(CHANDER MOHAN)
Inspecting Audit Officer
Audit Party No. 17



