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INTRODUCTION

I, the Cbairmaq Committee on Plblic Accounts, having been authorised by

the Committce to present this Report, on their behalf prescnt the 37th RePort on

Aciion Taken by Govemment on the Recommendations contained in the

75th Repo* of the Committee on Public Accounts (2014-2016).

: 'Ihe Committee consideted and finatised this Report at the meeting held on

3rd December, 2018.

V. D. SATHEESAN.

' Thinrvadanthapuram, Chairman,
.3rd December, 2018. Commiuee on Publip Accounts.



RBPORT

This report deals with the
recommendations contained in the
Accouts (2014-2016).

The 75th Report of the Committee on pubtic Accoun'ts (20121-2016) was
presented to the House on l6th December 2014. This Report coitained twelve
recommendations relating to Fisheries and ports, public Works, Forest and Wild
Life, Information Technology and Agriculture Departments. The Report was
forwarded to the Government cn Z4-LZ-2O14 to fumish the Statement of Action
Taken on the recommendations contained in the Report and final .reply from the
Govemrnent was received on 2+ll-2016.

The Commiltee examined the statements of Action Taken received fiom
Govemment at its meeting held on 2il-2017 and decided not to pursue further
action on the recommendations in the light of the rcplies fumished by
Government, but coinmented on certain paras. The recommendations and
Government replies are incorporated in this Report.

FISHERIES AND PORTS DEPARTMENT

(SLN'.1, pan Na. S)

The Commirtee o[serves that the former contrac0or abandoned the work in
the middle and the balance work had to be re-arranged at higher rates resulting an
additional expenditure of I 50.97lakh. tt remarks that.had the provision for risk
and cost was included in the contract work, the additional expendirure could have
been realised from the contractor. It vie; it as a serious lapse on the part of the
department and directs that the Fisheries and ports Departm€nt should be vigilant
in avoiding such lapses in future.

Action Taken by Government on the
75th .Report of the Committee on public

Actioa Takoa

The work 'Conslruction of Breakwaters at ponnani, was awarded to M/s
Kaikkara Construction Company in Aprit 2002 by the Superintend.ing Engineer, _

Harbour Engineering North Circle, Kozhikode, fixing the schedule of date of
15z2019.
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completion as 18 December 2003. But the contractor did not complete the work

. within the stipulated time. Hence extension was granted upto l&10-2004 with
fine of ( 41000. The contractor did not complete the work within this extended

period also. As the progress was very slow during this period the work was

terminated but later it was revoked by the Chief Engineer considerin! the request

of the contractor- Meanwhile the contractor requested for rate revision and further
extension of time. Government sanctioned rate revision with I0% excess oi/er

2004 schedule of rates with a condition tg complete the work within 9 months-

But the contractor could not complete the wort within this period also and

requested for further ext€nsion. Govemment sanctioned. time extension upto

31 October 2007 with a fine of I 36.44 Lakh for the period from l-42007 to

31-1G2007 and a fine of ( 21,956 per day after 3l-tG2007. But the contractor

did not execute the work aft€r this. Hence the. work was terminated by the

Superintending Engineer, Harbour Engineering North Circle, Kozhikade on

29-+2OO8 at full risk and cost of the contractor as per tender condition and the

work is rearianged. The extra liabiliry due to rearrangement of the work ii
< 4,34,12,105. This amount has to be remined by the contractor. As he did not
remit the amount revenue recovery action was initiatbd against the co.ntraq-tor.

This is as per the existing tender conditions and rules.

This amount is inclusive t 50,9;,921 the amount to be recovered as per in
CCXd and final which was the amount already paid to the contractor in the

previous bill on account of rate revision sairctioned by the Govemment. The

contractor $,as dirgcted to rcmit this amounl to Government within 15 days of
rcceipt of notice. But the notice came back unclaimed. A second notice was

issued on 2&5-2009 and th€ contractor received the same on &62009. But he

did not remit and settle the dues. The proposal for rcvenue recovery action was

submitted to the District Collector, Kollam dgainst the contractor.

Then the contracoor frled I ivrit p€tition WP (C) No.3136a2009 before the
Hon'ble High Court. Challenging the issuance. of dbmand notice issued by the
Executive Engineer, Harbour Bngineering Division, Malappuram for remitting an

amount of < 4,34,12,105 with interest consequent to termination of work contract
awarded for re-arrangement at his risk and cost.



It is still pending with Hon'ble High Cout with stay order on implementation of

revenue r€covery proceedings of the Executive Engineer' Hence action in the

revenue recovery proceeclhgs against the contractor by Tahsildar (RR) KoUam

could not b€ proce€ded further. The Revenue Recovery aqtion can be continued

only after the disposal of the writ Petition.

The Public Accounts Committee remarks that, had the provision for risk and

cost was included in the contract of work' the additional expenditure could have

been realised from the contractor. The provision for risk and cost was included in

the conlract agrEement of the work as per clause 12 of general sPecification and

additional conditions of contract. Accordingly revenue recovery actionl wel.

initiated by the Hartour Engineering Oepar-trnent' But the same was challenged'

by the contractor in Hon'ble High Court by filing a W'P(C) No'313692009 The

reveiu€ recovery actiqn can be continupd only afler the disposal of the writ

pethiqn and the depdtrnent has made all effort to recover the amount from the

conttaclor.

. Coaclusiol

Committee observes that the lapses from th.e part of the Government

pleaders made the Govemment defeated in many cascs and it was a loss of time

and money of the public and comments that the Govemnent pleaders must

effectively convey the. Covernment arguments to the courts'

Rocommcadatiol

(g No 3, Pata No' t6)

TheCommitteeobservesthatthehardandfastcriteriaforavailingdiesel
subsidy is not in favour of the prevailing conditions of.the fisher folk' To ensure

the fruitful utilization of cenral as$istance the Cdmmittee directs the Fisheries &

Ports DeDaxtment to take necessary steps to take uP the matter with Government

ri-i*"' so that necessary changes could be bmught to the guidelines in

accordance with the Fevaiting condition of each state'

' Actlo! Tskon

This is a centrally sponsored scheme for providing rebate for. HSD oil

@ ( i.50 Per litre to tioat owners' As per the guidelines' boat owners belonging to
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BPL category alone are eligible for the rebate. But almost all boat owners ofa."..uh-rt: under .A.pL category and hence a rnajority of the boat owners do not
enjoy the benefit of the scheme. As such Govemmeni of India had been addressedin this matter highlighting the peculiarci,*,i"" ,i .ni, i "" J"O 

", 
Onr*r*

necessary-modification to the guidelines to suit tre needs of this st'te. But sinceme guloetlnes are prepared by the Central Govemment on uniform basis and noton the prevailing coldition of each State, the guidelines have not yet been revised
by the Covemment of India.

Conclurion
The Commitiee suggests that it is better to allow diesel subsidy on the basisof the BPL status of the working. fishermen of the rcspective boats rather than thatof the Boat owners

. Rccommetrdatiot

(sr.No. 4 pin N;. tD
The Commifie€ recommends that the Fisheries and pons Department should

make necessary arrangements to purchase sufficient quantity of Kerosene from.
IOC and to distributb the same to Fishermen al Stut" Cou.-o,"nr Sub.idy.ut"r.

Actioa T*cn ,

. The scheme for supply of white kerosene to fishermen is being implemented
through Matsyafed. Under the scheme Government subsidy e nsiZS per titre of
kerosene is given to fishermen: For the ichdme of distribution J*nU. U"r"*"",
Covemment ordered the establishment of 13 kerosene bunks in 9 Marine Districts.
Out of this, l0 bunks have already started furictioning, constructi,on of 2 bunks
have completed and wili start functioning soon. The Construction of one bunk isunder way. The benefit of the scheme is being diskibuted to the UeneficiJes
dire€tly to their bank aicounts; The quantity of kerosene being supplied is as
below.

Uplo l0 HP-13? lirre per month

Between lGl5 Hp-144 lirre per month

Above l5 Hp-188 lire per month
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Recommcndrtion

(SI.No. 5, pan No. 2l)
The Committee views rhat the Matsyafed had neither conducted a feasibility

sludy nor had a proper planning and monitoring beiore submitting the proposal for
i the subjecl to ihe Government of India. The Commitiee lamens Le negligence on

the pan of the Depanment in implementing the centrally sponsored project
without laking into aecount of the prevailing condition of ttre slate and warns that
necessary steps should be taken to avoid such laprcs in future.

' Action Tskeo

The recommendadons of the pAC regarding the essential feasibility study to
be dole beforc submission of proposal fr- tt e pro;1ects !o Govemment of India is
now being carefully followed. Necessary direition has Ar""Oy b"en issueJ o
Matsyafed to observe the recommendation of the Committee strictly in future.

pablic Works Dcpartment

. Roconmeadation

(S!.No. 2, para No. 9)

The Committee analyses that the amount collected as guarantee for the
works is meagre when compared to the cost of works and hence it recommends
that the Public Works Depanment should make necessary amendments
in the PWD Manual to enhance the amount of guarantee 

"nougf, 
,o 

"ou", 
O" ,iaf

and cost.

rf thd guarantee 
",.""", ,, ;;;;nar to the contra* amount. the

contractors will not take up the work. Ttie works a.re entrusted to contractors only
after execuring proper agreemenb. According ro the KpwA crd", ;iii; il';
ll.eased 

onll after the completion of the.work. If the prciiects are terminated, the
risk and cost should be realised through civil suits. It is also infonired that, as per
G.O.(P) Nq.AlyFin dated tl-2015, the guaranree amount of pWD works has
been revised (A rexure.)
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. Concluslol

Ths Committee observes that a guarantee period should be fixed by the

Government for the completion of the alloted work irnd if it is prolonged by

reasons other than contractors flaws, bank loan should be arranged with guarantee

of the Governinent and tlie interest also to be paid by the Government' In such

cases an. Engineering wing sh6uld be formed jointly by the bank and the

Government in order to monitor the progress of the'work.

' Forcst & wild Llfc DcPartment

. Rcconnendatiotr

6!.No- 6' Pan No 20

The Committee finds that Pythalmala Eco Tourism Proje't was not

implemented as envisaged as the road leading to tr" 
-*:tktlT. 

could not be

construded. The projlct had been wound up due to the lack of feasibility study

and proper planning. . This resutted in blocking up of ( 8.81 crore' It recommends

that before implementing a Centrally Sponsorcd Scheme feasibility study sttould

be conducted and direc6 the Forcst and Wildlife Department to avoid.such lapses

in future.

Action Teken

Pythalmala Eco Tourism hoject was not implemented by FDA' Kannur due

to the non-completion of road teading to the worksite by PWD authorities' Out of

< 14.99 lakh received by the FDA, an amount of I 3,96,819/- was spent for the

construction of a trek path and an amount of < ll'02,181/- was surrendered to

Eco-tourism Department. However, it may be seen that a new Eco-tourism project

was prepared afier proper study for implementation by Kannur Forest

Development Agency at a cost of < 24 lakh. Tbis pmjsct was cleared by

the Committee cif .Chief Conservators of Foress for Eco-tourism

. Projects on V7-2O15. This pmject is being implemented under the Budget

"Ecotourism (Plan)".

Roconmondatiol

6f .No. Z Pan No. 28)

The Committee lashes on the inertia and lack of conspicuous vision on the

part of the Department in implementing Projects end non utilisation of t 3 cror€.



for environmental protection. The Committee was at a loss to note that even the
advisoJy committee to verify whethcr a land is ecologically fragile had not
reconstituted as per the rules. So the Committee recommends to initiate the steDs

.on war footing to reconstitute the Advisory Commitree and urges to fumisll a
repon on the steps taken in this regard.

Action Talon
. An amount of ( 3 crore was meant for acquisition of mangroves in Kollam,

Thrissur and Kannur Districts. Initially these lands were proposed to be 4cquired
.through land acquisition through District Couectors of those Districts, and funds
were placed at their disposal. But later on it was dgcided to vest these mangroVis
under section 4 of EFL Act. Now th€ Cuslodisn of EFL and rhe principal Chief
Conservator of Forests (WP&R) has infoimed that the Advisory comrnittee has
been rcconstituted and as per decision of the Committee dated !2-2015, a sub
committee was formed for prioritizing areas to be vested under section 4 of EFL
Act The report was submitted by the subcommittee after site verification on
l+2-2075 Ntd 202-2015. Further, in the meeting of Advisory committ€e held on
lr!2015; it was decided to velt selected Mangroves in.Kollam and Thrissur
Districts under Sectioh 4 of the EFL Ac

. Futher it is informed that the District Collector, Kannur has reported that as
psrt of a comprehensive survey, 758.322 Hectares of mangroves has been
identified and has forwarded a proposal to undertake negotiit"d puchase of
mangroves.

. Distict Collector, Kannur has further requested to accord sanction for
transferring the amount of ? I crore from District Collector, Thrissur to his
account for undertaking negotiated purchase of mangroves, and the proposal is
under the consideration of Govemment,

Iaformation Tcchnology Dcpartment

RccoEDcndstion

(SI.No. B, pan No. 30)

The Committee admonishes the officials of IMOPARK for their languid
attitude in complying the provision of Store purchas€ Manual resulted in short



- collection of cost of tender forms to th€ tune of (52 lakh and observes that, the

responsibility for the loss has not been fixed.. The Committee remarks that

ignorance is not an excuse for erring. It direits the Information Tebhnology

Department to impart training to thq conc€med officials regarding the charges in

the rules and acts periodically.to avoid such lapses in future

Action Taken

. Noted for future guidance.' Government have already instructed the Chief

Executive Officer, Infopark, Kochi as Per letter. No.2Z53lAU2OllllTD dated

20.l0.20ll(Annexure) that as per para 2A.of Storc Purchase Manual read with

C.O.(P) No.l4I200,1/SPD dated 22.11.2OO4; lhe purchas€/supplies to all

autonomous bodies comes undbr the purview of Store Purchase Manual and hence

dirccted to effect all purchaseVSupplies strictly adhering Store Purchase Manual. '

The Chief Executive Offrcer, Infopark has also rePorted that all tenders now

invited by Infopark are as per SPM and subsequent government orders.

RocommcBdstioB

(Sl.No. 9, Para No. 34)

The Committee strongly recomminds that the contractors who fail to ex€cute

the work in time ar\d submit fake bank guarantees should be blacklisted. It also

urges ihe fl D€partmeflt to furnish the details of the present status of the case

against lws Farooq Agencies.

Actioa Taksn

Action for blacklisting the contractor who fails to execute the \a'ork in time

and submitted fake bank guarantee will be initiated after the disposal of the case

by the Hon'ble High Court.

Infopark has fil€d a civil case against IWs Farooq Constructions .in Sub

Coun at Ernakulam (O.S. No.85.l/2f,v9) for recovering the additional expenditure

incuired by Infopark in re-tendering the work and other loses suffered by Infopark

due to the termination of contiacr. Total loss suffered by Infopark as claimed irl

the said suit is I 7.91 Crores.
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The Consultant KITCO is also made co-respondent in the said suit

along with trWs Farooq Constructions. The Hon'ble Court has given noiice to IWs

Farooq Constructions, KITCO and Indiaq Oversels Bank, Komalapuram Branch,

Alappuzha for producing the original of the documents attached as exhibits

along with the suit. Trial for'this case is expected to start after the summer

vacation 2015.

Infopark also filed criminal case against lWs Farooq constructions, for
submitting forged Bank Guarante€ at Hontrle ludicial Fint Class Magistrat€ Court

at Aluva. Cdurt directed Thrikkakara Police Station to inYestigate the sise ald
proceedings are under plogress.

R sc onmcadatioa

(S).No. 10. Pan No. 37)

. The Committee exprcsses its displeasure over the lackadaisical approach of
the IT Department which incurred an infructuous expenditure of { 2.61 crore by

acquiring tand for a particular project and then abandon the same in tlie middle lt
evaluates tliat implementing a project without Prop€r study is the reason for the

failure and directs IT Department that before implementing a project, feasibility

study should be conducted.

Actlon Tatcn

Noted for future guidince. The Managing Direotor, KSITIL has also

. reported that the new rules and guidetines under the LA Act 2013 will be followed

for future projects including the ccinsideration of the environmental impact and

feasibility studies etc.

Agriculturo DcPartmclt

Rscounoldttion
(Sl.No. 11 ParaNo.43) .

The Committee accuses the Agriculture DeparEh€nt for not monitoring the

improper management of funds by University authorities especially amount

deiucted towards General Provident Fund from the salary of the employees bf
Kerala Agricultural University wirich resulted in an extra burden of I 15'93 crore

Iowards the payment interest. It directs that the Practice of diverting the amount

deducted towards the P.F conhibution for meeting administrative expenditure

should be curtailed and statutes of all univetsities ihould be amended accordingly'

1S2nOr9.
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' Action Takcn

. The Registrir, Kerala Agricultural University has rePorted that from the

Financial Year 20M2 onwards full amount deducted from the employees

towards GPF have been credited to GPF accirunt and no diversions are made to

any other sources from GPF. The University have solemnly affirmed that

hereafter the University will not divert any funds form GPF/WPF of employe€s to

me€t the other expendiqre. (Annexure).

These being the fact, the Kerala Agricultural University may be exempted

from amending statutes regarding the PF rules as recommended by the PAC as the

University has informed that they are actilg as per the standing instructions

in this rega.rd:

Roconmsadatioa
(Sl.No. 12' Pan No' 44)

It also rec6mmends that Agriculture Department should check the feasibility

fo( extending an aid to the Agriculture University as one-time settlement to

resolve the issue.

Actio4 Tatol

Governmeni have examined the proposal of Kerala Agricultural University
' 
for a one time assistance of { 100 crore to settle the liability of Kerala Agricultufal

University on account of PF diversion, in dctail. The Government is releasing

huge amounts every year under plan and non-plan for the various activities of the

University. Even after the trifurcation of the Univeriity the monthly establishment

expenditure is on the rise. Government cannot bear the huge financial commitment

of 100 crore at Present and Covernment is not at all responsible for the PF

diversion of the University. Hence Kerala Aericultural University should meet the

expbnditure from their internal revenue by reducing the establishment expeniliture'

University should also wind up unproductirre research/arojects and extra staff,

consequent on trifurcation, if any, should be deployed:

. The above decision has been comntunicated to the Registrar'

Agricultural Univ€rsity for complianc,:, as Per Govemment

No.lL8437l AF2lZOlyAD dated 16ll-2015. (Annexur€).

Kerala
letter

Thiruvananthapuram,
3rd Decembgr, 2018.

V. D, SATHEESAN, '

chairman, .

commitbe on pubiic accounts.
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GOVERNiIENT OF KERN.A
Ab'snact

Financr Depafiment - Revision of Cost of r€nder fonq Eernest Mone]f
Deposit, Performance Securiti Deposil erc - orders irsued-reg-

NNANCB (INDUSTRIBS & PUBUC WORXS . B) DEPARTIGNT

G.O.(P) No. O3l15/Fin. Dated, Thiru natlthapurem, 05/01/2015

1) U.O(o No. 19274/H3/r4/wlD and No. 2O455/H3/14IPWD
2) Minutes of dre meering held by Additional Cbief Secrerary

(Finance) on 25.11.2014
3) G.O(P) No. *0,/20o8,/Fin dared 01.12.2008
4) G.O(MS) No. 60/12IPWD dared 20.09.2012

' ORDER

'Government has b&n apprised of cerBin issues arisint on

implementation of the revised PWD Manual . Deliberations for soning out

these issues have been held with various staleholders, such as, Public Work.

Department, Contractors' Associations; Chief Technical E)(amiler elc. Based

on the above, Public Works Department has zubmined detailed proposal

reladng to the revision of cosr of render fonns, Earnest Money Deposir,

Performance Security Deposit etc.

2. Govenm€ht hav€ examined these proposals in detail and are pleased to

order the revision of rates as follows;

1. Cost of Tender form :-

Since e-tendering became mandatory for all tenden erceeding

? 25 lakhs, demand to do,away wirh the cost of tender form has been

received ftom various quarrers. Taking into conlid€ration the effons
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involved in preparadon of tender doementg, Govemment rlecided ro
m€intain the su.tus quo. Howeier, in order to enhance €mpetition in
Droorng process it was decided to rstionalise the cost of tender forns as
follows. Th€ ordet issued vide referenct 3d cir€d stands modined to the
following extent.

2. F-rnest Monev Dfposjt rEMD)

A; per the reference 4,r cired, 2.S% of the projecr c!st, subjeci ro a
maximum of t S0;OOO,/-, is to be

ixojects costing r;;;';; j::T.*":,:il r#HHj;
monerary limir, for all projects exc€eding t s0 Iakh is to be couected as
Earnesr Money Deposir (EMD). I(
now nxed reduces c'mpetition ""J.T.T::TilT ff,H:;TT:
lidders 

once bid is finalised. Government, therefore, decided a -Oo*rhe mtes of EMD with the rates followed by CPWD as follows:
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3. Performance Security Deposit

Governmeat have gone thiough rhe CpwD systeEr wher€ performance

Guaran@e 8nd Secu ty Deposits are collected in difierent rmdes and ar
different tirne ineryals. After reviewing rhe pros and cons of the s)6tem it
was decided rc modifu the covemmenr Order read 4d cired to $e following
etnent.

i Performance Guarantee wiU be 5% of dre conlract value.
ii. At least fifty percent of the performance Guaranree will be in rhe

form of Treasury Fixed Deposir 1d the rest in the form of bank
guaiantee or any other forms prescribed in the revised pWD

Manual.

iii. In additioo to performance. Guaiamee, Security Deposit for i wbrk
shall be cotlected by deducion frorn the runninyfrnal bill of the
contra$ols @2.S% of the gross amounr of each running and,zor

hml daius till expiry of defea liabiliry period.

iv. Securiry Deposit can be released against banl guarantee on its' accumulation to minimum amount gf ? 5 laktr. The minimurn
amount of Bank Guarantee shall not be less than t 5 lalhs ar a

It was observed that birumin issued by depanmenr for execltion of
low value works are often misused. It is, therefore, ordered tJrat hereafter
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depanmenral Bitumen supply will be restricid for erirergency work only'

However Bitumen for works costinS less tian t 5 lakhs will be allowed tiil

31.03.2015 as an interin measure. Thereafter, no bitunen will be issued for

deparfirental works except for emergency works.

5. The ievised rates will be appticabte to all tenders floated after the date of

issue of this order.

**5"{$:Hliffi;
Additiooal ihief secretaty (Finance)

To
The Accountant General (A&E) Kerala, Thiruvanathapuram
The Accountant General (G&SSA) Kemla, ThiruvanathaPuram
The Accountant General (E&RSA) (,.erala, thiruvanathapuram
All H€ads of Departments and omces
All Depanments of secretariat
All Privare Sesetaries to Minisrers
Private secretary to chief Minisrer
Private Secrerary to the Leader of Opposiiion
All Secretaries to Govemment
The Secretary, Kerala Public Service Commission,
Thirurananthapuram {wi.h c,/L)
The Registrar, University of Kerala/CochivKozhikode,/Kottayam
(wirh c/L)

. The Regisrar, High coun of Kerala
Tbe Secretary, Kerala Humao Rights Commission,
Ttiruvananthapura m
The Managing Director, Kerala state Transport Corporation,
Thiruvananthapuram (with c/L)
The Secretary, Icrala State Electricity Board,
Thiruvananthapuram (with C/L)
T!€ Secrerary to Governor

^./he Nodal officr€r, www.fi nance.ker3la.gov.in
Stock filvoffice Copy .
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I r.'rr'
lhe Itcgrstt.tt

lr
Ih( Sectct.lr, lo (iovemnn lll
A!rr il:afmsi lJeflafl men(
r vcmnrenl Secretanat. .

lhrru\Jnanthrpulim

sub - .KA(j - l'AC repon oo Keraia Agricullural tjnive6ity tor the year

(201.{-20t6) 75'r' rcpod Repon on the aclion lakcn - Re8.

Rel: (;oleflr rcnl Lexer Nr) I l 8/3 ?/AF2/2O l s/AD daled | 3/03/2015

lsind artention is invited to thc rellrence ciled. In this conneclion lhe

lirlIrwrriS filcls a.c brought lo l6e nolrcc ol (;overnDrent for consideration.

Fr()in (he Irn?ncrrl Ycar.)0ll l0l? onwards tull aDrotrnl deducted from lhe

.rnrpl(rlcc\ l('waftls GPf have bcerr.ruditcd lo GltF accounl irDd.no diverslo.,s are

' rnadc to arry othcr sources from (il'l ll rs also slated thal the additional requiremenls

,,'r l,r qrrh{irawls lbr rhe lasl t\!o viiars were nret from the withdrawal from TPA

.r€ounr ot (;Pl as cviderccd lionr lhc rlluslratluN as detailed bclow

l. ti'!a!-r!4l-&u-29U:lq!-l
I Reler5c ol fund 11, (;l'l Rs. 14.84.86.q1 i,-

- Jrr\r.I\(|hrr"l l\/ltlln (ilrl (h'5LI( I(' 1u.88.i1.:/O'



\7

I l. Finrncial year 2014-201s

I Release of fr.rnd ro GpF

_ lJr5borsemenl oI fA/llRA,Upt !lorure

Rs. 11.44.40.000/-

Rs. 14.92.24.0t9r

. ll rs peninenr l() add rhil rhe.wilhdrawit lrom TpA account ro mccl t e
rddrtionar rcqurremcnl\ hirs he{r (onsrdcrabry dc(rcas('d and iro drnounr rrom pF rs
r,u\ \ir\.r'icJ lu nr.,jt !LIlrjn[,lrrlr\c c\pcnrlitur(

Ihcr( betng rhc lacts. lh( Kcrala

iion, {mend,ns srarurcs rcsadins,r. r, i":::::'::,,:::l.iil ffi i;:':lil
Univer$ily ias now rorally conlplied wrth rhe sranding Instru(.ttons In rhis regard. ll
rs soiemnlv alliamed fhat hercalier tha Untve,slt, will nol diven any funds frcm
(;PljlWPF ol employees to meel lhe olher cxpcnorrurc.

I ma! also requcst rlr.ll rhe Kerai, r Agncllltural tjntvcrslly may. be provided
wilh a financial.aid of Rs. 265r, crores to solvc thc vexed probleins of financial crisrs
nou,being taced rn tune wrth rhe recommendatron ol subjecr commr.ee of Kerala
l,cgislative Ass€mbly for rhe year 20t4-2015 Wilhout such sound financial package
rhe university wourd nor bc abre ro tide oyer the vulnerable fiscal crisis thal
eDdangcrs lhe very exislance ofthis rnslitutionl

Yolrs fairhtirlti..

'|r ,1,,t11s',-) -/
RI.CISTER

152/2019.
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GOVERNMENT OF KEITAI-A

No )ll,l J7lAl I -lotirj\t) Agf rcutrurr (lirruts) Depa{rfir||t
r rll u !,i n,rntll.lpuranl
t)ared l1r|,,2015

nteet lna I'xpenditurc h.om thetr

rI \?f5ll\ \lll)uld also !vtnd Llp

tolurcrllrxr. rl any, should bc

yours fairhfull!,
M. AY}'APPAN KURUiI(AI,

' .\rtrIrionitl So( n,t,jrv
l.0r \, , r{ t, | ! t,) ( i,v,. , ,,r.Jrl

lr,'rii 
.

' I h,, Sr(rr,inr \ lo Cov;fnrnenl

Io
I he ReEr\r;rr.

l\erald Agfr( utlurnl Untversily,
l h r ssirl

iltuelol(, Iifl :ln Agncu[ufal [_Jrl!(1.,rlv r5 (lirc(rr,d.to
Lfrlr'||r,rr Jr,veltu( l)! rf(juCl|9 thp eS(nl)lt\lIrlf||l (,\:pr,nrl (lI

lr '' l' \" ' r ' ,,,,r(1 | .r.r,l i ,t . \r, r. ir)|\r{l!rrtI ol}
,r't l'.\, ,r

\trl)rir\ 11 li )r /\\!r1.

i t\/./ t,:-4
5L ( rri,rt ( )JIi( fr

\,1 , ,\- r' r. I r'c lJep, rmenr h,.r,,r., A; , rltur,., l .,rvFr) \ r,..t,.rL
. /\.rounts (oinnlrree (201.1. li)l 7:,,,Rcpon .l.t,uu fl,t",, ii"po,r A"g

l "' tj | ,.r, | \,, tj! AJ.78q { t.. irrcd lt/Ur 2 l:r ffu,rr rht' r ij|rl,rrullFr
Ket nld Agricul{Llfal Univcrrrry, Thrissur

l) Youi Ieuet. No. cA/E3/U4201-tt)l 5 dired -,Bi 07/20IS.

I ntr lo lnvtt(,voll at(entton to lh. tol!.fences ctLL,d.dnd ro lnfornl you tiat Govefnrncnt IsIflta5illll huge JrDoults everv vear under J,l,rir ntkl noD l)lin for rhe v.rrrous .l!tlvilles ol tbe
turrvr'r\I\,. Evendll(,t thc ltifurca(ion oi ilr. lJnrvrr5r(r, rh,. tDonthly c\tit)ltlhntellr expcnditure
r\ o'ttr{,r.ise. Ilen!e Covefnnlenr cannoi l)fnt (hf huge litrirna,ol con,n,ir,n"nroi {t00croreat
r.r'r'r,.rr,rr,,,r,.rrrrn r1.r\Dr.)(.Icll n.n,rr,,.. ,,t,..,lx. ljl ,trver!r(,1 oJ rh ttr,rvp.srrv
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