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Re. No.38672/98/P2, 
Dated: 24-9-1998. 

GOVERNMENT OF ANDHRA PRADESH 
FOREST DEPARTMENT 

// 150 // 

Office of the Prl. Chief Conservator of Forests, 
Aranya Bhavan, AP., Hyderabad. 

Sri S.0.Mukherji,I.F.S., 
Pr/. Chief Conservator of forests. 

CIRCULAR No.19/98 

)SS 

Sub:- Recommendations on PAC - Regarding disposal of misappropriation 
cases - Suggestion of P.A.C. in third report-to implement -- Orders - Regarding. · · 

Ref:- Prl.CCF.AP.Hyd. Rc.No.33777/981P2, dated 10-8-1998 (Circular No.15/98). :l.- 
*** 

:v 

While communicating the suggestions and recommendations of committee on 
Public Accounts in respect of the disposal of the misappropriation cases, the officers in 
the address entry were requested to bestow personal attention and dispose them on 
priority basis duly complying with CCA Rules to avoid adverse comments in the PAC meeting vide this office Ref. (1) cited. · 

In continuation of the above, some of the observations made by the P.A. C. for 
the 10'" legislative Assembly for the year 1988-89 in -respect of disposal of misappropriation cases are as follows: · 

1. The committee observed that tendency to prolong the enquiry will 0/11y riesutt in 
loss of evidence and consequential escapement of delinquent oflicer'(rom pµn;shment 
and therefor suggested that, the De artmental en ui should be:.'CQ · · leti,d Within a 
time bound ro ramme as er rules in vo ue and not exceedin 2 ears niaximum for 
the en ui officers to com lete the and to subni~ !heir · repd/tS ·fo the Government. 

lC:k:!C3 
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sional 

.... )/.~t:.·/ . . 2. The committee su ested to conduct eriodical reconc,liatidris'and conduction o( internal audit. 

3. 

ard of 

to 

However the recommendations of PAC. communicated through Erivirorimen( 
Forests, Science and Technology Department, D.O. Lr. No.6108/S&D/98-1, dated 28,&; ' 
1998 are communicated herewith for inforrnatiq6 anc:1 gu}dence. 

They are requested to adhere to the obselVations and suggestions of P.A C. and: 
see that the misappropriation cases and disposed of expeditiously with giving room foi comments by the P.A. c. ·· 

Th.e receipt may be acknowledged. 

ests. 

To 

All the Officers of distribution fist 'A' 
Sd/- S. D. Mukherji, 

Prl. Chief Conservator of Forests 

//TRUE COPY// 
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Extracts. of recommendations made by the Public Accounts Committee for the 1 au, 
Legisl~ti\le Assembly for the year .1988-89. 

*** 
; ... 

· 3.5.1 (i). ,case No.4 Year 1976-77 - Office of the OivisionalForest Officer. EILJru 

Amount involved Rs.1,56,000 (as reported to the·A9countant General Officer). 

Sri K.Subrahmanyam, Range Officer, Eluru misappropriated Rs.1. 55,556 by way 
of ch~rging for works (Bamboo plantations) which were not executed. 

(ii)'. In reply .t6a :question \Athether enquiry had been completed against the 
· delinquent.Range dfficer retired in the year 1983), the Chief Conservator of Forests 
stated that enquiry was completed in the year 1992 (after a delay of nearly nine vears 

',,' $i.ricethe date of retirement). . . 

. .· (iii) · 1h its: expl§riatory notes, the Department stated that action was d rapped 
.against:,th:e Range Offic~r in August 1992 as it was established in the Departmental 

· enquiry that the Forest Range Officer had not misappropriated· any amount. It was 
further stated in the notes that as the audit felt that write-of orders are required for the 
rni~a_l?Propriated amount, proposals were sent to Govt. in Pr!. CCF's reference 
No.72947/83,.:;K1, dt.17-1.1.-1994 and the proposals are under process in Government 
.·. ·... . 

(iv) o·urif'T~i oral evidence, in response to the committee observation that an 
enquiry should be completed with in P: maximum period of two years the Principal Secreta·ry:to Government stated that reluctance of the enquiry officers to complete this 
unpleserit task and transfers of the officials appointed as enquiry officers would generally 
'result 'fri delai'. . . 

_(vfAflef having examined the Departmental notes and the oral evid2nce of the 
officials; the' corrfmrtt.ee has come to the conclusion that tendency tQJ2rolong the enaui1y 

. will only result in-foss: of evidence and conseauential escapemeilt of de!inguent official 
:'from:punishrfient.. . 

.. ...•... i". 

. :~(v.i) .ln .this corttext, the committee invites attention to Para 1.1 O of the Special 
Report of · the Public Accounts Committee (VII LegLslatjve Assembly) on 
'Misappropriations: losses etc.,' presented to Legislature in April, 1984 (6-4-1984) 
wherein it was, interalia, suggested (Vide recommendation No.7) that tt1e departmentai 

· · •· enquiry shoufa be ·completed within a time-bound programme as prescribed in the 
· various rutes of the GD,iernment. 

(vii) The committee reiterate the above recommendation and strongly 
. recbmmend :at that Go·vernment should determine a time schedule (not exceedina ~ 
yea!'S maximumHor the enquiry and submit their reports to Government. 

. . t,.,_ 

· (viii}Tne committee further suggests that in order to motivate the enguirv officers 
.to complete their enqutry/investigation early within the sgecified__JiD.JgJimit Government 
may e-.xatnine the payment of honorarium to the enquiry officer. 

' .. ,· 

· , . (ix) Further the committee reiterates the observations/recommendations 
• ,. I •• regag:ding:delay, in launching prosecutions, deputing another officer to qive evidence in 

Count in ':the case of the delinquent official who Jost mental calibre in recollecting events 
etc .•• on this case earlier contained in Para No.1.6. 1.7 and 1.8 of the 22nd Report of PAC 
.!X)LA-.: presented to the Legislature in March 1994 (29-3--94) and desires that suitable 

· ~ps·may·be taken in thJs regard also. 
. ~ . . . . . . 

• 

{l:Pl) Case No.5 year 1978-78. · 
; : Office of the Divisional Forest Officer, Kothagudem. Amount involved Rs.227 052/-. 

1, •• ·:-·· 
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(ii) The committee learnt from the Department's explanatory notes that. the 
Conservator of forests, Khammam who was appointed as Enqyiry Officer in November, 
1983 submitted his findings in June, 1992 after a delay of nearly 9 years and while the 
enquiry was in progress, the delinquent official was allowed to retire on superannuation 
on 31st May, 1988. Consequently, on the findings of the enquiry Officer (details not 
given in the notes), a report was submitted to Government jn SeptemberJ1992 and 
Government after a delay of nearly two years referred the case to the -Secretary, A. P ... 
Public Service Commission, Hyderabad and the replay from Service Commission is still 
awaited (December, 1995). · 

(iii) The Committee recommends to Government to re.;.examine whether such 
references (when once the enquiry officers finalised their · findings after due 
investigations) are .n~cessary to the Public Service Commission in those .cases as 
unduly long time is oeinri'taken by the SeNic~ Commission in tendering-their advise. 

(iv) Further, the committee reiterates the other observations/recommendations on 
this case earlier contained.inlhe 22na,repdrt of the PAC,'IXLA.(1993:94) vide para Nos. 
2.7, 2.8 and 2.9 ·regarding failure fo conduct-periodica~ reconciliations; non-conducting of 
internal augit and desires that compliance aspect dftbe,.above recommendations is to be 
watched. · 

(Ill) Case No.26 - Year 1988--89... < . . . 
Office of the Divisional Forest Officer, .. Nellore Amount involved Rs.3, 13,801..30. 
(i) An amount of Rs.~)4 la.khs (3, 13;-801 :30) was stated to have · been 

misappropriated in the office of tqe, D!vfsiohal Forest Office·r, Nellore:d!,Jring the period 
from September, 1984 to August, 1988. · . ·· · . •. . _,,. · 

(ii) In . the Department's notes, it was stated that. G°"~(nc:p~nt appo.inted·. Srt ··· 
N.Jayaram,.JFS., the then Addl.C'1iefConservator of Forests asd;Qguiry.'9ff1y.~;c~n.~ne;·· 
1989 (yide G.O.Rt.No.466, EFES&T. Dept, dt.7--6-1989). He proqesse~L.~:{,-enquiry 
upto thedate of his retirement on superannuation on 31-10·1990. · · · · ·-·- .. 

(iii) Since the first Enquiry ·Officer retired Government appplntestanother enquiry 
officer· ve., the Chief Conservator of. Forests., {P&ST) in·· -~~ten, 1$_91:·dvide 
G.OJ~tNo.131, EFES&T; Dspt., dt. - .1~1) tocontinuetheenqu1rY,: ; ·, .-- ,, :,. ·.-: 

. (iv) ln ,this qgnnection, the committee re90mmends that only"offlce{x,Ath:"§Offi¢rept 
e , :ice ·· above . . ars . and not the officials · whose date f retlremenf': · •· · · 

approa90in9: shOuld be ?J?Q.Qinfed as engui!Y ·offroijr;to @fb th~ te ,_ ~net of ~~aying th§ 
. enquiry. · . ·. · . · ·. . >. . · , · · . . 

(v) The Second Enquiry Officer submitted his findings inFebru~f¥-~hd,·Apn1,:-1992 
of five delinquent officials. ··· · .. ···· ·· . ··· · 

(vi) In the case of Sri C.Rama l{rishna Reddy,. P\sst.C~ryatot· ,pf .forests 
(Retired) (formerly Divisional Forest Officer, Nellore), ; 50% -~ )ri ~~·~jqn-'. .~s 
recommended besides recovery of the amount from DCRG and proposals Wf;.{e 
accotdingty submitted to Government. · ·. . · · .. ··· f-> . 

_ (vii) During oral evidence, 'to a query what was the P411i~ett·awar:d~ to 
Sri C. Rama Krishna Reddy, the Chief Conservator. of Forest$ d~~o~d tJiaf5.~ Cl.Lt in 

. the basic pension was awarded for a period of one year and Prltjcipal Secretary' to 
· Government stated that · it was done as· per the advice·J~de,r.ec;t by• the, .A.P. Puplic 
Service oormusstonvide Lr.No.883/RT/94; dated22~2;.1995: .· .. · -- - ' ... · • , · : . ·· 

:, : (viii) In this context, the committee finds incon~istendtJpJl;1,e r'=P.fj~ at~ QO of 
tBf~xpta.n~tory notes, it was stated that A.P. P~blic S~rvice (?bmrn,1~iori in thelr l~er 
'No:803/RT/1/94, dated 22-2-1995 tendered. their 9-dvtce -say1qg,Jl;l!=ltthe. comrrussion 

· - ; agreed with the proposal of Government to. impose acut of .5~_ro(i(~od of one year 
'in the eligible basic pension of Sr(C.Rama .Krishna.Reddy ~,-~~d-to ~ke,f!ption 
accordingly. .· . · · ... . . . . . .· • · ·. · ·· ·: . :· '. 

(ix) In view of the above the. committee· desires to knQW tQe ,re~h§ a"§ t<;fX<bY 
Government Qropcised a lower cut of 5% in the pension (while Stfekfhg file advi~ ~~ft~e 
Public Service ·. Commission) though the enquiry officer, recommended 50% ·· cgt in 
Q.ension of the delinquent official. · . ·. . · . - ... _ .. , ·.: , ~. , · . 

. · (x) fh'e committee is of opinion that. when once the guilt b.f an- official.is proved 
beyond doubt. the findings/recommendations of the enquiry officers)' shoUld ;be .striQtlv 
in--oiernented by Gow•rnme:-,t 8',Ii .. ir,1jisi::'JQ1ine . of financial . mattersshouig ,.. · 

.•• • • 1,..~. •• :·\·:::::,", ••• ,... 
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.. 'GOT/'ERNMENT OF ANOHRA. PRADESH 
:' _ .. FOREST DEPARTMENT 

Rc..,No,521B3/9B/WL~3, Office of the Prl,,Chief Conserva·toc 
Dated: 13~12-J:z98~!:•' ·· of Forests, A~P .• , Hycicnabad .• 

.,. . ~r i S , D , Mu k her j i , I F S ~ , 
Pr1-·-c:;J1ief Conser\1ator of ~-ores ts. 

R, 
D 

Sub:-; I-55UE of Ownership Certificate - ·Chief ~Hld 
/'Life Warden is ciJmpetart - hs per Rule 36 

/', :
1
of Wild Life (Protection) ~\-P,.Rules 1974 - 

.;
1
!:)n,struc::.~ion Issued - Regc1tdirig' .• 

Ref ::f:. DF'D ~ Ka gh~ z'.na g,=ir, R c .• No. 5 91 7 / 9 8 /S - 3, 
· \ Dated: . 1 6 -11 -1 9 9 8 • - · ·· · 

" ! •. 

. ·!t·f{:,~"/t;r .. ,,. ~·ooOoo . 

.The Oivis-ional Forest _Of fie.er, .f(aghaznAgar hc1s 
submitted"that he has Ls s ue d .a Bi~~h C~~tificate to tht~ ·-hswly 
born (2)~e.op~rd,Fuqs;tb'the Royal Circus,i,n.lhe cripac:f.ty of 

. .. . ". .. . . . ' •, . 
Wildlife' We.rden l)rtder. section 44 of Wild Life Act, 1972-. 

F< 

" F< 
fo 
F< 

i .. 
er. 

a) 

b) 

c) 

d) 

e) 

the 

In this re gc1rd,' it 

W ildl-if i ·{Prot.e,p_t,ion) 

is irformed that as per rule 36 of 
A_P.Rules 1974, the Chief Wild,Lifc 

Warden _atone:·_'is competent to issu~·· the Ownership Celt-ifi~r'ltEJ 
for lawful po'ssession of any animal/animctl article, Tr,ophy 

s t c , , 
In vieuf!:.qf the above Lt is informed not to issue the 

. ' .. .· .. ·./: ·,. ' . 
Birth Cet:tif;,i.dit.e/Ownership Certificc=ites f o r the Wild animal, 
Animal. a:_i·ticl¢~~'or trophy and to refer those matter to the 
Chief W.i::id;litI1~i{ci~~ for taking necess;:iry Action as per 
the Provisiodi3 of' Wild-_Life (Prdtection) Act,, 1972 Arid \r.Jild 

Life {ProtE!.ction) r1 .P ,Rules· 1974, ,,,,.· 
. ~~-·; .. ·. 

f) 

g) 
r;i f'1G'c:" 

',,;'!J 5d/-T~RamRkrishnR, 
for Prl .Chief Conservator of· F or'est: ., 

t·· .. 
To 
All the~i'.Con.servators of Forests/Divisional Forest Officers 

(Teit;:r it,or ia--i;)";,. . .. , 

') 
.!:::..: __ 

A 11 th 9;' C On s e :r v a fb/s : ·of F Or e s ts / D i V is i On a 1 F Or 8 s t Of f i Ce r s 
· (WU. t1· '[if e},..: '" . . --.. . --·· .. -~ ...•.•.. · '.:'.~ .. 

i. 

. , .•. , 

//True Copy// II. 
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