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The proposal contained in the file for according expenditure
2 sanction of Rs.4,02,137/- towards the cost of electric charges. 6f Street !
lights has been examined in Finance and the following observations are
made:-
1. The Administrative Secretary has not approved the proposal.
2. The amount of Rs.12,173/- shown against upper Katchal (at page-66—‘: -
~ 67/Cor) is incorrect | the following reasons:-

a). The amount for the bill for 12/1997 is Rs.157/- instead of

Rs.167/- as stated.

b). The amount of the bill for 12/96 Rs.332/- has not been included
in the statement. The total for upper Katchal comes to
Rs.12,435/-.

The proposal may be re-examined and necessary corrections b;

>

made and resubmitted to process further.
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