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Dated.27 l02l2,ol7 .

1w11 oF THE I(ARNT'AE(,&

L.0K6VUKIA-SCI=TA-THE-COMPET"ENTAUTHORITY"

Str'b:- ComJ:I,a-int filed by Sri Sathishkumar K' S/o
i-ate 'l'-:i,;.agappa, Narayanabhat Grama,
i\{u.t.ha.na.r,i;rr Post, Sau'japura Hobli, Ar:Lekai
'r'alr-lk, Elngalore Urhan District against SrI'
Raghraren,Cra & Others -reg.

A complaint h;is been fileci by sri Sathishkurnar K. S/o

Late l,,i,ragappe., fi:al'ayzrnabhat Grarna, Muthanalh.rr Post,

Sarjapl,.11;1 .i.{tri:ii,,,1'nekal Ta}-ik, Bangalore Urban District

(he::eiriailer referi"ei r-o as cornplainant in short) against (1)

l{.aghavendra, F":.ncl'rayath Development'Cfficer", Mut}ranalLuru

Gi ama Pa-:rchay"ttii, hfi-lthanalluru Village, Anekal Taluk,

BamgaJo-re n-ilrba:r flist-rict and Ot.hers (hereinarr,er referred to as

reili)ori;errts in stto-rir) alleging that the 1"t respondent Sri.

Ita-gha,;cnCr..l Le-,i iiirgajl;' t.ransfi:* r ed kertiia of the lands situated

ir.i grec'rt bell ail;"t, -.,:LJl)gh nC Cor:r\refS&tiOn Of larr.d' uSe is rnade

e,Ji'.1 thil{eby he it,,:Ju.igecl in corrtlpt. practic,:s.

2) Afr_er taki:tg up investigation on the complaint, the

ccmpleLi.nt ,itr/as referred to the Police Wing of KiLrnataka

L.,cliayukta for takir:;1 st:itable ac.tion. Afterwards Superintendent

cf Police-3, Kernalaka Loka;,'u-kta, ,,rrho irlvestigated the

ccinplarirt sui:nrili-ctL r€,port stating that in respect of the iilegal

acrs r:orntnittc:i ';r;' resporrc',ent |{o.1 Sri. Raghavendra

treursfi-:y.'rirr.g kal..i:? , ,i- the lands situated in green beit,prea, by
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cr'{}atinil fal.se docurme.;;.ts, the Chief Bxecutive Officer, Zi*q
Fa,nchayarh, Banrgalore Urban District initiated departmental

enquiry by appoirrti:rg enquiry officer and the enquiry officer has

already sttbmitted report to the discipiinary authority. It is

furruher stated in the report that departmental enquiry is

conducted b], a retired District Judge in case No.

Lii.nn(i)/CCA/1 3t'-: I 2[tl5-16, datetl: 29 I A6 12015 ancl the charge

friunecl" against r,:si:lndent No.1 Sri. Raghavendra is proved in

tn., ent,.uiry.

3,) The inrzestiBration conducted in this case revealed that

respol:dent No.l- Sri" Raghavendra, v",hile working as PDO,

N{uthelnalli.in"r Gre:r,r a Panchayath, Anekal Taluk, Bangalore

Urban Disirict has i:sued 3 Form 11-B katha in the narne of Sri.

K" Ra;endra in respect of the lands situated in green belt area

ignoring the prohibition for issue of Form 11-B katha. It is also

filund tkrart responc,:nt No.1 has created documents by corrupt

trr).€,arr;i vrith the clishonest int-ention to help one Sri. K. Rajendra
'b1z iss,''nrrg Forrrr-l-'! l"i katha in r',3Spect cf the 144ds situated in

ldreen i:el.t areer. Fl.er;pondent No. i,, Sri. Ragtravendra ttas cheated

[he g,:,,efli].rneilt- by creating false documents for the p'urpose of

issuing. Forin L 1-ll k.atha and tras cornrnitted criminal 'oreach of

trust by defratuC.iri.g the government. Therefore, the act of

r rspcr,Cer-, i\r1"1 I,laghavendra attract tne penal provisi<,rns of

lieiti,:,, ,,08 &rrc1 -i17 of IPC rn adrlition to the inisconduct

u,:rrnririttecl. by lriri, unoer the provi:ricns of Karnataka Civii
:.

Senric.-rs Iiules. Sirrce departn:ental enqi-riry is alreacl.v initiate,l

:*gair,st rr?spoudenL No.l, the competent authority lias tcl take

,action Ln respecl of lhe crimirra-l acts committed by hirrr.

t.



z,i The;:eftii:e, i.t is necessary to issue direction to the
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Comp:r.ent .Ar-lt}:oi:ity to fiie a complaint vrith jurisdictional poiice
for the criminal acts committed by respondent No.1

Itagha:;enctr'a, t.lie lii,en PDo, l,,tuthanaltrur Grama panchayath.

Ankel'I'a1uli, Bangal;re urban District. However, it i.s rnade clea:-

trrat cirrring course of investigation if I.o. fincls that any other
pr'ivat': p{ri"'ty is rrr.,',:lr,ed or consr,ired wit-}r the responclent, ttren
t-tlr-: ir,r,,:stigatin;1 ui.iicer is at libcrty to ta.ke such actisn as he

fi1ay d;;em fit ageiirrst those persons also in accordance i,vith law
irr adci',.ir:n to tl:.c ar:ticn against respondent as indicatecl above.

5) Fuirther', a: per i:;ec 1z(1) of Karr:rataka Lokay'ukta Act
1';)84, ti:e Com.pete,nt Authority is to intimate this auth rit.g
v','ii:hirr 3; nnonths ttci,n Lhe date o1'receipt af this report, the action
taken ur pi"oposed to be taken on this report"
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1"rus,.ice y'[*#f,oY+*I -;-*r, i

I-okayukta,
St;ate of Karnatak-aL.


