KARNATAKA LOKAYUKTA

No.UPLOK-1/DE.200/2019/ ARE-11 Multi Storied Building,
Dr. B.R. Ambedkar Veedhi,
Bengaluru-560 001.
Dated 10.06.2022.
RECOMMENDATION

Sub:- Departmental inquiry against Smt.Shahin Begum
Ahmadali Kuri, Surveyor, Tahsildar’s Office, Athani,
Belagavi District - reg.

Ref:- 1) Government Order No. RD 23 BDS (3) 2019
dt.25.06.2019.

2) Nomination  order = No.  UPLOK-
1/DE.200/2019  dated  20.07.2019  of
Upalokayukta, State of Karnataka.

3) Inquiry report dated  09.06.2022 of
Additional  Registrar of  Enquiries-11,
Karnataka Lokayukta, Bengaluru.

The Government by its order dated 25.06.2019 initiated the
disciplinary proceedings against Smt.Shahin Begum Ahmadali
Kuri, Surveyor, Tahsildar’s Office, Athani, Belagavi District,
[hereinafter referred to as Delinquent Government Official, for
short as ‘DGO’ ] and entrusted the departmental inquiry to this

Institution.



2. This Institution by Nomination Order No. UPLOK.
1/DE.200/2019 dated  20.07.2019 hominated Additional
Registrar of Enquiries-11, Karnataka Lokayukta, Bengalury, as
the Inquiry  Officer to frame charges and to conduct
departmenta] inquiry against DGO for the alleged charge of

misconduct, said to have been committed by her.

accepting bribe of Rs.1,500/- from the complainant for effecting
haddubasth of his agricultural land measuring 20 guntas of

Satthi Village and thereby committing misconduyct.

4. The Inquiry Officer (Additional Registrar of Enquiries-
11) has reported that, the DGO has been convicted in Special
Case No.13/2017 dated 25.03.2022 passed by the IV Additional
District and Sessjons Judge, Belagavi. Pursuant to the said
conviction, the Disciplinary Authority has dismissed the DGO
Smt.Shahin Begum Ahmadali Kuri from service vide order
dated 21.04.2022 ang hence the present enquiry Proceedings

cannot be continyed against her.
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5. Inview of the report of Inquiry Officer and taking note of
the dismissal of DGO by order dated 21.04.2022 passed by the
Disciplinary Authority, I find that the conclusion arrived at by

the Inquiry Officer deserves to be accepted.

6. Hence, it is hereby recommended to the Government to
accept the report of Inquiry Officer and to stop the
departmental inquiry against DGO Smt.Shahin Begum
Ahmadali Kuri, for the present. The Competent Authority
shall intimate this Institution, if the dismissal of DGO is set
aside by the Competent Court in any appeal filed or to be filed
by DGO and consequently if she is reinstated into service, so as
to proceed with the enquiry against her from the stage where it

was stopped.

7 Action taken in the matter shall be intimated to this Authority.

Connected records are enclosed herewith.

MYT
ENAL 1o/g )0
(JUSTICE B.S.PATIL) |
Upalokayukta,

State of Karnataka.
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KARNATAKA LOKAYUKTA

NO. UPLOK-1/DE/200/2019/ARE-11 M.S.Building,
Dr. B.R. Ambedkar Veedhi,

Bengaluru-560 001,

Date: 09/06/2022.

REPORT:

Sub: Departmental Enquiry against Smt. Shahin
Begum Ahmadali Kuri, Surveyor, Survey
Department, Tahasildar Office, Mini
Vidhana Souha, Athani, Belgaum District -
reg.

Ref: 1. Government Order No. g0 23 Rmeie(3)

2019 Bengaluru, dated 25/06/2019.

2. Nomination Order No. UPLOK-
1/DE/200/2019 Bengaluru, dated
20/07/20109.

*hkkk

Il The Departmental Enquiry is initiated against Sri. Smt.
Shahin Begum  Ahmadali Kuri, Surveyor, Survcy
Department, Tahasildar Office, Mini Vidhana Souha, Athani,
Belgaum District. On the basis of the complaint dated
28/12/2015 filed by the complainant, Shri. Ningappa
Channappa Patil, Doddavada, Athani Taluk, the allegations
in the complaint is that thc complainant being the owner of
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land bearing survey No0.635/2K, measuring 20 guntas n
Satti Village, Athani Taluk, he gave application before
Nemati Kendra for haddubast i.e., fixation of boundaries.
After 7 to 8 months of having given application in 2015, he
received notice from DGO that they will be coming for said
land survey. The DGO was working as surveyor in survey
department in Athani Taluk. The DGO came to his land on
the notified date. DGO did not survey and took his
signature and went and said that she will send the PT sheet.
After 5-6 days DGO called the complainant through phone
and told him to give Rs.2,000/- for furnishing PT sheet. On
the request of complainant, DGO scaled down the amount to
Rs.1,500/- stating that if he did not give the said amount
she will not hand over the PT. As the complainant was not
willing to pay the bribe amount appeared before Lokayukta
Police Station, Belagavi and on verifving the complaint the
Deputy Superintendent of Police, Karnataka Lokayukta,
Belagavi(hereinafter referred to as “Investigating Officer”)
registered case in Cr.No.09/2015 against the DGO for the
offences punishable under section 7,13(1)(d) r/w 13(2) of
P.C.Act, 1988.

2. The Investigating Officer took up investigation and on
29/12/2015 the DGO was caught red-handed in her office
i.e., Survey department situated in the office of Tahasildar
Officer, Mini Vidhana Soudha, Athani while demanding and
o
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UPLOK-I/DE/200/2019/ARE—11
accepting the tainted amount of Rs.1,500/-. The
Investigating Officer seized the tainted amount from the DGO
after following post trap formalities. The DGO failed to give
satisfactory explanation about possession of the tainted
amount. After completion of investigation the investigating
officer has filed charge sheet against the DGO in the

concerned jurisdictional Court.

3. Hon’ble Upalokayukta invoking power vested under
section 7(2) of the Karnataka Lokayukta Act, 1984, took up
investigation and on perusal of complaint, FIR, Mahazars,
FSL report and other documents, found prima facie case and
forwarded report dated 02/01/2019 U/s 12(3) of Karnataka
Lokayukta Act, 1984 recommended the competent authority
to initiate disciplinary proceedings against the DGO and to
entrust the enquiry to the Hon’ble Upalokayukta, Karnataka
under Rule 14-A of the KCS (CC& A) Rules 1957. The
Government by order dated 25/ 96/2919 entrusted the
matter to the Hon’ble Upalokayukta.

4, The ITon’ble Upalokayukta by order dated 20/07/2019,

nominated Additional Registrar Enquiries-11 to conduct the

enquiry.
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5. The Articles of charge as framed by Additional Registrar
Enquiries-11 is as follows:
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6. The statement of imputations of misconduct as framed by

Additional Registrar Enquiries-11 is as follows:
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misconduct with list of wilnesses and documents was

served upon the DGO. In response to the service of

D



’ UPLOK-1/DE/200/2019/ARE-11
articles of charge, DGO cntered appearance belore this
authority on 16/02/2021. In the course of first oral
statement of the DGO recorded on 16/02/2021 she
pleaded not guilty and claimed to be enquired. The date
of Birth of DGO in her First Oral Statement is
02/01/1988. Hence her Date of Retirement should be

on 31/01/2048.

8. The DGO has filed Written Statement dated
24/03/2021 contending that the alleged complaint is
false to the best of her knowledge. She has neither
demandcd nor accepted any money from the complainant.
She has done her work in accordance with law and at the
time of alleged trap no work of the complainant was
pending and there is no material to show that there is a
demand to do official favour to the complainant. Further
contended that there is no seizure of any amount from
her physical possession. By concocting an incident. she
has been made accused by the prosecution. The charge
sheet materials and statement of witness do not reveal
either demand or acceptance of bait amount from her.
Further contended that in the absence of specific demand
Or acceptance from her, continuation of proceedings
would put to her into great hardship and injustice
because she is innocent and never involved in such
alleged incident in her carrier and doing her duty with
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utmost loyalty and integrity from the year 2013. Hence

prays to drop the proceedings against her.

9. The disciplinary authority has examined one witness

and got 5 documents exhibited.

10. On 25/05/2022 Advocate for DGO files memo with
copy of dismissal order seeking to drop the proceedings.
DGO Counsel has produced Government Order
No.SSLR/EST/LOK/GO—OOQ/QOlS—16 dated 21/04/2022
wherein the DGO is dismissed from service based on
judgment passed in Spl. case No.13 /2017 dated
25/03/2022 by IV Additional District and Sessions

Judge, Belagavi

11. On 25/05/2022, file is placed before Hon'ble
Upalokayukta that DGO is dismissed from service and for
kind approval to stop the proceedings till any order of

reinstatement and to put up report accordingly.

12. On 27/05/2022 Hon’ble Upalokayukta has approved
the putting of report of stopping the proceedings till any

order of reinstatement.

13. Hence, this proceedings is stopped till any order of
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14, Submitted to Hon’ble Upalokayukta, for kind

approval and necessary action in the

(J.P.i¢Afchana)
Additional Registrar (Enquiries- 1 1},
Karnataka Lokayukta,
Bangalore.

ANNEXURES

List of witnesses examined on behalf of the Disciplinary
Authority:-

PW1:- Sti. Ningappa Channappa Patil.

List of witnesses examined on hehalf DGO:-NIL

List of documents marked on behalf of Disciplinary

Authority:-

Ex P1 Xerox copy of complaint of P.W, 1.
' Ex P2 Xerox copy of list of currency notes.

Ex P3 Xerox copyv of seizure mahazar. -
Ex.P4 Xerox copy of Trap Panchanama. |
Ex P5 Xerox copies of 24 | photographs.

List of documents marked on behalf of Dffence:- Nil.

L['v"/

{J. rchanaf'
Additionl Registrar (Enquiries- 1 1),
Karnataka Lokayukta, Bangalore,



