KARNATAKA LOKAYUKTA

NO:UPLOK-1/DE/455/2016/ARE-9 M.S.Building,
Dr. B.R. Ambedkar Veedhi,
Bengaluru - 560 001.
Date: 20-12-2018

: : ENQUIRY REPORT : :

:: Present ::

( Lokappa N.R )
Additional Registrar of Enqiuries-9
Karnataka Lokayukta,
Bengaluru

Sub: Departmental enquiry against Sri. M.M. Mane,
Panchayath Development Officer, Ameenagad
Gama Panchayath, Manvi Taluk, Raichur
District - reg.

Ref: 1) Government Order No. mow/316/mw08/2016,
SoneRdd, BJ00s: 14/09/2016.

2) Nomination Order No: UPLOK-1/DE/455/2016
Dated: 7/10/2016 of Hon’ble Upalokayukta-1,
Bangalore.

*%k % **@‘k* * k%

This Departmental Enquiry is initiated against Sri. M.M.
Mane, Panchayath Development Officer, Ameenagad Gama
Panchayath, Manvi Taluk, Raichur District (hereinafter referred

to as the Delinquent Government Official for short “DGO”).

In view of the Government Order cited above at reference
No.1, Hon’ble Upalokayukta vide order dated 7/10/2016 cited
above at reference No.2 has Nominated Addl. Registrar of
Enquiries-9 to frame the charges and to conduct the enquiry

against the aforesaid DGO. Additional Registrar of Enquiries-9
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has prepared Articles of charges, statement of imputations of
misconduct, list of witnesses proposed to be examined in
support of the charges and list of documents proposed to be
relied on in support of the charges. The copies of the same
were issued to the DGO calling upon him to appear before the

Enquiry Officer and to submit written statement of defence.

The Article of charges framed by the ARE-9 against the

DGO is as under :

ANNEXURE-I
CHARGE

While you DGO Sri. MM. Mane working as Panchayath
Development Olfficer, Ameenagad Gama Panchayath, Manvi
Taluk,aichur District 2,080 58000%, 2.0 BRET, 2,000 Ty

TROW  FOEITRO0NTY, eIV QoW TR T, €& 2,053e
VREFT VWD, @S 2013-20143¢ ©eSHOND 1 DTS
Beed  Towde, 0030838 BothowT, TedW @IS @3, 1) 7073839,
70T WEOEV0T Teded: YOTQ, §5ORs ToBY 2) Bee0d cs"eaaﬁo@
T0E  30TE,, Todew: YOFY, &0, es 3) e wowdes, e9n°
BOUEVO® TOBED: YOTY, (14 SREB?Y 00T 0B 5,38,)
O0s8 =IOTY, T  BROBT FOEMRO0NTY,  BWRBAT zor?n

msaem@ﬁ%fa)’od 'r'v"e)e?c)d?\) ow. 4,00,000/- TIEOT @ OD0mens

TeesIVY,  TRTITOdReEr  BRBFR0RTS oo and  therefore you

DGO has failed to maintain absolute integrity and devotion to
duty and committed an act which is unbecoming of a Government
Servants and therefore you are guilty of misconduct under Rule

3(1)(i) to (iii) of KCS (Conduct) Rules 1966. Hence, this charge.
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ANNEXURE-II
STATEMENT OF IMPUTATION OF MISCONDUCT:

2. Brief facts of the case are :-
B LFOCOTE) ROVEPOD) 2013-14d¢ ZodD OTOG,  00H

OB&% o eddccs od  aleedol (13Te  mraFomw  oReessidoX))
avBone 1D DEVOVEROT FUE0NE, e.olde RET R &R
FREVRONTD) DB epg o &owm, ©dr, v 14 dmra dbocone
8e0FR0cE 208, eForE D DIODEY W], Folo oleend ok
TFocow am.  4,00,000/- ama’(og d)d)ev’af@@;’fﬁcﬁr%ﬁ/aoéo’a@ oo

TV DIRE DRTDY TE)HOLER,T.

3. DeOD G4 V), emE onseo ewcedrvay 1 &vey, 2a
Exlnvlevinnlololol FL0Sd, @830 @ﬁc’gjﬁ’/@’abao’ag Ferend
@mda’aﬂag =) loL d~Y) efzﬂfai’ﬁ’ (Digz Rfmr‘\';, oROT @oa’n’@fag,

@e{grf«s”@djm_ﬂo’.

4. D030 B ZFORD FOVONDTY @RITE e CEEO, FoordlF
SBeFOOIVE,, OP0REIROD 007 TP, B0 &0H De@iesod

8PTRNB),, @D FIVONDY DRI  VTORCTFR), FOOEIT

oeFPOIVE,  TRORIERATO (9ay &vord “EdaedFes” oo
FOONQ,EUE)) 080 &awoss I FEH e @eoDe)
OTRY00T 1 0B, 2T DEOVDON  @DeTIE e

@ogpordone)  2013-14T  FpITE  FaveeH e Foh e

5085000 8953, & @O FoB0&T TV CEwY) @O FVOD)

%
TROOCVSTOTRETTTRANTROE) 8.000 Ebé)boaw; 2,030 stra—-uﬂrw’ez e,0z¢

FoeVIR8 D3 BUTTALT 08 DONEVDT O TH €& OPFT e A
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@8 000 10 DDOL@eTTRD Feaod 008000850 soébo2e 1)
rforfsj.é 0 BRDVEVOES FOFCD” P05 2) Beavd w’@a’aié o
30008, IvFV: FOFY &V, 3) Je esowey eIV BWOSIOT TodeD:
o5 (14 &@erny &odd Sebmupers &%) oxo BTOTE) ) &
B0 FOSIIPE IR a)r;)’ RVITTY, 7{d TFOFOD TEOETAX)
OOBOIRETDBITROBIOTD O D0t Da0saors BOBOVDY, BePLFTED

B, PV R0 DB .

3. BRIRON HROTE SRRET TVTTIY 0TIV &), FoorlF
SReFOOINVT,  @DREIeTE, To0XeRRT) T A’J’egf%a)’ D000 BOLD
D08 &, ooF onsed DRIV,  eaeeddoory 1o
Eatnvievinrlelenlmy Beadd oazs"&%’a, @cpb;ﬁob, e eTTEE @@b &50eF005% 8,
SPDD B Y, COOVEIRY B VB, 2T DEOAETOT e o.oo.
UMD,  DOCTIIT rRERET0eFIOTE0T> @803 & @OF0, DRI
BOOR TV, OToONERRd) W (o€ Days) L.0m soéboars;, g0
DT 2,080 ) feoiolole:8 500D O00DY, DeC3 0 TBICTOS
DONEVDT O b, € e.00e s R@ewe), eorsd 2013-2014¢
@R 1D DDOIPO geeod  ovefeg bode goéboerg, mebo
OO0 ©F, 1) [ 7oE BDVE0T IJoFeD: YOFQ), VDT HoEd
2) Beaod w”c’a)‘g:% now 3o, FTeded: YOFQ) &3y, 0 3) Be
8500067, 290F BAVENIOT TOFCD: Q05 (14 Sarrny &owd Sedmiweey
&38) 050 HROTY F & @Deows FoEVNRO0NTY SRR/ ey
mw@aéﬁ@’a@ r\"ée?v & Oe. 4,00,000/- Feocos esdoevS w’m@’mfg,

&)

COOVETOIBErT SIRBEROBTVGIEN) &veeigedls, Fom) w2003.c,
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6. B GTOpo CROD T8y SIue HOH &0, ©UF ©rEe o
DONCVINTYDY DY BHCVEWOBery 1 &0y, 2D DmOdIeTd
DB 0IEY  J500LeIY & & CTHFONY 0P FEITOTE 00
VTONY  FOm  WWPDQYERZ 00, &0 DOFE SO0

E; 29c3e0 008 Ce ad’ & FO/Te000000F0 5008 d@f&%g 3020

@gIETYONT, LI0LVAD.

7. IDe oomeodd 2013-I140% meﬂa’ez e9VeDorEE @m esoeFpaLd
e—acp»igioaﬁag, &0  FOCVETE OIN @wﬁ@og, 9T T0& 739830
B0e300NE000)  0IREY VDAL LRVTOCNT  BOES 0XTY, BRODDT &, &0

e‘Dobcg SD0EFDOXITEODEIE FOOIY OB & a0 fe}nim:jw 8po0Ay, &I,

8 2% Entnvieviarlelovale .ol PFORADY, TeX) FEFey HoOTOVE)
TOTREE  &PeIDLITS, Toawuwss Dy, BRCODe, FIFEy s TTA,
OGRBOOD CODEBSANOT TSR FROEWIT/TFFO  DPFOOT SOWY D
0edone) TEUTROEY FwordlE dorder Jead (DwF) doved 1966
Qdovew 3 (1) (i) So& (i) O eve)oerda wry S,  Favg
OBEoRNDY doc)  &eigedls,  Becd e bor, 2% OEOOLERO0H
sreree OmooF: 28/02/2015 OocX FFord Jealoow dayd eAsybow,
o0 Oy BX, IEOYE @eEey  Foordly  oenber  Aeww
DOODRTCIVo 19570 Doker 214(2)(e9)(i) OO0k Deeow’ T S
Eapla) ﬁo’f; EREVEDVEE  DeB, Foocdlsy DorTdeE Jeao  (9HeeFOcs,
DE0E &Y, &eeyd)) Davs 19570 Dosd 14— ogon 2
DVOVERT0 DOVG DepOR &REED Ty TIPFO0E, &0 Foor T
Seespoivs,  Fook)  Fwo  I2(3)omol HDE s ©DF0DR S,

0 F0F, B0, &L,
& (] g Y

QY@V



9. Since said facts and material on record prima facie show
that, the respondent/ DGO Sri. M.M. Mane has committed grave
misconduct, now, acting under Section 12(3) of Karnataka
Lokayukta Act, recommendation is made to the Competent
Authority to initiate disciplinary proceedings against the
respondent for misconduct under Rule 3(1){i) to (iii) of
KCS(conduct) rules 1966 the Gout. after consideration of
materials, has entrusted enquiry to Hon’ble Upalokayukta.

Hence, the charge.

-@-

The AOC served on DGO dated 30/3/2017 but he has not
appeared before this enquiry authority. Hence place exparte.

Case is posted for evidence.

The disciplinary authority has examined the complainant
Sri. Huchappa s/o Chatrappa, Agriculture, Amminagadh,
Manvi taluk, Raichur as Pw.1 and Sri. Ramanagowda
Adaveppa Gowda Hatti, DYSP, Jamakhandi examined as Pw.2
and Ex.P1 to 10 are got marked. The DGO has not appeared

even Article of charges served on him. Hence, placed exparte.
Heard the submissions of the disciplinary authority. I
answer the above charges in AFFIRMATIVE for the following ;

REASONS

8) It is the prime duty of the disciplinary authority to prove
the charges that are leveled against the DGO.



4) The disciplinary authority has examined the
complainant Sri. Huchappa s/o Chatrappa, he deposed in his
chief examination that, the DGO was working as a PDO in
Ameenghada Gram Panchayath during 2013-14. At the time
the DGO colluded with President of the Gram Panchayath
selected the beneficiaries in the same family for different
benefits i.e., he has selected the same member of the family
for allotting formation of check dam (MPT) and Krushi Honda
in Sy.No.39 of Irakal village, Manvi Taluk and

misappropriation amount of Rs.4 lakhs.

5) The Pw.2 is the investigating officer is submitted his
report Ex.P8 along with documents (Ex.P9). He deposed in his

chief examination is that-
“0:15/12/2015 Tozd MeRd STPTO, W[TFS' MR AWOR T,

23D e BevT 3 RIWD 2,08¢ BDOWTY [TIYTRE T30
23e8 23eB moRTONTRBRE HOTD WDF) BEO RFer  JOWOR
DX BEINGI, TOdDR F[IH RYRB/OZ SPATZeS. 8T
aaegaﬁ &:16/12/2015 Tow |, IR DeS FePw 3 wIT
BRST 236830 R, TOBEOT FTRB VW 2.0Te BEDOWTY
RIADISNOIIRSIADYS e3e8 23eT qmpdee 0T BOSDR EPRVB/OZ
39ATZeS.  ©:18/12/2015 TOWD MR 6%@@@6, QTTSF QIR
[ODODHR, FYAT), ©BIY e TePT 3 BID  2.083¢
BEVOWRY [ORWONTTVT OTD LATTIT (TS F0.9, T
R0:312). T dTHepT AT [ONONTY, TR, IO 3 ®

2.,08¢  DIoHYTT, wR[OR Bed K¢S JARITT  Wewd APNY
o™~



Q0T 8PATVTT  (TodS  ®0:10, &ed zo: 315 BoT 318).
0:19/12/2015 ToTH &.8.5.., WNEINE SIOR 2013-143¢ IIQ
.8.5. o0 o3P TBFE, ABF LAY 20T 9RBeIoD T3
WTORNTANTT. [ W7, BREHIODZ, R, Hoeds

0T VRETY BAP — D0.00.83798 TR 0:23/1/2012 b0
e 2014 SFTR WeIRAE Mo TOWooNIOD  B.Bbe. SN
BSF W JWFLATOTS DO 8PATVZVT (DS Fo:ll, e 318).
Q:21/12/2015 Tomd a0se” momdd et ded S5PT0
B TOWOH Q0eFFTT), BT BOTH oW BITOZ QWD
T BR0OT R ToBTR BRBZATOZ BeedT03 WRD
TVOIIOR m&&a%doagd (TRDG 12, e R0:319 2o 331).
SOBT &eand nons) 3o BHos, Jewe), Mow  Bows,
WOODT oW wITH, TS0 o WAY ToODT, BoYT
30W WIFeRT  T=T BHePFODY, BRRZROBDIES. @RI
TeVZONY eSS Bevn 3w wodde SFDY  weRTNTRI
elavitl-2llevichiend

Futher he deposed in his chief examination is that
“ZogOH BEYINIR, I RASNGT,  TOdOI  Jodwen

deaﬁaﬁae now  w¥owwd, noms, Mo®  BIE03, BWOWT B0
B0 JRD 80WE REDOWT RTHOTY, wotde  wIoHY
WORDON wrﬁ\ 3PTVWONTIW.  FoONFAWFTT OTOND,
ToORD  TOWOWS, =|RY, TIW 308, TIBY 200D BEN0WT

20T mmg 2,0T3¢ i'mmm@ofnzdool QEBOTOTONT DO
07{\/



8PADTT (DoNS-8, Fw  3ll). 2013-148¢ %93
©.3.9°.08T NP 8BNS WPIooT 0oededd RO BeAwR TR
2,073 BEVOWTY 20T JRFTY 3 ToTMOOODY, JdeR Bew
TRWE  BPB  A0NITI),  YOQOR  FIFF, Sed  HANTITY
DOTD FOBODTIBH.”

o) The Ex.P1 is the complaint dated 30/6/2014, Ex.P2
& Ex.P3 is Form No.1 & 2, Ex.P4 is the complaint dated
30/4/2014, Ex.PS is Form No.l1 along with documents
(9 sheets), Ex.P6 is the statement of the complainant dated
2/9/2015, Ex.P7 is the application dated 2/9/2015 presented
by the Pw.1 before the investigating officer, Ex.P8 is the report
dated 7/1/2016 submitted by the Pw.2, Ex.P9 is documents
produced by the Pw.2 along with his report (page No.146 to
336) Page No.51 to 239, Ex.P10 is the report submitted by the
V.V.Kumbar, S.P., Karnataka Lokayukta, Raichur on dated
8/1/2016.

7) Perused the above said oral evidence of Pw.1 & 2
along with documents. Pw.2 stated in his report that
Smt. Gangamma w/o Hanumantha, R/o Irakal, Smt.
Devamma W/o Chandappa, R/o Irakal, Sri.Chandappa S/o
Hanumantha are all belongs to same family and further he
deposed that the said Chandappa S/o Hanumantha was died
14 years back. Further he deposed that, as per Gram
Panchayath proceeding dated 24/1/2013 in the year 2013-14
under the MGNREGA scheme the said Devamma w/o
Chandappa, Gangamma W/o Hanumantha and Chandappa

oy



10

S/o Hanumantha selected as a beneficiaries who are belongs
to same family. Further he deposed that as per the letter of the
Executive Officer, Taluk Panchayath, Manvi as per the
guidelines of the MGNREGA scheme only one beneficiary
selected in the family to allot any work in one financial year.
But in this case the DGO as a PDO of the Ameenghada Gram
Panchayath selected the 3 beneficiaries in the same financial
year and allotting 3 works. i.e., (1) check dam and (2) Krushi
Honda in Sy. No.39 of Irakal village in the name of Gangamma
W/o Hanumantha, Devamma W/o Chandappa and
Chandappa S/o Hanumantha who are belongs to same family.
Further he deposed that the estimated amount of the said 3
work is Rs.4 lakhs. For that the DGO and the President of the
said Gram Panchayath by name Rajeshwari W/o Srinivas are
responsible. In support of his report Pw.2 produced the Ex.P9
documents. Ex.P9 Page No.67 — 76 is the proceedings of the
special general body meeting dated 24/1/2013 of Ameenghada
Gram Panchayath. As per this document Gangamma W/o
Hanumantha and Chandappa S/o Hanumantha were selected
as a beneficiary under the MGNREGA and NBA scheme to
formation of Krushi Honda in Sy.no.39 of Irakal village at the
cost of Rs.50,000/- each. Further Devamma W/o Chandappa
was selected as beneficiary under the said scheme, to
construction of the checkdam in Sy.No.39 of Irakal village at
the cost of Rs.3 lakhs. Ex.P9 Page No.77-94 is the action plan
for the year 2013-14 prepared under the above said scheme.
The said action plan is also disclose the name of the above
said beneficiary. Ex.P9 Page No0.95-158 is the documents

related to the checkdam sanctioned to the Devamma W/o

o
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Chandappa, Irakal. The said document includes estimate and
measurement book, NMR and photographs of the said work
etc., Ex.P9 Page No0.159-183 is the documents related to
Krushi Honda (Farm Pond) sanctioned to the Gangamma W/o
Hanumantha. This document includes checklist, estimate of
the work and Measurement Book, etc., Ex.P9 Page No.184-213
is the document related to the Krushi Honda sanctioned to the
Chandappa S/o Hanumantha. It includes estimate,
measurement book, NMR, etc.,., As per the above said
documents in the year 2013-14 the Gram Panchayath
Amccnghada allotted the 3 works under the MGNREGA

scheme.

8) Ex.PQ Page Nn.214 is leftter dated 16/10/2015 of
Executive Officer, Taluk Panchayath, Manvi. He stated in his
letter-that as per the guidelines of the MGNREGA scheme only
one work allotted to the one family in the one financial year.
Ex.P9 page No.215 letter dated 18/12/2015 of Village
Accountant, Vatagel, Manvi Taluk. As per this letter the above
said beneficiaries by name Gangamma W/o Hanumantha,
Smt. Devamma W/o Chandappa, Chandappa $S/o
Hanumantha resident of Irakal village are belongs to the same
family and further the said Chandappa S/o Hanumantha was
died 14 years back and said Devamma W /o Chandappa is non
other than the wife of Chandappa S/o Hanumantha. Further
the Village Accountant stated that in Sy.No.39/E- 8 acre, 30
gunta and Sy.No.39/A- 3 acre, 32 gunta belongs to the said
family. Ex.P9 Page No.216 is the RTC in respect of
Sy.No.39/A of Irakal village measuring 3 acre 33 gunta

Q'é\/



12

including karab stands in the name of Gangamma W/o
Hanumantha. Ex.P9 Page No0.217 is the RTC in respect of
Sy.No.39/E of Irakal village measuring 8 acre, 30 gunta
stands in the name of Devamma W/o Chandappa. Ex.P9 page
no.218 is letter dated 18/12/2015 of Food Shirasthedar,
Manvi. As per this letter the above said Gangamma W/o
Hanumantha, Devamma W /o Chandappa and Chandappa S /o
Hanumanth are belongs to the same family. The name of the
Chandappa S/o0 Hanumantha not appeared in the ration card.
The Ex.P9 Page No.222 is mahazar dated 21/12/2015 drawn
by the Revenue Inspector and Village Accountant of Vatagal at
Irakal village in the presence of the villagers. As per the said
mahazar the above said Chandappa S/o Hanumantha died 14
years back. Ex.P9 Page No0.223-233 RTC and mutation copy
in respect of sy.No.39 of Irakal village. As per the said
documents the 8 acre 20 gunta landing Sy.N0.39 of Irakal
village stands in the name of Chandappa S/o Hanumantha
upto 2007-2008. As per mutation No.M.R. 1/2008-09 dated
30/8/2008 the khata of the said land transfer to the
Devamma W/o Chandappa on the basis of inheritance due to
the death of her husband. Ex.P9 Page No0.234-235 is
statement of Gangamma W/o Hanumantha who is non other
than mother of Chandappa S/o Hanumantha. As per the said
statement of Gangamma the said Chandappa died 14 years
back and now she is residing with Devamma W/o Chandappa
and Rajeshwari W/o Srinivas (President of Ameenghada Gram
Panchayath) and Srinivas S/o Hanumantha and her grand
children.  As per the said statement they all residing in the

same house. Ex.P9 Page No0.236-237 is the statement of

o



13

Devamma W/o Chandappa. As per the said statement she is
also stated that her husband Chandappa S/o Hanumanth was
died 14 years back and now she residing with her daughter
Ambika and above said Rajeshwari and her husband Srinivas
and Gangamma in the same house. Ex.P9 Page No0.238-239
are the statements of villagers of the Irakal by name
Mariyappa S/o Amarappa and Hanumanthu S/o Basappa.
The said 2 persons also stated in their statement that
Chandappa S/o Hanumantha died 14 years back. The Ex.P10
is the report of S.P., Lokayukta, Raichur. In the said report
also stated that the DGO and President of Gram Panchayath,
Ameenghada by name Rajeshwari W/o Srinivas, Irakal
violating the guidelines of MGNREGA scheme 2013-14 and
allotting the more than one works under the said scheme to
the one family as stated above. Moreover they were allotted
-the work under the said scheme in the name of deceased
Chandappa S/o Hanumantha by creating the documents even
though he was died 14 years back. It shows that the DGO
and the then President of Gram Panchayath Rajeshwari
W/o Srinivas, Irakal have misappropriation of amount of
Rs.4 lakhs, under the MGNREGA scheme by creating
documents including in the name of deceased person.
Considering the above said all the documents along with the
evidence of Pw.2 Investigation officer it is clear that the DGO
colluded with the President of Ameenghada Grama
Panchayath by name Rajeshwari W/o Srinivas were allotting
the more than one work to the same family which is non other
than the family of the President Rajeshwari by violating

guidelines of the MGNREGA scheme and misappropriation of
o
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amount of Rs.4 lakhs i.e., Rs.3 lakhs to formation of
checkdam in Sy. No.39 of Irakal village in the name of
Devamma W/o Chandappa and Rs.50,000/- each for
formation of Krushi Honda (Farm Pond) in the same Sy.No. in
the name of Gangamma W/o Hanumantha and deceased
Chandappa S/o Hanumantha. Hence the DGO colluded with
the then President of the Gram Panchayath, Ameenghada
Smt. Rajeshwari W/o Srinivas caused loss of Rs.4 lakh to the

State Exchequer and responsible for the same.

9) There is no clear and sufficient evidence on the side of
the DGO to disprove the charge leveled against him. Thereby
the disciplinary authority has succeeded to prove the charges

leveled against him.

10) In the above said facts and circumstances, the charge
leveled against the DGO - Sri. M.M. Mane, Panchayath
Development Officer, Ameenagad Gama Panchayath, Manvi
Taluk, Raichur District are proved. Further the DGO is
responsible for Rs.4 lakhs which loss caused to the State
Exchequer. Hence, this report is submitted to Hon’ble

Upalokayukta for further action.

CF S Na

(Lokappa N.R)
Additional Registrar Enquiries-9
Karnataka Lokayukta,
Bengaluru.



i)  List

15

of witnesses examined on behalf

of

Disciplinary Authority.

Pw.1 Sri. Huchappa s/o Chatrappa, Agriculture,
Amminagadh, Manvi taluk, Raichur (Original)
Pw.2 Sri. Ramanagowda Adiveppagowda Hatti, the
then DYSP, KLA, Raichur. Presenly working as
DYSP, Jamakhandi (original)
ii) List of Documents marked on behalf of

Disciplinary Authority.

Ex.P1
Ex.Pl(a)

Copy of complaint dt:30/6/2014 (Original)
Signature

Ex.P2&3

Complaint Form No.I&II Dt: 30/6/2014

Ex.P2(a)&3(a) Signatures

Ex.P4 Copy of complaint dt: 30/4/2014 (Original)

Ex.P5 Documents submitted along with the complaint

Ex.P6 Statement dt: 2/9/2015 of the complainant

Ex.P6(a) Signature

Ex.P7 Application dt: 2/9/2015 of the complainant

Ex.P7(a) Signalure

Ex.P8 Report dt: 7/1/2016 of Dy.SP, Karnataka
Lokayukta, Raichur (Original)

Ex.P9 Index and documents submitted by DYSP,
Karnataka Lokayukta

Ex.P9(a) signature

Ex.P10 Copy of Letter dt: 8/1/2016 of Sri. V.V.Kumbear,

S.P., Karnataka Lokayukta, Raichur (Original)

iii) List of witnesses examined on behalf of DGO.

i Dw.1

NIL

iv) List of documents marked on behalf of DGO

Ex.D1

NIL

Eatag] |/
(Lokappa N.R)
Additional Registrar Enquiries-9
Karnataka Lokayukta,
Bengaluru.
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GOVERNMENT OF KARNATAKA

Y™

KARNATAKA LOKAYUKTA

NO: UPLOK-1/DE/455/2016/ARE-9 Multi Storied Building,
Dr. B.R. Ambedkar Veedhi,
Bengaluru-560 001,
Date: 22/12/2018

RECOMMENDATION

Sub:- Departmental inquiry against Sri M.M. Mane,
Panchayath Development Officer, Ameenagad Grama
Panchayath, Manvi Taluk, Raichur District (Presently
retired) — Reg.

Ref:- 1) Government Order No.mw/316/mzow,/2016 Bengaluru
dated 14/9/2016

2) Nomination order No.UPLOK-1/DE/455/2016
Bengaluru dated 7/10/2016 of Upalokayukta-1,
State of Karnataka, Bengaluru

3) Inquiry Report dated 20/12/2018 of Additional
Registrar of Enquiries-9, Karnataka Lokayukta,
Bengaluru

The Government by its Order dated 14/9/2016, initiated the
disciplinary proceedings against Sri M.M. Mane, Panchayath
Development Officer, Ameenagad Grama Panchayath, Manvi Taluk,
Raichur District (Presently retired) (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/455/
2016/ARE-9, Bengaluru dated 20/12/2018 nominated Additional
Registrar of Enquiries-9, Karnataka Lokayukta, Bengaluru, as the
Inquiry Officer to frame charges and to conduct Departmental
Inquiry against DGO for the alleged charge of misconduct, said to

have been committed by him.



NO: UPLOK-1/DE/455/2016/ARE-9

3. The DGO Sri M.M. Mane, Panchayath Dcvclopment Officer,
Ameenagad Grama Panchayath, Manvi Taluk, Raichur District
(Presently retired) was tried for the following charge:-

“While you DGO Sri M.M.Mane, working as
Panchayath Development Officer, Ameenagad Grama
Panchayath, Manvi Taluk, Raichur District o®
BEDOWE 2,00 TRFBY 20 B BeoR TRTROCDHRY, RERWBITRE
DOHTDIZTR T®, & wowe GPFY INFRY, @womwd 2013-2014¢
@s,@osﬁg.lﬁe DTS PeeH 28200 ﬁaasoozo%; 308 ©%T
®3 1) ﬁorisae NoO® TRT0T, TICR: QTTY; FORT VOB 2) HewS
BeRD, 7ow WORFP, Woes: WIBY Iy X 3) I B¥ony V&
THFOT TR YOTY (14 JIReNY 20w 3e0BReH %3)o=NS IRORY

D)
©2.4,00,000/- pd.phaeln) ORI T[T, woThTdecn

B DROTT mdomboﬁa&a SRRAT z.)r?\ mawaamm& ﬁgagz:

SergrorDdIece and therefore, you DGO has failed to

maintain absolute integrity, devotion to duty and
committed an act which is unbecoming of a
Government Servant and therefore, you are guilty of
misconduct under Rule 3(1)(i) to (iii) of KCS (Conduct)
Rules, 1966. Hence, this charge.”

4. The Inquiry Officer (Additional Registrar of Enquiries-9) on
proper appreciation of oral and documentary evidence has held
that the Disciplinary Authority has proved the above charge
against DGO Sri M.M. Mane, Panchayath Development Officer,
Ameenagad Grama Panchayath, Manvi Taluk, Raichur District
(Presnetly retired). The Inquiry officer has held that the DGO is
responsible for Rs.4.00 Lakhs, which is the loss caused to the

State exchequer.
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S. On re-consideration of inquiry report, I do not find any
reason to interfere with the findings recorded by the Inquirv
Officer. It is hereby recommended to the Government to accept the

report of Inquiry Officer.

6. As per the Government Order dated 14/9/2016, the DGO

has retired from service on 28/2/2015.

T: Having regard to the nature of Charge proved against DGO
Sri M.M. Mane, it is hereby recommended to the Government for
imposing penalty of recovering a sum of Rs.4,00,000/- from the
pension payable to DGO Sri M.M. Mane, Panchayath Development

Officer, Ameenagad Grama Panchayath, Manvi Taluk, Raichur

District (Presently retired).

8. Action taken in the matter shall be intimated to this

Authority.

Connected records are enclosed herewith.

9.
(JUSTICE N. ANANDA) <) (L
Upalokayukta-1,
State of Karnataka,
Bengaluru
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