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~© “Sri Chikkahanumantaiah while. working as the Grama Panchayath
Secretary, Chandragiri Gram Panchayath, Madugiri Tahk, Tumkur
District, demanded and accepted a bribe of Rs.600/- on 22.12.2005 from
complainant Sri .N.N Raju @ N Narasimaharaju S/o Late Narasimhaiah,
Advocate, Balchalli Village, Madhugiri Taluk, Tumkur District for
preparing.  the bill and issuing cheque for Rs.2800/- towards the

honorarium for a period of four months from Aprill 2002 @ Rs.700/-

per month for having worked as ‘Preraka’ in Adult Education Scheme,
that is for doing an Official act and thereby he failing to maintain

* absolute integrity and devotion to duty and committed an act which is
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unbecoming of a Government servant and thus he is guilty of
misconduct U/R 3(1)(i) to (iii) of Karnataka Civil Service (Conduct)
Rules 1966™. .
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" In this case even though DGO has taken specific contention, during cross -

~ examination of PW-1 to 3, that Rs.580/- was due from the complainant to the
- Government and at the time of trap he received the amount towards the amount due
from PW-1, the DGO has not produced any evidence to prove the said contention.

Now the law is well settled that, unlike in criminal case, the charge framed against
DGO in a departmental enquiry can be proved on the basis of preponderance of-
probabilities. It is also well settled that once the disciplinary authority produce
evidence to probabahse the charge framed against the DGO then the burden shift on-
the DGO to prove the stand/defence taken by him by producing acceptable evidence.

In the. present case as pointed-out supra, though the DGO has taken specific - stand

that the complamant gave the bait amount to him . stating that it was towards the

repayment of the amount due from him to the Government, no evidence is produced
_‘either to show that amount was due from PW-1 to the’ government and he had to
depos1t the amount with the DGO or that the complainant gave the bait amount
. stating that it'was towards the amount due from him to the government. Therfore I

~ have to hold that the DGO has faﬂed to prove the specific defence taken by him in
the case.

After exammmg the evidence produced by the d1sc1phnary authority in 1 the case,
-I am of the view that the disciplinary authority has clearly proved that the DGO,
‘while working as Secreatary ‘Chandragiri Gram Panchayath, Madhugiri Taluk had
_demanded the complainant to pay bribe of Rs.600/- fore -making payment of the
amount due'to him under saksharatha Adhiyana scheme and then . received the bait
amount of  Rs.600/- at the time of trap. Therefore, the DGO has failed to ‘maintain
absolute integrity’ and devotion to duty and he has committed grave Official
rmsconduct as defined under Rule 3 (i) to (iii) of the KCS (Conduct) Rules 1957.
Hence T have answered the point formulated in the AFFIRMATIVE.
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