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"“That, you DGO Nos: 1 Shivaraj Lanjawade,” the ‘then Pahchayath Develpoment -
Officer, Kamalanagara Grama Panchayath, Aurad Taluk, Bidar District and DGO
No,2 - Sri .Madiwalappa "Jabade, *the then Panchavath “Development Officer,
Kamalanagara Grama’ Panchayath Aurad Taluk Bldar District Whne dlschargmg :
your duties: : : '

1. Under ‘Navaoram YO}ane a layout has been formed in land bearmﬂ Sy. No.63 of :
Kamalanagar for construction of 100 houses during the year 2002-03;
2. Kamalanagar Gram Panchayath selected 100 beneficiaries for 100 houses under
“Navagram Yojane’ for which Rs.20,000/- each was granted; :

. 62 beneficiaries were paid the entire amount of Rs.20,000/- each, one benef ciary
was paid Rs.12,500/- another beneficiary was paid Rs.10,000/- and 24
beneficiaries was paid 10,000/~ and 24 beneficiaries were paid Rs.5 000/- each
and thus lotallv Rs.13,82, 500/— was paid

L



4, ‘But out of 100 houscs granted under ‘Navagram Yojane’ construction of houses .
was completed 4 houses were constructed up to lintel level, 57 houses were
constructed, up to basement level and constructmn of 23 houses has not yet been'

started. L -
5. Because the said layout formed (for the said. houses) was far away from the

~ village and-also lacked basic infrastructure like water facility, eleetmmty and road,
the beneficiaries of the completed houses did not occupy. those houses;

6. Also, the said 14 houses did not have windows, doors and roof and they were
unfit-for humane inhabitation; -

7. Thus, the entir¢-amount of Rs.13, 82 500/- spent vndet ‘Navagram YO}ane has -
- become wasteful expenditure resulting in pecuniary loss to the Government
exchequer besides failing to achieve the object of providing shelter to the persons '

belonglng to econom:cally weaker section of the Society; -

8. You DGO No.l and Smt. Ranjanadevi Suryakanth the then Premdent of

- Kamalanagar Gram Panchayath are responsible for Rs. 3,15,000/- ‘whereas you

. DGO No.2 and Sri- Dhanraj Gale, the then President of Kamalanagar Gram

' Panchayath are responsxble for R5.10,67 ,500/-(as referred in L.R Para No 5s 01(v1))

_ | and thereby you failed to. maintain absolute 1ntegr1ty and -devotion to duty. and
- committed an act-Which is unbecoming 0f a Government Servant and thus you are
' guﬂty of mlsconduct under Rule 3(1) (i)to (111) of KCS (ConductO Rules 1966,
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During cross examination of PW2 though it is brought out that he has not
verified the registers touching release of funds and that he is not aware of rules
prevailing release of amount that portion of his eVIdence will not lend support to the
defence in the presence of admissions of DGO 1 touchlnOF EXs P7 (xx) to P7 (zz7).



S Tt is in the evidence of PW2 that his mvest;cratzon dlsclosed that only 14 houses
~ were complete, 57 houses had reached upto foundation level, only 4 houses had
reached upto lintel level and the houses which were complete were not it for
occupation and lie opined that expendxture of Rs. 13,82,500/- is wastefiil expenditure.
This poition of his evidence finds support fronr paregraph 5.01 (vi) of his report at |
~ Ex PS. His evidence would show that out-of the above. Anjanadev Suryakanth and -
DGO are responsible to the exient of Rs.3,15,000/-. This portion of his evidence

finds place in paragtap‘l 6.00 of his evidence fmds place in paracrap‘fk 6.00 of his
report at Ex Ps. .

_ Thouoh he admlts during Cross e\:alnmatlon that resp0n31b1htv of DGOs 1 and2
fixed by him on the tenure of DGO which is net in dispute would certainly lead to
“draw inference and conclusion that DGO 1 and the then President of Panchayatn are
jointly and serverally liable for the wasteful expendirute..Out of wasteful expendirure

of Rs.3,15,000/- it needs to be expressed that-contribution of DGO 1 works out at 50.

percent whlch works out at Rs 1,57, 000/— In the presence of owerwhelmmg evidence
" will not lend support to the defence put forwaid in the course of written stateo:neot' of
.~ DGO 1 and also contention put forward in the course of written argument of DGO
.. lcannot be accepted. Accordingly, I hold that it stands established that releasé of -
" total sum of Rs. 13,82,500/- under Navagrama Yojane within the limits of

"+ - Kamatanagara Grama Panchayath - Aurad ‘(B) Taluk to the befeﬁmartes under
~ Navagrama Yojane 2002-03 is wasteful e\:pendlture and DGO 1 is liable to the

< extent of Rs.1,57,500/- and thereby DGO T is guilty of misconduct within the -
raeaning of Rule 3(1)(1) to. (111) of the Kamataka Civil Servaces (conduct) Rules 1966.

In SO far as the alleged mlsconduct of DGO 2 is concerned it is the ¢vidence of

- DGO 2 that before he assumed charge as Secretary of Kamalanagara “Grama -

-Panchayath construction of bu1ld1ngs were completed. This portion of his evidence
‘though cannot be believed in its entirety in the presence of evidence of PW2 coupled,
. - with paraorraph 3.04 of Ex P5 the fact remains that as per his evidence he assumed
*charge of Secretary of above Panchaya.th ot 08/10/2007. Exs P7(xx) toP7(zz) would

' ' . “show that amounts were released during the tenure-of DGO1 but not after: DGO 2

~ assumed charge. His evidence that he had not recommended for payment is well
- founded in the background of Exs P7 (xx) to (zz). His evidence that beneficiaries
were indentified before he assumed charge is also well founded. His evidence that .
_ cheques were not released durmg cross examination that at the time of assuming
charge by him he noticed that some houses were not fit for occupation and that some, -

" houses were not completed would not incriminate him. Suggestion made to hini that

" he assisted for release of cheques has been denied by him. There is no evidence to
show that he had assisted for release of cheques. Evidence on record points out that. ;
the above irregularities are cominitted before he assumed charge. Therefore, I hold .
that DGO 2 is not liable for wasteful expenditure to an extent of Rs. 5,33, 730/- Point

- number 2 is thus answered accordmgly -

Cha1 ge agamst DGO 1 that release of- total sum of Rs. 13 82 500/- under.
Navagrama Yojane within the limits of Kamalanagara Grama Panchayath Aurad (B)
Taluk to the beneficiaries under Navagrama Yojane 2002-03 is waste ful expenditure
and therefore DGO 1 is liable to the extent of Rs. 1,57,500/- and thereby DGO 1 is
. guilty of misconduct within the meaning of Rule 3 (1)) to (111) of The Kamat’lka

- Civil Services (Conduct) Ru es 1966 is proved ‘



Chdge against DGO 2 that DGO 21s hable for wasteful expendlture to an extent of
Rs.’S ,33,750/- and thereby DGO 2 is guilty of mlscond'z‘ ct within the meamng of

" Rule 3(1)(1) to (111\ of The Kamataka Civil Serv1ces (conduct) Rules 1966 is not
proved. .
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Havmg regard to the nature of charge proved acramst DGO I- Shwaraj'
Lanjawade; it is hereby recommended to the Government to impose penalty of -
recovering a sum of Rs.1,57,500/- from the pension and other allowances payable to
DGO-1 Shivaraj - Lanjawade, the then Panchayath - Develpoment  Officer,
Kamalanagara Grama Panchayath Aurad Taluk; Bidar District As regards DGO -2 -

SR Sti MadzwaIappa Jabade, it is hercby recommended to accept the réport of Tnquiry’ = B

~ Officer.and to”exonerate tlie DGO-2 8ri Madiwalappa Jabade, the then Panchayath
Development Officer, Kamalanagara Grama Panchayath "Aurad Taluk, Bldar Dls’mct
from the above stated charge.” . - - : _
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