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“3 peTTdReHE” : | i
“That you Smt.Pramila wife of B. Basavaraj, the DGO while working as Grade-

1 Secretary, Madagiri Grama Panchayath and Additional Charge of Bagalawada

~ Grama Panchyath, Manvi Taluk, Raichur District Complainant namely

Sri.Gangadhar s/o Amaresh of Bagalawad in Manvi Taluk of Raichur District and his
elder brother Sri. Thippanna jointly executed five works estimated at Rs. 6,50,000/-
under ‘Mahatma Gandhi National Rural Employment Guarantee Scheme’ for the
year 2009-10-and in that connection you asked for payment of bribe of Rs. 60,000/
to issue bills of the said works and after request you reduced the demand of bribe to
Rs. 40,000/~ and issued cheques for bills of 4 works withholding the bill of another
work when the Complainnant approached for the bill of another work and when the
Complainant approached for the bill of 5™ work, you demanded the said amount and
on 31.01.2011, received bribe of Rs.40,000/- through your husband Sri.B.Basavaraj
from the Complainant to show official favour, failing to maintain absolute integrity
and devotion to duty, the act of which was unbecoming of a Government Servant and
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thereby committed mis-conduct as as enumerated u/r 3(1)(i) to (iii) of Karnataka

(Conduct) Rules 1966”.
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'PW-3 Sri. Mahammed Rafi is the Shadow witness. He ha stated in his evidence that
on 31.01.2011 the Lokatyukta Police at Raichur had called him and another witness
Sharada ta their office and the Complainant Gangadhara and Police staff were present
in the Lokayukta Police Station and the Complainant Gangadhar produced 40
currency notes of Rs. 1000-00 denomination-each. Another panch witness Sharada
noted down the currency notes numbers and. he- dictated the number to her and
Phenolphthalein Poe was applied on the said currency notes and the said currency
notes were given to him and he Kept the said currency notes in the shirt pocket of
Complainant-Gangadhar and his hands were washed in the Chemical mixture and his
- hand wah turned to rose colour. That Complainant gave his mobile chip to the Police
Inspector and it was payed and it contained the conversation between Complainant
and DGO and Photographs of the proceedings were taken and Ex.P.5 to P.8 are the

said photographs and Ex.P.2 mahazar was prepared and his Signature is Ex.P.2(c). He -

has further stated that thereafter himself, panch witness Sharada, Complainant
Gangadhar and Police went to Kappagal cross and the Police asked the Complainant
made a call to Basavaraj and Basavaraj asked Complainant to go his room situated
near Tippu Sultan circle in 1™ Floor and others were waiting below. That Complainant
went inside the room and called Basavaraj the husband of DGO and Basavaraj and
paid Rs. 40,000/~ to ‘Basavaraj the husband of DGO and Basavaraj counted the
amount and kept the amount in his front side pant pocket and therefore Gangadhar
gave signal. That immediately the Lokayukta Police went there and held the hands of
Basavaraj and the hands of Basavaraj were washed and his hand wash turned to rose
.3
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colour. That Police told him to remove the amount from the pant pocket of Basavaraj
and he removed the amount and it was verified and it tallied with the numbers already.
noted earlier and cheques were also found in the pant pocket of Basavaraj was washed
and said wash turned to rose colour. Police asked Basavaraj about the amount found
with him and hé gave his statement in writing stating that on the instructions of his
wife Prameela, who is the DGO in the case, he received the amount. That DGO was
brought to the spot though lady police and DGO was enquired whether she had asked
her husband to.receive the amount and DGO also gave her statement in writing
confirming that the amount was received by her husband on her instructions and Ex.P
14 is the statement given by DGO and Ex.P.3 mahazar was prepared.

: 'Though'PW-'lGangadha'r'Cdﬁip‘laiﬁént'has 1ot supported the case of Disciplinary

" Authority and he has been treated hostile, in Ex.P.13 .explanation statement

dt:31.01.2011, the husband of DGO has stated that he received Rs.40,000/- from the
Complainant and she will come to the room and handover the concerned file.

TFurther the evidence of Panch witness-2 Smt. Sharada regarding proceedings in
Lokayukta office that Complainant contacted DGO after going to Manvi and DGO
told Complainant to give amount to her husband and Complainant contacted the
husband of DGO and thereafter they all went near the room of husband of DGO and- -
‘bribe amount of Rs. 40,000/- was found in the pant pocket of husband of DGO is
corroborated from the evidence of PW-3 Sri Mohammed Rafi. The evidence of PW-3
Sri.Mohammed Rafi, who is an independent witness that when Complainant contacted

DGO, DGO asked him to give amount to the hands of her husband and Complainant . .

gave bribe amount to husband of DGO and husband of DGO received it and then kept ;
it in his pant pocket-receives support from trap mahazai-Ex.P.3 and also explanation’
~ statement Ex.P.15 of husband of DGO. Furher it is suggested to PW-3 Sri:
- Mohammed Rafi in the cross examination on behalf of DGO that apart from PW-3
" - $iiMohammed Rafi in the cross examination on behalf of DGO that apart from PW-3
“Sri.Mohammed Rafi and complainat, other 4 to 5 persons were present in room of
" husband of DGO and Complainant forcibly kept the bribe amount of Rs.40,000/- in
-the pant pocket of the husband of DGO. Therefore, it is admitted by DGO that PW-1

" Gangadhar-Complainant and PW-3 Mohammed Rafi had met the husband of DGO in

the room and bribe amount of Rs.40,000/- was found in the possession of the husband
of the DGO. No explanation 'is given by DGO abount possession of bribe amount of
Rs. 40,000/~ was found in the possession of her husband. Futher the evidence of PW-3
Sri.Mohammed Rafi that Ex.P 157is the statement given by ‘the husband of the DGO
has not been denied. ;

Therefore the Disciplinary Authority has proved that (1) DGO demanded bribe
amount bribe amount of Rs. 40,000/~ from PW-1 Sri.Gangadhar-Complainant. on
31.01.2011 and (2) DGO received bribe amount of Rs. 40,000/~ from PW-1
Sri.Gangadhar-Complainant on 31.01.2011 and (2) DGO received bribe amount of
Rs. 40,000/~ from PW-1 Sri.Gangadhar Complainanton 31.01.2011
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Having regard to the nature of charge (demand and acceptance of bribe of
40,000/-) proved against DGO, it is hereby recommended to impose penalty of
“Compulsory Retirement from service” on DGO
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