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“BReTR3RCTR”

“That you'_Sri Ramarao» S/o" Srinivasarao Kulkarni, the DGO, while working as

Secretary of Khanadal Village Panchayath in Gulbarga Taluk and- District, the

complainant namely Sumithrabai W/o. Umesh Chowhan was sanctioned with an
amount of Rs.25,000/- for construction a house under “Ashraya Scheme” and a
cheque for Rs.5,000/- was given as first and second installment by you after
taking bribe of Rs.800/- on each occasion and when the Complainant approached
for third installment, you demanded further bribe of Rs. 1,000/- and asked to meet
you on 11/5/2007 with the said amount and on 11/5/2007 received the said
amount of Rs. 1,000/- as bribe, failing to maintain absolute integrity and devotion
to duty. which is unbecoming of a Government Servant and thus committed
misconduct as enumerated UR 3(1) (i) to(iii) of Karanataka Civil Services
(Conduct) Rules, 1966.” '
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1. 1 was initially appointed as stipendiary graduate in the year 1979 for sum of
Rs.150/- and my service was absorbed by the State Government _in the
‘cadre of Gram Panchyath Secretary in the year 1994 in the Department of .
Rural Devlopment and Panchayath Raj. Since the date of appointment in
the Department, T have worked and served the Department for more than 23
-years with smcerrty, honesty and unblemished record. Presently I have
retired from service on attaining the age of superannuation. |

2. The Additional Registrar of Enquiries-4 has issued the Articles of Charges

' on 13/01/2012 against-me which i have received under tremendous shock
- and dismay. After receipt of the charge Memo, I have appeared before this
- Enquiring Authority and pleaded that i am innocent and further proceedmgs

- may be dropped. -~

3. The Honb’le principal session judge at Gulbarga was pleased acquit me on

~ 05/01/2010 from the charges leveled and held that the prosecution has failed
to prove the charge beyond reasonable doubt. Further the bare reading of the
Trial court’s order is very clear that it is the hon’ble acqulttal The Hon’ble
Sessions Court has given a categorical finding that the prosecution has not
-succeeded in provmg beyond all reasonable doubt the charges leveled
against me. :

4. The Enqiry Officer has failed to appreciate that there is no corroboration of
evidence against me. To invoke the Rule 214 (1) (a) and (b) of Karnataka
Civil Service Rules, 1956. only in case of grave negligence in order to
impose the penalty against a retired government servant. It is not out of
place to state that crucial witnesses have not been examined in the enquiry.
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At present I am retired and getting meager pension of Rs. 5758/- based on
my basic pay and if penlty is imposed withholding of 50% of pensmn
which will take away my bread.

5. It'is amply clear that there is no preponderance of probabilities to prove the
charge. The Enquiry Officer has failed to appreciate that there is no
corroboration of evidence against me. The enquiry was not conducted in
accordance with the Rule 11 (14) of the KCSR 1957. There must be
corroboration between the deposition of withnesses. On appreelatlon of
evidence of record, both oral and documentary evidence, it can be safely
concluded " that charge is not proved. . The documents on record
unequlvocally ‘establish that complamt itself is not malntamable

6. Under these circumstances, I must humbly pray that this Hon’ble Authority

" may be pleased to ACCEPT this reply and EXONERATE me from the

charges leveled against me, for such act, I shall be greateful to your goodself
for evér.
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There is a sufﬁment evidence firstly regardmg proof of ex1stence of the official
work of this complainant with this DGO on the date of trap and the DGO found
accepted an amount of Rs. 1000/~ from the complainant and his hand wash solution
turned into pink colour. Further it is held that, the explanation offered bty this DGO .
at the time of trap and his defence evidence is quite inconsistenting cannot be
acceptable. Thereby I hold that, the DGO found - guilty of the misconduct
enumerated wRule 3(1) of KCS. (CC&A) Rules, 1966 accepting a bribe in
_connection with the- official work. So for as EX.D1/judgement in Special case

© No0.39/2008 is considéred though indicate that, the charge leveled against this DGO

as an accused for the offences punlshable U/Sec.7, 13(1)(d) R/'W 13(2) of the
Prevention of Corruption Act.- 1988 is not proved beyond all reasonable doubt and
‘while giving finding the learned Special Judge appreciated the evidence on record
on touch tone of the standard of proof which required for criminal case on the strict
" application of the provisions of Indian Evidence Act. As held above, the provisions.
of Indian Evidence Act is not applicable to this departmental enquiry and the matter
placed on record is sufficient probable evidence to prove the guilt of the misconduct
© of this DGO. Therefore, considering the above over all reasonsing I am of the
con31dered opinion that, the charge of this DGO is proved satisfactorily.
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“Having regard to the nature' of charge (demand and acceptance of bribe) proved
against DGO Sri. Ramrao S/o0 Srinivas Kulkarni, it is hereby recommended to the
Government to impose penalty of permanently withholding 50% of pension payable
to DGO Sri Ramarao S/o Srinivasarao Kulkarni.”
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