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 “THat, you DGO-1 - Sri. Kavithe Kage, = Panchayath De_velei)meﬁf Ofﬁcer,-

Suntanoor Gram Panchayath, Aland Taluk, Kalburgi District, failed and you DGO
2- Sri Nagamurthy. K. Sheelavanth, Junior Engineer, Taluk Panchayath, Aland
Taluk, Kalburgi District, - have executed the work under MGNREG scheme for the
- year 2012-13 by using machineries instead of labourers and therby have deprived. the
‘labourers ‘from getting employment. You DGOs even though have denied the
allegations have not pr(')duced any materials and muster roll to show that the W'oms

| - the works camed out in the year2012-13 under MGNREG scheme to- show- the :
e | payment of wages to the labourers. Also the Photographs at the stage of beginning

-and after completion of the works have also been not produced to show involvement

of labourers to executive the works. You DGO 1 has produced copy of the financial -
year 2012-13 which are not produced to show involvement of labourers to execute

the works. You DGO 1 has produced copy of the document “Nominat of muster roll
and bills with expenditure for the financial year 2012-13 which are not paid yet”,



9. _
Wthh dlscloses that the forestry Work in the land of Anusuyabal Vittal is repeated at
- SI.No.10 and SI.No.11 for different amounts. Only one work of foresiry m the land
of Anusuyabai is approved in the action plan -produced by you DGO 1, but in the
expenditure to be paid, two works have been shown under the same head. Therefore,
~ you DGOs have not produced any materials which are available with you to show

that the works have been carried out by using labourers. Hence it is prima facie
inferred: that the works have been. carried out by using machineries instead of -

‘Laboureres whlch is in violation of the guldelmes under MGNREG

} ‘Thus you" DGO 1 and 2, belng a’ Government/Pubhc servant has falled to o
* maintain absolute . integritybesides devotion to duty and acted in a ranner. .. .- L

~ unbecoming-of a Government servant and thus committed mlseonduct as enumerated -

- U/R 3(1) of Karnataka Civil Service (Conduct) Rules 1966” '
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It may- kmdly be seen from the fecommendations of the Hon’ble Upalokayukta |
that paras 1 to'3 are of formal narrations. In para 4 he holds that the Inquiry Officer (

ARE-10) holding that the Disciplinary Authority has proved the chages against

. - DGO-1 Smt. Kavitha Kage. However, it may kindly be seen that he has NOT :
- referred to the submissions made by DGO-1 Smt. Kavitha Kage in her written

statement of defence to the charges or the documents produced by her to.clearly
. indicate that she was NOT working as the ‘Panchayat ' Development Officer of

Suntanoor Gram. Panchayat when the works were completed-and all those works
‘were carried out-during the period of her predecessor. Smt. Suvarna (PDO of

Suntanoor Gram Panchayat). It is'also brought on record of the i inquiry that the reply
furnished by Smt. Suvarna on 02.09. 2013 is already on the Lokayukia to indicate that

‘the works had been carried out ‘during her period and the number of labourers -
_ engaged for the works etc. have already been furnished by her i.e. Smt. Suvarna to -

the Lokavukta 1nst1tut10n but the same has been totally 1gnored and a false charge is
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- framed 'against' .myseif_ (DGO-1Smt.  Kavitha | Kage)  without obtaming any
~ clarification from me before the articles of charge was issued against me. '

It may be mentioned here that the Hon’ble Upalokayukta has made his specific
recommendation of the DGO on the findings. of the inquiry officer (ARE-10) of
Lokayukta recorded.in his inquiry report dated 22.11.2017 and further it may kindly
~ be seen that Hon’ble Uplokayukta himself has not looked into the submissions of the-
DGO as also the brief submitted on her behalf during the inquiry This clearly proves
that there is no proper consideration of the facts of the inquiry by both the Inquiry -
. Officer (ARE-10). of Lokayukta as also the Hon’ble  Upalokayukta. The

- recomimendation of Hon’ble Uplokayukta in the mrcumstanees is partial and made to -

bring pressure on the Goveérnment to implement his own false recommendation.

 without proper appreciation of the facts or evidence in the inquiry. Government has -+
the full authority as Disciplinary Authority to reject such presumptive, baseless and . -

. false findings as also unlawful reeommendaﬁon It'is, therefore, prayed that the
- findings of the Inquiry Officer in his . report dated 22.11.2017 and the
recommendation 'of-Honb’le Uplokayukta dated 27. 11 2017 may kmdly be rejected :

in the interest of admmlstratwe 3ustlce
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It may be mennoned here that the Hon’ble Upalokayukta has made his spemﬁe
'recommendatlon of pumshment without obtaining the representation of-the DGO on
the findings of the inquiry officer (ARE-10) of Lokayukta recordéd in his inquiry -

report dated 22.11. 2017 and further it may kindly be seen that Hon’ble’ Uplokayukta . - '
- himself has not looked: into the submissions.of the DGO as also the brief submitted ~ = . .
- on his behalf . durmo the mquu'y “This tlearly. proves that there is no proper- = - -

Consideration of the facts of the inquity by both the Inquiry. Officer (ARE 10) of

. Lokayukta as also the Hon’ble: Upalokayukta, The recommendation of Hon’ble.

~Ypalokayukta ii the circumstances is -partial and made to bring pressure on the.

. Government - to Jimplement his own false recommendation without piopef-

appreciation of the facts or evidénce in the inquiry. Government has the full authority:
-as Disciplinary - Authority to reject such presumptive, baseless and false findings as
also unlawful récommendation. It is, therefore, prayed that the findings of his report -
" dated 22.11.2017 and the recommendation of Hon’ble Upalokayukta dted 27.11. 2017 '
may kmdly be rejected in the mterest of administrative Jusuee S
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DGO has taken the contention that all the alleged works were eompleted before
she took charge as PDO at Saatanoor on 25.10.2013. But she. has not denied that
~ during her period her period further. proceedmgs are done. DGOs submit that all the
 records pertaining to the works completed, were submitted to the Granl Panchaytah
concerned and the records remain with the panchaytath office/taluk office as the case
~ may be. All the records are perused by social audit and there are no complaints of
- any kind. But DGOs have not produced any- of the copies of the documents,
‘photographs to show that the work was carried out manually without using the
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-~ machinery. In Ex P 8 it is clearly mentioned that the payment was not made to .any. of |

the labourers. This fact shows that the work was not executed manually. DGO also 7
~have not chosen to exarnine themselves in order to substantiate their contention, - '

The oral and documentary evidence on record clearly reveals that DGOs have
executed the work under MGNREG scheme” for the year 2012-13 by using
‘machineries instead of labourers and thereby have. deprived the labourers from
getting employment. DGOs cven though have denied the allegations have not
produced any materials and muster roll to show that the works have been carried out
~ through labourers and have not produced expenditure details of the works carried out

- in the year 2012-13 under MGNREG scheme to show the- payment of wages to the
. labourers. Also the photographs at the stage of beginning and after completion of the -

P

- works have also been not produced to shew involvement of labourers to execute the. L

- works. —

DGO 1 has produced copy of the document “nominal muster roll and bills with
expenditure for the financial year 2012-13 which ar¢ not paid yet” Which discloses
that the forestry work in the land of Anusuyabai Vittal is-repeated at SI. No. 10 and
SL No.11 for different amounts. Only on€ work of foresiry in the land of Anusuyabai

- .- is approved in the action plan produced by DGOL, but'in the expenditure-to bé paid, -
.. two works have been shown under the same head. The DGOs have ‘not produced any

. matérials which are available with them to show that the Works have been carried out -
by using labourers. Hence it can be prima facie inferred that the works have been
cartied out by using machineries instead of labourers which is in violation of the
. guidelines under MGNREG..- o . I
Thereby - the DGOs, -being ‘Government/public servants -have" failed to maintain-
- absolute integrity besides devotion to duty and acted in 2 manner unbecoming of the.
Governinent servants. -~ S - I R
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