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―BABUJI‖ ZARA DHEERE CHALO: YOU ARE UNDER PC ACT = DA CASE= TO MAKE 

CORRUPTION FREE GOVERNANCE INFORM ACB 

      
 

By : M.S.Yatnatti: Editor and Video Journalist Bengaluru : Public Servants please keep your Accounts in shape: many raids investigations and court verdicts are coming in. These raids and verdicts give strong 

message to public servants to keep their accounts clean and Eveready. Public servants income and expenditure should be legal and accountable and their assets should not be in excess of their known sources of 

income. Clause (e) of the Sub-section 13(1) of the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 defines an offence what is popularly called possession of disproportionate assets in the following words–―A public servant 

commits the offence of criminal misconduct if he or any person on his behalf, is in possession or has, at any time during the period of his office, been in possession for which the public servant cannot satisfactorily 

account, of pecuniary resources or property disproportionate to his known sources of income.‖.The aforesaid definition makes it abundantly clear that the commission of the said offence becomes complete only when 

the possession of pecuniary resources or property is disproportionate to the known sources of income. This expression known source of income was not defined in the earlier Prevention of corruption Act, 1947, or in 

the Criminal Law Amendment Act, 1964 which created this offence for the first time. However, case law was available on this point. It was held in C.S.D. Swamy v. The State, that:―The expression known sources of 

income must have reference to sources known to the prosecution on a thorough investigation of the case. It was not, and it could not be, contended that known sources of income means sources known to the accused. 

The prosecution cannot, in the very nature of things, be expected to known the affairs of an accused person. Those will be matters specially within the knowledge of the accused within the meaning of S. 106 of the 

Evidence Act, and if the prosecution has failed to disclose all the sources of income of an accused person, it is always open to him to prove those other sources of income which have not been taken into account or 

brought into evidence by the prosecution.‖The aforesaid interpretation of the expression ‗known sources of income‘ was reiterated by the Supreme Court in the case of Sajjan Singh v. State of Punjab[3], andHemant 

Kumar Mohanti v. State of Orissa. 

 

However, it is important to mention that the new Prevention of Corruption Act of 1988 has defined the expression known sources of income in the Act itself by way of an Explanation attached to clause (e) of sub-

section 13(1) of the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988, in the following words:-―Explanation:- ‗Known sources of income‘ means income received from any lawful source, and such receipt has been intimated in 

accordance with the provisions of any law, rules or orders for he time being applicable to a public servant.‖Thus, it is seen that, now for a source of income to qualify as a known sources of income for the purposes of 

S. 13(1)(e) of the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988, it is essential that it should satisfy the following two conditions, namely:-(i) it should be a lawful source of income, and (ii) the receipt of income from such a 

source should have been intimated in accordance with the provisions of any law, rules or orders for the time being applicable to the concerned public servant.As a natural corollary, it immediately follows that:-(i) 

any income received from a source which is not lawful cannot be considered for inclusion in the expression known sources of income for the purposes of S. 13(1)(e) of the said Act, even if such an income was actually 

received by the concerned public servant.(iii) any income, even though received from a lawful source, cannot likewise be considered for inclusion in the expression known sources of income for the aforesaid purposes, 

if the receipt of such income has not been intimated in accordance with the provisions of any law, rules or orders for the time being applicable to the concerned public servant .Thus, it is obvious that even if the 

existence of a particular source of income is proved by a public servant, unless it satisfies the aforesaid both essential conditions of lawful source and receipt of income having been intimated, it cannot be considered 

as a known source of income while ascertaining whether or not, an offence of possession of pecuniary resources or property disproportionate to known sources of income, under Sec. 13(1) (e) of the Prevention of 

Corruption Act, 1988 has been made out. 

 

Karnataka ACB  has taken up a drive to unearth disproportionate assets acquired by corrupt public servants.  Acquisition of wealth disproportionate to known sources of income is punishable under Section 13 (2) 

r/w 13(1)(e) of the Prevention of Corruption Act 1988  Section 13(1)(e) says that a public servant is said to commit the offence  of criminal misconduct if he or any person on his behalf, is in possession or has, at any 

time during the period of his office, been in possession for which the public servant cannot satisfactorily account, of pecuniary  resources or property disproportionate to his known sources of income. For the 

purposes of this section, ―known sources of income‖ means income received from any lawful source and such receipt has been intimated in accordance with the provisions of any law, rules or orders for the time being 

applicable a public servant.It need not be under emphasized that you can be a useful source for unearthing this disproportionate assets acquired by corrupt public servants.  Your co-operation with the Karnataka 

Lokayukta to reveal the assets acquired by the public servants would go a long way in preventing corruption.   It is however, requested that the information be given in specific terms i.e., instead of simply mentioning 

that a public servant has got vast extent of properties, it would be useful if the location of these properties in specific terms is given etc. It will be ensured that the details that are provided by you will not be disclosed 

by any one.If you so wish you need not reveal your name also. 

 

Problems Redressal of Citizens Grievances is the subject on which the Administrative Reforms Commission headed by Late Shri. Morarji Desai, who later became the Prime Minister of India gave its first report.  It 

is that report which recommended for the establishment of Lokpal and Lokayukta institutions at the Central and State level respectively for redressal of citizens grievances by investigating into administrative actions 

taken by or on behalf of Central Government or State Government or certain public authorities. These institutions were intended to serve as institutions independent of the Government concerned and as institutions 

to supplement the judicial institutions headed by Chief Justices or Judges of Supreme Court of India or High Court of  the State. The  recommendation for appointment of Lokayuktas at the States level, as indicated 

in that report, was made to improve the standards of Public Administration, by looking into complaints against administrative actions, including cases of corruption, favouritism and official indiscipline in 

administrative machinery. It is the said recommendation which made the Karnataka State Legislature to enact the  Karnataka Lokayukta Act 1984 for investigating into allegations or grievances in respect of 

administrative actions relatable to matters specified in List II or List III of the 7th Schedule to the Constitution of India. 

In a case court sacked Indian Airlines officer and has been jailed for four years for possessing disproportionate assets worth Rs 63.06 lakh, double his known income, by a Delhi court which said he failed to maintain 

the "purity" of public office.Special CBI Judge Kanwaljeet Arora awarded four years rigorous jail to Greater Kailash resident Rohit Sehgal, son of a retired DCP in Delhi Police, and also directed him to pay Rs 5 

lakh fine, while observing that the 'kuch nahi hota' (nothing happens) attitude has resulted in raising the audacity of people to flout laws and needed to be checked.The court said there are "innumerable" public 

servants, who instead of thinking in the national interest, misuse their official positions for their own economic uplift rather than letting the government do something for those who are needy.If corruption is not 

tackled, it will lead to "death of society" by continuous debilitation, it said. The court said being a public servant, Sehgal, an ex-area manager in Indian Airlines in Kuwait, had committed criminal misconduct by 

possessing pecuniary resources of Rs 63.06 lakh from June 2000 to June 2003 and he could not give satisfactory reason about it as the money was disproportionate to his known sources of income. It said Sehgal was 

driven by greed and failed to maintain the purity of his public office and criminally misconducted himself by having assets disproportionate to the known sources of his income.Sehgal, posted in Delhi as a senior 

manager (Commercial) in Indian Airlines Ltd before being transferred to Kuwait, was held guilty by the court for the offences of amassing wealth disproportionate to his known income and criminal misconduct by a 

public servant under the Prevention of Corruption Act."It is this criminal misconduct in which convict (Sehgal), had indulged by amassing pecuniary resources disproportionate to his known sources of income, 

which society denounces and as such is required to be punished."Merely because convict was not involved with any direct act of bribery, the offence for which he has been convicted does not get diluted," the judge 

said.According to Wikipedia reports Corruption in India is a major issue that adversely affects its economy. A study conducted by Transparency International in year 2005 found that more than 62% of Indians had 

firsthand experience of paying bribes or influence peddling to get jobs done in public offices successfully. In its study conducted in year 2008, Transparency International reports about 40% of Indians had firsthand 

experience of paying bribes or using a contact to get a job done in public office.In 2014 India ranked 85th out of 175 countries in Transparency International's Corruption Perceptions Index, compared to its 

neighbors Bhutan (30th), Bangladesh (145th), Myanmar (156th), China (100th), Nepal (126th), Pakistan (126th) and Sri Lanka (85th). In 2013, India was ranked 94th out of 175 countries.Most of the largest sources 

of corruption in India are entitlement programmes and social spending schemes enacted by the Indian government. Examples include Mahatma Gandhi National Rural Employment Guarantee Act and National 

Rural Health Mission. Other daily sources of corruption include India's trucking industry which is forced to pay billions in bribes annually to numerous regulatory and police stops on its interstate highways.Indian 

media has widely published allegations of corrupt Indian citizens stashing trillions of dollars in Swiss banks. Swiss authorities, however, deny these allegationsThe causes of corruption in India include excessive 

regulations, complicated taxes and licensing systems, numerous government departments each with opaque bureaucracy and discretionary powers, monopoly by government controlled institutions on certain goods 

and services delivery, and the lack of transparent laws and processes. There are significant variations in level of corruption as well as in state government efforts to reduce corruption across India. 

Planning to buy a piece of property? Do it at your own peril. For, the stamps and registration department has said it is not responsible for fraudulent dual registrations. It means the onus is on the buyer and the 

seller to ascertain whether the sale in question is legitimate or not. Quoting an 1882 law, the them inspector general of registration (IGR) NV Prasad has said they have no power to stop any fraudulent registration of 

properties in the state.―The registering officer is not empowered to stop or refuse such multiple registrations and as per existing and applicable provisions of the Transfer of Property Act, 1882 only the parties 

concerned are liable responsible to stop such multiple registrations transactions,― he said in his March 31 reply to a notice  issued by the Committee on Judicial Accountability under section 80 of Civil Procedure 

Code (CPC).Take precautions as buying property is not easy. Many check lists have been reportedly published by many on the internet and websites and blogs.Please consider each one of them and do not over look 

any good point..Reportedly buying a resale property has always proven to be advantageous from choosing a strategic location to acquiring finer properties at better prices and ready to move properties . Although a 

resale apartment may be old, it is a good investment option owing to the low availability or supply of new properties in the area. Therefore, if the owner chooses to redevelop the property, it is likely to fetch him 

greater appreciation and better return on investment .Another advantage of buying a resale apartment will be if the buyer makes a one shot payment from his disposable income rather getting into the intricacies of 

seeking a home loan. However, one should be aware that seeking a home loan for a resale property would mean meeting additional legal and procedural requirements. It is mandatory that one should be aware of the 

legalities and paperwork before investing in a resale apartment. One can even consider hiring a good realtor and good advocate to get information on the apt resale property, the details of the seller, and running 

around for paperwork etc.Every PA  must understand that "information" is not created in ―Paraloka‖ or ―Swargaloka‖ or in ―CIC ―or ―SIC‖ which will be given by PA under Section 2(f) of the RTI Act.It is PA 

which creates the information every day 4(1) (a) (b) (c) and the "information" in  any form, including records, documents, memos, e- mails, opinions, advices, press releases, circulars, orders, logbooks, contracts, 

reports, papers, samples, models, data material held in any electronic form need to be created as per 4(1) (a) (b) (c) reasons under 4(1) (a) (b) (c) (d) need to be given by PA to  the affected person and copy of the same 

can be given to any applicant under 2( f)  of RTI Act  .The PA should be forced to function and create information strictly as per under 4(1) (a) (b) (c) on the applications and request of public and provide it under 

2(f) of RTI Act and information should not be incomplete misleading and false  and public is free to check accountability under 4(1) (d) RTI Act 2005.The Accountability is checked by public under 4 (1) (d): The 

citizens who are affected by decisions made under RTI ACT 4(1) (a) (b) (c) can seek reasons for their administrative and quasi judicial decisions .PA can provide reasons to affected person and copy of such reasons 

can be provided to anybody under 2(f) of RTI Act. Public is fully authorized to ask how and why and under what rules and regulations such decision is arrived at under 4(1) (a) (b) (c) of RTI ACT 2005  using 4 (1) 

(d).An RTI application can force the PA to create information on his application to PA under 4(1) (a) (b) (c) of RTI ACT 2005  and at the same time he can check the information whether it is provided as per 4(1) (a) 

(b) (c) of RTI ACT 2005  by invoking 4 (1) (d) of RTI Act 2005.And whereas democracy requires an informed citizenry and transparency of information which are vital to its functioning and also to contain 

corruption and to hold Government and their instrumentalities accountable to the governed. 



 
Page: 2; Daily News and Views on Property Matters and Political Matters, Online TV & Cyber media. Sunday 27-09-2020 ―Blunt and Sharp Daily News Portal‖ Website at: sunnytimes.in  Mobile: 9945116476 

======================================================================= 

================================================================================================================================ 
Online Portal Edited Printed Published and Owned By M.S YATNATTI No.107 , Ground Floor ―Royal Residency‖ Apartment Complex ―Enkay Farms Valagerahalli, Dubasiplaya  Kengeri  Bangalore – 560 059 

Editor –In –Chief   M.S YATNATTI  E-mail :sunnytimes.in@gmail.com  Phone : 9945116476  

Unsolicited material may not be returned. The opinion of writers are their own ,not our .We are not responsible for incorrect advertisement listings and  .We do all we can 

to ensure correctness ,but readers are advised to recheck with concerned establishment before entering into binding contract .No part of this publication should reproduced without our 

written permission. Legal jurisdiction restricted to Bangalore only 

 

 

RTI Act provides transparency under Section 3 and  4(1) (a) (b) (c) and 2(f) of RTI Act 2005 and accountability under 4(1) (d) RTI Act 2005 as the PA will create information; or to interpret information; or to solve 

the problems raised by the applicants under the system and procedure as per listed Acts and rules regulations listed under 4(1) (a) (b) (c) every day and that can be cross cheeked by applicant by asking reasons 

under 4(1) (d) by the affected person and copy of the same can be given to any applicant under 2( f)  of RTI Act . 

RTI is a total problem solving mechanism and not just record providing tool.RTI will provide transparency under  4(1) (a) (b) (c)  and 2(f) of RTI Act  2005 every day and Accountability can be ensured under 4(1) 

(a) (b) (c)  (d) and 2(f) of RTI Act 2005  and this will reduces the corruption in every public authority .RTI Act is an Act to provide for setting out the practical regime of right to information for citizens to secure 

access to information under the control of public authorities, in order to promote transparency and accountability in the working of every public authority. The information under RTI Act is defined in, Section 2(f) 

of the RTI Act, which defines "information" under this Act, unless the context otherwise requires,- .(f) "information" means any material in any form, including records, documents, memos, e- mails, opinions, 

advices, press releases, circulars, orders, logbooks, contracts, reports, papers, samples, models, data material held in any electronic form and information relating to any private body which can be accessed by a 

public authority under any other law for the time being in force;". This act can be called as the ―law of transparency and accountability‖ which acts as the citizen‘s weapon to question and get information related to 

the government‘s functioning so that they can analyze its performance, and act accordingly.Information is essential for the efficient working of journalists and thus, the Right to Information (RTI) Act is one of the 

most useful legislations for a journalist. The RTI Act has two basic divisions the first requiring public officials to suo moto publish information pertaining to their departments and the second enabling the public to 

access information from a public office. The official documentary proof can be obtained by simply filing an application with a fee of Rs. 10.Under Section 2 (j) (ii) of the Act, the applicant can ask for certified copies 

of the documents or records. This certified copy of the document giving information can be admitted in the Court as Secondary Evidence. Note that under the RTI Act, the right to information includes the right to 

inspection of work, documents and records; taking notes, extracts or certified copies of documents or records; and taking certified samples of material held by the public authority or held under the control of the 

public authority. A citizen has a right to obtain information from a public authority in any relevant form including in the form of diskettes, floppies, tapes, video cassettes or in any other electronic mode or through 

print-outs provided such information is already stored in a computer or in any other device from which the information may be e-mailed or transferred to diskettes etc.RTI, one of the few weapons the common man 

has in his fight against the high and mighty, citizens have  unlimited powers under RTI Act 2005.Every PA  must understand that "information" is not created in ―Paraloka‖ or ―Swargaloka‖ or in ―CIC ―or ―SIC‖ 

which will be given by PA under Section 2(f) of the RTI Act.It is PA which creates the information every day 4(1) (a) (b) (c) and the "information" in  any form, including records, documents, memos, e- mails, 

opinions, advices, press releases, circulars, orders, logbooks, contracts, reports, papers, samples, models, data material held in any electronic form need to be created as per 4(1) (a) (b) (c) reasons under 4(1) (a) (b) (c) 

(d) need to be given by PA to  the affected person and copy of the same can be given to any applicant under 2( f)  of RTI Act  . 

The PA should be forced to function and create information strictly as per under 4(1) (a) (b) (c) on the applications and request of public and provide it under 2(f) of RTI Act and information should not be 

incomplete misleading and false  and public is free to check accountability under 4(1) (d) RTI Act 2005.The Right to Information (RTI) Act is one of the most important tools that can empower the common man, it 

had become imperative to fight against corruption for the effective functioning of the three pillars of democracy — legislature, executive and judiciary. The three pillars of democracy had been included in the ambit 

of the RTI Act and people should make use of the provisions of the Act to bring down corruption. There was a need to create awareness among people on the wide range of powers enshrined in the RTI Act.  The 

educated sections of society must take active part in the fight against injustice and use the provisions of the RTI Act to protect the rights of the people. 

THE RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005 is an Act to provide for setting out the practical regime of right to information for citizens to secure access to information under the control of public authorities, in 

order to promote transparency and accountability in the working of every public authority.RTI Act provides transparency under Section 3 and  4(1) (a) (b) (c) and 2(f) of RTI Act 2005 and accountability under 4(1) 

(d) RTI Act 2005 as the PA will create information; or to interpret information; or to solve the problems raised by the applicants under the system and procedure as per listed Acts and rules regulations listed under 

4(1) (a) (b) (c) every day and that can be cross cheeked by applicant by asking reasons under 4(1) (d) by the affected person and copy of the same can be given to any applicant under 2( f)  of RTI Act .RTI is a total 

problem solving mechanism and not just record providing tool.RTI will provide transparency under  4(1) (a) (b) (c)  and 2(f) of RTI Act  2005 every day and Accountability can be ensured under 4(1) (a) (b) (c)  (d) 

and 2(f) of RTI Act 2005  and this will reduces the corruption in every public authority . RTI Act is an Act to provide for setting out the practical regime of right to information for citizens to secure access to 

information under the control of public authorities, in order to promote transparency and accountability in the working of every public authority. The information under RTI Act is defined in, Section 2(f) of the RTI 

Act, which defines "information" under this Act, unless the context otherwise requires,- .(f) "information" means any material in any form, including records, documents, memos, e- mails, opinions, advices, press 

releases, circulars, orders, logbooks, contracts, reports, papers, samples, models, data material held in any electronic form and information relating to any private body which can be accessed by a public authority 

under any other law for the time being in force;". This act can be called as the ―law of transparency and accountability‖ which acts as the citizen‘s weapon to question and get information related to the government‘s 

functioning so that they can analyze its performance, and act accordingly. 

 

            

 

 
 

 

 

ADVERTORIALS AND CONSULTANCY HELP LINE 

 

You may have problems with Government Departments PWD, BDA, BMRDA, KIADB, TOWN PLANNING DEPARTMENTS AND Development Authorities BBMP, Taluka office, D.C. Office, Corporation, 

K.S.R.T.C., Commercial Tax Offices, K.E.B., Pension problems, Acquisitions of Land Problems , Khata, Bifurcation, Tax Revision. Banks Problems etc, which may be have been pending for months, and 

years in Government files etc. 

Everybody is facing Problems, Problems? 

Kindly write to us, we analyze and convince our selves and if appropriate then we will take your problems, to concerned authorities, ministries, i.e., through our news paper property politics and try to help 

you. We also provide consultancy and Liaison service on case to case bases as per agreed terms and fees. Write your problems with Xerox copies, 

 

M.S.Yatnatti , Editor and Video Journalist Consultant  Mobile: 9945116476  E-Mail: msyatnatti@yahoo.com    propertypolitics@gmail.com 


