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73. A report was called from Respondent No.l
and 2. In the report filed, they have denied the

allegations. Therefore, the Technical and Audit Cell

of the Karnataka Lokayukta was instructed to

investigate the matter and submit a report. In the
report submitted, the Accounts Officer of the

Karnataka Lokayukta has conducted investigation

ssuing notice to the concerned, inclu

th the beneficiaries

by i ding the
complainant. He has enquired wi
nfirmed the fact that indeed the benefit

and has co
em; the 21

was extended to each one of th

beneficiaries Were contacted either personally or over

d it has been confirmed that the benefits

phone an
o them by

due and payable to them have been given t
depositing  the amount into their accounts.
Therefore, the allegation of the complainant that in

beneficiaries, without extending the
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to them, amount has been misused b

benefit
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