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Denotification

case: SC notice
on plea by HDR
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MEW DELI, DMMS: The Su-

preme Court on Monday

issued notice to the Karna-
taka government on a plea
by former Chief Minister H
D Kumaraswamy against
the High Court’s refusal io
quash a corruption case
related to denotification
of two plots at Halagevad-
erahalli village, Uttara-
halli hobli in Bangalore
South.

A bench of Justices
Ashok Bhushan and M R
Shah sought a reply from
the government as well as

to the com-

7 .| plainant, M

i : SMahadeva
Swamy, on
a limited is-
sue whether

: | the special
Humaraswamy judge could
have taken
cognisance of the matter
withoutsanction, The court
soughtaresponse withinsix
weeks.

Senior advocate Ranjit
Kumar, appearing for Ku-
maraswamy, contended
that in view of the amend-
ment made to Section 19(1)
(b) of the Prevention of
Corruption Act in 2018, a
sanction was required even
though the petitioner was
not holding the office at the
time when the cognisance
was taken.

He submitted that with-
out obtaining the sanction
under Section 19, no cog-
nisance ought to have been
taken and the High Courton

October 9, 2020, committed

anerrorinrejecting the peti-
tion filed under Section 482
of the Criminal Procedure
Code.

On September 4, 2019,
the special court directed
vegistration of a criminal
case against Kumaraswamy
and others and issued sum-
monsagainstalltheaccused
persons in the complaint
filed in 2012.

Ttwasalleged that Kurnar-
aswamy, during his tenure
as the CM, had on October
3, 2007, approved the no-
tification de-notifying the
lands, causing losses to the
exchequer,
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