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Dlsquahueu MLAs from State
seek urgent hearing in SC

Ple

LEGAL CORRESPONDENT

NEW DELH]

A Supreme Court Bench led
by Justice Arun Mishra on
Tuesday asked disqualified
Karnataka legislators to com-
muzicate to the court Regis-
trar their urgency to list
pleas against their ouster
from the House under the
andg-defection law  for
hearing.

Several MLAs, including
Pratapgouda Patil and A.H.
Vishwanath, have ap-
proached the apex court
jointly and separately.

Their petitions have ar-
raigned the then Speaker,
the State of Karnataka, Con-
gress Legislature Party lead-
er Siddaramaiah and State
Congress president Dinesh
Gundu Rao and the former
Karpataka Chief Minister
H.D. Kumaraswany as
respondents.

The petitions urged the
court to set aside the former
Speaker’s decision.

“The petitioners have a
fundamental right under Ar-
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ticle 19 to carry on any trade,
business and profession.
Their right to resign from the
post of MLA and carry on
any vocation of their choice,
including public service,
cannot be denied by the Res-
pondent Speaker by a com-
pletely illegal and uncensti-
tutionat order. The action of
the Speaker is thus in viola-
tion of the fundamental
rights of the Petitioners gua-
ranteed under Articles 19
and 21, they argued.

They also challenged the
then Speaker’s conclusion
that their resignations were
neither voluntary nor ge-
nuine. The iegislutors asked

& In Supreme Court against thelr ouster from the House

EXv

juls

the Supreme Court to call for
the records of the proceed-
ings pertaining to their resig-
nation and disqualification.

The legislators argued
that the disqualification or-
der under the Tenth Sche-
dule was not in consonance
with Rules 6 and 7 of the Kar-
nataka Legislative Assembly
(Disqualification of Members
on Ground of Defection)
Rules of 1986,

They said the actions of
the former Speaker were
whoily asbitrary and unrea-
sonable and in violation of
Artcle 14 of the Constitution.
Besides, they argued, that
not only had they submitted

their resignations on July 6,
they rﬂpec.tnd the act by
coming in person again on
July 11 before the SpeakLr o
submiit their resignadons.
Under Article 190 of the
Comnstitution read with Rule
202 of the Karnataka Legisla-
tive Assembly, a member
can deliver a resignation
signed in his own hand and
the Speaker is only to satisfy
himself about the genuine-
ness and voluntariness of
the resignation, they con-
tended. The legislators firth-
er blamed the former Speak-
er of adopting a
“pick-and-choose” policy.
The petitions said the
then Speaker slipped out of
his office when the legisla-
tors went to tender their re-
signations on July 6. The
Speaker did not comply
when the Supreme Court,
on July 11, asked him tc de-
cide the resignations on the
same day. The fleor test,
which was supposed to be
held on july 18, was unduly

delayed. 5
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