
 
PÀ£ÁðlPÀ «zsÁ£À¸À̈ sÉ 

ºÀ¢£ÉÊzÀ£ÉÃ «zsÁ£À¸À¨sÉ 

ºÀ£ÉßgÀqÀ£ÉÃ C¢üªÉÃ±À£À 

ಕකბಟಕ ๭เฯ ๳ๅಗಳ (2011ඡ ๬ยನ ಡ೬ങി ඲౳ ෎ಷನರರ ಆ෺ౙ  ಮൡ౨  
ඡಮ౽ൟಯ ๭ಂඎತั๯เಃ) เඒಯಕ, 2022 

(2022gÀ «zsÁ£À¸À¨sÉAiÀÄ «zsÉÃAiÀÄPÀ ¸ÀASÉå-04) 

 

 362 ಟ౳ භ-ಎ ಮൡ౨  ಟ౳ භ-෈ ๾ං౪ ಗಳඝ౬  ൡಂ්โದ౽ౙ ಜ ಕකბಟಕ สೕಕ ๳฿ 
ಆ෽ೕಗโ ൽකಂಕ:03.11.2011ರ ಅඌ๰ಚචಯย౵  ಅಹბ ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗัಂದ ಅ೧ბಗಳඝ౬  
ಆ๻౷ ඛ๭ൡ౨ . තವბූเ ಪคೕಃ౹ ಯඝ౬  22.04.2012ರย౵  ನഷಸมಜൡ౨ . ෨ಖ౲  ಪคೕಃ౹ ಯඝ౬  
15.12.2012 คಂದ 06.01.2013 ರವฉಡ ನഷಸมಜൡ౨ . ಪคೕಃ౹ ಯ ಫย൞ಂಶವඝ౬  21.03.2013ฏൿ 
ಪ౳ ಕഔಸมಜฆโದคಂದ;  

ಕකბಟಕ สೕಕ๳฿ ಆ෽ೕಗโ ಅಹბ൤෷ಳ౶  ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗัಡ ๸ದಶბನಗಳඝ౬  
07.05.201.3 คಂದ 27.05.2013 ರವฉಡ ನഷ๭ൡ౨ .  ෰಍ಕ  ๸ದಶბನโ ನഷ෷ವ ๆึಯย౵ , റII  
෭ൟ౳  ಎೖ.ඪ.ಎ๺ ಎಂಬ ಅಭ౲ ൮ბ෷ 28.05.2013 ฏൿ ಆಜನ ಅഺ౷ ೕ಄ഡ ಜನರฯ ರವคಡ 
඀ರඝ౬  ಸย౵ ๭ದฆ. ಈ ಪ౳ ౾౳ ෺ಯย౵  ಸ๻ಯಕ ಆ෷ಕ౨  ๾ං౪ ಡ ಅವคಜಂತ (റII෭ൟ౳  
ಎೖ.ඪ.ಎ๺) ಃಳಜನ ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಯඝ౬  ಆ෺ౙ ෥ല ಅವರඝ౬  ෈ഖౣ ෈ಡมಜං ಎಂൿ 
ಆฌೕඪಸมಜൡ౨ . ಅವರ ಆ෺ౙ ಯඝ౬  ಌൟ౳ ಪല๯ವ ಸฤ฿ಜ อಚವඝ౬  ඛೕഴ๋൤ റII 
෱ಗะ ๏౳ ೕಧฑ, ಸದಸ౲ ฆ, ಕකბಟಕ สೕಕ ๳฿ ಆ෽ೕಗ ಇವฆ ෎ലಃಗಳඝ౬  ಇഔౣ ದ౪ ฉಂಬ 
ಆฌೕಪವඝ౬  ಸಹ ຄคಸมಜฆโದคಂದ;  

ಅದಕౙ ඝ๬ರ฿ಜ, ූರൟೕಯ ඈಡ ๸๼൤ 341, 120-෈, 418, 423, 465ඡ ಪ౳ ಕರಣಗಳ ಮൡ౨  
ಭ౳ ๝ౣ ೈರ ඛ෩ბಲක ಅඌඛಯಮ, 1988ರ 7ඡ ಪ౳ ಕರಣದ ಅലಯย౵ ನ ಅಪฃಧಗัಛಜ 
เඋನ๷ಧ ඲ೕย๺ ഢൕಯย౵  ಪ౳ ಥಮ ವತბ෥ನ ವರൽಯඝ౬  (ಎෆಐಆฑ) ർಖยಸมಜൡ౨ . 
ಸ౽ბರโ ൽකಂಕ:27.06.2013ರ ಆඃಶದ ෩ಲಕ ๭.ಐ.ല ಯವคಡ ತඛಒಯඝ౬  ನഷಸฤ 
ඛඃბ๏๭ൡ౨ . ෨ಂൿವฉൿ ๭.ಐ.ല෷, ತඛಒ ನഷ๭ದ ತฆ฿ಯ ൽකಂಕ: 10.09.2013 ฏൿ 
ಆฏ෗ಕ/ಮಧ౲ ಂತರ ವರൽಯඝ౬  ಸย౵ ๭ฆโದคಂದ; 
 ಮಧ౲ ಂತರ ವರൽಯ ಆඋರದ ෬ว, ಸ౽ბರโ ෨ಖ౲  ಸ౭ උბತ౱ ಕ ಪคೕಃ౹  ๻ಟ ෰಍ಕ 
๸ದಶბನದ ಫย൞ಂಶಗಳඝ౬  ರൿ౪ ತั๭ ๻ಟ ಕഖౣ ඛഓౣ ಜ ຄೕഓ ಸ෦ൟಯ ๏මರ๯౺ ಗಳ 
ಅඝ๬ರ฿ಜ ෨ಖ౲  ย಍ತ ಪคೕಃ౹ ಯ ಉತ౨ ರ ಪൟ౳ ಃಗಳඝ౬  ಮฆ෰ಲ౲ ෥ಪನ ෥ഴ๋൤ ಮൡ౨  
෰಍ಕ-๸ದಶბನವඝ౬  ನഷ๯๋൤ ಕකბಟಕ สೕಕ๳฿ ಆ෽ೕಗವඝ౬  ඛඃბ๏๭ ൽකಂಕ: 
15.10.2013/14.08.2014ರ ಆඃಶಗಳඝ౬  ຄರല๭ฆโದคಂದ; 
 ಈ ಮಧ౲  ಃಲโ ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗำ ಕකბಟಕ ಆಡัತ ක౲ ಯ ෱ಡัಯ ෨ಂං ಅ೧ბಗಳඝ౬  
ർಖฤ ෥ഴವ ෩ಲಕ ൽකಂಕ:15.10.2013ರ ಆඃಶದ ෩ಲಕ ಸ౽ბರದ ಕ౳ ಮವඝ౬  
ಪ౳ ๏౬ ๭ದ౪ ฆ, ඛඋನ฿ಜ, ಎม౵  ෇ඌತ ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗำ ක౲ ෴ඌಕರಣದ ෨ಂං ಅ೧ბಗಳඝ౬  
ಸย౵ ๭ದ౪ ฆ ಮൡ౨  ක౲ ෴ඌಕರಣโ ಅ೧ბಗಳ เว෴ಞವವฉಡ, 2011ರ ಆ෺ౙ  ಪഔౣ ಯ เಷಯ 
ವ๯౨ ฿ದ �362 ๾ං౪ ಗัಛಜ� ಅඌ๰೉ಸඈ൤ ฃಜ౲  ಸ౽ბರಃౙ  ඛඃბಶನ ඛೕല, �ಮಧ౲ ಂತರ 
ಆඃಶ�ವඝ౬  ຄರല๭ฆโದคಂದ; 

ಆಡัತ ක౲ ಯ ෱ಡัಯ ෨ಂං ವ౲ ವಹರൕಗำ ෇౾෵ฆ฿ಗ, ๭.ಐ.ല෷ ತನ౬  
ಅಂൟಮ ವರൽಯඝ౬  ಸย౵ ๭ൡ౨  ಮൡ౨  ತನ౬  �ಅಂൟಮ ವರൽ�ಯย౵  ಆඩൽತ ๸ಒ౲  9 คಂದ 16ฏൿ 
൧ೕคಸมದ ಕකბಟಕ สೕಕ ๳฿ ಆ෽ೕಗದ ಅಂൽನ ಸದಸ౲ ฃಜದ౪  ๭ಬ౯ ಂൽ෷ ౾౳ ෦ನฯ 
ඪൢคಯඝ౬  ෥ലർ౪ ฉ ಮൡ౨  2011ರ ಅඌ๰ಚචಯ ಅലಯย౵  ಟ౳ භ-ಎ ಮൡ౨  ෈ 
๭ಬ౯ ಂൽ෴ಜ ඡಮಕ฿ಗฤ ಆೕคದ ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗัಡ ಅඝಁಲ ෥ಡฤ ๭ಬ౯ ಂൽ 
౽ಯბವ౲ ವ๲౩ ಯඝ౬  ൿಬბಳಃ ෥ലಆಂലൡ౨  ಎಂൿ ಸದค 8 ಆඩൽತ ವ౲ ౾౨ ಗำ ಹಲ฿ฆ 
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ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗัಂದ ౽ඞඝ෇๼ರ ฆ๠ವൡ౨ ಗಳඝ౬  ಪഷൽർ౪ ฉ ಮൡ౨  ಅඃ ౽ඞඝ෇๼ರ 
ฆ๠ವൟ౨ ಛಜ ඡಮ౽ൟಗಳඝ౬  ෥ಡฤ ತಮ౱  ಕೞคಯඝ౬  ൿಬბಳಃ ෥ലಆಂലർ౪ ฉ ಮൡ౨  
ಅದರ ෩ಲಕ ූರತ ඈಡ ๸๼൤ಯ 120෈, 166, 167ඡ ಪ౳ ಕರಣಗูಂൽಡ ಓದมඈ൤ 
ಭ౳ ಷౣ ೈರ ತഷ ಅඌඛಯಮ, 1988ರ 13(1) (ല) ಮൡ౨   13 (2) ಪ౳ ಕರಣಗำ ಮൡ౨  ූರತ ඈಡ ๸๼൤ 
37ඡ ಪ౳ ಕರಣದ ಅലಯย౵  ಅಪฃಧಗಳඝ౬  ಎಸಜർ౪ ฉ ಎಂൿ ඛಣბ෵๭ದ౪ คಂದ;  

ಃಲโ ಆඩൽತฌಂൽಡ ඀ರ฿൐ ๸ಪಕბವඝ౬  ຄಂൽฆವฆ ಎಂ්ർಜ �ಆฌೕಪ 
ಪഔౣ �ಯย౵  ಃಲโ ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗಳ ກಸฆಗำ ಇർ౪ ಟ౲ , ಆฌೕಪ ಪഔౣ ಯม౵ ಗยೕ ಅಥ฿ ಪ౳ ಥಮ 
ವತბ෥ನ ವರൽಯม౵ ಗยೕ ಆඩൽತฉಂൿ ಅವರ ກಸฆಗำ ಇಲ౵ ൽฆโದඝ౬  ಗಮඛ๯โൿ 
๸ಗತ฿ದ౪ คಂದ; 

ಏತನ౱ එ౲  ಕකბಟಕ ಆಡัತ ක౲ ಯ ෱ಡั෷ ಆದ౲ ൤ಯ ෬ว เಷಯವඝ౬  ಆยಸฤ 
ಕ౳ ಮ ಜฆಜ๭ൡ.  เಷಯವඝ౬  ಆย๭ದ ತฆ฿ಯ, ක౲ ಯ෱ಡั෷ ತನ౬  ൽකಂಕ:19.10.2016ರ 
ಆඃಶದ ෩ಲಕ ಅ೧ბಗಳඝ౬  ඬರಸౙ ค๭ൡ ๻ಟ 14.08.2014ರ ಸ౽ბರದ ಆඃಶವඝ౬  
ರൿ౪ ಪല๭ൡ. ක౲ ಯ ෱ಡั෷ ಆඦತರ ಆඃಶದ ಪ౳ ൟಯඝ౬   ๭౷ ೕಕค๭ದ ൽකಂಕൽಂದ ಎರഴ 
ൟಂಗำಗಳ ಅವඌ෽ಳಡ ಕකბಟಕ ಡ೬ങി ඲౳ ೕ෍ಷನ๺ბ ඡಮ౽ൟ (ಸ౭ උბತ౱ ಕ ಪคೕಃ౹ ಗಳ 
෩ಲಕ ඡಮ౽ൟ) ඛಯಮಗำ, 1997ರ 11ඡ ඛಯಮದ (3)ඡ ಉಪ ඛಯಮದ ಉಪීಧಗัಡ 
ಅඝಸರಣ฿ಜ ಅ೧ბർರคಡ ඡಮ౽ൟಯ ಆඃಶಗಳඝ౬  ຄರലಸฤ ಕකბಟಕ ಸ౽ბರಃౙ  
ඛඃბ๏๭ฆโದคಂದ;   

ಸದค අೕ๝ฌೕಪ൏ ಪഔౣ ಯ ಅವಛಹච෵ಂದ ಆ෺ౙ ತಂಡ ಅಥ฿ ಆ෺ౙ  
ಪ౳ ౾౳ ෺ಯย౵  ූಗವ๼๭ದ ෴ช ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗಳඝ౬  ಆඩൽತ ವ౲ ౾౨ ಗಳක౬ ಜ ກಸคಸൽฆโൿ 
ಉഴීൽං. ๭.ಐ.ല෷ ಸย౵ ๭ದ අೕ๝ฌೕಪ൏ ಪഔౣ ಯ ๬ฃಂಶโ ಅಧ౲ ౘ, ಸದಸ౲ ฆ ಮൡ౨  
๭ಬ౯ ಂൽ ๻ಟ ಃಲโ ಮಧ౲ ವൟბಗำ ಅನ౲ ൭ ಅಹბರಲ౵ ದ ಅಥ฿ ಕല෫ ಅಂಕಗำಳ౶  ಃಲโ 
ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗಳ ಪರವ๼ಸฤ ౽ඞඝ ෇๼ರ ฆ๠ವൡ౨ ಗಳඝ౬  ಪഷ෷ವ ෩ಲಕ ಅಪฃඌಕ 
ಒಳ๸೉ನ ಎಸಞเಃ෷ ಬ๼ฏಗ ತั๭ං ಎಂ්ದඝ౬  ൧ೕค๭ං. ๭.ಐ.ല ವರൽಯย౵  ಈ 
ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗಳඝ౬  ඛൽბಷౣ ฿ಜ ൧ೕค๭ฆโൽಲ౵ ฿ದ౪ คಂದ;  
 ಈ ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗำ ಸದಸ౲ คಡ ಅಥ฿ ಮಧ౲ ವൟბಗัಡ ౽ඞඝ෇๼ರ ฆ๠ವತ౨ ඝ౬  ๸ർಯ 
෥ലฆโൿ අೕ๝ฌೕಷ൏ ಪഔౣ ಯย౵  ಸ౭ ಷౣ ฿ಜ ൧ೕค๭ฆโൽಲ౵ .  เಷಯದ ෴โඃ 
ඁ๞ౣ ෵ಂದ ಪคතಣბ เೈರൕಯ ඦತರ ౽ඞඛನ ක౲ ෴ಲಯದ ෨ಂං ಇඅಂൿ 
ಅಂಶವඝ౬  ฆ೩฿ൡ ಪലಸ෎౽ಞತ౨ ං. ಇದರ ಅඝಸರൕ෴ಜ ฃಜ౲  ಸ౽ბರโ 
ൽකಂಕ:17.03.2017ರ ಆඃಶದย౵  ಎม౵  ಇมಌ ෨ಖ౲ ಸ౩ คಡ ಪค๏ೕಲක ಪ౳ ౾౳ ෺ಯ ඦತರ 
ඡಮ౽ൟ ಆඃಶಗಳඝ౬  ຄರല๯๋൤ ඛඃბ๏๭ฆโದคಂದ පฃಡัತ ඛඃბಶಕฆ ൽකಂಕ: 
27.03.2017 ฏൿ 18 ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗัಡ ඡಮ౽ൟ ಆඃಶವඝ౬  ຄರല๭ฆโದคಂದ ๻ಟ ൽකಂಕ: 
03.04.2017 ฏൿ ಛ౳ ෦ೕ൏෗ไൽ౪  ಮൡ౨  ඵೈಯ൬ ฃ೴ ಇมಒ෷ 60 ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗัಡ 
ඡಮ౽ൟ ಆඃಶವඝ౬  ຄರല๭ฆโದคಂದ;  
 ಅದಲ౵ ං ෬ส౬ ೕಟಃౙ  ๭ಐല ವರൽಯย౵ , ಆ෺ౙ  ಪ౳ ౾౳ ෺ಯย౵  ූಗವ๼๭ದ ಮൡ౨  ಆ෺ౙ  
ಪഔౣ ಯ ූಗ฿ಜฆವ ಇತರ ෴ช ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗಳ ಬಡ౛  ಆಃ౹ ೕಪൕ ಎൟ౨ ฆโൿ ಉഴීൽฆโൽಲ౵ . 
ಆದ౪ คಂದ, ෴ರ เฆದ౪  ෴โඃ ಆඩದච෵ಲ౵ ่ೕ ಅಥ฿ ෴ರ เฆದ౪  ෴โඃ ๸ඃಹ 
ಅಥ฿ ಅඝ෥කಸ౭ ದ ಅಂಶโ ಉഴීൽฆโൽಲ౵ ่ೕ ಆ ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗಳ ಭเಷ౲ ದ ಬಡ౛  
ಏඝ෥ಡ෎ಃಂಬ ಪ౳ ෨ಖ ๯๸ಗತ ಪ౳ ๔౬  ಬಡ౛  ಪ౳ ๯౨ ತ เಷಯโ ෍ಳಀ ೎ฤ౵ ತ౨ ං. ಈ ಆ෺ౙ  
ಪ౳ ౾౳ ෺ಯย౵  ූಗವ๼๭, ಆ෺ౙ ತಳ౶ ฤ ෬ยಂದ ෬ว ๬ಕ๠ౣ  ຄೕฃಟ/ಪ౳ ಯತ౬  ಪഔౣ ฆ๋ಥ 
ಈ ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗಳඝ౬  ಅವರ ನಡ൤ಯ เฆದ౫  ෴โඃ ಆඩದචಗำ ಇಲ౵ ඃ ಇർ౪ ಟ౲  ಁಡ ಃಲโ 
ವ౲ ౾౨ ಗಳ ನಡ൤ಯ ౽ರಣൽಂದ ಇലೕ ಪഔౣ ಯඝ౬  ඛರಥბಕತั๯โದರ ෩ಲಕ ಅವರದಲ౵ ದ 
ತඪ౭ ಡ (ಅವರ ൧ಡಜฆเಃಯඝ౬  ฆ೩฿ൡ ಪലಸං) ಅವರඝ౬  ඈലಸಬ๾ඃ ಎಂಬ 
ಅಂಶವඝ౬  ಗಮඛಸ෎౽ಜฆโದคಂದ;  
 ಄ವಲ ൿฃಚರൕ ๻ಟ ಅಪฃಧಗำ ಎಸಗมಜං ಎಂಬ ಆඩದචಗಳ ෬ว ಎม౵  
ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗಳ ๸ීಧದย౵  ඡಮ౽ൟಗಳඝ౬  ರൿ౪ ಪല๯โൿ ಪ෴ბಪ౨ ฿ಞโൽಲ౵  ಅಥ฿ 
ರൿ౪ ಪല๯ವ ಆචಯ ಪค൏ಮವඝ౬  ಸಮ൮ბ๯โൽಲ౵ . ෷ಕ౨  ౽ඞඝ ಪ౳ ౾౳ ෺; เೈರൕ 
ಅಥ฿ ತඛಒಯඝ౬  ಅತಂഴ ಅൿ ൞౾ბಕ ඛಣბಯವඝ౬  ತฤඪർಗ ෥ತ౳ ๆ ಅದඝ౬  ಈ 



3 

 
චಲದ ක౲ ෴ಲಯದ ෩ಲಕ ๻ಟ ಅඝ෮ೕൽ๭ർಗ ෥ತ౳ ๆ ತඪ౭ ತಸ౩  ಅಥ฿ 
ಅಪฃඌಯඝ౬  ඈല๯โದಃౙ  ಸค෴ದ ಸಮಯ฿ಜං ಎಂൿ ຂಳಬ๾ർಜฆโದคಂದ; 

ฃಜ౲ โ (ಃಲโ ෬ส౬ ೕಟದ ฿ಸ౨ ฿ಂಶಗಳ ൟೕ෥ბನಗಳ ෬ฉಡ) ಈ ನಡವัಗಳඝ౬  
ඩ౳ ฏ෗๭ ತನ౬  ൞౾ბಕ ಅಥ฿ ಅಂൟಮ ൟೕ෥ბನಃౙ  ಬರฤ ๭ದ౪ ฿ಜං, ಅൿ เಫಲ฿ದย౵ , 
ಆ෺ౙ  ಪഔౣ ಯย౵  ๬౩ ನವඝ౬  ຄಂൽದ ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗಳඝ౬  ๏౾౹ ๯ವ ක౲ ෽ೕං౪ ೕಶโ 
เಫಲತำ౶ ತ౨ ං. ಃඪಎ๺๭ಯ ෴ช ಸದಸ౲  ಅಥ฿ ෴ช ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗำ ෴โඃ เೈರ൏ 
ක౲ ෴ಲಯದย౵  ಆඩದචಯ අೕ๞෺ಂൿ ක౲ ಯඛ൐ბತ฿ಗඃ ಇฆโದคಂದ; 
 ช൒౽ಂ෈ಃ ಆฑ. ಮൡ౨  ಇತರฆ เฆದ౫  ಕකბಟಕ ฃಜ౲  ෮ಕದ౪ ෫ಯย౵ , ಕකბಟಕ 
ಆಡัತ ක౲ ಯ෱ಡัಯ ಆඃಶವඝ౬  ಪ౳ ๏౬ ๭ದ คഡ ಅ೧ბ 13617-13627-/2017ඝ౬  ෥ನ౲  ಉಚ౞  
ක౲ ෴ಲಯದ เූಜೕಯ ඪೕಠโ ඬರಸౙ ค๭, 09.03.2018ฏൿ ൽකಂಕ: 04.08.2014ರ ಸ౽ბค 
ಆඃಶವඝ౬  ಎൟ౨  ๼ലൽං ಮൡ౨  ൽකಂಕ: 09.03.2018ฏൿ ಈ ෨ಂൽඦ൤ ಅ෗ඩ౳ ಯಪഔౣ ฆತ౨ ං:- 
 "52. ෬ยನ ಚ೎ბಯ ๼ච౬ วಯย౵ , කโ, ಅ෗ඩ౳ ಯವඝ౬  ಪคಗ൐๯ವย౵  ಆಡัತ 
ක౲ ಯ෱ಡั෷ ತද౭ ಸಜං෴ದ౪ คಂದ, ฃಜ౲  ಸ౽ბರದ ๼ಂ൤ಡൿಆำ౶ ವ ඛಣბಯವඝ౬  
ರൿ౪ ತั๭, ಪ౳ ๏౬ ತ ൟೕಪბඝ౬  ඛೕലฆโൿ ๸තಣბ฿ಜ ಅಸಮಥბඛೕಯ฿ಜං ಎಂಬ 
ಅ෗ඩ౳ ಯಃౙ  ීൽฆ൤౨ ೕๅ. ತತ౭ ค൏ಮ฿ಜ, ಆ෺ౙ ෴ದ ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗัಡ ඡಮ౽ൟ ಆඃಶಗಳඝ౬  
ඛೕഴ๋൤ ฃಜ౲  ಸ౽ბರಃౙ  ඛೕലದ ඛඃბಶನโ ಸಹ ౽ඞඛನย౵  ಅಸಮಥბඛಯ฿ಜං." 

XX                                  XX                                 XX 
 55. ತತ౭ ค൏ಮ฿ಜ, ಈ คഡ ಅ೧ბಗำ ๸තಣბ฿ಜ ඬರಸౙ ค๯โದಃౙ  ෽ೕಗ౲ ฿ಜๅ 
ಮൡ౨  ತದඝ๬ರ฿ಜ: 
 ಎ) คഡ ಅ೧ბ ๸ಒ౲ : 13617-13627/2017 ಮൡ౨  14529/2017 ๻ಟ คഡ ಅ೧ბ ๸ಒ౲ : 
11342/2017 ಇโಗಳඝ౬  ඬರಸౙ คಸมಜං; 
 ෈) ಅ೧ბ ๸ಒ౲ : 6268/2014 คಂದ 6395/2017 ๭/ಡ෋౵ ౲  6432/2014 คಂದ 6444/2014 
ಮൡ౨  6598/2014, 7464/2014, 7941/2014 คಂದ 7946/2014, 7950/2014 คಂದ 7966/2014, 7967/2014, 
7968/2014, 7969/2014, 9112/2014 คಂದ 9126/2014, 9592/2014 คಂದ 9610/2014 ಮൡ౨  8298/2015 
ಇโಗಳย౵  ಕකბಟಕ ฃಜ౲  ක౲ ಯ ෱ಡั෷ ຄರല๭ದ ൽකಂಕ: 19.10.2016ರ ๬෥ನ౲  
ಆඃಶವඝ౬  ರൿ౪ ತัಸมಜං; 
 ๭) ಉಪ-౽ಯბದ๏ბ, ๭ಆ๯ಇ (๳ๅಗำ), ಕකბಟಕ ಸ౽ბರ ಇವฆ ຄರല๭ದ 
ಅನඌಂತ ഔಪ౭ ൐ ๸ಒ౲ : ๭ಆ๯ಇ 139 ๳สೕ๳ 2016, ൽකಂಕ: 17.03.2017ඝ౬  ರൿ౪ ತัಸมಜං; 
 ല) ඛඃბಶಕฆ, පฃಡัತ, ෍ಂಗิฆ ಇವฆ ຄರല๭ದ ൽකಂಕ: 27.03.2017ರ 
ಅඌಂತ ೦ౢ ಪನ ๸ಒ౲ : 19457 ലಎಂಎ 32 ಃಎಂಎಎ๺ 2016-17ඝ౬  ರൿ౪ ತัಸมಜං; 
 ಇ) ಕකბಟಕ สೕಕ ๳฿ ಆ෽ೕಗโ ๭ದ౫ ಪല๭ದ ൽකಂಕ: 21.03.2014ರ ಅಂൟಮ 
ಆ෺ౙ ಪഔౣ ಗඝಞಣ฿ಜ ຄರല๭ದ ඡಮ౽ൟಯ ಎม౵  ಆඃಶಗಳඝ౬  ಅಕ౳ ಮๅಂൿ ಳೕ๞๭, 
ಅโ ತౘಣๆ ರൿ౪ ತัಸತಕౙ ൿ౪ ; ಮൡ౨  
 ಎෆ) ಡ೬ങി ඲౳ ෎ಷನ๺ბ 2011ರ ಆ෺ౙ ಛಜ ಕකბಟಕ สೕಕ ๳฿ ಆ෽ೕಗಃౙ  
ඛೕಡมದ ಮನเಗಳඝ౬  ๼ಂಪഷ෷ವ ಸ౽ბค ಆඃಶ ๸ಒ౲ : ๭ಆ๯ಇ 53 ๳สೕ๳ 2014, 
෍ಂಗิฆ, ൽකಂಕ: 14.08.2014, ಇൿ ಸಮ൮ბತ฿ಜං. 
 "56. ಈ คഡ ಅ೧ბಗಳ เวಯ ๼ච౬ วಯย౵  ಅ೧ბർರฆ, 2011ರ ಆ෺ౙ ಪഔౣ ಯย౵ ನ 
ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗึಂൿ ಃ౵ ೕ෨෥ല ಪౘ౽ರರක౬ ಜ ๳ค๯โದ౽ౙ ಜ ಸย౵ ๭ದ ಮಧ౲ ಂತರ ಅඪೕฤ ๸ಒ౲ : 
16/2017ඝ౬  ಪคಗಣචಡ ൤ಡൿಆಳ౶ ฤ ๰ಕ౨ ฿ಜಲ౵ ฿ದ౪ คಂದ ಅದඝ౬  (คഡ ಅ೧ბ ๸ಒ౲ : 13617-
13627/2017 ಮൡ౨  14529/2017) เว ෥ಡมಜං.”  
 ช൒౽ಂ෈ಃ ಆฑ. ಮൡ౨  ಇತರฆ เฆದ౫  ฃಜ౲  ෮ಕದ౪ ෫ಯย౵  คഡ ಅ೧ბ ๸ಒ౲ : 13617-
13627/2017ರย౵ ನ ಮಧ౲ ಂತರ ಅ೧ბ ๸ಒ౲ : 4/2018ರย౵  ෥ನ౲  ಉಚ౞  ක౲ ෴ಲಯದ เූಜೕಯ 
ඪೕಠโ ൽකಂಕ: 13ඡ ೩ษ 2018ฏൿ ಈ ෨ಂൽඦ൤ ಅ෗ඩ౳ ಯಪഔౣ ං; 
 "30. ෬ว ർಖย๭ದ ౽ರಣಗัಛಜ, කโ (i)ඡ ಅಂಶಃౙ  ಸ౽ฃತ౱ ಕ฿ಜ ಉತ౨ ค๯൤౨ ೕๅ 
ಮൡ౨  ย಍ತ ಪคೕಃ౹ ಯ ಫย൞ಂಶಗಳඝ౬  ඛರಥბಕತัಸมಜං ಎಂಬ ನಮ౱  ඛಣბಯವඝ౬  
ർಖย๯൤౨ ೕๅ." 
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 ಪฃಮಶბකಂಶ  (ii) : ಉತ౨ ರ ಪൟ౳ ಃಗಳ ෰ಲ౲ ෥ಪನವඝ౬  ඛರಥბಕತัಸඃ 
ಇದ౪ ฉ, ຄಸർಜ ෰಍ಕ ๸ದಶბನಃౙ  ಆඃ๏ಸಬ๾ඃ? 
 31. (i)ඡ ಅಂಶಃౙ  ಉತ౨ ค๯฿ಗ, කโ ย಍ತ ಪคೕಃ౹ ಯ ಫย൞ಂಶವඝ౬  
ඛರಥბಕತัಸมಜං ಎಂൿ ർಖย๭ං౪ ೕๅ. ಸದค ඛಣბಯದ ๼ච౬ วಯย౵ , ಈ ಅಂಶಃౙ  කโ 
ನ౽ฃತ౱ ಕ฿ಜ ಉತ౨ ค๯൤౨ ೕๅ ಮൡ౨  ย಍ತ ಪคೕಃ౹ ಯ ಪ౳ ๯౨ ತ ಫย൞ಂಶಗಳ ಆඋರದ ෬ว 
ຄಸർಜ `෰಍ಕ ๸ದಶბನ'ಃౙ  ಆඃ๏ಸมಞโൽಲ౵ ๅಂൿ ർಖย๯൤౨ ೕๅ. 
 ಪฃಮಶბකಂಶ (iii): ย಍ತ ಪคೕಃ౹ ಯ ಫย൞ಂಶಗಳඝ౬  ඛರಥბಕತั๭ದ౪ ย౵ , ಉತ౨ ರ 
ಪൟ౳ ಃಗಳඝ౬  ຄಸർಜ ෰ಲ౲ ෥ಪನ ෥ಡฤ ಆඃ๏ಸಬ๾ඃ? 
 32. ಈ ಆ෺ౙ ಯඝ౬  ಪคಗಣචಡ ൤ಡൿಆำ౶ ฿ಗ, ಈ ෨ಂൽನ ಅಂಶಗಳඝ౬  ಗಮನಃౙ  
൤ಡൿಆำ౶ โൿ ಅವಶ౲ ಕ฿ಞತ౨ ං: 

 ಪ౳ ๏౬ ತ ඡಮ౽ൟ ಪ౳ ౾౳ ෺෷ 2011ඡ ๬ยನ ಡ೬ങി ඲౳ ෎ಷನฑಗัಛಜ ನഷൽൡ౨ ; 
 ඩ౳ ฏ෗ಕ ย಍ತ ಪคೕಃ౹ ಯඝ౬  ൽකಂಕ: 22.04.2012ฏൿ ನഷಸมಜൡ౨ ; 
 ย಍ತ ಪคೕಃ౹ ಯඝ౬  (෨ಖ౲ ) ൽකಂಕ: 15.12.2012คಂದ 06.01.2013ರವฉಡ 

ನഷಸมಜൡ౨ ; 
 ෴โඃ ඁ๞ౣ ෵ಂದ วಕౙ ๻౾ದง, ඡಮ౽ൟಯ ඛಗൽತ ವಷბൽಂದ 

ಸค๯෥ฆ 8 ವಷბಗำ ಕึൿຄೕಜๅ ಮൡ౨  ย಍ತ ಪคೕಃ౹ ಯ ൽකಂಕൽಂದ 5 1/2 
ವಷბಗำ ಕึൿຄೕಜๅ. 

 33. ಆದ౪ คಂದ, ಈ ෮ಕದ౪ ෫ಯ ๸ಗൟಗಳඝ౬  ಮൡ౨  ಕึൿ ຄೕದ ಸಮಯವඝ౬  
ಗಮನದย౵ ค๭ಆಂഴ, ಉತ౨ ರ ಪൟ౳ ಃಗಳ ಮฆ-෰ಲ౲ ෥ಪನಃౙ  ඛඃბ๏ಸฤ ಇൿ ๰ಕ౨  
ಪ౳ ಕರಣವಲ౵ ๅಂ්ൿ ನಮ౱  ಸ౭ ಷౣ  ಅ෗ඩ౳ ಯ฿ಜං. 
 ൽකಂಕ: 13.08.2018ฏൿ ෮ಕದ౪ ෫ಯย౵ , ෥ನ౲  ಉಚ౞  ක౲ ෴ಲಯದ เූಜೕಯ 
ඪೕಠದ ൽකಂಕ: 13.07.2018ರ ಆඃಶವඝ౬  ಪ౳ ๏౬ ๭, ෥ನ౲  ಸ่ೕბಚ౞  ක౲ ෴ಲಯದ ෨ಂං ഹค 
๸ಒ౲ : 30195/2018 ෭ൟ౳  เฆದ౫  ಕකბಟಕ ฃಜ౲ โ ຄಸ เ๕ಷ ಅඝಮൟ ಅ೧ბಯඝ౬  
ಸย౵ ಸมಜൿ౪ , ෥ನ౲  ಸ่ೕბಚ౞  ක౲ ෴ಲಯโ ಈ ෨ಂൽඦ൤ ಆඃ๏๭ං: 
 "කโ ಪ౳ ๏౬ ತ ൟೕඬბ ಮൡ౨  ಆඃಶದย౵  ಹಸ౨ ಃ౹ ೕಪ ෥ಡฤ ಇ೉౞ ๯โൽಲ౵ . 
ತತ౭ ค൏ಮ฿ಜ, เ๕ಷ ಅඝಮൟ ಅ೧ბಯඝ౬  ವ೦ತัಸมಜං."  
 ಉಚ౞  ක౲ ෴ಲಯದ ൽකಂಕ: 13.07.2018ರ ಆඃಶವඝ౬  ಪ౳ ๏౬ ๭ ฃಜ౲  ಸ౽ბರโ ෥ನ౲  
ಸ่ೕბಚ౞  ක౲ ෴ಲಯದ ෨ಂං ຄಸ เ๕ಷ ಅඝಮൟ ಅ೧ბಯඝ౬  (ഹค ๸ಒ౲ : 21729/2019) 
ಸย౵ ๭ං. ಈ ෮ಕದ౪ ෫ಯย౵  ಈ ෨ಂൽඦ൤ ಆඃ๏ಸมಜං: 
 "කโ, ಉಚ౞  ක౲ ෴ಲಯโ ຄರല๭ದ ಪ౳ ๏౬ ತ ಆඃಶದย౵ (ಗಳย౵ ) ಹಸ౨ ಃ౹ ೕಪ ෥ಡฤ 
ಇ೉౞ ๯โൽಲ౵ . ತದඝ๬ರ฿ಜ, เ๕ಷ ಅඝಮൟ ಅ೧ბಯඝ౬  ವ೦ತัಸมಜං." 
 ಇತ౲ ಥბದย౵ ฆವ ฿ದ౽ยೕನ ಅ೧ბಗಳඝ౬  ವ೦ತัಸมಜං." 
 ෬ยನ ൟೕඬბಗಳඝ౬  ಪคೕ౾౹ ๭ದ ඦತರ, ಉಚ౞  ක౲ ෴ಲಯโ ಇಂಥ ඛಣბಯಃౙ  ಬರฤ, 
๭.ಐ.ല.ಯ ಮಧ౲ ಂತರ ವರൽಯඝ౬  ಆಧค๭ං ಎಂ්ൿ ಸ౭ ಷౣ . ಕ฼౾ತ ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗಳඝ౬  
ಪ౳ ൤౲ ೕಕತัಸದ ಮൡ౨  ಸเವರ฿ಜ ತඛಒ ನഷಸದ ๻ಟ ෷ಕ౨  เೈರൕಯ ඦತರ 
ක౲ ෴ಲಯದย౵  ಅಪฃඌಗึಂൿ ๬෈ೕ൞ಗದ ຄರൡ, ಪคೕಃ౹ ෷ ඛರಥბಕๅಂൿ 
ඛಣბ෵๯โൿ ๰ಕ౨ ฿ಞโൽಲ౵ . ಕ฼౾ತರಲ౵ ದ ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗัಡ ๸ීඌ๭ඈ൤, ಅವರ 
ඩ౳ ෥൐ಕ ಪคಶ౳ ಮವඝ౬  ದರเಸ෎౽ಞತ౨ ං ಮൡ౨  ඡಮಕತำ౶ ವ ๸ීಧದย౵ ನ ಅವರ 
ක౲ ಯ෷ತ ඛคೕಃ౹ ಯඝ౬  ದರเಸತಕౙ ൿ౪ . 
 ๭.ಐ.ല.ಯ ಮಧ౲ ಂತರ ತඛಌ ವರൽಯක౬ ಧค๭, ಸ౽ბರโ ൽකಂಕ: 15.10.2013ರ 
ಆඃಶವඝ౬  ຄರല๯โದಃౙ  ෮ದฤ, ಕකბಟಕ สೕಕ ๳฿ ಆ෽ೕಗಃౙ  ಸย౵ ๭ದ ಮನเಯඝ౬  
๼ಂ൤ಡൿಆಂಡದ౪ ඝ౬  ರൿ౪ ತัಸฤ, ฃಜ౲  เඋನ෱ಡಲโ ๸เඋನದ 323(2)ඡ 
ಅඝ೎౟ ೕದದ ෬ฉಡ ಕತბವ౲ ಬದ౫ ฿ಜൡ౨ . 



5 

 
 ൽකಂಕ: 9ඡ ෥ೖბ, 2018ರ ช൒౽ಂ෈ಃ เฆದ౫  ಕකბಟಕ ฃಜ౲  ෮ಕದ౪ ෫ಯย౵ , 
ಉಚ౞  ක౲ ෴ಲಯದ ൟೕඪბನ 45ඡ ಉലಃ෵ಂದ ಇൿ ಸ౭ ಷౣ ฿ಞൟ౨ ൿ౪ , ಅದඝ౬  ಈ ෨ಂൽඦ൤ 
ಓದมಜං: 
 "45. ๭.ಐ.ല.෷ ತನ౬  ತඛಌ ವರൽಯย౵  ർಖย๭ದ ಅಂಶಗಳ ๼ච౬ วಯย౵ , ฃಜ౲  สೕಕ 
๳฿ ಆ෽ೕಗಃౙ  ඛೕലದ ಮನเಯඝ౬  ๼ಂ൤ಡൿಆำ౶ ವย౵ , ฃಜ౲  ಸ౽ბರโ, ౽ಯბಕมಪ 
ඛವბಹൕಯ ಅലಯย౵  ತನ౬  ಅඌ౽ರವඝ౬  ಚม෵๭ ෴โඃ ತඬ౭  ಎಸಜಲ౵ ๅಂ්ൿ ನಮ౱  
ಅ෗ඩ౳ ಯ฿ಜං." 
 ಇย౵ , ಈ ෮ಕದ౪ ෫ಯย౵ , ๭.ಐ.ല.ಯ ಮಧ౲ ಂತರ ವರൽಯක౬ ಧค๭ ಪคೕ౽౹  ಪ౳ ౾౳ ෺ಯඝ౬  
ඛರಥბಕತั๭ ඛೕലದ ൟೕඬბಗื ತඬ౭ ർคಡึ෷๋ൟๅ. ಆದ౪ คಂದ, ಅඝಕ౳ ಮ฿ಜ ൽකಂಕ: 
15.10.2013ರ ಮൡ౨  ൽකಂಕ: 14.08.2014ರ ಸ౽ბค ಆඃಶಗำ ಧ෗ೕರ ಪ౳ ౾౳ ෴ತ౱ ಕ ಅ๭౩ ರ൤ಡ 
ಞค෴ಞತ౨ ๅ ಮൡ౨  ౽ඞඛನ ඁ๞ౣ ෵ಂದ, 1999(3) ಎ๺๭๭ 422ರย౵  ವರൽ෴ದ ෇් ವಜბ๺ 
เฆದ౫  ಄ರಳ ฃಜ౲  ವ౾ೕಲರ ಪคಷൡ౨  ෮ಕದ౪ ෫ಯย౵  ಸ่ೕბಚ౞  ක౲ ෴ಲಯโ เඌ๭ದ 
ಅඝඩತದ ๼ನ౬ วಯย౵  เ๕ಷ฿ಜ ౽ඞඛನ ඁ๞ౣ ಯย౵  ඩเತ౳ ౲ ൤ಯඝ౬  ຄಂൽฆโൽಲ౵ .  
ಅದඝ౬  ಈ ෨ಂൽඦ൤ ಓದมಜං: 
 "ಒಂൿ ඛൽბಷౣ  ౽ಯბವඝ౬  ෥ഴವ คೕൟಯඝ౬  ෴โඃ ಪคඛಯಮದ ෬ฉಡ 
ඛಯ෦ಸมಜದ౪ ฉ, ಆ ౽ಯბವඝ౬  ಅඃ คೕൟಯย౵  ෥ಡ෎ಀ ಅಥ฿ ෎ฉ ෴ವ คೕൟಯล౵  
ಅಲ౵  ಎಂ්ൿ ಬಹಳ ๼ಂං෻ ಇತ౲ ಥბ฿ದ ౽ඞඛನ ෩ಲ ತತ౨ ౷ ฿ಜං. ಈ ඛಯಮದ 
෩ಲವඝ౬  ചಲฑ เฆದ౫  ചಲฑ (1875) 1 ๭.ກೖ.ല. 426 ෮ಕದ౪ ෫ಯย౵ ನ ඛಣბಯದย౵  
ಉഴಆಳ౶ มಜൿ౪ , ಅದನ౬ ඝಸค๭ ක౲ ಯ෩ൟბ ฌೕ೎ಯವฆ, ಎಐಆฑ 1936 ඪ๭ 253ರย౵  
ವರൽ෴ದ ನ೧ೕฑ ಅಹ౱ ඊ เฆದ౫  ౾ಂ಩ ಎಂಪರฑ ෮ಕದ౪ ෫ಯย౵  ಈ ಃಳಜඦ൤ ຂัർ౪ ฉ: 
 "ಃಲโ ಃಲಸವඝ౬  ಃಲโ คೕൟಯย౵  ෥ಡฤ ಅඌ౽ರ ඛೕലฆವย౵ , ಆ ಃಲಸವඝ౬  ಅඃ 
คೕൟಯย౵  ෥ಡ෎ಀ ಅಥ฿ ෥ಡศ෇ರൿ." 
 ಆൿದคಂದ, ಈಗ, ๼ಂൽನ ಸ౽ბರโ ฃಜ౲  เඋನ෱ಡಲದ ෷ಕ౨  ಅඝ෮ೕದච ಪഷಯං 
൤ಡൿಆಂಡ ಕ౳ ಮವඝ౬  ಮൡ౨  ಈ ๸ීಧದย౵  ෥ನ౲  ಉಚ౞  ක౲ ෴ಲಯದ ඛಣბಯದ 
ಪค൏ಮವඝ౬  ರൿ౪ ತัಸฤ ๎ಸನವඝ౬  งඪ๯โൿ ಅವಶ౲ ๅಂൿ ಪคಗ൐ಸมಜං. 
 ಅඌเೈರ൏ ක౲ ෴ಲಯದย౵  ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗಳ ෬ว ຄค๭ದ ಆฌೕಪಗำ ൞౾ბಕ ಅಂತ౲  
ತฤඪๅ ಮൡ౨  ಕකბಟಕ สೕಕ๳฿ ಆ෽ೕಗದ ෴ช ಸದಸ౲ කಗย ಅಥ฿ ಅಭ౲ ൮ბ෴ಗย 
෴โඃ ಅಪฃಧದ ಅಪฃඌ෺ಂൿ ๬෈ೕ൞ಗൽฆโದคಂದ ಅಥ฿ ෴โඃ ಅඌเೈರ൏ 
ක౲ ෴ಲಯದย౵  ಅಪฃಧ ඛ൐ೕბತ฿ಗൽฆโದคಂದ. 
 ಉಚ౞  ක౲ ෴ಲಯದ ඛಣბಯโ ූರತ ๸เඋನದ 14ඡ ಮൡ౨  16ඡ ಅඝ೎౟ ೕದಗಳ 
ಉಲ౵ ಂಘචಡ ർค ෥ലಆഴತ౨ ං ಎಂൿ ඛงඪ๯โ඀ ಸಹ ಪ౳ ๯౨ ತ฿ಞತ౨ ං. 
 ෬ยನ ಎม౵  เಷಯಗಳ ๼ච౬ วಯย౵ , 2011ඡ ๬ยನ ಡ೬ങി ඲౳ ෎ಷನฑಗัಡ 
ಸ౽ბರโ ඡಮ౽ൟ ಆඃಶಗಳඝ౬  ඛೕലฆโದඝ౬  ๭ಂඎತั๯โൿ ಮൡ౨  ಆ෺ౙ ಪഔౣ ಯඝ౬  
౽ඞඝಬದ౫ ತั๯โൿ ಅವಶ౲ ๅಂൿ ಪคಗ൐ಸมಜං. 
 ಆൿದคಂದ ಈಗ, ූರತ ಗಣฃಜ౲ ದ ಎಪ౭ ౱ൢ ರඡ ವಷბದย౵  ಕකბಟಕ ฃಜ౲  
เඋನ෱ಡಲโ ಈ ෨ಂൽඦ൤ ಅඌඛಯ෦ತತัಸย:- 
 1. ๸౾౹ ಪ౨  ກಸฆ ಮൡ౨  ඩ౳ ฏಭ.-   (1)   ಈ ಅඌඛಯಮವඝ౬  ಕකბಟಕ ๭เฯ ๳ๅಗಳ 
(2011ඡ ๬ยನ ಡ೬ങി ඲౳ ෎ಷನರರ ಆ෺ౙ   ಮൡ౨  ඡಮ౽ൟಯ ๭ಂඎತั๯เಃ) ಅඌඛಯಮ, 
2022 ಎಂൿ ಕฉಯತಕౙ ൿ౪ . 
 (2) ಇൿ ಈ ಁಡศ ೦คಡ ಬರತಕౙ ൿ౪ . 
 2. ಪคූ๣ಗำ.- (1) ಈ ಅඌඛಯಮದย౵  ๸ದಭბโ ಅನ౲ ൭ ಅಗತ౲ ಪല๭ದ ຄರൡ,-  
 (ಎ) “2011 ඡ ๬ยನ ಡ೬ങി ඲౳ ෎ಷನฑಗำ” ಎಂದฉ ಕකბಟಕ สೕಕ๳฿ ಆ෽ೕಗದ 
෩ಲಕ 2011ರ ๬ยನ ಡ೬ങി ඲౳ ෎ಷನฑಗಳ ಆ෺ౙ ಪഔౣ ಯย౵  ಆ෺ౙ ෴ದ  ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗำ 
 (2) ಬಳ๭ฆವ ಆದฉ ಪคූ๞ಸൽฆವ ಇತರ ಪದಗำ ಮൡ౨  ಪർವัಗำ ಕකბಟಕ ฃಜ౲  
๭เฯ ๳ๅಗಳ ಅඌඛಯಮ, 1978ರย౵  ಅโಗัಡ ಪคූ๞ಸมದ ಅಥბವච౬ ೕ ຄಂൽರತಕౙ ൿ౪ . 
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 3. 2011ඡ ๬ยನ ಡ೬ങി ඲౳ ෎ಷನฑಗಳ ಆ෺ౙ ಯඝ౬  ๭ಂඎತั๯เಃ.- 
෴โඃ ක౲ ෴ಲಯ, ක౲ ಯ෱ಡั ಅಥ฿ ඩ౳ ඌ౽ರದ ෴โඃ ൟೕඬბ, ല౾౳ , ಅಥ฿ 
ಆඃಶದย౵  ಇದರ เฆದ౫ ฿ಜ ಏච ಒಳತಂലದ౪ ง ๻ಟ 2011ඡ ๬ยನ ಡ೬ങി ඲౳ ෎ಷನฑ
ಗัಡ ಅವರ ෴โඃ สೕಪಗัಲ౵ ൽฆโದ౽ౙ ಜ ක౲ ಯವඝ౬  ಒದಜ๯ವ ಸฤ฿ಜ ಈ ෩ಲಕ ಈ 
෨ಂൽඦ൤ ಅඌඛಯ෦ತತัಸมಜං:- 
 (ಎ) ಕකბಟಕ สೕಕ๳฿ ಆ෽ೕಗโ ෥ಡมದ 2011ඡ ๬ยನ ಡ೬ങി ඲౳ ෎ಷನฆಗಳ 
ಆ෺ౙ ෷ ౽ඞඛನ ಅඝ๬ರ฿ಜ ๭ಂඎ฿ಜರತಕౙ ൿ౪ . 
 (෈) 2011ඡ ๬ยನ ಡ೬ങി ඲౳ ෎ಷನฆಗಳ ඡಮ౽ൟ ಪ౳ ౾౳ ෺ಯඝ౬  ๼ಂಪഷൿ ฃ೴ಯ 
ಸ౽ბರโ 15.10.2013 ಮൡ౨  14.8.2014ฏൿ ຄರല๭ದ ಎม౵  ಆඃಶಗำ ರൿ౪ ತಳ౶ ತಕౙ ൿ౪ . 
 (๭) ฃಜ౲  ಸ౽ბರโ ಕකბಟಕ สೕಕ๳฿ ಆ෽ೕಗದ ಆ෺ౙ  ಪഔౣ ಯඝ๬ರ 2011ඡ 
๬ยನ ಡ೬ങി ඲౳ ෎ಷನฆಗัಡ ඡಮ౽ൟ ಆඃಶಗಳඝ౬  ຄರലಸฤ ಁಡศ ಕ౳ ಮಗಳඝ౬  
൤ಡൿಆಳ౶ ತಕౙ ൿ౪ . 
 (ല) 2011ඡ ๬ยನ ಡ೬ങി ඲౳ ೕ෍ಷನฆಗಳ ಎม౵  ඡಮ౽ൟಗำ ಕකბಟಕ ๭เฯ ๳ๅಗಳ 
(๬෥ನ౲  ඡಮ౽ൟ) ඛಯಮಗำ, 1977ರ 18ඡ ඛಯಮದ ಉಪීಧಗಳ ฿౲ ඪ౨ ෽ಳಡ ๻ಟ 
ಅโಗัಡ ಅඝ๬ರ฿ಜರತಕౙ ൿ౪ . 2011ඡ ๬ยನ ಡ೬ങി ඲౳ ೕ෍ಷನฆಗಳ ೭ಷ౤ ൤෷ ಈ 
ಅඌඛಯಮದ ಉಪීಧಗัಗඝ๬ರ฿ಜ ๸ීಧಪಟౣ  ๾ං౪ ಡ ಅವฆ ವರൽ ෥ലಆಂಡ 
ൽකಂಕൽಂದ ೦คಡ ಬರತಕౙ ൿ౪ . 2011ඡ ๬ยನ ಡ೬ങി ඲౳ ೕ෍ಷನฆಗำ ෴โඃ ಸಮಯದย౵  
ත฿ბನ౷ ಯ ೭ಷ౤ ൤ಛಜ ಅಹბฃಜರತಕౙ ದ౪ ಲ౵ . 2011ඡ ๬ยನ ಡ೬ങി ඲౳ ೕ෍ಷನฆಗำ 
෴โඃ ಸಮಯದย౵  ೭ಷ౤ ൤ಯඝ౬  ත฿ბನ౷ ಯ฿ಜ ඛೕഴ๋൤ ಒಂൿ ಹ౽ౙ ಜ 
ಃ౵ ೕ෨෥ಡತಕౙ ದ౪ ಲ౵ . 
 (ಇ) ಈ ಅඌඛಯಮದ ಉಪීಧಗัಗඝ๬ರ฿ಜ ෥ലದ ෴โඃ ಅಂಥ ඡಮ౽ൟಯ 
ඬನฃವสೕಕನ౽ౙ ಜ ෴โඃ ක౲ ෴ಲಯ ಅಥ฿ ෴โඃ ක౲ ಯ෱ಡัಯย౵  ಅಥ฿ 
෴โඃ ඩ౳ ඌ౽ರದ ෨ಂං ෴โඃ ർๅ ಅಥ฿ ಇತರ ವ౲ ವ๻ರಗಳඝ౬  ನഷಸತಕౙ ದ౪ ಲ౵  
ಅಥ฿ ๭౩ คೕಕคಸತಕౙ ದ౪ ฯಲ.    
 (ಎෆ) ಈ ಅඌඛಯಮದ ಉಪීಧಗัಡ เฆದ౫ ฿ದ ಅಂಥ ෴โඃ ಪ౳ ಕರಣಗಳඝ౬  ඬನฑ 
ಪค๏ೕยಸฤ ඛඃბ๏๯ವ ෴โඃ ല౾౳  ಅಥ฿ ಆඃಶವඝ౬  ෴โඃ ක౲ ෴ಲಯโ 
೦คತัಸತಕౙ ದ౪ ಲ౵ . 
 4. ൧ಂದฉಗಳඝ౬  ඛ฿คಸฤ ಅඌ౽ರ.-  ಈ ಅඌඛಯಮದ ಉಪීಧಗಳඝ౬  
೦คತั๯ವย౵  ෴โඃ ൧ಂದฉಗำ ಉದ౰ เ๭ದย౵ , ฃಜ౲  ಸ౽ბರโ ๬෥ನ౲  ಅಥ฿ เ๕ಷ 
ಆඃಶದ ෩ಲಕ ൧ಂದฉಗಳඝ౬  ඛ฿คಸฤ ತನಡ ಅವಶ౲ ಕ ಅಥ฿ เ๼ತๅಂൿ ಉഴಬฆವ 
ಅಂಥ ಉಪීಧಗಳඝ౬  ರ೉ಸಬ๾ൿ. 
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ಉං౪ ೕಶಗำ ಮൡ౨  ౽ರಣಗಳ ຂัಃ 

 

 362 ಟ౳ භ-ಎ ಮൡ౨  ಟ౳ භ-෈ ๾ං౪ ಗಳඝ౬  ൡಂ්โದ౽ౙ ಜ ಕකბಟಕ สೕಕ ๳฿ 
ಆ෽ೕಗโ ൽකಂಕ:03.11.2011ರ ಅඌ๰ಚචಯย౵  ಅಹბ ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗัಂದ ಅ೧ბಗಳඝ౬  
ಆ๻౷ ඛ๭ൡ౨ . තವბූเ ಪคೕಃ౹ ಯඝ౬  22.04.2012ರย౵  ನഷಸมಜൡ౨ . ෨ಖ౲  ಪคೕಃ౹ ಯඝ౬  
15.12.2012 คಂದ 06.01.2013 ರವฉಡ ನഷಸมಜൡ౨ . ಪคೕಃ౹ ಯ ಫย൞ಂಶವඝ౬  21.03.2013ฏൿ 
ಪ౳ ಕഔಸมಜฆโದคಂದ;  

ಕකბಟಕ สೕಕ๳฿ ಆ෽ೕಗโ ಅಹბ൤෷ಳ౶  ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗัಡ ๸ದಶბನಗಳඝ౬  
07.05.201.3 คಂದ 27.05.2013 ರವฉಡ ನഷ๭ൡ౨ .  ෰಍ಕ  ๸ದಶბನโ ನഷ෷ವ ๆึಯย౵ , റII  
෭ൟ౳  ಎೖ.ඪ.ಎ๺ ಎಂಬ ಅಭ౲ ൮ბ෷ 28.05.2013 ฏൿ ಆಜನ ಅഺ౷ ೕ಄ഡ ಜನರฯ ರವคಡ 
඀ರඝ౬  ಸย౵ ๭ದฆ. ಈ ಪ౳ ౾౳ ෺ಯย౵  ಸ๻ಯಕ ಆ෷ಕ౨  ๾ං౪ ಡ ಅವคಜಂತ (റII෭ൟ౳  
ಎೖ.ඪ.ಎ๺) ಃಳಜನ ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಯඝ౬  ಆ෺ౙ ෥ല ಅವರඝ౬  ෈ഖౣ ෈ಡมಜං ಎಂൿ 
ಆฌೕඪಸมಜൡ౨ . ಅವರ ಆ෺ౙ ಯඝ౬  ಌൟ౳ ಪല๯ವ ಸฤ฿ಜ อಚವඝ౬  ඛೕഴ๋൤ റII 
෱ಗะ ๏౳ ೕಧฑ, ಸದಸ౲ ฆ, ಕකბಟಕ สೕಕ ๳฿ ಆ෽ೕಗ ಇವฆ ෎ലಃಗಳඝ౬  ಇഔౣ ದ౪ ฉಂಬ 
ಆฌೕಪವඝ౬  ಸಹ ຄคಸมಜฆโದคಂದ;  

ಅದಕౙ ඝ๬ರ฿ಜ, ූರൟೕಯ ඈಡ ๸๼൤ 341, 120-෈, 418, 423, 465ඡ ಪ౳ ಕರಣಗಳ ಮൡ౨  
ಭ౳ ๝ౣ ೈರ ඛ෩ბಲක ಅඌඛಯಮ, 1988ರ 7ඡ ಪ౳ ಕರಣದ ಅലಯย౵ ನ ಅಪฃಧಗัಛಜ 
เඋನ๷ಧ ඲ೕย๺ ഢൕಯย౵  ಪ౳ ಥಮ ವತბ෥ನ ವರൽಯඝ౬  (ಎෆಐಆฑ) ർಖยಸมಜൡ౨ . 
ಸ౽ბರโ ൽකಂಕ:27.06.2013ರ ಆඃಶದ ෩ಲಕ ๭.ಐ.ല ಯವคಡ ತඛಒಯඝ౬  ನഷಸฤ 
ඛඃბ๏๭ൡ౨ . ෨ಂൿವฉൿ ๭.ಐ.ല෷, ತඛಒ ನഷ๭ದ ತฆ฿ಯ ൽකಂಕ: 10.09.2013 ฏൿ 
ಆฏ෗ಕ/ಮಧ౲ ಂತರ ವರൽಯඝ౬  ಸย౵ ๭ฆโದคಂದ; 
 ಮಧ౲ ಂತರ ವರൽಯ ಆඋರದ ෬ว, ಸ౽ბರโ ෨ಖ౲  ಸ౭ උბತ౱ ಕ ಪคೕಃ౹  ๻ಟ ෰಍ಕ 
๸ದಶბನದ ಫย൞ಂಶಗಳඝ౬  ರൿ౪ ತั๭ ๻ಟ ಕഖౣ ඛഓౣ ಜ ຄೕഓ ಸ෦ൟಯ ๏මರ๯౺ ಗಳ 
ಅඝ๬ರ฿ಜ ෨ಖ౲  ย಍ತ ಪคೕಃ౹ ಯ ಉತ౨ ರ ಪൟ౳ ಃಗಳඝ౬  ಮฆ෰ಲ౲ ෥ಪನ ෥ഴ๋൤ ಮൡ౨  
෰಍ಕ-๸ದಶბನವඝ౬  ನഷ๯๋൤ ಕකბಟಕ สೕಕ๳฿ ಆ෽ೕಗವඝ౬  ඛඃბ๏๭ ൽකಂಕ: 
15.10.2013/14.08.2014ರ ಆඃಶಗಳඝ౬  ຄರല๭ฆโದคಂದ; 
 ಈ ಮಧ౲  ಃಲโ ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗำ ಕකბಟಕ ಆಡัತ ක౲ ಯ ෱ಡัಯ ෨ಂං ಅ೧ბಗಳඝ౬  
ർಖฤ ෥ഴವ ෩ಲಕ ൽකಂಕ:15.10.2013ರ ಆඃಶದ ෩ಲಕ ಸ౽ბರದ ಕ౳ ಮವඝ౬  
ಪ౳ ๏౬ ๭ದ౪ ฆ, ඛඋನ฿ಜ, ಎม౵  ෇ඌತ ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗำ ක౲ ෴ඌಕರಣದ ෨ಂං ಅ೧ბಗಳඝ౬  
ಸย౵ ๭ದ౪ ฆ ಮൡ౨  ක౲ ෴ඌಕರಣโ ಅ೧ბಗಳ เว෴ಞವವฉಡ, 2011ರ ಆ෺ౙ  ಪഔౣ ಯ เಷಯ 
ವ๯౨ ฿ದ �362 ๾ං౪ ಗัಛಜ� ಅඌ๰೉ಸඈ൤ ฃಜ౲  ಸ౽ბರಃౙ  ඛඃბಶನ ඛೕല, �ಮಧ౲ ಂತರ 
ಆඃಶ�ವඝ౬  ຄರല๭ฆโದคಂದ; 

ಆಡัತ ක౲ ಯ ෱ಡัಯ ෨ಂං ವ౲ ವಹರൕಗำ ෇౾෵ฆ฿ಗ, ๭.ಐ.ല෷ ತನ౬  
ಅಂൟಮ ವರൽಯඝ౬  ಸย౵ ๭ൡ౨  ಮൡ౨  ತನ౬  �ಅಂൟಮ ವರൽ�ಯย౵  ಆඩൽತ ๸ಒ౲  9 คಂದ 16ฏൿ 
൧ೕคಸมದ ಕකბಟಕ สೕಕ ๳฿ ಆ෽ೕಗದ ಅಂൽನ ಸದಸ౲ ฃಜದ౪  ๭ಬ౯ ಂൽ෷ ౾౳ ෦ನฯ 
ඪൢคಯඝ౬  ෥ലർ౪ ฉ ಮൡ౨  2011ರ ಅඌ๰ಚචಯ ಅലಯย౵  ಟ౳ භ-ಎ ಮൡ౨  ෈ 
๭ಬ౯ ಂൽ෴ಜ ඡಮಕ฿ಗฤ ಆೕคದ ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗัಡ ಅඝಁಲ ෥ಡฤ ๭ಬ౯ ಂൽ 
౽ಯბವ౲ ವ๲౩ ಯඝ౬  ൿಬბಳಃ ෥ലಆಂലൡ౨  ಎಂൿ ಸದค 8 ಆඩൽತ ವ౲ ౾౨ ಗำ ಹಲ฿ฆ 
ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗัಂದ ౽ඞඝ෇๼ರ ฆ๠ವൡ౨ ಗಳඝ౬  ಪഷൽർ౪ ฉ ಮൡ౨  ಅඃ ౽ඞඝ෇๼ರ 
ฆ๠ವൟ౨ ಛಜ ඡಮ౽ൟಗಳඝ౬  ෥ಡฤ ತಮ౱  ಕೞคಯඝ౬  ൿಬბಳಃ ෥ലಆಂലർ౪ ฉ ಮൡ౨  
ಅದರ ෩ಲಕ ූರತ ඈಡ ๸๼൤ಯ 120෈, 166, 167ඡ ಪ౳ ಕರಣಗูಂൽಡ ಓದมඈ൤ 
ಭ౳ ಷౣ ೈರ ತഷ ಅඌඛಯಮ, 1988ರ 13(1) (ല) ಮൡ౨   13 (2) ಪ౳ ಕರಣಗำ ಮൡ౨  ූರತ ඈಡ ๸๼൤ 
37ඡ ಪ౳ ಕರಣದ ಅലಯย౵  ಅಪฃಧಗಳඝ౬  ಎಸಜർ౪ ฉ ಎಂൿ ඛಣბ෵๭ದ౪ คಂದ;  

ಃಲโ ಆඩൽತฌಂൽಡ ඀ರ฿൐ ๸ಪಕბವඝ౬  ຄಂൽฆವฆ ಎಂ්ർಜ �ಆฌೕಪ 
ಪഔౣ �ಯย౵  ಃಲโ ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗಳ ກಸฆಗำ ಇർ౪ ಟ౲ , ಆฌೕಪ ಪഔౣ ಯม౵ ಗยೕ ಅಥ฿ ಪ౳ ಥಮ 
ವತბ෥ನ ವರൽಯม౵ ಗยೕ ಆඩൽತฉಂൿ ಅವರ ກಸฆಗำ ಇಲ౵ ൽฆโದඝ౬  ಗಮඛ๯โൿ 
๸ಗತ฿ದ౪ คಂದ; 
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ಏತನ౱ එ౲  ಕකბಟಕ ಆಡัತ ක౲ ಯ ෱ಡั෷ ಆದ౲ ൤ಯ ෬ว เಷಯವඝ౬  ಆยಸฤ 

ಕ౳ ಮ ಜฆಜ๭ൡ.  เಷಯವඝ౬  ಆย๭ದ ತฆ฿ಯ, ක౲ ಯ෱ಡั෷ ತನ౬  ൽකಂಕ:19.10.2016ರ 
ಆඃಶದ ෩ಲಕ ಅ೧ბಗಳඝ౬  ඬರಸౙ ค๭ൡ ๻ಟ 14.08.2014ರ ಸ౽ბರದ ಆඃಶವඝ౬  
ರൿ౪ ಪല๭ൡ. ක౲ ಯ ෱ಡั෷ ಆඦತರ ಆඃಶದ ಪ౳ ൟಯඝ౬   ๭౷ ೕಕค๭ದ ൽකಂಕൽಂದ ಎರഴ 
ൟಂಗำಗಳ ಅವඌ෽ಳಡ ಕකბಟಕ ಡ೬ങി ඲౳ ೕ෍ಷನ๺ბ ඡಮ౽ൟ (ಸ౭ උბತ౱ ಕ ಪคೕಃ౹ ಗಳ 
෩ಲಕ ඡಮ౽ൟ) ඛಯಮಗำ, 1997ರ 11ඡ ඛಯಮದ (3)ඡ ಉಪ ඛಯಮದ ಉಪීಧಗัಡ 
ಅඝಸರಣ฿ಜ ಅ೧ბർರคಡ ඡಮ౽ൟಯ ಆඃಶಗಳඝ౬  ຄರലಸฤ ಕකბಟಕ ಸ౽ბರಃౙ  
ඛඃბ๏๭ฆโದคಂದ;   

ಸದค අೕ๝ฌೕಪ൏ ಪഔౣ ಯ ಅವಛಹච෵ಂದ ಆ෺ౙ ತಂಡ ಅಥ฿ ಆ෺ౙ  
ಪ౳ ౾౳ ෺ಯย౵  ූಗವ๼๭ದ ෴ช ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗಳඝ౬  ಆඩൽತ ವ౲ ౾౨ ಗಳක౬ ಜ ກಸคಸൽฆโൿ 
ಉഴීൽං. ๭.ಐ.ല෷ ಸย౵ ๭ದ අೕ๝ฌೕಪ൏ ಪഔౣ ಯ ๬ฃಂಶโ ಅಧ౲ ౘ, ಸದಸ౲ ฆ ಮൡ౨  
๭ಬ౯ ಂൽ ๻ಟ ಃಲโ ಮಧ౲ ವൟბಗำ ಅನ౲ ൭ ಅಹბರಲ౵ ದ ಅಥ฿ ಕല෫ ಅಂಕಗำಳ౶  ಃಲโ 
ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗಳ ಪರವ๼ಸฤ ౽ඞඝ ෇๼ರ ฆ๠ವൡ౨ ಗಳඝ౬  ಪഷ෷ವ ෩ಲಕ ಅಪฃඌಕ 
ಒಳ๸೉ನ ಎಸಞเಃ෷ ಬ๼ฏಗ ತั๭ං ಎಂ්ದඝ౬  ൧ೕค๭ං. ๭.ಐ.ല ವರൽಯย౵  ಈ 
ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗಳඝ౬  ඛൽბಷౣ ฿ಜ ൧ೕค๭ฆโൽಲ౵ ฿ದ౪ คಂದ;  
 ಈ ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗำ ಸದಸ౲ คಡ ಅಥ฿ ಮಧ౲ ವൟბಗัಡ ౽ඞඝ෇๼ರ ฆ๠ವತ౨ ඝ౬  ๸ർಯ 
෥ലฆโൿ අೕ๝ฌೕಷ൏ ಪഔౣ ಯย౵  ಸ౭ ಷౣ ฿ಜ ൧ೕค๭ฆโൽಲ౵ .  เಷಯದ ෴โඃ 
ඁ๞ౣ ෵ಂದ ಪคතಣბ เೈರൕಯ ඦತರ ౽ඞඛನ ක౲ ෴ಲಯದ ෨ಂං ಇඅಂൿ 
ಅಂಶವඝ౬  ฆ೩฿ൡ ಪലಸ෎౽ಞತ౨ ං. ಇದರ ಅඝಸರൕ෴ಜ ฃಜ౲  ಸ౽ბರโ 
ൽකಂಕ:17.03.2017ರ ಆඃಶದย౵  ಎม౵  ಇมಌ ෨ಖ౲ ಸ౩ คಡ ಪค๏ೕಲක ಪ౳ ౾౳ ෺ಯ ඦತರ 
ඡಮ౽ൟ ಆඃಶಗಳඝ౬  ຄರല๯๋൤ ඛඃბ๏๭ฆโದคಂದ පฃಡัತ ඛඃბಶಕฆ ൽකಂಕ: 
27.03.2017 ฏൿ 18 ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗัಡ ඡಮ౽ൟ ಆඃಶವඝ౬  ຄರല๭ฆโದคಂದ ๻ಟ ൽකಂಕ: 
03.04.2017 ฏൿ ಛ౳ ෦ೕ൏෗ไൽ౪  ಮൡ౨  ඵೈಯ൬ ฃ೴ ಇมಒ෷ 60 ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗัಡ 
ඡಮ౽ൟ ಆඃಶವඝ౬  ຄರല๭ฆโದคಂದ;  
 ಅದಲ౵ ං ෬ส౬ ೕಟಃౙ  ๭ಐല ವರൽಯย౵ , ಆ෺ౙ  ಪ౳ ౾౳ ෺ಯย౵  ූಗವ๼๭ದ ಮൡ౨  ಆ෺ౙ  
ಪഔౣ ಯ ූಗ฿ಜฆವ ಇತರ ෴ช ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗಳ ಬಡ౛  ಆಃ౹ ೕಪൕ ಎൟ౨ ฆโൿ ಉഴීൽฆโൽಲ౵ . 
ಆದ౪ คಂದ, ෴ರ เฆದ౪  ෴โඃ ಆඩದච෵ಲ౵ ่ೕ ಅಥ฿ ෴ರ เฆದ౪  ෴โඃ ๸ඃಹ 
ಅಥ฿ ಅඝ෥කಸ౭ ದ ಅಂಶโ ಉഴීൽฆโൽಲ౵ ่ೕ ಆ ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗಳ ಭเಷ౲ ದ ಬಡ౛  
ಏඝ෥ಡ෎ಃಂಬ ಪ౳ ෨ಖ ๯๸ಗತ ಪ౳ ๔౬  ಬಡ౛  ಪ౳ ๯౨ ತ เಷಯโ ෍ಳಀ ೎ฤ౵ ತ౨ ං. ಈ ಆ෺ౙ  
ಪ౳ ౾౳ ෺ಯย౵  ූಗವ๼๭, ಆ෺ౙ ತಳ౶ ฤ ෬ยಂದ ෬ว ๬ಕ๠ౣ  ຄೕฃಟ/ಪ౳ ಯತ౬  ಪഔౣ ฆ๋ಥ 
ಈ ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗಳඝ౬  ಅವರ ನಡ൤ಯ เฆದ౫  ෴โඃ ಆඩದචಗำ ಇಲ౵ ඃ ಇർ౪ ಟ౲  ಁಡ ಃಲโ 
ವ౲ ౾౨ ಗಳ ನಡ൤ಯ ౽ರಣൽಂದ ಇലೕ ಪഔౣ ಯඝ౬  ඛರಥბಕತั๯โದರ ෩ಲಕ ಅವರದಲ౵ ದ 
ತඪ౭ ಡ (ಅವರ ൧ಡಜฆเಃಯඝ౬  ฆ೩฿ൡ ಪലಸං) ಅವರඝ౬  ඈലಸಬ๾ඃ ಎಂಬ 
ಅಂಶವඝ౬  ಗಮඛಸ෎౽ಜฆโದคಂದ;  
 ಄ವಲ ൿฃಚರൕ ๻ಟ ಅಪฃಧಗำ ಎಸಗมಜං ಎಂಬ ಆඩದචಗಳ ෬ว ಎม౵  
ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗಳ ๸ීಧದย౵  ඡಮ౽ൟಗಳඝ౬  ರൿ౪ ಪല๯โൿ ಪ෴ბಪ౨ ฿ಞโൽಲ౵  ಅಥ฿ 
ರൿ౪ ಪല๯ವ ಆචಯ ಪค൏ಮವඝ౬  ಸಮ൮ბ๯โൽಲ౵ . ෷ಕ౨  ౽ඞඝ ಪ౳ ౾౳ ෺; เೈರൕ 
ಅಥ฿ ತඛಒಯඝ౬  ಅತಂഴ ಅൿ ൞౾ბಕ ඛಣბಯವඝ౬  ತฤඪർಗ ෥ತ౳ ๆ ಅದඝ౬  ಈ 
චಲದ ක౲ ෴ಲಯದ ෩ಲಕ ๻ಟ ಅඝ෮ೕൽ๭ർಗ ෥ತ౳ ๆ ತඪ౭ ತಸ౩  ಅಥ฿ 
ಅಪฃඌಯඝ౬  ඈല๯โದಃౙ  ಸค෴ದ ಸಮಯ฿ಜං ಎಂൿ ຂಳಬ๾ർಜฆโದคಂದ; 

ฃಜ౲ โ (ಃಲโ ෬ส౬ ೕಟದ ฿ಸ౨ ฿ಂಶಗಳ ൟೕ෥ბನಗಳ ෬ฉಡ) ಈ ನಡವัಗಳඝ౬  
ඩ౳ ฏ෗๭ ತನ౬  ൞౾ბಕ ಅಥ฿ ಅಂൟಮ ൟೕ෥ბನಃౙ  ಬರฤ ๭ದ౪ ฿ಜං, ಅൿ เಫಲ฿ದย౵ , 
ಆ෺ౙ  ಪഔౣ ಯย౵  ๬౩ ನವඝ౬  ຄಂൽದ ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗಳඝ౬  ๏౾౹ ๯ವ ක౲ ෽ೕං౪ ೕಶโ 
เಫಲತำ౶ ತ౨ ං. ಃඪಎ๺๭ಯ ෴ช ಸದಸ౲  ಅಥ฿ ෴ช ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗำ ෴โඃ เೈರ൏ 
ක౲ ෴ಲಯದย౵  ಆඩದචಯ අೕ๞෺ಂൿ ක౲ ಯඛ൐ბತ฿ಗඃ ಇฆโದคಂದ; 
 ช൒౽ಂ෈ಃ ಆฑ. ಮൡ౨  ಇತರฆ เฆದ౫  ಕකბಟಕ ฃಜ౲  ෮ಕದ౪ ෫ಯย౵ , ಕකბಟಕ 
ಆಡัತ ක౲ ಯ෱ಡัಯ ಆඃಶವඝ౬  ಪ౳ ๏౬ ๭ದ คഡ ಅ೧ბ 13617-13627-/2017ඝ౬  ෥ನ౲  ಉಚ౞  
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ක౲ ෴ಲಯದ เූಜೕಯ ඪೕಠโ ඬರಸౙ ค๭, 09.03.2018ฏൿ ൽකಂಕ: 04.08.2014ರ ಸ౽ბค 
ಆඃಶವඝ౬  ಎൟ౨  ๼ലൽං ಮൡ౨  ൽකಂಕ: 09.03.2018ฏൿ ಈ ෨ಂൽඦ൤ ಅ෗ඩ౳ ಯಪഔౣ ฆತ౨ ං:- 
 "52. ෬ยನ ಚ೎ბಯ ๼ච౬ วಯย౵ , කโ, ಅ෗ඩ౳ ಯವඝ౬  ಪคಗ൐๯ವย౵  ಆಡัತ 
ක౲ ಯ෱ಡั෷ ತද౭ ಸಜං෴ದ౪ คಂದ, ฃಜ౲  ಸ౽ბರದ ๼ಂ൤ಡൿಆำ౶ ವ ඛಣბಯವඝ౬  
ರൿ౪ ತั๭, ಪ౳ ๏౬ ತ ൟೕಪბඝ౬  ඛೕലฆโൿ ๸තಣბ฿ಜ ಅಸಮಥბඛೕಯ฿ಜං ಎಂಬ 
ಅ෗ඩ౳ ಯಃౙ  ීൽฆ൤౨ ೕๅ. ತತ౭ ค൏ಮ฿ಜ, ಆ෺ౙ ෴ದ ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗัಡ ඡಮ౽ൟ ಆඃಶಗಳඝ౬  
ඛೕഴ๋൤ ฃಜ౲  ಸ౽ბರಃౙ  ඛೕലದ ඛඃბಶನโ ಸಹ ౽ඞඛನย౵  ಅಸಮಥბඛಯ฿ಜං." 

XX                                  XX                                 XX 
 55. ತತ౭ ค൏ಮ฿ಜ, ಈ คഡ ಅ೧ბಗำ ๸තಣბ฿ಜ ඬರಸౙ ค๯โದಃౙ  ෽ೕಗ౲ ฿ಜๅ 
ಮൡ౨  ತದඝ๬ರ฿ಜ: 
 ಎ) คഡ ಅ೧ბ ๸ಒ౲ : 13617-13627/2017 ಮൡ౨  14529/2017 ๻ಟ คഡ ಅ೧ბ ๸ಒ౲ : 
11342/2017 ಇโಗಳඝ౬  ඬರಸౙ คಸมಜං; 
 ෈) ಅ೧ბ ๸ಒ౲ : 6268/2014 คಂದ 6395/2017 ๭/ಡ෋౵ ౲  6432/2014 คಂದ 6444/2014 
ಮൡ౨  6598/2014, 7464/2014, 7941/2014 คಂದ 7946/2014, 7950/2014 คಂದ 7966/2014, 7967/2014, 
7968/2014, 7969/2014, 9112/2014 คಂದ 9126/2014, 9592/2014 คಂದ 9610/2014 ಮൡ౨  8298/2015 
ಇโಗಳย౵  ಕකბಟಕ ฃಜ౲  ක౲ ಯ ෱ಡั෷ ຄರല๭ದ ൽකಂಕ: 19.10.2016ರ ๬෥ನ౲  
ಆඃಶವඝ౬  ರൿ౪ ತัಸมಜං; 
 ๭) ಉಪ-౽ಯბದ๏ბ, ๭ಆ๯ಇ (๳ๅಗำ), ಕකბಟಕ ಸ౽ბರ ಇವฆ ຄರല๭ದ 
ಅನඌಂತ ഔಪ౭ ൐ ๸ಒ౲ : ๭ಆ๯ಇ 139 ๳สೕ๳ 2016, ൽකಂಕ: 17.03.2017ඝ౬  ರൿ౪ ತัಸมಜං; 
 ല) ඛඃბಶಕฆ, පฃಡัತ, ෍ಂಗิฆ ಇವฆ ຄರല๭ದ ൽකಂಕ: 27.03.2017ರ 
ಅඌಂತ ೦ౢ ಪನ ๸ಒ౲ : 19457 ലಎಂಎ 32 ಃಎಂಎಎ๺ 2016-17ඝ౬  ರൿ౪ ತัಸมಜං; 
 ಇ) ಕකბಟಕ สೕಕ ๳฿ ಆ෽ೕಗโ ๭ದ౫ ಪല๭ದ ൽකಂಕ: 21.03.2014ರ ಅಂൟಮ 
ಆ෺ౙ ಪഔౣ ಗඝಞಣ฿ಜ ຄರല๭ದ ඡಮ౽ൟಯ ಎม౵  ಆඃಶಗಳඝ౬  ಅಕ౳ ಮๅಂൿ ಳೕ๞๭, 
ಅโ ತౘಣๆ ರൿ౪ ತัಸತಕౙ ൿ౪ ; ಮൡ౨  
 ಎෆ) ಡ೬ങി ඲౳ ෎ಷನ๺ბ 2011ರ ಆ෺ౙ ಛಜ ಕකბಟಕ สೕಕ ๳฿ ಆ෽ೕಗಃౙ  
ඛೕಡมದ ಮನเಗಳඝ౬  ๼ಂಪഷ෷ವ ಸ౽ბค ಆඃಶ ๸ಒ౲ : ๭ಆ๯ಇ 53 ๳สೕ๳ 2014, 
෍ಂಗิฆ, ൽකಂಕ: 14.08.2014, ಇൿ ಸಮ൮ბತ฿ಜං. 
 "56. ಈ คഡ ಅ೧ბಗಳ เวಯ ๼ච౬ วಯย౵  ಅ೧ბർರฆ, 2011ರ ಆ෺ౙ ಪഔౣ ಯย౵ ನ 
ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗึಂൿ ಃ౵ ೕ෨෥ല ಪౘ౽ರರක౬ ಜ ๳ค๯โದ౽ౙ ಜ ಸย౵ ๭ದ ಮಧ౲ ಂತರ ಅඪೕฤ ๸ಒ౲ : 
16/2017ඝ౬  ಪคಗಣචಡ ൤ಡൿಆಳ౶ ฤ ๰ಕ౨ ฿ಜಲ౵ ฿ದ౪ คಂದ ಅದඝ౬  (คഡ ಅ೧ბ ๸ಒ౲ : 13617-
13627/2017 ಮൡ౨  14529/2017) เว ෥ಡมಜං.”  
 ช൒౽ಂ෈ಃ ಆฑ. ಮൡ౨  ಇತರฆ เฆದ౫  ฃಜ౲  ෮ಕದ౪ ෫ಯย౵  คഡ ಅ೧ბ ๸ಒ౲ : 13617-
13627/2017ರย౵ ನ ಮಧ౲ ಂತರ ಅ೧ბ ๸ಒ౲ : 4/2018ರย౵  ෥ನ౲  ಉಚ౞  ක౲ ෴ಲಯದ เූಜೕಯ 
ඪೕಠโ ൽකಂಕ: 13ඡ ೩ษ 2018ฏൿ ಈ ෨ಂൽඦ൤ ಅ෗ඩ౳ ಯಪഔౣ ං; 
 "30. ෬ว ർಖย๭ದ ౽ರಣಗัಛಜ, කโ (i)ඡ ಅಂಶಃౙ  ಸ౽ฃತ౱ ಕ฿ಜ ಉತ౨ ค๯൤౨ ೕๅ 
ಮൡ౨  ย಍ತ ಪคೕಃ౹ ಯ ಫย൞ಂಶಗಳඝ౬  ඛರಥბಕತัಸมಜං ಎಂಬ ನಮ౱  ඛಣბಯವඝ౬  
ർಖย๯൤౨ ೕๅ." 
 ಪฃಮಶბකಂಶ  (ii) : ಉತ౨ ರ ಪൟ౳ ಃಗಳ ෰ಲ౲ ෥ಪನವඝ౬  ඛರಥბಕತัಸඃ 
ಇದ౪ ฉ, ຄಸർಜ ෰಍ಕ ๸ದಶბನಃౙ  ಆඃ๏ಸಬ๾ඃ? 
 31. (i)ඡ ಅಂಶಃౙ  ಉತ౨ ค๯฿ಗ, කโ ย಍ತ ಪคೕಃ౹ ಯ ಫย൞ಂಶವඝ౬  
ඛರಥბಕತัಸมಜං ಎಂൿ ർಖย๭ං౪ ೕๅ. ಸದค ඛಣბಯದ ๼ච౬ วಯย౵ , ಈ ಅಂಶಃౙ  කโ 
ನ౽ฃತ౱ ಕ฿ಜ ಉತ౨ ค๯൤౨ ೕๅ ಮൡ౨  ย಍ತ ಪคೕಃ౹ ಯ ಪ౳ ๯౨ ತ ಫย൞ಂಶಗಳ ಆඋರದ ෬ว 
ຄಸർಜ `෰಍ಕ ๸ದಶბನ'ಃౙ  ಆඃ๏ಸมಞโൽಲ౵ ๅಂൿ ർಖย๯൤౨ ೕๅ. 
 ಪฃಮಶბකಂಶ (iii): ย಍ತ ಪคೕಃ౹ ಯ ಫย൞ಂಶಗಳඝ౬  ඛರಥბಕತั๭ದ౪ ย౵ , ಉತ౨ ರ 
ಪൟ౳ ಃಗಳඝ౬  ຄಸർಜ ෰ಲ౲ ෥ಪನ ෥ಡฤ ಆඃ๏ಸಬ๾ඃ? 



10 

 
 32. ಈ ಆ෺ౙ ಯඝ౬  ಪคಗಣචಡ ൤ಡൿಆำ౶ ฿ಗ, ಈ ෨ಂൽನ ಅಂಶಗಳඝ౬  ಗಮನಃౙ  
൤ಡൿಆำ౶ โൿ ಅವಶ౲ ಕ฿ಞತ౨ ං: 

 ಪ౳ ๏౬ ತ ඡಮ౽ൟ ಪ౳ ౾౳ ෺෷ 2011ඡ ๬ยನ ಡ೬ങി ඲౳ ෎ಷನฑಗัಛಜ ನഷൽൡ౨ ; 
 ඩ౳ ฏ෗ಕ ย಍ತ ಪคೕಃ౹ ಯඝ౬  ൽකಂಕ: 22.04.2012ฏൿ ನഷಸมಜൡ౨ ; 
 ย಍ತ ಪคೕಃ౹ ಯඝ౬  (෨ಖ౲ ) ൽකಂಕ: 15.12.2012คಂದ 06.01.2013ರವฉಡ 

ನഷಸมಜൡ౨ ; 
 ෴โඃ ඁ๞ౣ ෵ಂದ วಕౙ ๻౾ದง, ඡಮ౽ൟಯ ඛಗൽತ ವಷბൽಂದ 

ಸค๯෥ฆ 8 ವಷბಗำ ಕึൿຄೕಜๅ ಮൡ౨  ย಍ತ ಪคೕಃ౹ ಯ ൽකಂಕൽಂದ 5 1/2 
ವಷბಗำ ಕึൿຄೕಜๅ. 

 33. ಆದ౪ คಂದ, ಈ ෮ಕದ౪ ෫ಯ ๸ಗൟಗಳඝ౬  ಮൡ౨  ಕึൿ ຄೕದ ಸಮಯವඝ౬  
ಗಮನದย౵ ค๭ಆಂഴ, ಉತ౨ ರ ಪൟ౳ ಃಗಳ ಮฆ-෰ಲ౲ ෥ಪನಃౙ  ඛඃბ๏ಸฤ ಇൿ ๰ಕ౨  
ಪ౳ ಕರಣವಲ౵ ๅಂ්ൿ ನಮ౱  ಸ౭ ಷౣ  ಅ෗ඩ౳ ಯ฿ಜං. 
 ൽකಂಕ: 13.08.2018ฏൿ ෮ಕದ౪ ෫ಯย౵ , ෥ನ౲  ಉಚ౞  ක౲ ෴ಲಯದ เූಜೕಯ 
ඪೕಠದ ൽකಂಕ: 13.07.2018ರ ಆඃಶವඝ౬  ಪ౳ ๏౬ ๭, ෥ನ౲  ಸ่ೕბಚ౞  ක౲ ෴ಲಯದ ෨ಂං ഹค 
๸ಒ౲ : 30195/2018 ෭ൟ౳  เฆದ౫  ಕකბಟಕ ฃಜ౲ โ ຄಸ เ๕ಷ ಅඝಮൟ ಅ೧ბಯඝ౬  
ಸย౵ ಸมಜൿ౪ , ෥ನ౲  ಸ่ೕბಚ౞  ක౲ ෴ಲಯโ ಈ ෨ಂൽඦ൤ ಆඃ๏๭ං: 
 "කโ ಪ౳ ๏౬ ತ ൟೕඬბ ಮൡ౨  ಆඃಶದย౵  ಹಸ౨ ಃ౹ ೕಪ ෥ಡฤ ಇ೉౞ ๯โൽಲ౵ . 
ತತ౭ ค൏ಮ฿ಜ, เ๕ಷ ಅඝಮൟ ಅ೧ბಯඝ౬  ವ೦ತัಸมಜං."  
 ಉಚ౞  ක౲ ෴ಲಯದ ൽකಂಕ: 13.07.2018ರ ಆඃಶವඝ౬  ಪ౳ ๏౬ ๭ ฃಜ౲  ಸ౽ბರโ ෥ನ౲  
ಸ่ೕბಚ౞  ක౲ ෴ಲಯದ ෨ಂං ຄಸ เ๕ಷ ಅඝಮൟ ಅ೧ბಯඝ౬  (ഹค ๸ಒ౲ : 21729/2019) 
ಸย౵ ๭ං. ಈ ෮ಕದ౪ ෫ಯย౵  ಈ ෨ಂൽඦ൤ ಆඃ๏ಸมಜං: 
 "කโ, ಉಚ౞  ක౲ ෴ಲಯโ ຄರല๭ದ ಪ౳ ๏౬ ತ ಆඃಶದย౵ (ಗಳย౵ ) ಹಸ౨ ಃ౹ ೕಪ ෥ಡฤ 
ಇ೉౞ ๯โൽಲ౵ . ತದඝ๬ರ฿ಜ, เ๕ಷ ಅඝಮൟ ಅ೧ბಯඝ౬  ವ೦ತัಸมಜං." 
 ಇತ౲ ಥბದย౵ ฆವ ฿ದ౽ยೕನ ಅ೧ბಗಳඝ౬  ವ೦ತัಸมಜං." 
 ෬ยನ ൟೕඬბಗಳඝ౬  ಪคೕ౾౹ ๭ದ ඦತರ, ಉಚ౞  ක౲ ෴ಲಯโ ಇಂಥ ඛಣბಯಃౙ  ಬರฤ, 
๭.ಐ.ല.ಯ ಮಧ౲ ಂತರ ವರൽಯඝ౬  ಆಧค๭ං ಎಂ්ൿ ಸ౭ ಷౣ . ಕ฼౾ತ ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗಳඝ౬  
ಪ౳ ൤౲ ೕಕತัಸದ ಮൡ౨  ಸเವರ฿ಜ ತඛಒ ನഷಸದ ๻ಟ ෷ಕ౨  เೈರൕಯ ඦತರ 
ක౲ ෴ಲಯದย౵  ಅಪฃඌಗึಂൿ ๬෈ೕ൞ಗದ ຄರൡ, ಪคೕಃ౹ ෷ ඛರಥბಕๅಂൿ 
ඛಣბ෵๯โൿ ๰ಕ౨ ฿ಞโൽಲ౵ . ಕ฼౾ತರಲ౵ ದ ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗัಡ ๸ීඌ๭ඈ൤, ಅವರ 
ඩ౳ ෥൐ಕ ಪคಶ౳ ಮವඝ౬  ದರเಸ෎౽ಞತ౨ ං ಮൡ౨  ඡಮಕತำ౶ ವ ๸ීಧದย౵ ನ ಅವರ 
ක౲ ಯ෷ತ ඛคೕಃ౹ ಯඝ౬  ದರเಸತಕౙ ൿ౪ . 
 ๭.ಐ.ല.ಯ ಮಧ౲ ಂತರ ತඛಌ ವರൽಯක౬ ಧค๭, ಸ౽ბರโ ൽකಂಕ: 15.10.2013ರ 
ಆඃಶವඝ౬  ຄರല๯โದಃౙ  ෮ದฤ, ಕකბಟಕ สೕಕ ๳฿ ಆ෽ೕಗಃౙ  ಸย౵ ๭ದ ಮನเಯඝ౬  
๼ಂ൤ಡൿಆಂಡದ౪ ඝ౬  ರൿ౪ ತัಸฤ, ฃಜ౲  เඋನ෱ಡಲโ ๸เඋನದ 323(2)ඡ 
ಅඝ೎౟ ೕದದ ෬ฉಡ ಕತბವ౲ ಬದ౫ ฿ಜൡ౨ . 
 ൽකಂಕ: 9ඡ ෥ೖბ, 2018ರ ช൒౽ಂ෈ಃ เฆದ౫  ಕකბಟಕ ฃಜ౲  ෮ಕದ౪ ෫ಯย౵ , 
ಉಚ౞  ක౲ ෴ಲಯದ ൟೕඪბನ 45ඡ ಉലಃ෵ಂದ ಇൿ ಸ౭ ಷౣ ฿ಞൟ౨ ൿ౪ , ಅದඝ౬  ಈ ෨ಂൽඦ൤ 
ಓದมಜං: 
 "45. ๭.ಐ.ല.෷ ತನ౬  ತඛಌ ವರൽಯย౵  ർಖย๭ದ ಅಂಶಗಳ ๼ච౬ วಯย౵ , ฃಜ౲  สೕಕ 
๳฿ ಆ෽ೕಗಃౙ  ඛೕലದ ಮನเಯඝ౬  ๼ಂ൤ಡൿಆำ౶ ವย౵ , ฃಜ౲  ಸ౽ბರโ, ౽ಯბಕมಪ 
ඛವბಹൕಯ ಅലಯย౵  ತನ౬  ಅඌ౽ರವඝ౬  ಚม෵๭ ෴โඃ ತඬ౭  ಎಸಜಲ౵ ๅಂ්ൿ ನಮ౱  
ಅ෗ඩ౳ ಯ฿ಜං." 
 ಇย౵ , ಈ ෮ಕದ౪ ෫ಯย౵ , ๭.ಐ.ല.ಯ ಮಧ౲ ಂತರ ವರൽಯක౬ ಧค๭ ಪคೕ౽౹  ಪ౳ ౾౳ ෺ಯඝ౬  
ඛರಥბಕತั๭ ඛೕലದ ൟೕඬბಗื ತඬ౭ ർคಡึ෷๋ൟๅ. ಆದ౪ คಂದ, ಅඝಕ౳ ಮ฿ಜ ൽකಂಕ: 
15.10.2013ರ ಮൡ౨  ൽකಂಕ: 14.08.2014ರ ಸ౽ბค ಆඃಶಗำ ಧ෗ೕರ ಪ౳ ౾౳ ෴ತ౱ ಕ ಅ๭౩ ರ൤ಡ 
ಞค෴ಞತ౨ ๅ ಮൡ౨  ౽ඞඛನ ඁ๞ౣ ෵ಂದ, 1999(3) ಎ๺๭๭ 422ರย౵  ವರൽ෴ದ ෇් ವಜბ๺ 
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เฆದ౫  ಄ರಳ ฃಜ౲  ವ౾ೕಲರ ಪคಷൡ౨  ෮ಕದ౪ ෫ಯย౵  ಸ่ೕბಚ౞  ක౲ ෴ಲಯโ เඌ๭ದ 
ಅඝඩತದ ๼ನ౬ วಯย౵  เ๕ಷ฿ಜ ౽ඞඛನ ඁ๞ౣ ಯย౵  ඩเತ౳ ౲ ൤ಯඝ౬  ຄಂൽฆโൽಲ౵ .  
ಅದඝ౬  ಈ ෨ಂൽඦ൤ ಓದมಜං: 
 "ಒಂൿ ඛൽბಷౣ  ౽ಯბವඝ౬  ෥ഴವ คೕൟಯඝ౬  ෴โඃ ಪคඛಯಮದ ෬ฉಡ 
ඛಯ෦ಸมಜದ౪ ฉ, ಆ ౽ಯბವඝ౬  ಅඃ คೕൟಯย౵  ෥ಡ෎ಀ ಅಥ฿ ෎ฉ ෴ವ คೕൟಯล౵  
ಅಲ౵  ಎಂ්ൿ ಬಹಳ ๼ಂං෻ ಇತ౲ ಥბ฿ದ ౽ඞඛನ ෩ಲ ತತ౨ ౷ ฿ಜං. ಈ ඛಯಮದ 
෩ಲವඝ౬  ചಲฑ เฆದ౫  ചಲฑ (1875) 1 ๭.ກೖ.ല. 426 ෮ಕದ౪ ෫ಯย౵ ನ ඛಣბಯದย౵  
ಉഴಆಳ౶ มಜൿ౪ , ಅದನ౬ ඝಸค๭ ක౲ ಯ෩ൟბ ฌೕ೎ಯವฆ, ಎಐಆฑ 1936 ඪ๭ 253ರย౵  
ವರൽ෴ದ ನ೧ೕฑ ಅಹ౱ ඊ เฆದ౫  ౾ಂ಩ ಎಂಪರฑ ෮ಕದ౪ ෫ಯย౵  ಈ ಃಳಜඦ൤ ຂัർ౪ ฉ: 
 "ಃಲโ ಃಲಸವඝ౬  ಃಲโ คೕൟಯย౵  ෥ಡฤ ಅඌ౽ರ ඛೕലฆವย౵ , ಆ ಃಲಸವඝ౬  ಅඃ 
คೕൟಯย౵  ෥ಡ෎ಀ ಅಥ฿ ෥ಡศ෇ರൿ." 
 ಆൿದคಂದ, ಈಗ, ๼ಂൽನ ಸ౽ბರโ ฃಜ౲  เඋನ෱ಡಲದ ෷ಕ౨  ಅඝ෮ೕದච ಪഷಯං 
൤ಡൿಆಂಡ ಕ౳ ಮವඝ౬  ಮൡ౨  ಈ ๸ීಧದย౵  ෥ನ౲  ಉಚ౞  ක౲ ෴ಲಯದ ඛಣბಯದ 
ಪค൏ಮವඝ౬  ರൿ౪ ತัಸฤ ๎ಸನವඝ౬  งඪ๯โൿ ಅವಶ౲ ๅಂൿ ಪคಗ൐ಸมಜං. 
 ಅඌเೈರ൏ ක౲ ෴ಲಯದย౵  ಅಭ౲ ൮ბಗಳ ෬ว ຄค๭ದ ಆฌೕಪಗำ ൞౾ბಕ ಅಂತ౲  
ತฤඪๅ ಮൡ౨  ಕකბಟಕ สೕಕ๳฿ ಆ෽ೕಗದ ෴ช ಸದಸ౲ කಗย ಅಥ฿ ಅಭ౲ ൮ბ෴ಗย 
෴โඃ ಅಪฃಧದ ಅಪฃඌ෺ಂൿ ๬෈ೕ൞ಗൽฆโದคಂದ ಅಥ฿ ෴โඃ ಅඌเೈರ൏ 
ක౲ ෴ಲಯದย౵  ಅಪฃಧ ඛ൐ೕბತ฿ಗൽฆโದคಂದ. 
 ಉಚ౞  ක౲ ෴ಲಯದ ඛಣბಯโ ූರತ ๸เඋನದ 14ඡ ಮൡ౨  16ඡ ಅඝ೎౟ ೕದಗಳ 
ಉಲ౵ ಂಘචಡ ർค ෥ലಆഴತ౨ ං ಎಂൿ ඛงඪ๯โ඀ ಸಹ ಪ౳ ๯౨ ತ฿ಞತ౨ ං. 
 ෬ยನ ಎม౵  เಷಯಗಳ ๼ච౬ วಯย౵ , 2011ඡ ๬ยನ ಡ೬ങി ඲౳ ෎ಷನฑಗัಡ 
ಸ౽ბರโ ඡಮ౽ൟ ಆඃಶಗಳඝ౬  ඛೕലฆโದඝ౬  ๭ಂඎತั๯โൿ ಮൡ౨  ಆ෺ౙ ಪഔౣ ಯඝ౬  
౽ඞඝಬದ౫ ತั๯โൿ ಅವಶ౲ ๅಂൿ ಪคಗ൐ಸมಜං. 
  
 ಆದ౪ คಂದ ಈ เඒಯಕ. 
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ಆ൮ბಕ ೦ౢ ಪನ ಪತ౳  

 

ಪ౳ ๬౨ เತ ๎ಸකತ౱ ಕ ಕ౳ ಮโ ກೋ౞ ವค ๅಚ౞ ವඝ౬  ಒಳತಂലฆโൽಲ౵ . 
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KARNATAKA LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY 

FIFTEENTH LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY  
TWELFTH SESSION 

The Karnataka Civil Services (Validation of Selection and Appointment 
of 2011 batch Gazetted Probationers) Bill, 2022 

(LA Bill No. 04 of 2022) 
 

Whereas in Notification dated 03.11.2011, applications were invited by the 
Karnataka Public Service Commission from eligible candidates for filling up of 362 
Group-A and Group-B posts. The Preliminary Examination was conducted on 
22.04.2012. The main examination was held from 15.12.2012 to 06.01.2013. 
Result of the examination, was published on 21.03.2013. 

Whereas Karnataka Public Service Commission had conducted the interviews 
of qualified candidates from 07.05.02013 to 27.05.2013. When the Viva-Voce had 
been conducted, a candidate by name Dr. Mythri H.P.S. had made a complaint to 
the then Advocate General on 28.05.2013, in this process, it was alleged that she 
[Dr. Mythri H.P.S] was eliminated and the candidate below her, was selected to the 
post of the Assistant Commissioner. She also alleged that demands were made by 
Dr. Mangala Sridhar, Member, KPSC to pay bribe in order to ensure her selection.  

Whereas pursuant thereto, a FIR was registered in the Vidhana Soudha Police 
Station for the offences under Sections 341, 120-B, 418, 423, 465 of IPC and 
Section 7 of the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988. The Government, by order 
dated 27.06.2013, directed the investigation to be conducted by the C.I.D. In 
furtherance, the C.I.D. after investigation had submitted a preliminary/interim 
report on 10.09.2013 

Whereas based on the interim report, the Government issued Government 
Order dated 15.10.2013/14.08.2014 cancelling the results of the main competitive 
examination as also the Viva-Voce and directing the Karnataka Public Service 
Commission to revaluate the answer script of the main written examination and to 
conduct Viva-Voce, strictly in accordance with the recommendations of  HOTA 
Committee. 

Whereas in the meantime some of the candidates had challenged the action of 
the Government, by order dated 15.10.2013, by filing Applications before the 
Karnataka Administrative Tribunal. Slowly, all the affected candidates preferred 
applications before the Tribunal and the Tribunal granted an ‘interim order’ 
directing the State Government not to notify for the ‘362 posts’ which was a subject 
matter of the 2011 Selection List, till the disposal of the applications. 

Whereas during the pendency of the proceedings before the Karnataka 
Administrative Tribunal, CID had submitted its final report and in its ‘final report’ 
had concluded that the officials, who are the then Member of the Karnataka Public 
Service Commission shown as Accused Nos. 9 to 16 had entered into criminal 
conspiracy and had misused the official machinery to do favours for candidates 
seeking to be appointed as Group-A and B employees under the 2011 Notification. 
The said 8 Accused persons have obtained illegal gratifications from various 
candidates and had misused their office to grant appointments for such illegal 
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gratification and thereby had committed the offences under Sections 120-B, 166, 
167 of IPC R/w Section 13 (1) (d) and 13 (2) Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 and 
Section 37 of IPC. 

Whereas it is pertinent to note here that; although the names of certain 
candidates find a place in the ‘charge sheet’ for having maintained telephonic 
contact with some of the Accused, none of them have, themselves been names as 
Accused either in the charge sheet or in the FIR. 

Whereas the Karnataka Administrative Tribunal, in the meantime, had 
proceeded to hear the matter on merit. After hearing the matter, the Tribunal by its 
order dated 19.10.2016, allowed the Applications and quashed the Government 
Order dated 14.08.2014. The Tribunal thereafter directed the State of Karnataka to 
issue orders of appointment to the Applicants in terms of the provisions of Rule 
11(3) of ‘1997’ Rules, within a period of two months from the date receipt of the 
copy of the order.  

Whereas a perusal of the said charge sheet would show that, none of the 
candidates who are either selected or had participated in the selection process have 
been named as Accused persons. The gist of the charge sheet filed by the C.I.D 
discloses that there is a commission of offence of criminal conspiracy by the 
Chairman, Members and staff and some middlemen to favour certain candidates 
who are otherwise ineligible or less meritorious by accepting illegal gratifications. 
Who these candidates are, is not pointedly forthcoming in the report of the C.I.D.  

Whereas where these candidates have paid illegal gratification to the 
Members or the middlemen is also not very forthcoming in the charge sheet. In any 
view of the matter, this is an aspect to be established before the Court of law after a 
full fledged trial. In pursuance to this order dated 17.03.2017 the State Government 
has directed Heads of Departments to issue appointed after verification procedure. 
Whereas Director, Municipal Administration issued appointment order to 18 
candidates. On 27.03.2017on the 03.04.2017 the RDPR Department has issued 
appointment orders to 60 candidates.    

Whereas this apart, prima-facie the CID Report does not appear to point 
fingers at any of the other candidates who have participated in the Selection 
process and form part of the select list. Therefore, the present issue throws up a 
very pertinent question as to what should be the fate of those candidates against 
whom there is no allegation or against whom nobody can point a finger of doubt or 
suspicion. As is being pointed out, can these candidates who have apparently 
undergone certain struggle/put in efforts to participate and get through the 
selection process, be punished for no fault of theirs (without establishing their 
involvement), by holding that the entire list is vitiated due to the conduct of a few 
persons, if at all, any aspersions can be cast against their conduct.  

Whereas mere allegations of malpractice and commission of offences, would 
not be sufficient or justify the end result of cancelling the appointments in respect 
of all the candidates. It is only after the due process of law; is undertaken and when 
an enquiry or investigation reaches its logical conclusion, which is when it is so 
established and approval made by a Court of the land, can it be said that the time 
is right to penalize the delinquent or the offender.  

Whereas the State has initiated (on finding some prima facie materials) and 
awaited these proceedings to reach their logical and final conclusion; failing which, 
it would defeat the very ends of justice to penalize the candidates who find a place 
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in select list. No member of KPSC or no Candidates has been proved guilty of 
allegation or convicted in any court of trial.   

In writ Petition 13617-13627/2017 Renukambike R and Others Vs the State 
of Karnataka challenging the order of KAT Hon’ble Division Bench of High Court on 
09.03.2018 allowed the writ petition and upheld the G.O. Dated 04.08.2014. date 
09.03.2018 as held as follows;- 

“52. In the light of above discussion, we are of the considered view that, 
the Administrative Tribunal erred in substituting its opinion and 
therefore, the impugned judgment quashing State Government’s  
decision to withdraw the is wholly unsustainable. Consequently, 
direction to the State Government to issue appointment orders to the 
selected candidates is also rendered unsustainable in law.” 

X X X 

55. Resultantly, these writ petitions eminently deserve to be allowed 
and accordingly: 

a) Writ Petitions No. 13617-13627/2017 & 14529/2017 and writ 
Petition No. 11342/2017 are allowed; 

b) Common order dated 19.10.2016 passed by the Karnataka State 
Administrative Tribunal, Bangalore, in Applications No. 6268/2014 to 
6395/2017 c/w 6432/2014 to 6444/2014 &6598/2014, 7464/2014, 
7941/2014 to 7946/2014, 7950/2014 to 7966/2014, 7967/2014, 
7968/2014, 7969/2014, 9112/2014 to 9126/2014, 9592/2014 to 
9610/2014 and 8298/2015, is quashed. 

c) Un-official Note, C£À¢üPÀÈvÀ n¥ÀàtÂ À̧ASÉå: ¹D¸ÀÄE 139 ¸ÉÃ¯ÉÆÃ Ȩ́Ã 2016 dated 

17.03.2017, issued by  Deputy Secretary, DPAR (Services), Government 
of Karnataka, is quashed; 

d) Official Memorandum, C¢üPÀÈvÀ eÁÕ¥À£À ¸ÀASÉå: 19457 rJAJ 32 PÉJAJJ¸ï 2016-

17 dated 27.03.2017, issued by Director, Municipal Administration, 
Bengaluru, is quashed; 

e) All orders of appointment/s issued pursuant to FInal Select List 
dated 21.03.2014 prepared by KPSC are declared illegal and shall stand 
quashed; and 

f) Government Order, ¸ÀPÁðgÀzÀ DzÉÃ±À ¸ÀASÉå: ¹D¸ÀÄE 53 ¸ÉÃ¯ÉÆÃ¸ÉÃ 2014, ¨ÉAUÀ¼ÀÆgÀÄ, 

dated 14.08.2014, withdrawing requisitions issued to KPSC for 
selection of Gazetted Probationers for 2011, and to close selection 
process, is sustained. 

“56. In view of disposal of these writ petitions, I.A.No. 16/2017 (in 
W.Ps. No. 13617-13627/2017 & 14529/2017) for impleadment, filed by 
the applicants claiming to be candidates in 2011 selection, does not 
survive for consideration and is accordingly disposed of.” 

In I.A.No. 4/2018 in Writ Petitions No. 13617-13627/2017 Renukambike R 
and Others Vs State The Hon’ble High Court in Division bench has held on  
13th July 2018 as follows; 
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“30. For the reasons recorded above, we answer the point No. (i) in the 
affirmative and record our finding that results of written examination 
are vitiated.”  

Re-Point (ii): Whether fresh viva voce can be ordered, if the 
evaluation of answer scripts are not vitiated? 

31. While answering point No. (i), we have recorded that the result of 
written examination are vitiated. In view of the said finding, we answer 
this point in the negative and record that fresh ‘viva voce’ cannot be 
ordered on the basis of existing results of written examination.  

  Re-Point (iii): Whether fresh evaluation of answer scripts 
can be ordered, if written examination results are vitiated? 

32. While considering this option, it is necessary to take note following 
aspects: 

 that recruitment process in question is for Gazetted 
Probationers, 2011; 

  that the preliminary written examination was conducted 
on 22.04.2012; 

 that the written examination (main) was conducted 
between 15.12.2012 to 06.01.2013; 

 reckoned from any angle, nearly 8 years have elapsed from 
the designated year of recruitment and 5 1/2  years from 
the date of written examination  

33. Thus, keeping in view the facts of this case and the time lapse, we 
are of the clear opinion that, it is not a fit case to direct re-evaluation of 
answer scripts.  

On 13.08.2018: New SLP was filed by Mythri VS the State of Karnataka 
bearing the dairy no:  30195/2018 before Supreme Court challenging 
the Hon’ble division bench high court order dated 13.07.2018 and 
Supreme Court ordered as follows:- 

we are not inclined to interfere with the impugned judgment and order. 
consequently the SLP is dismissed.” 

 

Whereas the state Government filed a new SLP (Dairy No-21729/2019) before 
the Hon’ble Supreme Court challenging the high court order dated 13.07.2018, The 
Hon’ble Supreme Court. In this case has ordered as follows:- 

“We are not inclined to interfere with impugned odre(s) passed by the 
High Court the SLP are accordingly, dismissed.” 

 Pending interlocutory applications forms are disposed”.  

 Having examined the above judgments it is apparent that the Hon’ble High 
Court has relied in arriving at such decision based on the interim report of the CID. 
Unless the tainted candidates are segregated and a detail investigation are held and 
proved guilty in the court of law after due trail it may not be proper to hold the 
examination as vitiated. Whereas in respect of untainted candidates their sincere 
efforts has to be respected and their legitimate expectation for having appointed 
shall be honoured.    
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 It was also bound duty on the State Legislature under article 323(2) of the 
Constitution to annul the withdrawal of requisition made to KPSC before issue of 
Government order dated 15.10.2013 on the basis of an interim investigation report 
of the CID.       

 It is  apparent from para 45 of the High Court judgment in Renukambe Vs. 
State of Karnataka case dated 9th March 2018 which reads as follows; 

“45. In the light of facts recorded by the CID in it’s investigation report, 
we are of the view that there is no error in exercise of their powers 
under the transaction of business by the State Government in 
withdrawing the requisition given to the State Public Service 
Commission.”  

Here, in this case the very basis of the judgments in the vitiating the 
examination process based on the CID interim report itself is misleading. Hence, 
the Government Orders dated 15.10.2013 and 14.08.2014 respectively suffer from 
severe procedural infirmity and have no sanctity in the eyes of law especially in view 
of the ratio laid down by the Apex Court in the case of Babu Varghese v. Kerala 
State Bar Council reported in 1999(3) SCC 422, which reads as follows:- 

 “It is the basic principle of law long settled that if the manner of doing a 
particular act is prescribed under any Statute, the act must be done in that manner 
or not at all. The origin of this rule is traceable to the decision in Taylor VS Taylor 
(1875) 1Ch.D 426 which was followed by Lord Roche in Nazir Ahmad VS King 
Emperor AIR 1936 PC 253 who stated as under: 

“Where a power is given to do certain thing in a certain way, the thing in a 
certain way, the thing must be done in that way or not at all.” 

 Now therefore, it is considered necessary to bring a legislation to annul the 
action taken by the previous Government without proper approval of the State 
Legislature and thereby as a resultant the decision of the Hon’ble High Court in this 
regard. 

 Whereas the charges made on the candidates in the trail court has reached 
the logical end and no member of Karnataka Public Service Commission or 
candidate has been proved guilty of any offence or convicted in any court of trail.
 It is also pertinent to State that the decision of the High Court leads to 
violation of the Article 14 and 16 of Constitution of India. 

 Whereas in view of all above matters it is considered necessary to validate the 
recruitment orders issued by the Government to 2011 Gazetted probationers and to 
legalise the selection list. 

 

Now therefore, be it enacted by the Karnataka State Legislature in the seventy 
third year of the Republic of India as follows:- 

1. Short title and commencement.-(1) This Act may be called the 
Karnataka Civil Services (Validation of Selection and appointment of 2011 batch 
Gazetted probationers) Act, 2022. 

(2) It shall come into force at once. 
2. Definitions.-(1) In this Act unless the context otherwise requires,- 
 “2011 batch Gazetted probationers” means candidates selected in the 2011 

batch Gazetted probationers selection list by the Karnataka Public Service 
Commission; 
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(2) Other words and expressions used but not defined shall have the same 
meaning as defined in the Karnataka State Civil Services Act, 1978.  

3. Validation of selection of 2011 batch Gazetted Probationers.-
Notwithstanding anything contained in any judgment, decrees or order of any court, 
Tribunal or Authority to the contrary and in order to provide Justice to the 2011 
batch Gazetted probationers for their no fault, it is hereby enacted as follows:- 

(a) 2011 batch Gazetted probationers selection made by the Karnataka Public 
Service Commission shall be valid in accordance with law; 

(b) All orders issued on 15.10.2013 and 14.08.2014 by the State Government 
withdrawing the recruitment process of 2011 batch Gazetted probationers 
shall stand cancelled. 

(c) The State Government shall take immediate steps to issue appointment 
orders to 2011 batch Gazetted probationers as per the Karnataka Public 
Service Commission selection list. 

(d) All appointments of 2011 batch Gazatted Probationers shall be within the 
extent and in accordance with the provisions of rule 18 of the Karnataka 
Civil Services (General Recruitment) Rules, 1977. The seniority of the 2011 
batch Gazatted Probationers shall come into force on their date of report to 
the respective post in accordance with the provisions of this Act. The 2011 
batch Gazatted Probationers shall not be eligible for the retrospective 
seniority at any time. The 2011 batch Gazatted Probationers shall not 
claim seniority retrospectively as matter of right at any time. 

(e) No suit or other proceeding shall be maintained or confirmed in any court 
or any Tribunal or before any Authority for the review of any such 
appointment made in accordance with the provisions of this Act. 

(f) No court shall enforce any decree or order to direct the review of any such 
cases contrary to the provisions of this Act. 
 

4. Power to remove difficulties.-If any difficulty arises in giving effect to the 
provisions of this Act, the State Government may by General or Special order make 
such provisions as appears it to be necessary or expedient to remove difficulty. 
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STATEMENT OF OBJECTS AND REASONS 

 Whereas in Notification dated 03.11.2011, applications were invited by the 
Karnataka Public Service Commission from eligible candidates for filling up of 362 
Group-A and Group-B posts. The Preliminary Examination was conducted on 
22.04.2012. The main examination was held from 15.12.2012 to 06.01.2013. 
Result of the examination, was published on 21.03.2013. 

Whereas Karnataka Public Service Commission had conducted the interviews 
of qualified candidates from 07.05.02013 to 27.05.2013. When the Viva-Voce had 
been conducted, a candidate by name Dr. Mythri H.P.S. had made a complaint to 
the then Advocate General on 28.05.2013, in this process, it was alleged that she 
[Dr. Mythri H.P.S] was eliminated and the candidate below her, was selected to the 
post of the Assistant Commissioner. She also alleged that demands were made by 
Dr. Mangala Sridhar, Member, KPSC to pay bribe in order to ensure her selection.  

Whereas pursuant thereto, a FIR was registered in the Vidhana Soudha Police 
Station for the offences under Sections 341, 120-B, 418, 4230, 465 of IPC and 
Section 7 of the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988. The Government, by order 
dated 27.06.2013, directed the investigation to be conducted by the C.I.D. In 
furtherance, the C.I.D. after investigation had submitted a preliminary/interim 
report on 10.09.2013 

Whereas based on the interim report, the Government issued Government 
Order dated 15.10.2013/14.08.2014 cancelling the results of the main competitive 
examination as also the Viva-Voce and directing the Karnataka Public Service 
Commission to revaluate the answer script of the main written examination and to 
conduct Viva-Voce, strictly in accordance with the recommendations of  HOTA 
Committee. 

Whereas in the meantime some of the candidates had challenged the action of 
the Government, by order dated 15.10.2013, by filing Applications before the 
Karnataka Administrative Tribunal. Slowly, all the affected candidates preferred 
applications before the Tribunal and the Tribunal granted an ‘interim order’ 
directing the State Government  not to notify for the ‘362 posts’ which was a subject 
matter of the 2011 Selection List, till the disposal of the applications. 

Whereas during the pendency of the proceedings before the Karnataka 
Administrative Tribunal, CID had submitted its final report and in its ‘final report’ 
had concluded that the officials, who are the then Member of the Karnataka Public 
Service Commission shown as Accused Nos. 9 to 16 had entered into criminal 
conspiracy and had misused the official machinery to do favours for candidates 
seeking to be appointed as Group-A and B employees under the 2011 Notification. 
The said 8 Accused persons have obtained illegal gratifications from various 
candidates and had misused their office to grant appointments for such illegal 
gratification and thereby had committed the offences under Sections 120-B, 166, 
167 of IPC R/w Section 13 (1) (d) and 13 (2) Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 and 
Section 37 of IPC. 

Whereas it is pertinent to note here that; although the names of certain 
candidates find a place in the ‘charge sheet’ for having maintained telephonic 
contact with some of the Accused, none of them have, themselves been names as 
Accused either in the charge sheet or in the FIR. 

Whereas the Karnataka Administrative Tribunal, in the meantime, had 
proceeded to hear the matter on merit. After hearing the matter, the Tribunal by its 
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order dated 19.10.2016, allowed the Applications and quashed the Government 
Order dated 14.08.2014. The Tribunal thereafter directed the State of Karnataka to 
issue orders of appointment to the Applicants in terms of the provisions of Rule 
11(3) of ‘1997’ Rules, within a period of two months from the date receipt of the 
copy of the order.  

Whereas a perusal of the said charge sheet would show that, none of the 
candidates who are either selected or had participated in the selection process have 
been named as Accused persons. The gist of the charge sheet filed by the C.I.D 
discloses that there is a commission of offence of criminal conspiracy by the 
Chairman, Members and staff and some middlemen to favour certain candidates 
who are otherwise ineligible or less meritorious by accepting illegal gratifications. 
Who these candidates are, is not pointedly forthcoming in the report of the C.I.D.  

Whereas where these candidates have paid illegal gratification to the 
Members or the middlemen is also not very forthcoming in the charge sheet. In any 
view of the matter, this is an aspect to be established before the Court of law after a 
full fledged trial. In pursuance to this order dated 17.03.2017 the State Government 
has directed Heads of Departments to issue appointed after verification procedure. 
Whereas Director, Municipal Administration issued appointment order to 18 
candidates. On 27.03.2017on the 03.04.2017 the RDPR Department has issued 
appointment orders to 60 candidates.    

Whereas this apart, prima-facie the CID Report does not appear to point 
fingers at any of the other candidates who have participated in the Selection 
process and form part of the select list. Therefore, the present issue throws up a 
very pertinent question as to what should be the fate of those candidates against 
whom there is no allegation or against whom nobody can point a finger of doubt or 
suspicion. As is being pointed out, can these candidates who have apparently 
undergone certain struggle/put in efforts to participate and get through the 
selection process, be punished for no fault of theirs (without establishing their 
involvement), by holding that the entire list is vitiated due to the conduct of a few 
persons, if at all, any aspersions can be cast against their conduct.  

Whereas mere allegations of malpractice and commission of offences, would 
not be sufficient or justify the end result of cancelling the appointments in respect 
of all the candidates. It is only after the due process of law; is undertaken and when 
an enquiry or investigation reaches its logical conclusion, which is when it is so 
established and approval made by a Court of the land, can it be said that the time 
is right to penalize the delinquent or the offender.  

Whereas the State has initiated (on finding some prima facie materials) and 
awaited these proceedings to reach their logical and final conclusion; failing which, 
it would defeat the very ends of justice to penalize the candidates who find a place 
in select list. No member of KPSC or no Candidates has been proved guilty of 
allegation or convicted in any court of trial.   

In writ Petition 13617-13627/2017 Renukambike R and Others Vs the State 
of Karnataka challenging the order of KAT Hon;ble Division Bench of High Court on 
09.03.2018 allowed the writ petition and upheld the G.O. Dated 04.08.2014.  
date 09.03.2018 as held as follows;- 

“52. In the light of above discussion, we are of the considered view that, 
the Administrative Tribunal erred in substituting its opinion and 
therefore, the impugned judgment quashing State Government’s  
decision to withdraw the is wholly unsustainable. Consequently, 
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direction  to the State Government to issue appointment orders to the 
selected candidates is also rendered unsustainable in law.” 

X X X 

55. Resultantly, these writ petitions eminently deserve to be allowed 
and accordingly: 

a) Writ Petitions No. 13617-13627/2017 & 14529/2017 and writ 
Petition No. 11342/2017 are allowed; 

b) Common order dated 19.10.2016 passed by the Karnataka State 
Administrative Tribunal, Bangalore, in Applications No. 6268/2014 to 
6395/2017 c/w 6432/2014 to 6444/2014 &6598/2014, 7464/2014, 
7941/2014 to 7946/2014, 7950/2014 to 7966/2014, 7967/2014, 
7968/2014, 7969/2014, 9112/2014 to 9126/2014, 9592/2014 to 
9610/2014 and 8298/2015, is quashed. 

c) Un-official Note, C£À¢üPÀÈvÀ n¥ÀàtÂ À̧ASÉå: ¹D¸ÀÄE 139 ¸ÉÃ¯ÉÆÃ Ȩ́Ã 2016 dated 

17.03.2017, issued by  Deputy Secretary, DPAR (Services), Government 
of Karnataka, is quashed; 

d) Official Memorandum, C¢üPÀÈvÀ eÁÕ¥À£À ¸ÀASÉå: 19457 rJAJ 32 PÉJAJJ¸ï 2016-

17 dated 27.03.2017, issued by Director, Municipal Administration, 
Bengaluru, is quashed; 

e) All orders of appointment/s issued pursuant to FInal Select List 
dated 21.03.2014 prepared by KPSC are declared illegal and shall stand 
quashed; and 

f) Government Order, ¸ÀPÁðgÀzÀ DzÉÃ±À ¸ÀASÉå: ¹D¸ÀÄE 53 ¸ÉÃ¯ÉÆÃ¸ÉÃ 2014, ¨ÉAUÀ¼ÀÆgÀÄ, 

dated 14.08.2014, withdrawing requisitions issued to KPSC for 
selection of Gazetted Probationers for 2011, and to close selection 
process, is sustained. 

“56. In view of disposal of these writ petitions, I.A.No. 16/2017 (in 
W.Ps. No. 13617-13627/2017 & 14529/2017) for impleadment, filed by 
the applicants claiming to be candidates in 2011 selection, does not 
survive for consideration and is accordingly disposed of.” 

 

In I.A.No. 4/2018 in Writ Petitions No. 13617-13627/2017Renukambike R 
and Others Vs State The Hon’ble High Court in Division bench has held on 13th 
July 2018 as follows; 

“30. For the reasons recorded above, we answer the point No. (i) in the 
affirmative and record our finding that results of written examination 
are vitiated.”  

Re-Point (ii): Whether fresh viva voce can be ordered, if the 
evaluation of answer scripts are not vitiated? 

31. While answering point No. (i), we have recorded that the result of 
written examination are vitiated. In view of the said finding, we answer 
this point in the negative and record that fresh ‘viva voce’ cannot be 
ordered on the basis of existing results of written examination.  
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  Re-Point (iii): Whether fresh evaluation of answer scripts 
can be ordered, if written examination results are vitiated? 

32. While considering this option, it is necessary to take note following 
aspects: 

 that recruitment process in question is for Gazetted 
Probationers, 2011; 

  that the preliminary written examination was conducted on 
22.04.2012; 

 that the written examination (main) was conducted between 
15.12.2012 to 06.01.2013; 

 reckoned from any angle, nearly 8 years have elapsed from 
the designated year of recruitment and 5 1/2  years from the 
date of written examination  

33. Thus, keeping in view the facts of this case and the time lapse, we 
are of the clear opinion that, it is not a fit case to direct re-evaluation of 
answer scripts.  

On 13.08.2018: New SLP was filed by Mythri VS the State of Karnataka 
bearing the dairy no:  30195/2018 before Supreme Court challenging 
the Hon’ble division bench high court order dated 13.07.2018 and 
Supreme Court ordered as follows:- 

we are not inclined to interfere with the impugned judgment and 
order. concequently the SLP is dismissed.” 

 

Whereas the State Government filed a new SLP (Dairy No-21729/2019) before 
the Hon’ble Supreme Court challenging the high court order dated 13.07.2018, The 
Hon’ble Supreme Court. In this case has ordered as follows:- 

“We are not inclined to interfere with impugned order(s) passed by the 
High Court the SLP are accordingly, dismissed.” 

 Pending interlocutory applications forms are disposed”.  

 Having examined the above judgments it is apparent that the Hon’ble High 
Court has relied in arriving at such decision based on the interim report of the CID. 
Unless the tainted candidates are segregated and a detail investigation are held and 
proved guilty in the court of law after due trail it may not be proper to hold the 
examination as vitiated. Whereas in respect of untainted candidates their sincere 
efforts has to be respected and their legitimate expectation for having appointed 
shall be honoured.    

 It was also bound duty on the State Legislature under article 323(2) of the 
Constitution to annul the withdrawal of requisition made to KPSC before issue of 
Government order dated 15.10.2013 on the basis of an interim investigation report 
of the CID.       

 It is  apparent from para 45 of the High Court judgment in Renukambe Vs. 
State of Karnataka case dated 9th March 2018 which reads as follows; 

“45. In the light of facts recorded by the CID in it’s investigation report, 
we are of the view that there is no error in exercise of their powers 
under the transaction of business by the State Government in 
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withdrawing the requisition given to the State Public Service 
Commission.”  

Here, in this case the very basis of the judgments in the vitiating the 
examination process based on the CID interim report itself is misleading. Hence, 
the Government Orders dated 15.10.2013 and 14.08.2014 respectively suffer from 
severe procedural infirmity and have no sanctity in the eyes of law especially in view 
of the ratio laid down by the Apex Court in the case of Babu Varghese v. Kerala 
State Bar Council reported in 1999(3) SCC 422, which reads as follows:- 

 “It is the basic principle of law long settled that if the manner of doing a 
particular act is prescribed under any Statute, the act must be done in that manner 
or not at all. The origin of this rule is traceable to the decision in Taylor VS Taylor 
(1875) 1Ch.D 426 which was followed by Lord Roche in Nazir Ahmad VS King 
Emperor AIR 1936 PC 253 who stated as under: 

“Where a power is given to do certain thing in a certain way, the thing in a 
certain way, the thing must be done in that way or not at all.” 

 Now therefore, it is considered necessary to bring a legislation to annul the 
action taken by the previous Government without proper approval of the State 
Legislature  and thereby as a resultant the decision of the Hon’ble High Court in 
this regard. 

 Whereas the charges made on the candidates in the trail court has reached 
the logical end and no member of KPSC or candidate has been proved guilty of any 
offence or convicted in any court of trail.  

It is also pertinent to State that the decision of the High Court leads to 
violation of the Article 14 and 16 of Constitution of India. 

 Whereas in view of all above matters it is considered necessary to validate the 
recruitment orders issued by the Government to 2011 Gazetted probationers and to 
legalise the selection list. 

Hence the Bill. 
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