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Clarify stand on Covid norm 
violation at rally: Court to govt

Members of the Panchamasali  Lingayat community held a protest at Freedom Park 
in Bengaluru, demanding reservation, on February 22 |  FILE

E X P R E S S  N E W S  S E R V I C E  @ Bengaluru 

THE Karnataka High Court on Friday direct-
ed the state government to make its stand 
clear on whether violation of  Covid-19 norms 
of  wearing mask, social distancing etc., dur-
ing the Panchamasali rally attracts criminal 
prosecution of  the organisers or not under the 
Karnataka Epidemic Diseases Act as the gov-
ernment had merely collected Rs 10,000 as fine 
from them after the court had earlier ques-
tioned what action was taken against them.

A division bench of  Chief  Justice Abhay 
Shreeniwas Oka and Justice S Vishwajith 
Shetty passed the order during the hearing of  
a PIL filed by Letzkit Foundation and one an-
other with regard to violation of  norms. The 
order was passed after the government in-
formed the court that the BBMP has collected 
fine of  Rs 10,000 from Amaresha Nagur of  
Bagalkot, who is the organiser of  the rally.

Ex-BDA official, IMA directors face charges 
PD Kumar had taken around Rs 5 cr in bribe to influence officials to accept closure report, says CBI

E X P R E S S  N E W S  S E R V I C E  @Bengaluru

THE CBI filed a chargesheet against 
former executive engineer of  Banga-
lore Development Authority (BDA) 
PD Kumar, CEO & MD of  I Monetary 
Advisory (IMA) Mohammed Man-
soor Khan, four IMA directors Ni-
zamuddin Ahmed, Waseem, Naveed 
Ahmed and Nazir Hussain, and 
IMA, before the special court for CBI 
cases in Bengaluru. 

According to the CBI, a bribe of  
around Rs 5 crore was allegedly 
paid in four instalments between 
April and May 2019, by the direc-
tors of  IMA on the instructions of  
Mansoor Khan, as part of  the con-

spiracy hatched between him and 
Kumar, who was then BDA execu-
tive engineer. It was decided that 
the latter would influence 
revenue officials to accept 
the closure report sub-
mitted by the Competent 
Authority, and the then 
assistant commissioner, 
Bengaluru North sub-di-
vision, the CBI has stated. 
The closure report was 
submitted in April 2019 to 
the revenue department.

“Kumar was identified due to his 
old acquaintance with senior offi-
cials of  the revenue department. 
He had demanded `5 crore with a 

promise to ensure acceptance of  
the report,” the CBI has stated. The 
said closure report was not accept-

ed by the then principal 
secretary, revenue depart-
ment, and instead, was 
sent to the law department 
for opinion. Not satisfied 
with the report, he re-
ferred it to the DGP, Kar-
nataka, for further en-
quiry into the matter. 

The CBI has further 
stated that since the work 

was not done, Khan and other IMA 
directors put pressure on Kumar 
to return the bribe amount. “He 
allegedly returned Rs 30 lakh as 

per the IMA’s books of  accounts, 
and also issued two cheques from 
his SB account for Rs 2 crore and
Rs 2.5 crore as security, till the re-
turn of  the remaining bribe 
amount in cash. These two cheques 
issued by Kumar were recovered 
during investigation,” the agency 
has stated. According to the Cen-
tral agency, several WhatsApp 
chats among Kumar, Khan and the 
IMA directors about file move-
ment, gate digital access logs show-
ing different entry, and statements 
of  several witnesses have been col-
lected as evidence.The CBI had reg-
istered four cases in the multi-crore 
IMA scam. 

Relief for Viren, HC sets aside 
orders passed by Special Court
E X P R E S S  N E W S  S E R V I C E  @ Bengaluru

THE Karnataka High Court on 
Friday set aside two separate or-
ders passed by a trial court direct-
ing Virendra Khanna, an ac-
cused in sandalwood drug case, to 
furnish the password, passcode of  
his phone, email account, and also 

to undergo a pol-
ygraph test.

Partly allow-
ing the petition 
filed by Khanna, 
Justice Suraj 
Govindaraj set 
aside both the or-
ders of  the Spe-
cial Court for 

NDPS Cases, issued on September 
14 and 24, 2020. 

Justice Govindaraj said that the 
examination of  a smartphone or 
an email account is in the nature 
of  a search, and it cannot be done 
without a search warrant. “The 
trial court, by merely directing the 
petitioner to cooperate with the in-
vestigating agency, cannot con-
strain him to provide details such 
as password, passcode, biometrics, 
etc., for opening the smartphone 
or an email account, much less 
without recording the reasons for 
it. The process and procedures will 
have to be followed”, the judge 

said, while reserving liberty to the 
prosecution to file necessary appli-
cations before the trial court.

On the polygraph test, the judge  
said it ought to have taken into 
consideration the decision of  the 
Supreme Court in Selvi’s case. 
Mere silence of  the said person 
does not amount to consent. If  a 
person were to refuse the adminis-
tration of  a polygraph, no such 
test can be administered and, even 
if  it is, the test result cannot be 
considered by a court of  law.  

In this case, Khanna having not 
consented to a polygraph test and, 
in fact, having challenged it, refus-
ing the administration thereof, 
had categorically indicated that he 
does not wish to be subjected to a 
polygraph test, the judge noted. 

HC junks PIL 
questioning 
SC/ST Act
The High Court on Friday 
dismissed a PIL 
questioning the validity 
of the Scheduled Castes 
and Scheduled Tribes 
(Prevention of 
Atrocities) Act, 1989. The 
petition filed by 
Mahendra Kumar Mitra, 
claimed to be a social 
worker and president of 
Dr Ambedkar Scheduled 
Castes Federation from 
Raichur, had contended 
the Act was in violation 
of Article 14 and Article 17 
of the Constitution.  

Apparently, there are no rules 
formulated by the police department 

regarding the manner of carrying out a 
search or for preservations of the 

evidence gathered during the search in 
respect of smartphone, electronic 

equipment or email account.  It would be 
in the interest of all the stakeholders 

that detailed guidelines are prepared by 
the police in relation to the same. 

Justice Suraj Govindaraj


