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PCR No.28t2024

COMPLAINT LTNDER SECTION 2OO OF CRPC READ WITH SECTION 223
OF BNSS

Icode of criminal Procedure hereinafter referred to as 'crpc']
[ndian Penal Code hereinafter referred to as 'lpC']
[The Bharatiya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita hereinafter referred to as 'BNSS')
[The Bharatiya Nyaya Sanhita hereinafter referred to as ,BNS

The Complainant most humbly submits as follows:

l. The addresses of the parties for the purpose of issuance of summons and
notices from this Hon'ble Court is as shown in the cause title. The
Complainant may also be served through his Counsels, Sri. Vasantha
Kumara & Associates, O/at #91, lst Floor, 5th Block, Serpentine Road,
Near Thallam Residency, Kumara park west, Bengaluru s60 020, pu,
9480300045, email ID:advocatevasanthakumara@gmail.com

2. The Complainant is a public spirited person and a social worker who has
pursued various causes in the'interest of society at large. The Complainant
is also a well-known journalist, film maker and a celebrated film diiector.

BACKGROLND OF THE CASE

3. To begin with, as per the revenue documenis avallable, in the year of 1935,
one late Sri. Ning a @ Jawara had purchased 3 Acres 16 Guntas of land sy.
no. 464 of Kasare village, Kasaba hobli, Mysuru taluk by way of auction
and consequently clalmed ownership thereto. Thereafter his name is
reflecting in the RTC of the said survey number. The copy of the sale
certificate and the RTC standing in the name of late Sri. Ninga is appended
to this Petition and marked as Document no. I & 2.

4. Further on 27.10.1968, the three sons of late Sri. Nidfiq.namely - Sri.
Mallaiah, Sri. Mylaraiah and Srl. Devaraju executed u r.ffined reiinquish
deed. whereby sri. Mallaiah and Sri. Devaraju relinquis-ffiheir righis in
sy. no. 462 and 464 to their brother Sri. Mylaiaiah. fir...uif.r the said Sri.
Mylaraiah became the true owner of the said property as per the documents.
The copy of the registered relinquish deed is marked-and produced herewith
as Document no. 3. ]



6.

5. Thereafter it appears from the documents that within a lapse of few years,

i.e in the year of 1973, the said Sri. Mylaraiah executed a mortgage deed

dated 13.08.1973 in favor of one late Sri. Venkatappa with respect to 34
l6G of land in sy. no.464 and 37G of land in sy. no.462 for a consideration

to the tune of Rs. 1,000/-. The copy of the said mortgage deed is produced

herewith as Document no. 4

The Government of Karnataka in the year 1991 by exercising the powers

conferred on it under section 7l of the Karnataka Urban Development

Authorities Act, 1987 (hereinafter referred to as the'Act'] has brought into

force the, 'Karnataka Urban Development Authorities (Incentive Scheme

for voluntary surender of land) Rules, 1991 (hereinafter referred to as the

'1991 Rules']. They have come into force pursuant to the Government Order

dated 29.1.1994 retrospectively from thb year 1991. The said Rules have

laid down a framework facilitating the allotment of compensatory sites to

the landowners who have voluntarily surrendered the sites to concerned

Urban Development Authority. The Annexure to the said Rules have

formulated scheme for allotment of compensatory sites in proportion to the

extent of land acquired by the jurisdictional Urban Development Authority.

The copy of the said Rules is produced as Document no. 5 for the kind

perusal of this Hon'ble Court.

Thereafter on27.O8.lg92,the said Smt. Puttamm4 Wo. Sri. Venkatappa,

executed a registered mortgrge release deed for 37G of land in sy. no- 462

and 3A 16G of land in sy. no. 464 of Kasare village, Kasaba hobli, Mysuru

Taluk, in favour of Sri. M Manjunatha Swamy, who is none other than the

son of late Sri. Mylaraiah. The copy of the said deed is marked and produced

herewith as Document no. 6.

8. Thereafter, in a very short period of time, the Government of Karnataka

under the provisions of the Land Acquisition Act has issued notification for
' acquisition of land for the development of Devanuru 3rd phase layout by

thg, Mysuru Urban Development Authority ('MUDA' for short) wherein 3,{

16G of land in sy. no. 464 found a place. But however for the reasons best

known to the offrcials MUDA, the name of late Sri. Ninga, who was

deceased at the time of issuance of Preliminary Notification gets reflected

therein. ';;-ff'*.

9. The Accused no. 4 who had relinquished his rights "ffi#. no. 462 & 464

of Kasare village in the year 1968 itself and thereby dt&not have any title

over the said property. But however and with a malafide intention to

unlawfully enrich himself, on 13.08.1996 writes to the then Minister of
Urban Development wherein he has stated f'ultSh*d-ggd suppressed

7.



ma the said land from the

acquisition proceedings. 
- 
Accordingly the Commissioner of MUDA

.^-^Ll^
ffi;-* r i,n ir,. Accused no. 4, Jn lo.og. lggT by assigning-untenable

reasons communicated to the Government the decision of MUDA to not

acquire the land in question. The copy of the requisition made by Accused

no. 4 and the communication madl-by the Commissioner of MUDA is

annexed as Document no. 7 andT'1 respectively'

1O.Further, very strangely after the initiation of the acquisition proceedings Sri'

Mallaiah S/o. Nirigr, Sri. Manjunath Swamy S/o. Mylaraiah and Smt'

Puttagowramma W7o. late Sri. Mylariah have consented to change the katha

of 3A t6G of land in sy. no. 464 and37G of land in sy' no' 462 in favor of

the Accused no. 4.Then on the said Accused person merely based on the

revenue entries in his favor has claimed ownership of the said land in sy'

no.464.The copy of the said documents produced herewith as Document

no. 8 and 8.1 resPectivelY.

I l.Thereafter the acquisition proceedings with respect to the land for Devanuru

3rd phase layout continued and Final Notification came to be issued on

20.08. lggT and even compensation award was determined in the name of

late Sri. Ninga who was deceased by then which was deposited in the

jurisidicational Court. The copy of the firyl-Notification 
and the Award

passed and the Award notices aut.o 28.08.1997,30.03.1998 and the Award

are produced along with the coqrplaint as Document no. 9, 10' 11, 11'1 and

11.2 resPectivelY.

l2.Furtherthe Government of Karqrataka issued a notification dated 18.05.1998

whereby inter alia the 34 16G of land in s1. no. 464 was de-notified from

the acquisition proceedings. During the reibvant time period, the Accused

no. 1 was servirg ut the Deputy Cnief Minister of Karnataka from 1996 to

lgggand also urih. Mysuru District Incharge Minister..The de-notification

order came to be purr.d by the in funherance of a conspiracy hatched by

Accused no. 1 to 4 for theii unlawful enrichment and the said Accused also

gained pecuniary advantage for passing the said order' The copy of the De-

iotification is annexed to the Complainant as Document no' 12'

l3.Notwithstanding the fact the land in issue was de;1rotified by the

Govemment of Karnataka, as per the available documentsrpfrdisputedly the

said land in sy. no. 464 was developed by the MUDA .f$fllt
n-----^----. ,r-r DL^-^ l^.rnrrr anr{ nqfrrrellv narks roadS and $feS

q#th. purPose of

Devanuru 3rd Phase layout and naturally parks, roads and $ES were formed

therein. Moreover by the year of 2003, several sites in the said layout were

allotted by MUDA. fne documents by the MUDA refldcting the sites

formed and allotted in the said land are marked and produced herewith as

Document no. 13.



l4.Further the Accused persons fully aware of the facts stated in the foregoing
paragraphs, on 25.08.2004 the Accused no. 4 Sri. Devaraju, S/o. Ninga
claiming to the owner of 34. 16G of land in sy. no. 464 of Kesare village,
Kasaba hobli, Mysuru Taluka sold the said land through a registered sale

deed to Accused no. 3 Sri. B. M. Mallikarjuna Swamy, who is none other

than the brother-in-law of the current Hon'ble Chief Minister of Kamataka,
Sri. Siddaramaiah. It is also pertinent to note that the said sale deed does not
contain any particulars of the flow of title with respect to the said property.
Adding thereto during the Accused no. I was serving as the Deputy Chief
Minister of Karnataka from 2004-06. The Accused no. 4 without having
marketable title to alienate the land, with the aid and connivance of the

Accused no. I executed a false sale deed in favour of the family member of
Accused no. l. This is serious case of an economic offence Involving blatant
comrption at the higher rungs of executive and political power. The copy of
said sale deed is marked and produced herewith as Document no. 14.

l5.Immediately thereafter the land use of 3,A. l6G of land in sy. no. 464 from
agriculture to non-agricultural purposes. This was done with the aid of the

Former Deputy Commissioner, Sri. Selvakumar IAS and Former Tahsildar,
Sri. Malige Shankar. At the cost of repetition, even though the land was

already being used by the MUDA, the Accused persons conspiring with
other officials, created false and ioncocted documents by conspiring with
the other Accused persons to illegally grab the land. The said Accused
persons clandestinely creat4ld fake site inspection reports and conversion

order at the directions given by the Accused no. 1. The copy of site

Inspection report and conversion order passed by the Deputy Commissioner
is marked and produced herewith as Document no. 15, 15.1 & 16 along with
the Complaint. :

16.In the land use conversion order passed by the then Deputy Commissioner,
it is stated that the Accused no. 4 has filed an agreeftlent mentioning that the

Accused no. 4 will use the land purpose mentioned in the said order. But
the said affidavit is post- dated, without the signatures of the Deponent and

the witnesses, which prima facie disclosed the shows the comrption and

fraud played by the Accused no. I and the Government Officials. The copy
of the agreement is produced herewith as Document no. 17.

17.In the meanwhile the Government of Karnatut u i4"1g.isg of the powers

conferred by section 35 and 36 read with section 7f qf&p Act, section 55

of the Land Acquisition Act, 1894 and section 2l bftlie Mysore General

Clauses Act, 1899, has made 'Karnataka Urban Development Authorities
(Allotment of Sites in lieu of Compensation for the Land Acquired) Rules,

2009 lhereinafter referred to as the '2009 Rules'1. The Intention of the
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Government in enacting these Rules was to speed up the land acquisition
process free from litigation. These Rules entitled the owner of the land to
receive compensation in the form of residential sites proportionately
accounting for not less than 35 per cent and not more than 50 per cent of the
land reserved for residential purpose in the layout. The copy of the said
Rules as amended by the Notification No. UDD TTP 2014, dated
11.02,2015 is marked and produced herewith as Docunrent no. 18.

lS.Further in the year of 2010 vide registered gift deed dated 06.10.2010,
Accused no. 3 has bequeathed the land in sy. no. 464 to his sister, Smt.

Parvathy Accused no. 2 who is none other than the wife of Accused no. 1 .

In the gift deed very conveniently the land use is mentioned as agricultural
land even though documents relating to the change in land use was illegally
created. This is to hood wink the registration process. Since the Accused
persons failed to obtain the katha in the narire of Accused no. 2, the land is
not shown as converted land in the gift deed for the want of katha and other
necessary documents during the registration process. The Accused persons

have illegally executed the sale deed and the gift deed of the said land in sy.

no. 464 in order to snatch the residential plots from MUDA. The copy of
the said gift deed is marked and produced herewith as Document no. 19.

l9.This being the case, once again wh.en Accused no. I became the Chief
Minister of Kamataka in 2013,the attempt to grab the MUDA sites regained
momentum and acting according to the illegal plan, the Accused no. 2, Smt.
Parvathy, from 2014 onwardsqstarted to make representations to MUDA
requesting allotment of compensatory sites for allegedly using the land in
sy. no. 464 for the development of Devanuru 3rd phase layout which was
earlier de-notified in the year of 1998. The copies ofthe representation made
by the Accused no.2 is annexed to this Complaint and marked as Document
no.20.

2O.Further on 14.07.2021, the Sri. Natesh. D. B, the Ex-Commissioner of
MUDA writes to the Government of Karnataka seeking directions and
clarification for allotment of compensatory land in view of the resolution
passed by the MUDA on 15.12.2017 and 30.12.2017. The copy of the
communication made by the said Commissioner is produced along with the
Complaint as Document no.2I.

21.Even before receiving any clarification from the Gover *u registered
relinquishment deed dated 25.11.2021 was expcuted by @\ccused no. 2
in favour of MUDA thereby relinquishing her purported ffits on the land
in sy. no.464. By executing this sham deed the Accused persons committed
fraud in order to receive the compensatory sites. Even though the deed states

that the compensatorv land is alleeedl ted under the 1991 Rules, but



the matter of fact is that the land was granted under the 50:50 ratio under
the 2009 Rules. The copy of the registered relinquish deed is annexed at
Documentno.22.

22.Further the 30.12.2021, the the Sri. Natesh. D. B, the Ex- Commissioner of
MUDA who was serving as the Commissioner of MUDA passed an illegal
order wherein it was ordered to provide compensatory land to the Accused
no. I in the benami name of Accused no. 2, under the 50:50 ratio of 2009
Rules to the tune of 38,284 sq. ft. of land. This order was made unlawfully
and illegally on the instructions of Accused no. 1. This illegal order was
passed even though there was no clarification or direction given by the
Government for the communication dated 14.07.2021 made by the sald
Commissioner himself. The unlawful act of the Commissioner of MUDA is
utter violation of section 13(2)(a) of the Act The copy of the said order is
marked and produced herewith as Documentno.23.

23.Furtherrnore, under the influence of Accused no. 1, Sri. Natesh. D. B, the
Ex-Commissioner of MUDA allotted 14 sites in the prime locations of
Mysuru City by passing illegal resolutions to suit their requirements and
also in gross violations of various Rules framed under the Karnataka Urban
Development Authorities Act, 1987. The copy of the allotment letters are

marked and produced herewith asDocument no.24.

24.Further on 12.01 .2L22the Accused no. 2 without assigning any special and
bonafide reasons sought folregistration of the sites allotted by the MUDA
at the Govemment Guest House, near Mini Vidhana Soudha, Mysuru. The
Accused no. 1 by using exerting his political influence over the officials and

by sheer abuse of power atthe Sub registrar, he was successful in getting 14

sites registered in the name of his wife.at the Guest House itself. Later on
the very same day, sale deeds for the l4'sites were executed by resorting to
illegal methods in favor of Smt. Parvathy. The copy of the sale deeds and

the requisition made by the Accused no. 2 are.,marked and produced
herewith as Document no. 25 and26.

25.The Urban Development Department of Government of Karnataka Issued

directions on 14.03.2023 to the Commissioner, MUDA whereby he was

. called upon to stop further allocation of compensatory sites till guidelines
regarding the same were formulated. The reasons cited for issuing the

aforesaid direction is that the sites were being allotte{.tn,contravention to
the Allotment of Site Rules, 1991. The copy of the sai{frfrection is marked
and produced herewith as Documentno.2T.

26.TheGovernment of Karnataka taking note of the illegal iesolutions passed

the MUDA which were passed to suit few interested persons,
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exercising the powers conferred under section 67 of the Act, passed an order
dated 27.10.2023 thereby cancelling the resolution dated 14.09.2020. The

illegal resolution passed by MUDA which gave effect to the 50:50 ratio for
allotment of the compensatory sites under the 2009 Rules was not even

questioned by the then MUDA Commissioner. The copy of the Government
Order dated 27.10.2023 is produced herewith as Document no. 28.

27.1n the meanwhile, since numerous complaints were received by the

Government, filed against the irregularities committed within MUDA, the

Government set up a Technical Committee to conduct a detailed enquiry
into the allegations and thereafter to file a report. The Technical Committee
by vide letter dated 03.1 I .2023 submitted a detailed report thereby bringing
to the notice of the Government the huge corruption involved and fraud
played by the MUDA officials. The report of the Technical Committee is
marked and produced herewith as Document'no.29.

28.The Deputy Commissioner of Mysuru on receiving complaints from a
former Assistant Director, MUDA, going by the name Sri. Natraj PS, issued

show cause notices dated 04.1 I .2023 and 09.1 I .2023 to the MUDA
Commissioner at the relevant point of time, calling him upon to answer the

serious allegations of fraud, corruption and malpractices committed by him,

The copy of the said show cause notices are marked and produced herewith
as Document no. 30.

2g.Pursuant thereto, the Deputy Cgmmissioner of Mysuru, took note of the

illegal resolution dated 20.11.2020 passed by the MUDA whereby a

decision was taken to allot compensatory sites under the 50:50 scheme.

Hence the Deputy Commissioner called upon the MUDA Commissioner
vide letter dated 09.1 L2023 to stop the allotment of the sites under the said

ratio forthwith. The copy of the letter dated 09.1 1 .2023 is marked and

produced herewith as Document no. 31.

30.Further the erstwhile Deputy Commissioner of Mysuru District on

27.11.2023, being fully satisfied by the fact that there was enornous
irregularities committed by the officials of MUDA, urged the Government
of Karnataka to conduct a thorough enquiry into the serious allegations
made against considering the magnitude of the scam involved and the loss

caused to the Government. The copy of the communication made by the

erstwhile Deputy Commissioner is appended to this.-pomplaint as

Document no. 32.

OVERT ACTS BY TIfi ACCUSED



31.The Accused no. I who held office of po*.
of Karnataka in the year 1996 to 1999 for the first term, hatched a plan by
conspiring with the Accused no. 2 to 5 in order to knock of the properties
belonging to the MUDA.

32.Pursuant to the publication of the Final Notification in the Offici al Gazette,
the land in sy. no. 464 was already acquired and was in ownership anj
possession of MUDA. The Accused no. 1 being fully aware of the said fact,
by influencing the officials and abusing his power in office as the Deputy
chief Minister and In-charge Minister of Mysuru District, u.ry
conveniently got only the property in sy. no.464 de-notified with an ulterior
motive of grabbing the Government land in the future.

33.The process of de-notification is filled with malafides, comrpt and illegality
for the reason that even though the sy. no. 462 does not find a place in the
Final Notification, the same is de-notified along with sy. no.464.This prima
facie shows that the whole procedure was scripted by the conspiracy of tn.
Accused persons in order to snatch the Government rand.

34.After demitting office as the Deputy Chief Minister of the State, the
Accused no. 1 played safe and did not pursue the matter. After a lapse of l6
years once again when the Accused no. I regained the power as the Deputy
Chief Minister of Kamatakain2O04,the conspiracy and the Illegal acts re-
surfaced. The Accused no. 1 thinking it would be the right time to speed up
the process and wield power-ever the Government Officials, executed a sale
deed in benami name of his brother in law - Accused no. 3 which was later
gifted to his wife Accused no. 2 as a benami property. The Accused no. 4
who did not have the ownership and title over the land in sy. no. 464 by
conspiring with the Accused no. I and hisfamily members exicuted a sham
sale deed. The Accused no. I is guilty of exploitation and misuse or abuse
of the office for personal gain.

35.The Accused no. I later in order to change the land use of the benami
property purchased in the name of Accused no. 4, created false and
fabricated documents in active connivance with the Deputy Commissioner
of Mysuru District and other public servants at the relivant point of time.
Even before the false sale deed was executed, the land in sy. no. 464 was
already developed and sites were allotted. But the Accused no. I in
connivance with Government officials created false,afud..nivolous site
inspection reports and other public documents. The ddiim.nts were so
created to benefit the Illegal cause of the Accused no. i'ifne conversion
order dated 15.07.2005 is also a fabricated document as eould be seen on
the face of it. Interalia in the said order it is mentioned that the Accused no.
4 has filed an affidavit swea4ng that the Accused no. 4 will use the land for
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the purpose mentioned in the said order. But the said affrdavit is post-dated,
which prima facie disclosed the comrption and fraud played by the Accused
no. I and the Government Officials.

36.Later once the land was gifted to Accused no. 2 she made several
representations at the aid and assistance of Accused no. l, seeking allotment
of compensatory sites illegally.

37 .The son of Accused no. l, Sri. Yatindra who being the ex-officio member
of MUDA by virtue of him being the Member of Legislative Assembly from
Varuna Constituency, had influenced several discussions, decisions and
resolutions passed by MUDA to suit their requirements and thereby illegally
grabbed the land in the garb of receiving compensatory sites. It is pertinent
to note that when he was the MLA of Varuna Constituency, he misused and
abused his powers influenced the decisions'of the MUDA by acting Illegally
in connivance of the then Commissioner of MUDA and other officials.

38.In spite of several orders issued by the Government of Karnataka and the
current Deputy Commissioner of Mysuru District to the MUDA officials to
put an endto ihe allotment of sites and also adverse findings given by the 

I

Technical Committee against the MUDA officials, the Commissioner of
MUDA back then has gone ahead and allotted sites under the 50:50 scheme
even though the sale deed executed by MUDA stipulates that the sites were
allegedly allotted under the l99l Rules. The said Commissioner has
displayed sheer high handednqss by abusing the power and without paying
heed to the above mentioned orders.

39.The Accused no. I has only.paid a nominal consideration amount of Rs.
1,000/- per site while the Rules prescribe payment of full consideration
amount. These corrupt and illegal acts of the Accused no. I in active
involvement of other accused persons have caused huge loss of revenue to
the State Government.

40.The documents appended to the Complaint is sufficient proof that the
Accused no. 1 during the relevant period of time when he was the Deputy
Chief Minister and Chief Minister which are offices of trust and having
taken oath, has misused the trust in order to fulfill their personal goal with
the aid and assistance of his family members and the officials ofthe MUDA.

41.The acts committed by Accused no. I is a clear act of ffii.nu, breach of
trust by ordering de-notification of the land in question, ifhi.t had vested
in the State. The illegal acts of land grabbing by him and his family has
caused loss to the State Ex-chequer to the tune of several crores of rupees
and also has caused loss of more than five thousand crores to the MUDA,



ount for formation of sites in the land in

question.

42.Further, Accused no. t has exercised his power over different officials and

was clearly responsible for illegal allotment of sites in the name of Accused

no.2 in the prime locality of Mysuru.

43.The documents available before the Hon'ble Court reveal misconduct,

violation of various laws, rules, regulations and this is a direct threat to

public Interest, which is nothing but fraud, violations and comrption by the

Accused no. I and his family members in connivance with the officials of

MUDA and Revenue Department including the then Deputy Commissioner.

44.The facts in the present case expose the blatant misuse of public office by

the Accused no. 1 and his family members. They have blatantly misused

their official positions to favour a few influential and highly placed

individuals and have also thereby caused wrongful gain to them and

wrongful loss to the MUDA and the public at large'

45.Such allotments being obnoxious, deflecting the scheme and defeating the

public purpose by albusing public office. Hence it is a fit case to be 
I

investigated by an independent Agency so that the persons responsible for I

the blatant abuse of the power and action can be held liable and the

magnitude of the scam can be determined'
(-

46.Inthe light of the settled legal position, Accused no. 1 and his close aids did

not acqui re any title to the lands sold to them under defective and void title

by Accused no. 4

4T.TheAccused no. 1 is personally and collectively responsible for the actions,

acts and policies Involved in the MLJDA scam. He is accountable and

answerable to the people of the State. His powers and duties are regulated

by the law and the iules. Therefore, he is indictable for conduct or omission,

oi misconduct or misappropriation by him and his officials.

4g.The Accused persons by hatching a criminal conspiracy have altered public

documents, created false record and used false and fabricated documents as

genuine before the concerned authorities and to grab the land belonging to

49.The said persons by way of fraud, have altered publig documents with a

motive to create false documents and create artificial rights on the land

belonging to MUDA. The accused persons are indulged in large scale

fraudulent allotment of MUDA sites. It is seen in this case that, the Accused
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iated the relevant rules

unlawfully enrich themselves' The Accused persons

misrepresentation and playing fraud on the public'

and regulations to
are also guilt of

50. The offence alleged against Accused no. 1 and others is a continuous

process of illegality and com"rpt practice dong over a continuous period of

20 years. tt t;k Ui.tn in the yiar 1998 and finally grew into a giant of

comrption, unlawful enrichment and misappropriation by way of gift deed

in the year 2010 and illegal allotment of sites from MUDA to Accused no'

2In 2022.

51.The Accused 1 to 3 without lawful entitlement on the land in sy' no' 464'

with a view to illegally receive the MUDA sites have abused the process of

law, violated the provisions of the KUDA Act and the Rules made

thereunder and primu-facie the accused by their act of criminal misconduct

have obtain.J'fecrriary advantage to ihemselves' When the erstwhile

Deputy Commissioner Sri. Rajendia IAS-took measures to stop the illegal

all0tment of sites in MUDA and issued show cause notices to the officials

involved in corruption, he was transfened from Mysuru.District only with

a malafide intention to shield the actual culprits involved in the multi crore

MUDA scam.

52.Similar illegal allotments are being done by the MUDA offrcials and other

political ani influential persotrs tf,ereby causing loss to the tune of more

than five thousands crores to the state ex-chequei due to embezzlement and

illegal gratihcation. The above mentioned accused persons by Illegally

allotting thousands of sites have received huge kickbacks. These illegal acts

and corruption has gone into the roots of MUDA since the year 1990' Hence

a detailed investigation and enquiry into the case is necessary'

53.It is pertinent to note that, Complainant on earlier occasion had approached

the Vijay unugiru Police Station, Mysuru wherefor they have issued an

acknowledgement thereby refused to register an FIR' The complainant has

given complaint to the Police Commissioner, Mysuru, the Superintendent

of Police, Mysrr.r, Lokayuktha, Assistant Director General of Police'

Lokayuktha, ihe Directoi General and Inspector General of Police'

Bengaluru and also the Central Bureau of Investigation incompliance with

section 154 and landmark judgement of Priyanka sriva:ta-v? &. Anr vs State

of u.P.& ors. The said Police have not taken any acti@rnd violated the

guidelines of the Apex Court rendered in Lalita Kumaritase' Hence the

complainant had no other go than to approach this YT'b]t :::1.:::::
ffi^",^,f,;;"compraint. Th"e copies of ihe complaint filed before various

investigating agerrcies and th; acknowledgement received is produced

I
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along with the Complaint as Document no. 33, 33.1, 33.2, 33.3, 33.4, 33.5
and 34,34.1.

54.The Complainant has also sworn to an veriffing affidavit which is produced
along with the Complaint in compliance with the procedure lald down in
Priyanka Srivastava & Anr vs State Of U.P.& Ors.

55.Since the Accused no. I is the present Chief Minister of Karnataka, the
Competent Authority to accord sanction for prosecution is His Excellency
the Governor of Karnataka. Accordingly the Complainant has also sought
for the sanction and permission from the Governor under section l9 of the
Prevention of Comrption Act, section 55 ofProhibition of Benami Property
Transaction Act, section 197 of CrPC read with section 218 of BNSS and
under section 200 of CrPC read with section223 of BNSS which is pending
consideration. It is pertinent to note that since the allegations against the
named accused persons are not in relation to any action taken or
recommendation made by Accused no.l or other named accused persons,
there is no requirement of prior permission or approval from the competent
authority under section 17A of Prevention of Comrption Act. This court can
consider the complaint on merits without any legal impediment. The copy
of the same is appended along with the Complaint as Document no. 35.

56.Furtherrnore, the corruption and irregularities committed by the Accused
no. 1 is just a tip of the ice berg. Infact many Government Officials and
others at the relevant pointjn time were actively involved in larger scam
which needs deeper investigation, enquiry and trial in the due course. The
Complainant reserves the right to bring to the notice this Hon'ble such other
details in the due course. \

5T.Admittedly, the Accused no. t has r.-dd at the helm of affairs of the State
of Karnataka. The Accused no. t has served as the Deputy Chief Minister
from 1993-99 and 2004-06, Finance Minister and Chief Minister of
Karnataka from 2013-18 and in the present. Hence naturally the Police
Dep artment o f Karn ataka and other investi gation agenc ie s c oming under the
control of the State Government are refusing to take any sort of action
against the Accused no. 1, his family members and others. However the
Complainant has furnished sufficient materials to prove the acts of criminal
misconduct, comrpt practices, illegal acts and other offences of the beyond
reasonable doubt. In case this Hon'ble Court deems fit tp"fuither investigate
or enquire into the facts of the case, the assistance ffiny investigation
agency not under the control of the State Government rhAy kindly be taken
in the interest ofjustice
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58Jhe A ihable under Section t208' 166'

403. 406, 420,426,465,468,340,351 and other relevant sections of the

Indian Penal Code. The Accused persons are also guilty of committing

ot'fences under section g & 13 Prevention Of Corruption Act, 1988, 3,53 &

54 of The prohibition Of Benami Property Transactions Act, 1988 and 3,4

of Karnataka Land Grabbing Prohibition Act, 20ll

59.That the Accused no. I is a Member of Legislative Assembly (MLA)

Karnataka and the offences alleged are triable by the Special Court under

the pC Act and hence this Hon'ble Court has got jurisdiction to entertain

this complaint and to secure all the accused and to punish them in

accordance with }aw. The Complainant has not filed similar complaint

betbre any other fbrum.

ffHEREFORE, the complainant humbly pray that this Hon'ble court be pleased

to:

I. Take cognizance fbr the offences punishable under Section 120B, 166,

403,40;,420,426,465,468,340,351 and other relevant sections of the

Indian Penal code (61, 198, 314,316, 3 1 8,324,336,340 &.351 ofBNS),

offences punishable under sections 9 & 13 Prevention Of Corruption

Act, 198-8, 3, 53 & 54 of ThB Prohibition Of Benami Property

Transactions Act, 1988 and 3, 4 of Karnatakaland Grabbing Prohibition

Act, 2}ll or hold enquiry or direct the CBI I any independent

investigating agency whiclitoes not come under the State Goverenment

/ Lokayuktha Police Wing to submit a report after inquiry under section

202 ofCrPC read with section 225 of BNSS and secure the presence of

the Accused by issuance df process/summons to the Accused persons

and punish them in accordance with lar&, OR

Refer the complaint under 156(3) of CrPC read with section 175(3) of

BNSS to Police Wing of Lokayuktha for Investigation and to submit

report and take cogniiance and punish them in accordance with law In

the interest ofjustice

II.

toql
cel


