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S BELHL BHME: The St
preme Court has issued
notice to the Enforcement
Directorate and the Income
Tax authorities on a plea by
former minister D K Shiva-
kumar to quash the proceed-
ings initiated against himina
money laundering case.

Abench of Justices Rohin-
ton F Nariman and S Ravin-

ira Bhat restrained both the
agencies from taking any
coercive action against the
senior Congress leader.

The court sought a re-
sponse from both the agen-
cies on a special leave peti-
tion filed by the seven-time
MLA against the Karnataka
High Court’s order of August
29, 2019 that had declined to
grant any relief to him.

On Friday, the court had
dismissed the ED's pleca
against the bail granted to
Shivakumar by the Delhi
High Court on October 23,
The court also expressed
strong displeasure after it
was pointed out that the ED
hadlifted paragraphs fromits
petition filed against P Chid-
amabaram, and described
Shivakumaras former Union
Homeand Finance Minister.

“Issue notice, No coercive
action shall be taken against
the petitioner in the mean-
while,” the court ordered,
admitting his petition for
consideration. The court de-
cidedtotake up Shivalarmar's
matter along with a petition
filed by Bengaluru-based
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bus‘;esémah ;'{nd co-accused
Sunil Kumar Sharma, He had
already been granted protec-
tion from arrest or any other
caerciveactionon October 16,
2019 byabenchled by Justice
Narirpan.

Shivakumar was arrested
on September 3, 2019 in 2
caseregistered on August 29,
2018 on allegations of laun-
dering money te the sum of
Rs 43 crore, He remained in
ED custody for 15 daysandin
Tihar Jail thereafter, before
his bail on October 23,

In his plea, Shivakunmar
contended the entire pro-
ceedingsinitiatedagainst him
wasanoffshootofthe search-
es conducted by the 1-T de-
partmentsleuthsat New Del-
hiand other places onAugust
2, 2017. His plea stared that
the action under the Preven-
tionofMoneyLaunderingAct
<annot continue on the basis
of penat provision of Section
120B (criminal conspiracy) of
the IPC and the provisions of
thel-T Act.

The charges of “money
laundering” can get attract-
ed, only when the “proceeds
of crime” were attempted
to be ploughed into main
stream of the economy. His
petition further maintained
Section 120B of IPC cannot
be invoked in the absence of
predicate offence under the
law and further the offenc-
es under I-T Act were not
to be treated as scheduled

offences.
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