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IN THE HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA AT BENGALURU
DATED THIS THE 29™ DAY OF JUNE, 2026

BEFORE
THE HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE E.S.INDIRESH

WRIT PETITION NO.23569 OF 2022 (KLR-RES)

BETWEEN:

SMT. PRAMILA P.

W/O T. C. NAGARAJU

AGED ABOUT 59 YEARS

R/AT TAVAREKERE VILLAGE AND HOBLI
BENGALURU SOUTH TALUK AND
DISTRICT-562130.

...PETITIONER
(BY SRI. SUBRAMANYA BHAT M., ADVOCATE)

AND:
Digitally signed
by GEAYA S A
Location: HIGH
COURT OF 1. THE STATE OF KARNATAKA
KARNATAKA

REPRESENTED BY ITS SECRETARY

TO GOVERNMENT

DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE

KARNATAKA GOVERNMENT SECRETARIAT
DR. B.R. AMBEDKAR VEEDHI

BENGALURU -560001.

2. THE DEPUTY COMMISSIONER
BANGALORE URBAN DISTRICT
BENGALURU -562130.
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3. THE TAHASILDAR
KANDAYA BHAVANA
BENGALURU SOUTH TALUK
BENGALURU - 560 009.

...RESPONDENTS
(BY SMT. B.P. RADHA, AGA )

THIS WRIT PETITION IS FILED UNDER ARTICLE 226 OF
THE CONSTITUTION OF INDIA PRAYING TO QUASH THE
OFFICIAL MEMORANDUM BEARING NO.LND(S) CR/45/22-23
DATED 22/29.8.2022 ISSUED BY THE RESPONDENT NO.2, THE
ORIGINAL OF THE SAME IS PRODUCED AS ANNEXURE-M; AND
ETC.

THIS PETITION, COMING ON FOR PRELIMINARY HEARING
IN 'B' GROUP, THIS DAY, ORDER WAS MADE THEREIN AS

UNDER:

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE E.S.INDIRESH

ORAL ORDER

1. In this Writ Petition, petitioner is assailing the Official
Memorandum bearing No.LND(S)CR/45/22-23 dated

22/29.08.2022 (Annexure-M) issued by respondent No.2.

2. It is argued by the learned counsel for the petitioner, that

the petitioner was cultivating the land to an extent of 4 acres in
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Sy.No.4 of Puradapalya Village, Tavarekere Hobli, Bengaluru
South Taluk and as such, made an application in Form-53
under the provisions of the Karnataka Land Revenue Rules,
1966 (for short, 'the Rules'), seeking regularisation of
unauthorised cultivation in respect of the land in question.
Copy of the application made by the petitioner is produced at
Annexure-A. It is further stated that mother of the father-in-
law of the petitioner - Smt.Byramma was allotted with 4 acres
of land on 07.09.1953 in Sy.No.4 of Puradapalya Village and as
such, the grant order was made in favour of Smt. Byramma on
07.09.1953(Annexure-B). It is stated that the said allotment is
made in favour of joint family of the petitioner consisting of five
members and therefore, it is the case of the petitioner that, as
the petitioner has made an application in Form-53 and the said
application was considered by the respondent - authorities,
sketch has been produced and copies of the statement and
report of the Tahsildar dated 04.01.2010 are produced at
Annexure-D series. It is further stated in the Writ Petition that,
as the respondent - authorities have not taken any decision
pursuant to the application made by the petitioner in Form-53

and as such, the petitioner has approached this Court in W.P.
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No0.18422/2010 and this Court, vide Order dated 06.10.2010,
remitted the matter to competent Committee for Regularisation
of Unauthorised Occupation, Bengaluru South Taluk, to
consider the claim of the petitioner in accordance with law, as
per Annexure-E. It is also stated that the respondent -
authorities vide endorsement dated 10.01.2012(Annexure-F),
rejected the application made by the petitioner in Form-53 on
the ground that the land in question is situate within 18 Kms.
from Bruhat Bengaluru Mahanagara Palike limits. Feeling
aggrieved by the same, petitioner has approached this Court in
W.P.N0.35137/2012 and this Court vide order dated
15.11.2016 (Annexure-G), set aside the endorsement issued by
the respondent - authorities and remitted the matter to the 3™
respondent - Committee to take decision afresh. Thereafter,
the respondent - authorities have issued the endorsement
dated 10.02.2018 (Annexure-H) against which the petitioner
has approached this Court in W.P.N0.54049/2017 and this
Court, vide order dated 27.06.2022 (Annexure-]) has directed
the respondent - authorities to reconsider the issue afresh by
looking into the report that may be prepared by the

jurisdictional Tahsildar and thereafter a notice has been issued
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at Annexure-K and pursuant to the same, the impugned Official
Memorandum dated 22/29.08.2022 (Annexure-M) has been
issued by respondent No.2 and feeling aggrieved by the same,
the petitioner has presented this Writ Petition, urging that the
impugned Official Memorandum is violative of earlier orders of

this Court.

3. Per contra, Smt. B.P. Radha, learned Additional
Government Advocate appearing for the respondents, sought to
justify the Official Memorandum dated 22/29.08.2022 at
Annexure-M and contended that, on earlier occasions also, after
matter was remand by this Court, petitioner herein was not
able to provide relevant records as to prove cultivation in the
land in question and also not met with eligibility criteria as per
Rule 108-F of the Rules and therefore, learned Additional
Government Advocate submitted that as it is fourth round of

litigation, no interference is called for in this Writ Petition.

4. It was further submitted by learned Additional
Government Advocate that, as the application made by the
petitioner has been rejected on earlier rounds of litigation and

same has reached finality and therefore, again looking to the
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same does not arise at this juncture and accordingly, sought for

dismissal of the Writ Petition.

5. It is also argued by the learned Additional Government
Advocate by filing memo dated 27.06.2026 with regard to
compliance of the order dated 19.06.2026 and in view of the

same, accordingly sought for dismissal of the Writ Petition.

6. In the light of the submissions made by the learned
counsel appearing for the parties and on careful consideration
of the various orders passed by this Court, it is not in dispute
that the petitioner claims to be in possession and cultivation of
the land in question and has made application in Form-53
seeking regularisation of land in question as an unauthorised

occupant.

7. Having taken note of the observations made by this
Court, the impugned Official Memorandum at Annexure-M
would indicate that the application made by the petitioner has
been rejected on the basis of the objection raised by the

villagers which reads as under:
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" Yonded IS B, Joriwed B D, B9IT33
BREWPY, WDOBTY, MYIB B.30.4 T IJzerd rieeco
BDEATY 85 HoT RFTITT BEVOWIB,TB eadd ST,
dpeo BJoohdE, WD D) Seedal) ITDHRVN (WBFweds
wEY, WDEVOTOWIN, TOWeD [wewd 4-00 3T e
Sironiede  DoRRTNDID), BT ﬁ@@eé@g&wd)daod
ORe0o0d Boxy BROODT HRTY  BDEAT b3,
9BV ésa%ai)eg JOTLDDITO00T Torte VE  FoB0T
23 Bbed OBD BT BePBah) ©BFDeC3 Tode3
es000d 4 008 5 0FRW B8HIDRBOT D) oReTIER

m,dz@d 330D VFIADITO0T Torte WRFWITD oy

SoweTd Beed IBwe-5380 1954 0o B3 2edS
AT DWB0  THTPALODIHTN  JDS  BF), edd
QEBDID  Torte  DoweTed  FeedDHT VDI,  doBe
JHTY  BADRID) TZeCB  Svoricded DIeeS DR
BVFE3B e DHoeTed RIS 19693 dabad 9(1) I
SLYOFZFANDPHT SoRDVDIBT. JIWOeLTD BJFe3d e

Soeved Aoy, 196938 Aabad 70 ©Bodhe) TTeR)
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D03 DokeTed IJROINVR wBFoNLADITBOT )
NS BTB@eY; MYAT T.:30.4 B &3 4-35 o/rd BDEIJY
SOweR) BB DoeTed BeedDT  BEAT B W
20N SHBeYw ©TTe3 BorRDSVTN TT DI

D) SBeS-533 deob), 307,00 8redIT.

DBOOT  DoTwe0BNY  HI T BHZ TSED eI
O[0BBZN  wBTO  TeBBeoBDHS  FeBhIR,  ™H3ER
3ore38 e Bowaodh @R 19643 3wo 104 3B
Jeeededd 20rie9d, ©INZZ THTY  IeRDSHTTT)
S50 BWeAN0T STYriedTen Fehdreomd, ©ST DG
3FE38 e Zoweah(SWBB) B, 19643 wBahOS
300 192-0 O 0B ©Udime ZWISY IrBRYW
3BBeT’, WVornwed BIn Tewnd, Wortded IIOR

ARVIT.

83e33D, S OI ©wordde, OTe03: 29/08/2022 Totd

LATETIONR"

(emphasis supplied)
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8. It is also forthcoming from the impugned Official
Memorandum dated 22/29.08.2022, that the applicant had
income of Rs.4 to 5 lakhs per annum as on the date of
application. In this regard, no material has been produced by
the respondents to arrive at the conclusion that the petitioner
had an income of Rs.4 to 5 lakhs per annum. In that view of
the matter, as the Official Memorandum dated 22/29.08.2022
(Annexure-M) has been made pursuant to the objections raised
by the villagers who have no locus-standi and therefore, I am
of the view that, the impugned order at Annexure-M is passed
without application of mind by the respondent - authority and
without considering the earlier orders passed by this Court as
to considering the report that may be made by the

jurisdictional Tahsildar.

9. Accordingly, I pass the following:

ORDER

(i)  The Writ Petition is allowed.
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(i) The Official Memorandum bearing
No.LND(S)CR/45/22-23 dated 22/29.08.2022, passed by

respondent No.2 as per Annexure-M, is hereby set aside.

(iii) The matter is remitted to respondent No.2 to re-
consider the issue afresh after affording opportunity of hearing
to the petitioner and also it is made clear that respondent No.2
shall consider the observations made by this Court in the earlier
rounds of litigation referred to above and take decision in the
matter independently within the purview of Rule 108-F of the
Rules to determine the eligibility criteria of the petitioner for
regularisation of the unauthorised occupation of the land in
question by the petitioner, in accordance with law. The said
exercise shall be completed within six months from the date of

receipt of certified copy of this order.

(iv) In order to avoid further delay in the matter, as the
parties are represented through their learned counsel, the
parties are permitted to appear before the respondent No.2 on

27.07.2026 at 2.30 p.m.
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(v) Needless to say that it is open for the petitioner to
produce any relevant document to establish right in respect of

the land in question in terms of Rule 108-F of the Rules.

(vi) Till  completion of the proceedings before
respondent No.2, the interim order dated 13.01.2023 passed
by this Court shall continue to enure to the benefit of the

petitioner herein.

SD/-
(E.S.INDIRESH)
JUDGE

sac
List No.: 1 SI No.: 69
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