MEDICAL COUNCIL OF INDIA

ASSESSMENT FORM FOR 150 - MBBS ADMISSIONS REPORT

(INCREASE IN ADMISSION CAPACITY FROM TO

1.1 1. Type of Assessment

)

Verification of Compliance
Part - A-III (2019-20)
(To be filled by the Assessors)

U/S 10A-regulat/compliance: Letter of Permission( ),1st renewal( ),2°d renewal ( ),3 renewal (v )Att renewal ()

U/S 10A-Increase Admission Capacity :Regular/Compliance: Letter of Permission( ),1st renewal( ), 2d renewal( ),
3rd renewal (), 4™ renewal ( )

U/S 11- Recognition - Regular/Compliance - Compliam:e

Continuation of Recognition - Regular / Compliance ( ) - Compliance

Any Other:
2.
Name of the Institution Akash Institute of Medical Sciences & Research Centre
Address Prasannahalli Road, Devanahalli, Near Bangalore (Kempegowda)
International Airport, Bangalore Rural - 562110, Karnataka
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[Telephione No. 1080 - 71159900/78 ]
E-mail : aimsrcpr'mcipal@aimsrc.com
College Website : %
Council Letter No. & Date ;| Email on dated: 28.04.2019
Assessment Date: 29,04.2019 l Last Assessment Date: \ 034 & 04t December 2018
PG Courses : l Yes/No - No
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3. Particulars of Assessors

Name of the Assessors Correspondence Address Contact No. Email
Dr. Dinesh Kansal Trof. & HOD, Department of | 9418454624 Dinesh kansal56@gmail.com

Pharmacology, Dr. RPGMC,
Tanda. Kangra - 176002

Dr. (Mrs.) Leela Gul Abichandani Prof. & HOD, Department 9820900807 Leela.a_bichandani@vahoo.com
of Biochemistry, GGMC,
Mumbai - 400008

Dr. Deepika Singhal Prof & HOD, Department 9426541167 Deepikal103@yahoo.com
of Ophthalmology,
GMERS, SOLA,
Ahmedabad - 380059 J
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4. Verification of compliance submitted by institute:

No.

Sr. | Deficiencies repor

ted from GOI/MCI | Compliance by College sent t0 G

O1/MCi

Remarks of the Assessors after the

assessment

1 | Bed occupancy - 54%

The Assessors have assessed bed occupancy
and arrived at 54% bed occupancy arbitrarily
without actually counting the bed occupancy.
Presuming 54% as bed occupancy the number
of inpatients would be 221.4 which is not
possible. The actual inpatients were 339.

While assessing they have not counted bed
occupancy of the patients shifted to the
following departments which has been
assessed by the assessors in the given report:
Annexure I - page no. 14 & 15 of assessor’s
report.

1. To the major OT Theatre
- 12 patients

2. To the minor OT Theatre
- 32 patients

3. To the labour room
- 01 patient

4. To the radiology department for x-ray
- 22 patients

5 To the radiology department for UsG
- 17 patients

6. Patients with discharge on 03-12-2018

Bed Occupancy —~ 343 / 410 (84%)

OPD attendance

New Visit -764
Revisit —-154
Casualty - 30
Total - - 948

No. of Admissions — 65
No. of Discharges - 58

ANNEXURE 1
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- 43 patients
All the above mentioned patients were not

considered as bed occupancy. The above facts
of 127 patients are mentioned in this
assessment report by the assessorsS. All
together the total teaching bed occupancy was
339, accounts for a total of 82.68% of teaching
bed occupancy on the day of inspection ie.,
03rd & 04t December 2018.

This has been highlighted by me while signing
the report by stating that the method of
calculation is not satisfactory in regards to bed
occupancy done by the assessors. Our hospital
bed occupancy at any given point of time is not
less than 75%.

3 | Caesarian Section Nil, Barium, VP
—~ Nil, CT- Nil (IPD) OPD
(Histopathology} - Nil

There were 3 cases of pregnant women for
delivery on 0274 & 03 December 2018. All the
three turned out to be normal deliveries. None
of them had any indications for caesarian
section (LSCS). Two Women delivered on
03 evening itself and the other one delivered
on 04t early morning. Annexure - |

Barium & IVP are not preferred investigations
since we have CT scan. Hence, there were no

Major OT operations — 23
Minor OT operations — 36

Normal Delivery - 01

LSCS—-01 )

cr-02

X-ray —35

Ultrasonography — 25

Special Radiological investigations — 02

‘Barium, IVP studies -Nil

ANNEXURE 1
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barium & IVP on 03rd December.

There were 2 CT scans done on 03rd December,
03 CT were done on 04t December as
IPD. Annexure - III

The day of inspection 05 histopathology was
done. The requisition was received after 02.00
pm. The procedures were done in the morning
and all the specimens were collected,
preserved and labeled in the Minor OT & sent
to the lab after 02.00 pm which is the regular
procedure in our hospital.  Copy of request
forms, reports and register extract are
enclosed as Annexure - IV

Annexure -1
Laboratory Investigations

Department oP 1P Total
Biochemistry 120 100 220
Serology 55 67 122
Microbiology ~ 15(S)  13(5) 28(S)
Parasitology 3(S) 3(S) 16(5)
Haematology 110 80 200
Clinical Patho. 150 60 210
Histopathology  02(S) 15(S) 17(S)
Cytopathology 13(S) 01(S) 14(S)

3 No equipment in Septic OT

Equipment available in the septic OT

1. OT Table, 2. Boyle’s apparatus, 3. OT lights,
4. Drug cart, 5. Sterile Bins & cart, 6.
Instruments cart, 7. Biomedical waste disposal
bins, 8. IV infusion stand, Photos of septic OT
attached as Annexure - V.

Fully equipped septic OT is available

4 | Static X-ray machine 100mA -
Short

At the time of Inspection on 03 & 04t
December 2018, the purchase order copy was
given to the assessors. Now the X-ray machine
100mA has been delivered, installed &

Static X-ray machine 100mA is installed &
functioning
Annexure il
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functional. Tax Invoice & AERB certificate
enclosed as Annexure - Vi

—

5 | Research projects compiled - Nil

Ongoing research projects list enclosed Vide
Annexure -VII

16 Research projects are going on in the
institute
Annexure 1

6 | Accommodation and cooking
facilities in RHTC - Not available

Accommodation & cooking facilities has been
arranged for RHTC training  enclosed as
Annexure - VIII

Accomodation in 2 house is available
which can accommodate 12 students and
kitchen is available

Annexure IV

7 | No students posted in UHTC

Students have been posted for training at
UHTC & RHTC photos enclosed as Annexure -
X '

students of IVth & Vith term are regularly
posted for training in RHTC & UHTC
Annexure V '

s | Deficiency of faculty - 10.25%

N

Deficiency in the department of Pathology - 01
Assoc. Professor

Deficiency in the department of Community
Medicine - 1 Statistician

Both the above mentioned deficiencies
remains vacant.

Below mentioned deficiencies are rectified.

Deficiency in the department of General
Medicine 02 Asst. Prof,,

1. Dr. Pankaja B, Asst Prof, General
Medicine

Deficiency of Faculties in various
departments are as follows-

Pathology - 01 Associate Professor
Community Medicine —1 Statistician
General Surgery -02 Assistant Professor
Anaesthesia — 01 Assistant Professor

4.27% deficiency
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2. Dr. Praveen M, Asst Prof, General

Medicine
Deficiency in the department of Paediatrics
01 Assoc Prof, 01 Asst. Prof.

1. Dr. K. M. Bopanna, Assoc. Prof.,
Paediatrics
2. Dr. Amar P, Asst. Prof,, Paediatrics
Deficiency in the department of Dermatology

01 Asst. Prof,,

1. Dr.Manoj S, Asst. Prof, Dermatology
Deficiency in the department of General

Surgery, 01 Asst. Prof.

1. Dr. Vishal C Rathkal, Asst. Prof, General
Surgery

Deficiency in  the department  of
Anaesthesialogy, 03 Asst. Prof.

1. Dr. Mahesh V, Assistant Professor,
Anaesthesia
2. Dr. Madhu Kumar B.S, Assistant
Professor, Anaesthesia
3. Dr. Sridhara N.V, Assistant Professor,
Anaesthesia
Deficiency in the department of Radio-

Diagnosis, 01 Assoc. Prof,

&m&oﬁb@w/@gfﬂ

Signature of Assessors . . ' Date ;19'}(,\\ l ﬁ
%9/“. q




1. Dr. Jagadeesh KS, Assoc. Prof.,
Radiology
Above mentioned deficiencies are rectified

however, 02 deficiencies remains in the faculty
category. One each in the department of
Pathology & Community Medicine.

The deficiency has been reduced to 1.7%. The
copies of the declaration forms of the above
faculty are enclosed for your kind perusal.
Annexure - X

9 | Deficiency of residents - 10.60%

L

Deficiency in the department of General
Medicine 01 Senior Resident

1. Dr. Sarath Reddy, Senior Resident,
General Medicine
Deficiency in the department of General

Surgery, 03 Senior Residents

1. Dr. Arun Valmiki, Senior Resident,
General Surgery
2. Dr. Tejas S.K, Senior Resident, General
Surgery
3. Dr. Kiran KJ, Senior Resident, General
Surgery
Deficiency in the department of Orthopaedics,
02 Senior Residents

Deficiency of Residents
General Medicine -01 JR

1.5% Deficiency

HL itk
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1. Dr. Rafeeq, Senior Resident,
Orthopaedics
2. Dr. Ravivarma, Senior Resident,
Orthopaedics
Deficiency in the department of Radio-
Diagnosis, 01 Senior Resident
1. Dr. Nagesh M, Senior Resident,
Radiology

All the deficiencies in the resident category is
rectified. Thereby the deficiency is reduced to
Nil. The copies of the declaration forms of the
above faculty are enclosed for your kind
perusal.

Annexure - XI

10 | Other deficiencies as pointed out

in the assessment report.”

Mannequin in the department of Microbiology
- as per Minimum Standard Requirement for
150 admissions, Mannequin is not required in
the department of Microbiology. However, it is
required in department of Pharmacology. 15
Mannequin limbs are present in the
department of Pharmacology and 2 whole
bodies (Mannequin) is present. Photos
enclosed as Annexure - XiI, for your kind
perusal.

Two numbers whole body mannegquin are
available in the Pharmacology department
and 10 individual limbs are also available.
Annexure V1
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5. Clinical material:

Item On Day of Remarks
assessment

OPD. attendance at 2PM on | 948

first day

Casualty attendance 62

{24 hrs. data)

No of admissions 65

No. of discharges 58

Bed occupancy% at 10.00 AM 84%

on first day

Operative Work

No, of major surgical operations 23

No. of minor surgical operations | 36

No. of normal deliveries 01

No. of caesarian sections 01

Radiological Investigations

( No. of patients )#L Or.D| LPD

X-ray 20 15

Ultrasonography 15 10

Barium, IVP etc. Nil Nil

C.T. Scan 01 01

WS wsilOpunl—

Signature of Assessors
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Ttem Day of Remarks
assessment

Laboratory Investigations - No. of
Patients/samples OcP. D I.PcD
Microbiology 15 13
Serology 55 &7
Hematology 110 90
Clinical Pathology 150 60
Histopathology 02 15
Cytopathology 13 01

~

Signature of Assessors
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6. Maedical College-Staff Strength:

Name of College:
AKASH INSTITUTE OF MEDICAL SCIENCES & RESEARCH CENTRE, DEVANAHALLL BAN GALORE RURAL - 562110

Number of students - 150 SEATS

PG Courses (Yes/No):1._NO 2, 3. ' 4. 5,
6 7 3 9. 10
11. 12. 13. 14. 15.
16. 17 18. 19 20,
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Calculation Sheet (Date: 29.04.2019)

13

Additional faculty Total
. . Requirement as required for running + . s
Department Designation per MSR (UG) PG courses (I;g) Accepted Deficiency
' {if any)

Professor 1 1 1 Nil
Assoc. Prof. 1 1 1 Nil
Anatomy Asstt.Prof. 2 2 2 Nil
Tutor 3 3 3 Nil
Professor 1 1 1 Nil
Physiolo Assoc, Prof. 1 1 2 Nk
-y 8Y Assit.Prof. 2 2 2 Nil
Tutor 3 3 2 Nil
Professor "1 1 1 Nil
. . Assoc. Prof. 1 1 3 Nil
Biochemistry Asstt.Prof. 2 2 1 Nl
Tutor A 4 3 Nil
Professor 1 1 2 Nil
Ph colo Assoc. Prof. 1 1 1 Nil
armacology  ["Asstt.Prof. 7 2 4 il
Tutor 3 3 Nil Nil
Professor 1 1 1 il

Assoc. Prof. 3 3 2 1
Pathology Asstt.Prof. 3 3 5 Nil
5 5 3 Mil
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Additional faculty
D : t Designati Requirement as required for running ('{'Ic;t;ai Accepted Deficien
P en esignation per MSR (UG) PG courses G) P i
(if any)

Professor 1 1 1 Nil
Assoc. Prof. 1 1 1 Nil
crobiology Asstt.Prof. 2 2 3 Nil
Tutor 4 4 3 Nil
Professor 1 1 2 Nil
. .. Assoc. Prof. 1 1 Ni! Nil
Forensic Medicine Asstt.Prof. 1 1 2 Nil
Tutor i 1 Nil Nil
Professor 1 1 2 Nil
Assoc. Prof. 2 2 1 Nil
Community Asstt.Prof. 3 3 7 Nil
Medicine Epidemio-Logist—Cum—Asstt.Prof. 1 1 1 Nil

Statistician-Cum-Tutor 1 1 Nil 1
Tutor 4 4 Nil Nil
Professor 1 1 1 Nil
Assoc. Prof. 3 3 3 Nil
General Medicine Asstt.Prof. 4 4 4 Nil
Sr. Resident 4 4 4 Nil

Jr. Resident 8 8 7 i
Professor 1 1 1 Nil
Assoc, Prof. 1 1 1 Nil
Paediatrics Asstt.Prof. 2 2 3 Nil
Sr. Resident 2 2 4 Wil
Jr. Resident 4 4 5 Nil
Pr "
Tuberculosis & ofessor 0 0 0 N!'
Respiratory Diseases Assoc. Prof. 0 D 0 Nil
piratory Asstt.Prof. 1 1 1 il
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Additional faculty Total
. . Requirement as required for running Uoé + Accepted Defici
C1
Department Designation per MSR (UG) PG courses (PG) ccepte eficiency
(if any)
Sr. Resident 1 1 1 Nil
Jr. Resident 1 1 1 Nil
Professor 0 0 1 Nil
Dermatology, Assoc. Prof. 1 1 il Nil
Venereology & Asstt.Prof. 1 1 1 il
Leprosy Sr. Resident 1 1 1 Nil
Jr. Resident i 1 1 Nil
Professor 0 0 0 Nil
Assoc. Prof. 1 1 1 Nil
Psychiatry Asstt.Prof. 1 1 1 il
Sr. Resident 1 1 2 Nil
Jr. Resident 1 1 1 Nil
Professor i 1 2 Nil
Assoc, Prof. 3 3 3 Nil
General Surgery Asstt.Prof. 4 4 1 2
Sr. Resident 4 a4 4 Nil
Jr. Resident 8 8 9 Nil
Professor 1 1 2 il
Assoc. Prof. 1 1 1 Wil
Orthopaedics Asstt.Prof. 2 5 3 il
Sr. Resident 2 2 4 Nil
Jr. Resident 4 4 5 Nil
OtoRhino-  oeesol 0 0 0 i
Laryngology Assoc. Prof. 1 1 1 Nil
g Asstt.Prof. 1 1 3 Nil
W A
Jenature of Assess . Date 2:5]] U) ]},
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Additional faculty
Department Designatio Requirement a5 required for ing ({Io(t;a}!- Accepted Deficienc
P € signation per MSR (UG) PG courses PG) Y
(if any)

Sr. Resident 1 1 1 Nil
Jr. Resident 1 1 1 il
Professor 0 0 1 il
Assoc. Prof. 1 1 ik Nil
Ophthalmology Asstt.Prof. 1 1 1 il
Sr. Resident 1 1 1 Nil
Jr. Resident i 1 1 Nil
Professor 1 1 2 Nil
. Assoc. Prof. 2 2 2 Nil
ngtZ{:::i'z& Asstt.Prof. 3 3 2 il
ynaecology Sr. Resident 3 3 3 Nil
Jr. Resident 6 6 6 Nil
Professor 1 1 1 Nil
Assoc. Prof. 2 2 2 Nil

Anaesthesiology Asstt.Prof. 4 4 3 1
Sr. Resident 3 3 3 Nii
Jr. Resident 4 4 5 Nil
Professor 1. 1 1 Nil
A . Assoc. Prof. 1 1 1 Nil
Radio-Diagnosis AssteProf. 1 1 2 Nil
Sr. Resident 3 3 2 Nil
Professor 1 1 1 Nil
Dentis Assoc. Prof. 1 1 1 Nil
ty Asstt Prof. 1 1 1 Nil
JR 1 1 1 Nil

of‘Asses "
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Notes:

For purpose of working out the deficiency:

(1) The deficiency of teaching faculty and Resident Doctors shall be counted separately.

(A) For Teaching Faculty:

(a) For calculating the deficiency of faculty, Prof., Assoc Prof., Asst. Prof & Tutor in respective departments shall be counted
together.

(b) Any excess teaching faculty in higher cadre can compensate the deficiency of lower cadre of the same department only.

(c) Any excess teaching faculty of lower cadre/ category in any department cannot compensate the deficiency of any teaching
faculty in the higher cadre/category of the same department or any other department. e.g. excess of Assistant Professor
cannot compensate the deficiency of Associate Professor or Professor.

(d) Excess/ Extra teaching faculty of any department cannot compensate the deficiency of any teaching faculty in any other
department.

(B) For Resident Doctors:

(a) Excess of SR can be compensated to the deficiency of JR of the same department only.

(b) Excess SR/JR of any department cannot compensate the deficiency of SR/JR in any other department.

(c) Any excess of JR cannot compensate the deficiency of SR in same or any other department.

(d) Any excess/ extra teaching faculty of same or any other department cannot compensate the deficiency of SR/JR.
e.g. excess of Assistant Professor cannot compensate the deficiency of SR or JR.

(2) A separate department of Dentistry/ Dental faculty is not required where a dental college is available in same campus/ city
and run by the same management.

t

>%%M§£% . oxte 96,19
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[

(3) Colleges running PG program require additional staff, beds & other requirements as per the PG Regulations - 2000.

7. Details of Faculty/Residents not counted/accepted.

(Only faculty/residents who signed attend
Residents/Senior Residents on night duty,
11:00 am of the first day of assessment)

ance sheet before 1

1:00 am on the first day of assessment should be verified. (in case of Junior
12:00 noon.} No verification of Declaration forms should be done for the faculty/residents coming after

18

Sr. Name Desighation Department Remarks/Reasons for Not Considering
No
8. 1) Deficiency of Teaching Faculty:___4.27 %
2) Deficiency of Resident doctors: 1.5 %
9.

Any other deficiency/remarks

cﬁ\\"‘\\o\
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Principal
Akash instiluie of Medical Sciencas
& Hesearch Cenfre,
Cevanahaili, Bengaluru Rural - 562 110.
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From

Dr. Dinesh Kansal

Prof. & HOD, Department of Pharmacology,
Dr. RPGMC,

Tanda. Kangra - 176002

To

Secretary

Medical Council of India
Pocket - 14, Sector - 8,
Dwarka Phase - 1,

New Delhi - 110077.

Sir / Madam,

g

£

Date: 29.04.2019

Sub: Submission of replies by Institute with regard to Complaint dated
27-02-2019 raised by Dr. Satish Babu, Neurosurgeon & Trustee of
Akash Institute of Medical Sciences & Research Centre, Devanahalli,
Bangalore Rural - 562110, managed by Akash Education &

Development Trust - regarding.

% 3k ok ook ok ok

Herewith I am enclosing the replies submitted by the Institute with regard to the

Compliant dated 27-02-2019 raised by Dr. Satish Babu, Neurosurgeon and Trustee of

Akash Institute of Medical Sciences & Research Centre, Devanahalli, Bangalore, managed by

Akash Education & Development Trust along with the relevant Annexures I - IV which has

been verified for your kind information.

Thanking you,

Yours Sincerely

p.
Dr. DineshiKansal

Co-ordinator
Compliance Inspection




AKASH EDUCATION & DEVELOPMENT TRUST

Prashanth Nagar, Devanahalli, Bangalore Rural District - 562 110.
Phone : +918071159900, +918071587900
) e-mail : akasheducationtrust@gmail.com,  info.aimsre@gmail.com

(i

Ref. No. Date: ....ccooovvvvven,

ALEDT/ ATMSRC/ Dr.SB Comp. /MCI REFLY /2019-20 Date: 29-04-2019

Fexs

The ES(_-?Cr-.’tary,

board of Governors

[nSuversession of Medical Council of India,
Pocket - 14, Sector - 8,

Owvarka, Phase - 1

Mo Delig CLTO077.
Rosoectod Sir,

Dua Subiussion of replies to complaint raised by Dr. Satish Baba in
his letter dated 27-02-2019 with regard to certain issues related
te Akash institute of Medical Sciences and Research Centre,
vevanahalil, Bangaiore, managed by Akash Education &
Development Trust - reg.

With respect to the above subject, we wish o inform you that the Assessors
convuding the Comphance Inspection of Akash Institute of Medical Seiences
ana Hesoarch Centre, Devanahalli, Bengalore on 29-04-2019 souht
wlormation/ explanation regarding the complaints/issues raised by Dr.
Satish Babu and provided & copy of his letter to the MCI dated 27-02-2019.
in pursuant to the above, we have herewith submitted the point-to-peint
repies o the complaints/issues raised by Dr. Satish Babu aleng with
docunwitlary  evidence, wherever apoiicable, for your kind perusal a=
detailed nereander:

) The project has been financed by Tanzra Bank, 1ebbal Branch Ao s

the vear 2013 and since then we have been making the lone

crpayents as per the norms of the bank and the said loan accownts

it

FREE 1 or 8




AKASH EDUCATION & DEVELOPMENT TRUST

Prashanth Nagar, Devanabhalli, Bangalore Rural District - 562 110.

Phone : +918071159900, +918071587900

been a delay in loan repayments due o mismatch in cash f)

Oow in the

sher-term due o the fact that the renewal permission {or 39 Batch of

ol MBBS Students was not granted for the academic vear 2018-19.

We have bro!_lght this matter to the notce of the bank authorities and

asoed on oar SUIIMISSIONS

5, the authorities at the banik have eranted us

e to reguiarize the loan accounts. With mgdr 1 to the "Iassifice'ttfm'1

of our loan accounts as NPA, we wish to lelty *Hat once we re Day the

outsta ndmﬁ amount wfrhw the titne gran ted by Lhe hank the acc ount

Wil e re-classifiod as aiandaen. and  regular, The

cortemplated by the  Bank inder the SARFAESE Act

recaled/ put on hold,!

o} Salaries to all Staff of AIMSRC have been ‘)ald up to the

aC t"i(.‘,"'LS

will e

rmonth of

March 20197 The Trust has beer D2 xmg the mla.lus to ail stail

reg‘;juiaﬂ}i Desp pits ‘hﬂ fact that the reneve al Derml%aon of AIVISRC

WAL 0L ;_e;z“ant@d by the MCT for the i\‘«;?a.a-:rml.f.r Year 2()18« 19, the

'{'ltzhiﬁ_t'u{?io.l".. fas made all pnor s to ensure th c.t lhrl salane‘

irec Ul] IHP i.‘\UE.‘l"‘c(“-a aie I‘D("L' L,n & e gmal basis.

and other

«) 3‘!(* 'imsr has (ﬂli‘,LrULtk(i established and running the Institution

~bused on ihp No'l} of t'he MCl snd has puat in place

udoqlmte

infrasiructural r.acﬂ_l.tles: in the forin of Staff, Eqmpmcnt bmldmm

Cl.i.hjca] Materiéa.f J'tbcr \ssecg, Qicrhp with other anf“ulai Y

T

Mmr Havi iwcn 'f(”‘lud:t Al ]\f verificd by me Assessors of ¢

sirice the LOP Stage as mentioned in the Assessment Reports

| }(W

Facil mes.
the M

The in-

Fage Zots

‘) e-mail : akasheducationtrust@gmail.com, info.aimsrc@gmail.com
Ref. No. Date:....cocovcvcvininn, |
were regular. Howaver, since the past eight to ten months, there has



AKASH EDUCATION & DEVELOPMENT TRUST

Prashanth Nagar, Devanahalli, Bangalore Rural District - 562 110.
Phone : +918071159900, +918071587900

patients and the Out-patients are also available and are treated in
accordance of the norms of the MCI. The OPD and the IPD Bed
btrength has also been verified by the Assessors during their visits.
All the Facuity members, Doctors at the Hospital along with Resid.enfs
have been appointed adequately in accordance with the MCI Nerms.
Likewise, Nursing and Para-Medical Staff have also been adequately
appointed. |

The qualification and the experience and eligibility of the staff will be

scrutinized before confirming thefr appointment and we wish to

~clanty that &l these appointments are made strictly in accordance with

the MCI Norms and there has beeri no irregularities of any nature

whatsoever in regards to these matters,

) The lrust has also provided adequate Quarters, Hostel, Canteen, and

other anciilary facilities to the staff and students which are
'iz'ldeg:aenden't and for the sole purpose of the Institution. None of the
nhysical facilities 'provideé:l for the Institution is shared by any other
nstitution belongiﬁg to the Trust and all the institutions run by the
Trust are self-reliant in all parameters. A Governing Council has been
formed for the AIMSRC Vinvolving members of the Trust and the
Senior Staff of the College & Hospital and all decisions are taken in
consultation with all the members of the Governing Council. The
Governing Council meets regularly and takes decisions in accordance
with the established norms and procedures of the Institution keeping
in mind the Norms of the MCI. The Tr ust/ Trustees are not en gaged in
Wt

Page 3 ofé6

) e-mail akasheducationtrust@gmail.com, info.aimsrc@gmail.com
Ref. No. Date: ..o



AKASH EDUCATION & DEVELOPMENT TRUST

Prashanth Nagar, Devanahalli, Bangalore Rural District - 562 110.
Phone : +918071159900, +918071587900
e-mail | akasheducationtrust@gmail.com, info.aimsrce@gmail.com

e

Ref. No.

e)

any act of cooking up of IP and OP data and these departments are
working independently gathering actual data on a day-to-day basis.
We wish {0 inform you that land in Sv. No. 71 of Akktipete Village,
which is part of the project has been duly purchased from Sri, Guduru
Dasaratha Rami Reddy and the Title Deed of this land have already
been submitted to the MCI at the time of application: for grant of LOF.
We also wish to state that al! the lands earmarked for the project has
uly been converted for cormmercia! purposes and has been purchased
by the Trust from its erstwhile bonafide owners as certified by the
Thasildar, Devanahalli Taluk and the T own 'Municipal vouncil,
Devanahalll,  These documents have already been subritted to the
ML However, copy of the letters issued bv the Thasildar and the
IMC Devanahalli is attached herewitih for your kind perusal and

records as Armexure | & IT.

With regard to the cased filed by one Mr. Madhusudhan, we nereby -

wish to inform you that the Hon'ble Karnataka Lana Grabbing
Prohibition Special Court, Bangalore has passed the Orders on 07-03-
”’(};Q n all 17 (seventeen) cases related to various survev numbers
mvolved in the construction and establishment of Akash Institute of
Medical Sciences & Research C entre, Devanahalli, B Bangalore Rurai,
Karnataka, managed | ov Akash Hducation & Development Trust, duly
stopping the proc eedings under the Karnataka land Grabbing
Prohibition Act, 2011 and ]"PjeLtl‘ ng the claims of the Complainant M.

B. R. Madhusudhan. In this recard we have alrea dy sent the Orders
1 Hu
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AKASH EDUCATION & DEVELOPMENT TRUST

Prashanth Nagar, Devanahalli, Bangalore Rural District - 562 110.
Phone : +91807 1159800, +9180715§7900 _
) e-mail : akasheducationtrust@gmail.com, info.aimsrc@gmail.com
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Ref. No.
dated 07-03-2019 passed by the Hon'ble Special Court in af] the
seventeen (17) cases for your kind perusal and records on 19-03-2019
by Registered Post. However, copies of the orders lare attached
herewith for your records as Annexure [J]. Kindly take note of the
above and treat .the said matter as resolved,

g) We also wish to clarify that the Trust/Trustees have not violated any
Zoning Regulations nor have usurped any lands from the [oca]
landlords; The Trust has obtained the necessary sanction /approval of
the Development Plan from the Town Municipal Couneil, Devanahallj,
the competent authority. Copy of the same is attached herewith for
vour kind perusal ag Annexure V.

h) We fgrther wish 10 state that the Complainant Dr. Satish Babu was an
erstwhile staff of AIMSRC holding the position of 4 Trustee &
Director. He has since been removed from his position by the Trust
during the month of February 2018 as a disciplinary action due to the
fact that he wag involved in anti-establishment activities. We sincerely
believe that as fallout of his unceremonious exit and being disgruntled,
he has written to the Council against the [nstitution and its Trustees
bearing a grudge. We wish to humbly submit that ajj the allegations
made by the Complainant are frivolous and baseless and not based on
facts.  The Trust/ Trustees vehemently denijes any and all of the
allegations made by the Complainant as false and misleading and far

from facts. The Trust sincerely believes that the Complainant is

2
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AKASH EDUCATION & DEVELOPMENT TRUST

Prashanth Nagar, Devanabhalli, Bangalore Rural District - 562 110,
Phone : +918071159900, +918071587900
) e-mail : akasheducationtrust@gmail.com, info.aimsrc@gmail.com

e o
—— —

Ref. No. Date : TS

making false allegations to malign the Institution and the
Trust/ Trustees,

i) Finally, we wish to state that we have always adhered to the Norms
and Regulations of the MCI and have established the Institution based

on these Norms and will continue to do so in the future.

In view of the above, we humbly request you to accept the submissions and

documents/ information provided by us. Kindly oblige and do the needful.

Thanking you,

Yours sincerely,

Wit~

(K. MUNIRAJU)
TRUSTEE & SECRETARY

Incl: Annexure - | to Annexure - [V,
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MNo.TQ/CR/  /2015-16 {ffice of the Tahasildar
Devanahalli Taiuk

Devanahalli, Dated 19™ Aug 2015

To,

The Secretry,

Akash Education & development Trust

Ward No.22, Prashanth Nagar,

Devanahalli,

Bangalore R.D-562110.

Sir,

sub: Issue certificatewith respect to lands bearing Sy No. 65/1, 65/2, 68,
69/1, 69/2, 69/3, 70/1, 70/2, T1/1, 7211, 72/7, 72/8, 71/3, 11/4, 71/5,
71/6, 7177, 71/8 Totally measuring 20 acers 38 Guntas of Akkupete
Village, Kasaba Hobli Devanahalli Taluk is registered in the name of
Akash Education & Development Trust regarding its status and
ownership.

Ref: The Secretry, Akash Education & development Trust, Ward No.22,
Prashanth Nagar, Devanahalli, Bangalore vide AEDT/AIMSRC.
DEV. Thasildar/ MCI/LOP.2015-16, Dated: 17/08/2015.

kdhhkhk

With respect to the above subject and reference, a Certificate is issued as
Jﬁ%fm in your letter and after verification of the records which is available in our

office. E




249
No.TQ/CR/  /12015-16 Office of the Tahasildar
Devanahalli Taluk
Devanahalli, Dated 19" Aug 2015

CERTIFICATE

This is to certify that the land measuring 20 Acres 38 Gﬁntas (Twenty
Acers Thirtyeight Guntas) Bearing Survey Nos. 65/1, 65/2, 68, 69/1, 69/2, 69/3,
7071, 702, 70, 7211, 72/7, 72/8, T1/3, 7114, TV, 71/6, 7177, 71/8 of Akkupete
Village, Kasaba Hobli Devanahalli Taluk, Bangalore rural Dist. (As per
Annexure Enclosd) is registered in the name of Akash Education & Development
Trust by way of ownership. The above Jands are a single contiguous piece of

land.

There is no dispute pertaining to the said lands and the lands are free from
all encumbrances. The Building Plan for the building constructed on the aforesaid
lands is duly approved by the Authority of Town Municipal Council of
Devenahalli which is competent to approve the said building plan in Devanahalli

Area. The land and building is fit to be used for running a Medical Collage.

4

Date: 19/08/2015 ig . {\5
' Place: Devanahalli, QQE&W‘M‘M

" Tadtaslidar,
et Tk




ANNEXURE TO TAHASILDAR CERTIFICATE, Dated: 19/08/2015

SINo | Name of | Survey | Registration No & Date Land Area | conversion
Village No in Acrs Order No.
(A-G)
1. Akkupete 65/1 DNHD-1-02330/2015-16, | 00-21 ALN(DEV)SR
Dated: 04/06/2015 92/12-13
2. Akkupete 65/2 DNHD-1-02335/2015-16, | 00-21 ALN(DEV)SR
Dated: 04/06/2015 149/12-13
3. Akkupete 63 DNHD-1-02330/2015-16, | 02-01 ALN(DEV)SR
Dated: 04/06/2015 91/12-13
4, Akkupete 69/1 DNHD-1-02331/20158-16, | 01-13 ALN(DEV)SR
Dated: 04/06/2015 56/05-06
5. Akkupete 69/2 DNHD-1-02393/2015-16, | 01-00 ALN(DEV)SR
Dated: 06/06/2015 94/12-13
6. Akkupete 69/3 DNHD-1-02331/2015-16, | 00-15 ALN(DEV)SR
Dated: 04/06/2015 89/12-13
7. Akkupete 70/1 DNHD-1-06864/2013-14, | 03-04 ALN(DEV)SR
Dated: 03/12/2013 31/13-14
8. Akkupete 70/2 DNHD-1-07141/2013-14, | 06-09 ALN(DEV)SR
Dated: 13/12/2013 12/13-14
9, Akkupete 71/1 DNHD-1-10724/2013-14, | 00-32 ALN(DEV)SR
Dated: 15/02/2014 10/12-13
10. 72/1 00-15 ALN(DEV)SR
147/12-13
I1. 7217 00-27 ALN(DEV)SR
148/12-13
12. 72/8 00-15 ALN(DEV)SR
150/12-13
13. Akkupete 7173 DNHD-1-07357/2013-14, | 00-04 ALN(DEV)SR
Dated: 20/12/2013 100/12-13
14, Aldaipete 71/4 DNHD-1-07359/2013-14, | 00-04 ALN(DEV)SR
Dated: 20/12/2013 98/12-13
15. Akkupete | 71/5 DNHD-1-03152/2013-14, | 00-04 ALN(DEV)SR
Dated: 17/07/2013 87/12-13
16. Aklkupete 71/6 DNHD-1-03150/2013-14, | 60-04 ALN(DEV)SR
Dated: 17/07/2013 88/12-13
17. Akkupete 7177 DNHD-1-06829/2013-14, | 00-16 ALN(DEV)SR
Dated: 02/12/2013 101/12-13
8. Akkupete | 71/8 DNHD-1-08263/2013-14,  02-31 ALN(DEV)SR
Dated: 21/01/2014 84/12-13
Total 20-38

P -

\ ¢
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“Tahaditar,
Bevanahati Tahuk.
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Phone No., 080-27682221
PGR Phone No. 080-27682211

E-Mail:- itstaff ulb_devanahalli@yahoo.co.in Website:- www.devarahallitown gov.in

Rel. Mo, Dev/ TMC/A T /RO 43 /201516

Office of the Chief Officer,
Town Municipal Council,
Devanahalli,
Bangaiore Rural District.
Devanahalli, Dated 22-08-2015
To:
The Secretary,
Moedical Councit of India,
Sevtor - 8, Pocket - L4

! [hwaraka, New Delhi - 110 O77.
S

Sub: Confirmation of immovable properties owned by Akash
Education & Development Trust,

Rel: (1) Application dated 17-08-2015 given by Akash Education
& Development Trust on the basis of Advisory issued

by Medical Councit of India.
(2) Report dated 19-08-2015 submitted by Assistant
Engineer & Revenue Officer.
% ok obox ow .
With reference to the above subject, details of the immovable properties
belotiging Lo Akash Education & Development Trust, situated at

Akkupete Village, Kasaba Hobli, Devanahalli Taluk, Bangalore Rural

District are as lollows:
"SI ! Survey | Registration No. & Land Conversion Order No,
No, No. | Date Areain
- i Acres
1 651 DNHD-1-02330/2015-16 00-21 ALN
‘ dated 04-08-2015 (DEVISR-82/12-13
2 | a5z DNHD-1-02335/2075-16 | 00-21 ALN
: dated 04-06-2015 (DEVISR-149/12-13

Page 1 of 3




E-Mail:-
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(Borisketh mMEROZT

itstaff ulb devanahaili@yahoo.co.in

2363)

Phone No.,

pessmey
%’{j’f/

o ]

(80-27682221

PGR Phone No, 080-27682211

Website: www . devamahallitown.gov.in

S

602

N DNHD-1-08864/2013-14 "]

i""m\nm 10714772015 47

3 TBNHD 073577201574

7T

S DNHO 1631507301574

| DNHO-1-068297201574 1

- DNHD-1-08263/2014-74 |

- DNHO-T-02331/2515276
| DNHDT-023937361 5-16 1

" ONHOT-0933 150155 1T

- DNHD-1-03752/201314 ]

DNHD-1-02330/201516 1 02-60

dated 04-06-2015

i

j (DEV)SR-81/12-13

dated 04-06-2015 ]

AT

r ALN

| (DEV)SR-56/2005-06

dated 06-06-2015

01-00

J ALN

| (DEV)SR-84/2012.13

ALN
| (DEV)SR-89/12-13

F
[~
daied 04-06-2015 |
N
dated 03-12-2013 f

Halted 13-12-2013

ALN
_(DEV)SR-31/13-14

ALN
_(DEV)SR-12/13-14

ALN

(DEV)SR-10/12-13

DNHD-1-10724/201 3-14 |
dated 15-02-2014

ALN
(DEV)BR-147/12-13

CALN
(DEV)SR-148/12-13

00-04
dated 20-12-2013

I ALN T
| (DEV)SR-150/12-13

AN

i’"ﬁNHD 1-07359/2013.74 T " 6004

_daled 20-12-2013 |

ALN

; i l

- 00-04
dated 17-07-2013

dated 17-07-2013

00-04

| (DEV)SR-98/12-13
ALN
(DEV)SR-87/12-13

‘ _(DEVISR-100/12-13
|
!
|
|

ALN T
(DEV)SR-88/12-13

|
]
l
.
f
|

J
I!
-
\

00-16
_dated 02-12-2013

. dated 21 01-2014
TO FAL f

02-31

2032

ALN

ALN
_{DEV)SR-84/12-13

(DEV)SR-101/12-13
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Lt &y
Phone No. 080-27682221
PGR Phone No. 080-277682211

E-Mail:- jtstaff_ulb_devanahalli@yahoo.co.in Website:- devan-ahatlitown gov.in

Toral extent of 20 Acres 32 Guntas {excluding 06 Guntas of Kharalb
Land} have been approved by the Deputy Comumissioner, Bangalore
Rinal Districl, for the purpose of construction and establishment  of
Medical College & Hospital and its anciliary Buildings. On the basis of
the Report submitted by the Assistant En gineer and Revenue Officer
permission has been given in respect of all the lands for construction of

Muedical College & Hospital and its ancillary Bu ildings.

This is 1o bring (o your kind notice that all these properties are sgil)
continuing in the name of Akash Education & Development Trust as

Ownyer.

Theiking vou,

Al

4

L o

Chief Officer, = ¥ j“f’?

Aown Municipal Council, b
Devanahalli,

Bangalore Rural District.
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AnwBe o - T
Town Municipal Council, Devanahalli

) Bangalore Rural 562110

No. DEVA/TMC/72/2012-14 Date: 22.08.2013

COMMENCEMENT CERTIFICATE

Sub: Construction of Teaching Hospital, Medical College, Hostel, Staff Quarters and other

Buildings.

Rel: 1.Represntation by Secretary, Akash Education and Development Trust on 18/07/2013
2.Office Report dated 02/08/2013. '

With respect to the above subject and reference, under the limits of TMC, Devc,mahalh and in
Consideration of the application Submitted by Akash Education and Development Trust, we
herby accord permission to Construct the aforesaid building in accordance of the Building Plan

Sanctioned by us vide No:68/2013-14 dated 22/08/2013.

Sd/-
Chief Officer
TMC, Devanahalli
Bangalore Rural District

CC. 1o
. 5 . fred {M""&é& -
1. Akash Education & &,Lt w :
o 4,5;, o
Development Trust, Devanahalli. / W ,;{w G
2. Office copy o ﬁ,ﬂj:?f‘ ﬁwﬁﬂ .
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ABSOLUTE SALE DEED '
This Deed of Absolute Sale 1s made and executed on this the TWENTY-FIRST

DAY OF JANUARY YEAR TWO THOUSAND FOURTEEN {21-01-2014) ‘at
Devanahalli;

BY:

- Sri. G, DASARATH RAMI REDDY, 7
Aged about 55 Years,

S/0.5ri. Papi-Reddy, o

Office at No,628/Z, 2™ Floor, 1™ Main Road,
11" Cross, Indiranagar 1% Stage

Bangalore —~ 560 038, © -

Reprasenied by his SPA _'i_jiolde'r:

Sri. B. R. MADHUSUDHAN,
Aged about 30 Years,

S/o B. N. Ramamurthy,
Reslding at Bidalyr Village,
Devanahalli Taluk, ‘
Bangalore Rural District.

Hereirafter referred to as the “VENDOR” of the FIRST PART;

IM FAYOUR GF: .

AKASH EDUCATION AND DEVELOPMENT TRUST, - _
A Registered Trust registered under theé provisions of Indian Trust Act
1882, and having its registered office at Ward No.22, Prashanth Nagar,
Devanahalli, Bangalore - 562 110;
Represented by Jts Trustee & Chairperson Smt. M. PUSHPA,

For Akash Educatinn & Development Trust

,11—:) Wl -

3 WA N :f""“/"//
Chairnan
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Herelnafter referred to as “"PURCHASER” of the OTHER PART;

WHEREAS tha expressions, the VENDOR, the PURCHASER, uniess Inconsistent
with or repugnant to the cantext shall mean and include thelr respective helrs,
successors,  assigns,  administrators,  legal  representatives,  executors,
successors-in-interast, ete,

PREAMBLE:

WHEREAS the VENDOR s the sole and absolute ovirier in lawful possession and
enjoyment of immovable property bearing ‘Sy. No. 71/8 (Old Sy. Ne.71) -
measuring 02 Acres 30 Guntas plus 0f Gunta of A" Kharab Land, totally
measuring 02 Acres 31 Guntas sitvated in Aklwupete Vilage, Kasaba
Hobli, Devanahalii Taluk, ﬁangaiure Rural District, more fully described in the
Schedule hereunder wrrtten and herem aﬂer called a5 the SCHEDULE
PROPERTY.

WHEREAS, the VENDOR acquired thie Schedule Property from its erstwhile
owner Sri. Doddavenkateshappa S/o La'i:e Muht\;enka'tappa by way of an
Absclute Sale Deed dated 21-10-2005, registered as Document No, DNH-1-
03473/2005-06, of Book-I, stored in CD No,DNHDE4, in the Office of the Sub-
Regnstrar Devanahaih Taiuk Bangalore, '

WHEREAS, since then the Vendcr has been in possession and enjoyment of the

above Schedule Property and paying taxes and revenues thereon, as sole and

For Akash Edutation & D r Yrost
absolute owner thereof, on 5 Devieprient ¥ios

r[:,'mﬁ_.-. e
& <WM‘AJJ£.§/ Chaisrmian '
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WHEREAS, the RIC/Khatha and other records in respect of the Schedule
Property stands in the name of Vendor in terms of Mulation Register
N0, 65/2005-2006 dated 25-02-2006, and the Vendor has had peen paying all
taxes, cesses and land revenue to the concerned autharities regularly.

WHEREAS, the Schedule Mroperty-is cppverted for Noragricultural Purposes in
terms of Official Memprandum bearing No.ALN (DEV. KA.) SR / 84 / 2012-13
dated 20-04-2013 Issued by the Deputy Commissioner, Bangalore Rural
District.

IN VIEW OF THE ABOVE ACTS and DEEDS, the Vendor has become the
absolute owner and is in lawfui & paacefui possession and enjoyment of the
Schediutle Property without any litigation free fmm all encumbrances

WHEREAS the Yendor for his legal and family necessities has offered to seli the
Schedule Property and the Purchaser has acceptad the offer of the Vendor and
has agread o pumhé;se‘ the -Scﬁ;’duia. Propesty ffeé from all encumbrances, for
a vaiuable salg consideration of R$.49,00,000/- (Rupees Forty-nine Lakhs
aniy).

WHEREAS the Vendor has extended out anc! assured unto tha Purchaser the
following:

ay That the Vendof i the absolute owner and is In possession and
snjoyment and personal occupation of the Schedule Property;

by That the Schedule Property is the self-acquired property of the Vendor
and the title of the Vendor to the Schedule Property hereby convleyed is
el ol Egt Akash Education & Developmear Hrus!
G Pt U ;

.t—J’_

Chairmen Page 30f 8
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absolute, good, marketable and subsisting and he has the power to
convey the same and that there is o impediment for this sale under any
law, order, decree or contract;

That the Vendor shall whenever so requirgd by the Purchaser, do and
execute ail such acts, deeds and things for more fully and perfectiy
assuring the title of the Purchasar to the Schedule Froperty hereby
convayed, ‘

That the Scheaule bropeﬁzy is not subjected to any attachments before
or after Judgment, encumbrances, Court proceedings in execution or
otherwise, mortgages, charge or lien or minor Ciaim;

That the Vendor nas not entered into any agreement/arrangemesnt for
sale or transfer of the Sr:hedule Pmperty ar portions théreof with anyone

elsg;

That there are ho 'tehancy clalrris in i"egarc_l 0 ‘l:r_te Schedule Property
under the Karnataka-Land Ref‘brms Act;

The Vendor def:lares that he is an Agrlculturlst anr:! befongs to a family
of agriculturists and no proceedings under sections 794, 798 and 80 or
under any -of the Provisions of the Karataka Land Reforms Act are
pending In respect of the Schedule Property or portions thereof before
any Authority.

That the Schedule Property is not a property in respéct of which there is

-a-prohibition regarding sale and that there s no.bar or prohibition to

acquire, hold or to sell the Schedule Froperty;

That the Vendor has paid ‘up-bd-d'a‘te lang revepue, taxes and other

statutory charges with regard to the Schedu!e Property;
For Akazh Ed;mmn & Deveicpment Tt

~a,
7
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j)  That the Vendor does not have any pending fiabilities with regard to
income tax, weaith tax, gift tax or any other tax, which would affect his
title to the Schedule Property;

WHEREAS the Purchaser herein, who has paid the entire agreed sale
considergtion to the Vendof, has sought the execution of the sale deed.
Whereas the Vendor has agreéd and come forward to execute the sale deed in
favour of the Purchaser herein and hence this deed of sale.

That in pursuance of the above common intention and agreement and in
consideration of the Purchaser having"paid the entire mutually agreed sale
consideration of Rs.49,00, 000! (Rupees Fo&y-mne Lakhs only) in the
foucwmg manner:

+  Rs.20,00,000/]- (Rupm Twenty Lakhs only) by way of Cheque
No.538309, dated 07-10- 2013 clrawn on Canara gank, Hebbal Branch,
A/C No.0425101048976, Bangawre n favour of the Vendor, in the
presence of the wttnesaes at’cesting hereunder;
° Rs.zg,ﬂﬂ,ﬂﬁni (Rupees Twenw-nme Lakhs oniy) pait E::v way of
i Cash to the Vendor on various dates in the presence of the witnesses
attesting hereumj.ler to this deed of absclute sale;

: fhe Vendor, hereby acknowledges the receipt of the same, acquits and
| discharges the Purchaser of such payment, the Vendor as the full, absciute,
sole, exclusive, beneficial owner of the Schedule Praperty, hareby convey, sell,
transfer, alienate, grant, assign UNTO the Purchaser all that piece and parcel of
the Schedule Property TO HAYE AND TO HOLD the same as its full, absolute,
sole, exclusive, beneficlal owner thereof with all privileges, benefits,
easements, heriditaments and  absolutely free from encumbrances of

whatsoever nature, subject to the coveﬂarzts herginafter ap Eeanng
For dkash Education & Hewplopment Trust
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d)

That the Purchaser shall be entitled tb quietly enter upon, hold, possess
and enjoy the Schedule Property hereby conveyed and receive the
income and profits there from, as absolute owner, without any
interference or disturbance by the Vendos, his legal heirs angfor his
predecessors-in-title or any one claiming through or under him or any
person ¢laiming any legal title thereto;

The Vendor has this day dellvered the vacant physical possession of the
Schadule Property to the Purchaser, pursuarit to this sale deed and the
Purchaser hereby acknowledges having taken the vacant possession of
the Schedule Property. : :

The Vender has ho objection for the Purchaser approaching the relevant
Revenue Authorities, Thasildar, seeking transferfregistration of Khatha
and the Special Deputy Commissioner, Bangalore and. for payment of
taxes by the Purchaser harekn,

The Purchaser shall'be Nlable to pay all out goings in regard to the
Sehedule Property including taxes due to the Revenue Authorities, for
the purpeses of registration of Khatha  in regard to the Schedule
Property. N : '

Subject to. the- Purchaser discharging the obligations and observing the
termas and conditions contained herein, the Vendor covenants with the
Purchaser that the Purchaser shall be entitled to hold, pussess, build
upan and enjoy the Schedule Property, as 1ts full, absclute, beneficial,
exclusive owner thereof, :

That the Vendor shall keep the Purchaser fully indemnified and harmiess
at all times, ageinst any action or proceedings, loss, liability, cost or
claim that may arise against the Purchaser of the Property haraeby
conveyed, by reason of any defect in or want of titte on the part of the
Vendor, his legal heirs and/or his predecessors-in-title or by treach of

the covenants herein above contained or against any consequentia
For Akseh Educetion & Development Trust
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disturbance or interference to the peaceful possession and quiet
enjoyment of the Schedule Property by the Purchaser or if any
praceedings commenced by any person or persons or by any statutory
authorities;

g) The Vendor hereby represents that the Schedule Property hereby
conveyed, s absolutely free from encumbrances of whatsoever nature
and free from any claims, attachiments, etc.

h) The Vendor will do and execute at the request and the cost of the
purchaser, all such other acts and deeds and things, as may be
required, for more fully and perfectly assuring the title of the Purchaser
in relation to the Schedule Property, whlch is Mereby conveyed, pursuant
te and under this sale deed

)}  That the Vendor has delivere'd to theé Purchaser all the original title
deeds relating to the Schedule Property along with the copies of all the
relevant/fincidental records supporting the. title of the Vender pertaining
to the Schetiite Property on'the date of registration of this Sale Deed;

iy The expenses of starmp duty and reqistration charges of this sale deed
are borne mf the Purchaser herem exciusively.

§§HEBELE PBQPERTY
All that plece and parcel of the Converted Land bearing Sy.- No. 7178 (Od Sy./

. No.71), measuring 02 Acres 30 Guntas plus 01 Gunta of "A" Kharab Land, totaily
measuring 02 Acres 31 Guntas, (Two Acres. Thirty-one Guntas), situated at
Adaupete Village, Kasaba Hobli, e_vanaha!h Taluk, in terms of Official
Memorandum bearing No.ALN (DEV) SR/B4/2012-13 dated 20-04-2013 issued by

the Deputy Commissioner, Bangalore Rural [}nstnct]e grﬁa ow%laet?mog Bm}ﬂmm Trust

e
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East By : Land in Survey Number 71/2;
West By : Land in Survey Number 71/6 & 71/7;
North By : tand in Survey Number 70; .

South By ; Land in Surey Number 72,

IN WITNESS WHEREQF, the Parties herein have signed this Deed of ﬁb%alb?e«u
Sale on the day, month and the year first above written in the presemewe
witnesses attesting hereunder;

ree Lt

w

WITNESSES: p
L P /
DL . {G. DASARATH RAM! REDDY)

VENDOR ,
Rep. by his SP*ﬁ» -Hclder
Sri. B.R. Madhusudhan

L/DH . (AKASH EDUCATION ELGEVELGPMENTgi{UST
' PURCHASER =
\ _ * Rep. by its Chairperson & Trustee gj’

Smt. M. PUSHPA ' k
i
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IN THE KARNATAKA LAND GRABBING PROHIBITION
SPECIAL COURT, BENGALURU ‘

Present

Justlce H.N. Narayan
Hon’ble Cheurman

| Sr1BaJaknshnaB,
Hon’ble Judicdial Member

. L.GIC.(P) No.888/2017

 Dated this the 7t March 2019

Complainarit: ~ SriMadhusudhan B.R.

,(Represented by advocate
‘Sri. 'S.Mehan )

vs.
Accused: : Sri Muniraju K. and
| ~ .another

(Representéd by ad{foca{e :
Sri. Bipin Hegde)
ORDER ON SUBSTANCE OF ACCUSATION
~ This is'a case registered ‘on ‘a: private’ éompié.i-nt filed

against the res'pondehtS'fOr'an dffenée.-punishablé under

%



S. 4(3) of the Karnataka Land Grabbing Prohibition Act,

2011,

2. By an order dated 7.7.20 17, cognizance of an offence
Puﬁ'ishaible ._u;n__der S 4(3)- of the Kérnataka Land Grabbing
- Prehibition Act, 201 1 (for the sake of brevity, it will hereinafter
‘be . referred to as - 't:he__ | Act only) was .taltke_;i' against the
respondents.
3. Heard.
- 4.A shortpoinf. that falls for our _d'eterﬁliﬁati'_oﬂ:-is:
“Whether substance of accusation for
_an offence punishable under- S. 4{3) of
. the Karnataka Land - Grabbing.
: :"Proh1b1t1on Act, 2011 is to be recorded
_. agamst the respondents'v) “
5. Our f'mdi;ngl__;qn__ the above pomt is in.the negative
for the folloizvin-g: |

6. Albelt the -complainant- has plac'ed on record

)

vl T ; étead of furmshlng the partlculars absolutely needed,

gn ol

. the. cemplamant has plea.ded several facts not reIevant

?
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- LGC(P) N0.888/2017

_The cornplalnt is amb1guous and vague A plaJn readmg -
of it Would dr1ve home the complalnant’s gnevance that':'

the accused have grabbed ra_]a kaluve to an extent of 0 04 o

acre 1nSyNo7l/6 f . a_ge, Devenahalh

taluk.

7. On the prennse that cogmzance is already taken':---_j
agalnst the accused substance of accusatlon cannot be_-'
recorded as.a matter of course, for .even a mere allegatmni
of land. grabbmg is- sufﬁc1ent to take cogmzance Whereas .

for record1ng substance of accusatlon, there should be:

some rnaterlal capable of dnvmg the court further

proceed against the accused It is, pertment to note that.
0.04 acre in Sy No 7 1 /6 ‘of Akkupete Vﬂlage does ‘not
belong to. the government The complalnant has not- -
placed any matenal before court even to 1nd1cate or-

suggest that there exists raJa kaluve in Sy No. 71/ 6.

f;flds a place both in colum 9 and 12 of it dr1v1ng home_

he fact that 1t is-a private land. Hence the questlon of its

gra:bbiﬁg Canl’lot arise atall. % o
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8. Pursuant to the complaint, a detailed report was

called from the tahsildar, Devenahalli. He submitted a

| report dated 7 10-2017 It amply points out that 0.04

acre of land in . Sy. No 71/6 of Akkupete Vlllage is a
converted land, g1v1ng enough 1nd1cat10n that 1t is a
private land and thus it is well outs1de the Jurlsdlctxon of
th1s 'cour-t.

| - 9. The cornplainant has'.pr'odnced xer'ol-x'copies of a
few documents Amongst them, letter dated 27 3. 2017

and 5.5.2017 written by  Akash Inst1tute of Medical
fo

‘Council-of —Ind_ia ﬁﬁ%&;ﬁ j Dr. Raj'e'ndra Wabale snd the
complainant " respectively. ~ They do not help the
complalnant mmakmg out a'-c'a‘_'s_eﬂ again's_tf the accused for
recording substance of accusation. (.)fﬁcial_memorandtl_m
cl'ate'd 9.1.2014 snd-r'l.:etter dated 222017 ‘addressed to
“him by ‘BIAAPA and an endors‘ement dsted, 13.2.2017
| ‘i_:shsued to.'_h?irn arealso I;elied upon.. _.-_Ofﬁcid:menlorandum |

N _and an endorsement relate to 6 06. acres 1n Sy No.70 / 2 of



LGC{P) Na.ess'/zo'n-- |
) | L 5 - |
10 The. letter dated 2.2. 2017 of BIAAPA pomts out"_f
that its approval is not obtamed to put up construct10n in

lands beanng Sy.No. 65/1 to 71/8 of Akkupete v:llage B

_ Even if it is presumed that the land in: questlon 1s also'-_'-- .

‘included in the sa.td Ietter, there cannot be any he81tat10n Lo

in saying _that theﬁ- r._ernedy.= ‘open to the complamant is . |
before” BIAAPA- ‘and not ‘before this. cotitt, Thus the
documents reliied .u;_joﬁ by the complalnant cannot make
out‘ a case’ for recordmg i‘suﬁstance of aoou'sat»ioh | agamst :
‘ ':the accus"e"d' | | |

11 | Not\mthstandmg thel facts on record the
comp]amant repeatedly argued that ththout obtammg the_ -
permission of BIAAPA, the accused have proceeded Wlth'

the construction’ Work encroachmg upon the pubhc road_

et ,J“Sj,"?\and raja kaluve ‘existing in Sy.No. 71/6 We are Just
A.Af :3 ;”Mr’ﬂhi\
“;/ e E qrtable even to apprec1ate h1s argument let alone
., _

i th'e‘re is any e'ontfévention' or violation of any terrn '
governing the permission for conversion or condition

imposed by BIAAPA, it ‘cannot be s‘aid. ‘that the

%
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_complainant has no remedy at all. He has to approach

the au:thori-ties conc_emed in redreesal-éf his grievance

Instead of aveuhng the opt1on open to h1m he has

.hurnedly come before th1s court 1gnor1ng the well known
- saying “haste :always make waste”. On the basis of the

_mateﬁalsfmade available, it is not possible to drive the

accused to their tnal for an offence pumshable under- S.

4(3) of the Karnataka Land Grab'bmg Proh1b1t10n Act,
2011 by recordl-ng_ a subs‘tance__ ef _ac;eusatmn against
them. To put'. 1t1n other words, as substance ef'
'_ac_cu's‘at-ie;i_ for ﬁhe said offeﬁce-:-_.;c-annetij:'be' reCOrded

L | agalnstthe aeeus;_ed,_ the proceedings have to be dropped

mvokmg the pr‘oﬁsien_ contained in 8258 of the Code of

Criminal Procedure and the accused 'have: to-be released.

In the result -and for the reasons a_forésaid',_, we proceed to

_ pass the following:
. pass the following

ORDER

ey
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(Dictated to- the Judgment Wnter transcnbed by
him, corrected and then ‘pronounced by us in open court
on this‘thé 7th day of March 2019).

Copy Applied DY .- @ LA nn S
Copy Applied on. ‘I%"?/ 1 7
Copy Prepared ";y ........ T e e
Copy Compired BY om0 -
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“ Present LT

Jl__;stme _ H N Naraya.n
- H on’ble -';Chalrman

Sr1 BalaknshnaB L
' :Hon’ble Judlc1a1 Member : :

| L G.C. (P) No 901/2017

Dated tlns the 7in March 2019 "j A

Complainant: .' o sri Madhusudhan B. R.

(Represented by advocate
Sri. S:Mohan)

vs.

Accused: S SH Mumra_]u K. and
| o another '

(Represented by advocate
Sn Blpm Hegde) §

2011.

e



S 2 By an order dated 7.7.2017, cogn;lzance of -an offence
punishable under S. 4(3) of the Karnataka Land Grabbmg
Proh1b1tzon Act 201 1 (for the sake of brev1ty, it will heremafter

be- referred ‘to as the Act only) was taken agalnst the '

respondents
3. Heard.

4. A short pomt that falls for our deterrmnatmn is:

“Whether substance of"ac
Can offence pumshable und S 4(3) of
the  Karnataka. - Land Grabbmg
. Prohibition Act, 2011 is to be recorded-
.i_._agamst the respondents? .

S. Our ﬁndmg on the above pomt is m  the negatlve

for the followmg
REASONS

6 Albelt the complamant has placed on record

| several facts,» he method adopted by hnn is: ‘not
: reconcﬂable Wlth the lntenuon behmd Form 1. Even
othermse, .the complamt 1s not presented 1n Form I.

Instead of furmshmg the partlculars absolutely needed :

7 On th' "prem se that cognlzance 1s a]ready taken'

aga:nst the accu:' ed substance of accusatxon cannot be-

o recorded as a rnatter of course for even a iere: alleganon

*f%




— th:;s court DR

O icdPesoqer

matenal before

urt even to mdlcf__,e]or suggest that - .
there emst pubhc road and ra_]a kaluve 1n Sy No 72/8
 However RTC extract produced by the complamant shows L I
.-:that the sa1d land belongs to one M Man_]unath a

| -'name ﬁnds a. place both in: column 9 a.nd 12 of 1t dn ;f.ii____ -

" at 1t 1s a pnvate Iand Hence the:';

questlon of its gra ,,bmg cannot anse at all .

-8, Pursuant to the complamt a detaﬂed report Was ER
called from the tahsildar, Devenahalli.  He submitted &'~
report. dated 7 10. 2017, It amply pomts out: that 0 15{,_ fEp
- acre of land m Sy No 72/8 of Akkupete v111age is-a’ e

converted land g1v1ng enough mdlcauon that 1t is a"‘—-- S

pnvate land and thus it is we11 outs1de the jllI‘lSdlCthn of .-, S

_ '9_ The 'complamant has produced xerox coples of aii.'j. A
'W* documents Amongst them letter dated 27.3. 2017"3;' i | S
;'2017 Wntten by Akash Instltute of Med1ca1_-_':"

' Counmf" of Indla to lr Rajendra Wabale and the" - (
' Iamant respect:vely ’I‘hey do not help the':"_l,

L complamant in makmg out a case agamst the accused for_ ’ 1 A .

recordmg substance of accusatlon Offic1al memorandum o

dated 9.1. 2014 and letter dated 2 2 2017 addressed to PR,

‘9%



: h1m by BIAAPA and an endorsement dated 13.2.2017.
issued to h1m are also rehed upon Ofﬁc1a1 memorandum
and -an endorsement relate to 6 66 acres in Sy No. 70/ 2

' of Akkupete and they have nothmg to do with the land in
questlon

10, The Ietter dated 2 2 2017 of BIAAPA pomts out
- that its. approval is not: obtamed to put up construcnon in
_lands bea_rlng Sy. No: 72/8 of

- presumed that the. land 1n questlon is- also mcluded in

pete village. Even if it is

.~ the sald letter, there cannot be any hes1tat1on in saying
-.'jr_-that the remedy open to the complamant is before .
BIAAPA and not. before thlS cotirt. Thus the. documents
relied upon by the complamant cannot make out a.case

for recordmg substance of accusatlon -against “the

accused

- 1’1 Notmthstandmg ‘the facts on récord the
cemplalnant repeatedly argued that Wlthout obtammg the .
: :perm1ss10n of BIAAPA the accused have proceeded wfch '

. the constructlen Work encroac, mg upon the pubhc road .

_and raja kaluve emstmg in Sy. No 72/8 We are Just

n j1.1.1'1a13>1e even to - apprec1ate h1s argument let alone

[n other\mse :
“of 'any term‘“'
ion ‘or cond1t10n
sa1d that the'.

o ""’g»-- osed by BIAAPA : 1t canno
aE T
#7"{;;*- complamant has no remedy‘_ at?a]li_ -'H :

o the au'i;'_-?'jorltles eoncerned in" redre.sa_l of his grievance.

’f‘s

as to approach.; .
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Instead of . avalhng the opt1on open to th he has
hurnedly come before th13 court 1 :nonng the Well knoWn' RIS

-saying “haste always make waste “'i'if.n::_the bas1s of thei:i__. :-3j=__l-._:_ e

matenals made avaﬂ ble 1t s not
: faccused to the ] '.
4(3) of the Karnataka Land G ing - Prohibiti _
B 2011 by recordmg a substance of accusatwn agaJnstT":‘..
them. To put it 1n other Words, as substance of
accusatlon for the sa1d offence cannot be recordedf'-; i D

agamst the accused the proceedmgs have to be dropped. e i

-mvokmg the prowsmn contalned 1n S 258 of the Code: of_-:-_j.._ L
Criminal Procedure and the accused have to be released e
In the. result and for the reasons aforesald we proceed to o

pass the followmg

ORDER LU e
_ ACtmg under S 258 of the Code of Cnmmal:,_-:. T
"”Z?”_FQP{i\cedure, the proceedlngs are stopped and the accusedf" e
WWWWWW -é‘ : £ e oo T

v %keleased o _ . ‘ _
3 L{chtated to the Judgment Wnter transcrlbed by'. - |

%
e

% hn‘ni;corrected and then pronounced. by us in open court' e
on’this the.7th day of March 2019) S —

COD_y'.ﬂO“‘!‘f‘d by .. Q/N 7&/{ C@,{,Vg;/yl/ '
CO'—’YA:»pf iedon ..., ! ....... r-b' ST
Ca p~/ Prepan_(,, 0y / it L

(} Drotnb, tion- '

ﬁ;’mmsr &
i s..sue’t.., Benga;uru,
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B Pﬁh H%@&,'Mvocm '

Hon’ble Jud1c1al Member .

L G, C IPI No 896/2017

Dated thlS the 7th March 20 19 o

Complainant: s Madhusudhan B, R.

?.(Represented by advocate _
. Sri. S.Mohan)

- VS

Accused:

Sri- Munlraju K and
_ another

(Re' '.’-esented by advocate o
- Sri. B1p1n Hegde)

his is a case reglstered on a pnvate complamt ﬁled "
against the respondents for an offence pumshable under

S. 4(3) of the Karnataka Land Grabbmg Pr0h1b1t10n Act

- 2011, 7%



2 Byan order. da‘ted 7._7,'.2201:,77'_' cognizance of an offence -
?punlshable under S. 4(3) of the Karnataka Land Grabbmg
B ':'-Proh1b1t1on Act, 201 1 (for the sake of brewty, 1t Wﬂl hereinafter
be referred to as the Act only) Was taken ‘against the
respondents |
3. I—Iea.rd
4.A short point: that falls for our determmatmn is:
| “Whether substance ‘of accusat1on for
_.an offence pumshable under S. 4(3) of
. the Karnataka - Land " Grabbing
* Prohibitior Act, 2011 is to. be recorded
agaunst the respondents'r’ “«
5. Our findmg on the above p01nt*'1s 1n the negatrve :

for the followmg

REASON S

6. Albe1t ‘the - complamant has placed on record :

several facts the method adopted by hlm is. not

reconcﬂable mth the mtentmn behmd Form i. Even
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the accused have grabbed raJa kaluve to an extent of 4 02 - R

acres 1n Sy No 69/ 1 of Akkupete v1]lage, Devenahalhh

taluk

7. On the premlse that cogmzance 1s already t

agamst the accused substance of accusatl 1. cannot be_y.., -

recorded as a matter of course; for even a mere alleganon_} s

‘of land grabbmg is’ sufﬁcnent to take cogmzaHCe Wh el'easf: _-‘.j._‘ | PR

- for recordmg substance of accusatlon there should be-f-

some matenal capable of dnvmg the court furtherl

proceed agalnstthe ccused It is. pertment to note that o

4.02 acres in Sy No 69/ 1 of Akkupete v1]1age does not: ._'
belong to government The complalnant has not placed- :
any matenal-before court even to 1nd1cate ‘or suggest that _ |
- there emsts ra_]a kaluve 1n Sy No 69/1 I-Iowever RTC.:_

T T R,

By extract produced by the compleunant shows that the Sald.': '

'."'"i?iopment Pvt. Ltd as S its name ﬁnds a place both mo

arlse atall @k} |

h iand belongs to o M/s Akﬂesh Reahty andf}"’?



- 8. Pursuant to the complamt a: detaﬂed report was

: called from the tahsﬂdar, Devenahalh He submitted a
report dated 7. 10 2017 It amply pomts out that 4. 02'

acres of land in - Sy. No 69/1 of Akkupete vﬂlage is a |

converted land giving - enough md1cat10n that it is a

pnvate land and thus 1t is-well out81de the Junsdlchon of

. ..th1s- -cou—rt
9 'I‘he complamant has produced XErox cop1es of a -

' 'few documents Amongst them Ietter dated 27.3. 2017

and 5. 5 2017 ertten by Akash Instltute of Medlcal

Council of India to Dl‘ :RaJend-l-’f‘?‘_: Wabale ~and the

complamant _respectively.  They do An_o‘_t" ‘help  the

compzla'inantin' makmg 'out a=.cas*e “against the:aeeused for

. -recordmg substance of accusatlon .fﬁc.tal memorandum
f dated 9.1. 2014 and letter dated 2 2 20 17 addressed to -
- h1m by BIAAPA and an endorsement dated 13 2. 2017_

-,-rlssued to h1m are also rehed upon OffiCIal memorandum

an endorsement‘ relate to 6 06 acres m Sy No.70/2

L ipet and.they have nothmg to do w1th the Iand in



that its approval is not.‘:.io Lamed to put up construct10n 1n

lands bearlng Sy No: 69 / 1 of Akkupete v111age Even 1f 1t 1s

| presumed that the lanln ques tiok =

: the seud letter, ther

| LGC{P) No.896/2017 - -

10 The letter dated 2220 17 ofBIAAPA pomts out o

i "',."_also mcluded m;‘--:_-j._z_,_f ‘_L_;_"_i.:,_

__emnot be any heS1tat10n in saymg'"-i_‘:-":--’i‘?"'-;.

_-that the remedy open to the complalnant is before N

'BIAAPA and not before th1s court Thus the documents:_];-:-'-*-'

relied upon "bY thecomplamantcannotmakeout a case -

for recording substance ofaccusatlon ;;againSf Cthe 0 et i

accused.

11, Notmthstandlng the facts on: record thel.l'.f:' S

complamant repeatedly argued that w1thout obtammg the" _. |

" ,-penms'smn of -BIAAPA: : t-he -accuseid h‘-ave prﬁo’.ce.ede‘d w1th

- the constructmn work encroachmg upon the pubhc road e

e

g Md raja kaluve emstmg m Sy No 69/1 We are Just ; 7- Ea,0 )

unéble even to apprec1ate h1s argument let alone RS :

i
_-“

"'QL.,. o

+ % road and raja kaluve emst 1n Sy No 69 / 1 Even othervnse_-‘- E '
if there is any COﬂtr&Vent-_l'qn or -Vlolo_;tlon of any term' S

governing the  permission for conversion or condition -

éptlng it, for want of any matenal to show that pubhc - -

imposed by BIAAPA,lt cannotbe said  that ‘the .

7



- complainant has no remedy at all. He has to approach -

the authorities concerned in. redressal of his grievance.

Instead .of availing the option open to him, he has

hurriedly come before-.this court ignoring the well known
saying “-haste" always m-ake._ waste”.-O-n-the‘ basis of the
matenals made avaﬂable it 1s not poss1b1e to drlve the

accused to the1r tnal for an. offence pumshable under SH

'4(3) of the Karnataka Land Grabbing Proh1b1t1on Act,

2011 by recordmg a substance of accusat1on against

Vthem To. put it in other words substance of accusation
,for the sald offence cannot ‘be recorded agamst the
Lo -accused the proceedmgs have to. be dropped 1nvok1ng the
. pr.ovrsmn under S 258 of the Code of Cnmmal Procedure :

1 .and.:the,acou-'sed ha:'ve- to be- 'releas'ed In--the' .result and for

.-the reasons aforesald We proceed to pass the followmg

ORDER

Actmg under S 258 of the Code of Crm:unal

;_proceedmgs are stopped an | e_-t--accused



7

(D1ctated to the Judgment Wnter, tranScnbed by
hlm corrected and then pronounced by us in open court’
on this the 7th day of March 2019)

ChalrInan

Copy A uf;ijG by .
Comr App.,icu o I EoRe N
Copy Erepared BY - mereant f .

Cogy \,omrd-ndby,.,ié gﬁ
Cony RResdy O e 2’ a..)
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SR T .

IN THE KARNATAKA | 'AND GRA_BBING PROHIBITI.N
’ - SPECIAL CC ._,,_;-.BENGALURU =

tifeSénf‘ S

© L.G.C.{P} N0.900/2017

Complainant: j Sr1 Madhusudhan BR.

(Represented by advocate
Sn S Mohan)

Accused: oS Mumra_]u K and
' o o “another . . .

(Represented by advocate
Sri. szm Hegde)

ORDER ON SUBSTANCE OF ACCUSATION

_ '/h1s is a case reglstered ona pnvate complamt ﬁled
- agamst the respondents for an offence pumshable under

S. 4(3) of the Karnataka Land Grabblng Proh1b1t10n Act

e -r‘;



2 By an order dated 7.7.2017, cogmzance of an offence
a punlshable under S 4(3). of the Karnataka Land Grabbing
-' ‘ Proh1b1t1on Act 2011 (for the sake of brev1ty, it will heremafter
’be referred to -as the Act only) was taken agamst the-';-g_
- -respondents ' ' ' :

3 Heard |

4 A short po1nt that fa]ls for our determmatmn is:

_ “Whether substance of accusat1on for
an offence pumshable under S. 4(3) ‘af
‘the. ‘ Karnataka - “Land Grabbmg-
Preh1b1t1on Act, 2011 is to be recorded'
R agalnst the respondents° T
5 Our ﬁndmg on the above pomt is. m the negatlve ._ .
;for the followmg " R
_ 7 REASONS
6. Albeit the complamant has placed on record *
'--'_several facts, the method adopted by h1m is mnot
L reconcﬂable Wlth the mtent1on behlnd Form I Even
'othermse, the complalnt is. net presented in Form I

s nstead of furmshlng the partlculars absolutely needed

';__.the Complamant has pleade' 'several facts not relevant RS

‘ and vague A plam readmg'

e .--‘The complalnt is amb1guo

_ _of 1t would dr1ve home the complamant’s gnevance that
the accused have grabbed; _'Ja kaluve to an extent of 0.27
. =_"'_Eg:'.-No 72 / 7 of ' “ f,pete vﬂlage, Devenahalh‘ :

i recorded as a matter of course,_’for eve a:mere allegatlon', :




'3

o '-“GC(-P)NO-QGszoi# 5

: Qf land grabbmg is sufﬁment to take cogmzance Wh eas:;

_ ,for recordmg substance of 'accusatlen, there sho Id

some - material . capable ‘of . "drlvmg';- the court further:': _-

-iproceed agamst the accused o
0.27 atre in Sy.No.72/7 of Aklupete vi

: belOng to. government The-%,Co-

However RTC extract' produced by the COmplaJnant ShOst': e

that the sald Iand belongs to one M. Man_]unath as’ hls'; R

name finds a place both in col_'*mn 9and 12 of it driving  ~ ~

home the fact that it 1s a pnvate land Hence the:;

questmn of 1ts grabbmg -cannot anse- : t-.all
8. Pursuant to ‘the : compl' i -
| _called from the tahsﬂdar Devenahalh He submltted a
| report dated 7 10. 2017 It amply pomts out that: 0 27:'_-'
e :acre of land in “Sy. No 72/7 of Akkupete vﬂlage is a.fﬁ:;;'

: _,--a detaﬂed report WaS"_".; T

_',converted land 81"1118,’ enough md1cat10n that it is a.ff:-'-_:':__l R R

o They"' do not help the
' compla.mant 1n makmg out a case agamst the accused for -

recordmg substance of accusatmn Oﬁiczal memorandum

7%



4
hlm by BIAAPA ‘and an endersement dated  13.2.2017
1ssued to h1m are also rehed upon Offic1a1 memorandum

;. . .. and ‘an endorsement relate to 6.06 acre in Sy No: 70/ 20of
- .'Akkupete and they have nothmg to do mth the land in
' questlon '
10 The letter dated 2.2, 2017 of BIAAPA pomts out
_- that 1ts approval is not obtaJned to put up constructmn in
. .lands bearmg Sy No.7 2 / 7 of Akkupete vﬂlage Even if it 13
- presumed that the: land in questlon is- aiso mcluded in
o '-the sald letter there cannot be any he31tatlon in saying
| :that ‘the- remedy open " to - the complalnant is before
: BIAAPA and- not before this court.. ‘Thus the documents
L relied upon by the complamant cannot make out a case :
;-:for recordlng substance of accusatzon agamst the‘__"

' - accused

11 Notmthstandmg the facts 7 on recerd the_ )
| complamant repeatedly argued that w1thout obtalmng the | '.

'_‘,',,A' the accused have proceeded W1th_

perm1sszen of BIAA
" the constructlon Work encroachmg upon the. pubhc road ’
.and ra_]a ‘kaluve emstmg in Sy No. 72/ 7 We are: just

o __-.'able even to appremate hlS argument let alone

al to show that pubhc'_‘.-__'_.'

20 rmng the perm1ss1on for conversmn or cond1t10n _

b TP

| :f__;_ “"“QA Lm?ﬁmposed by BIAAPA it cannot be said that the

complalnant has no remedy at a]l He has to. approach

'?%



the authorities. concerned in redressa.l of hlS grievance.

Instead of av""‘_'f-i"?l g ‘the ‘option- open to ‘him, he ‘has |
hurriedly come before this court 1gnor1ng the well known |
saying “haste- always make waste On the basis’ ef the.
materials made - available, it is not possﬂale to dnve the
accused to- the1r trial for an offence pumshable under S S
43) of the. Kamataka Land- Grabbl-n-g Prohibition Act, .
2011 by recordmg a substance of- accusatlon agamst'
them. To put it in other Words as substance of E
accusation for the sald offence cannot be recorded
against the accused the proceedmgs have to be drepped o
invoking the prov1s1on contamed 1n -S: 258 of the Code of
Criminal Procedure and the accused have to be reIeased
In the result and for the reasons aforesald ‘we proceed to |
pass the followmg N
ORDER o
Actmg under: S. -258 of the Code of Criminal

Procedure, the proceedmgs are stopped and the accused' ;

r e\ released.

_‘ (chtated to the Judgment Wnter, transeribed byf
“ hnn - correctéd and then p_ronounced by us’in open court :
.oonr th1s the 7th day-of March 2019). :

s T 0o
s Advocade. {)»{ov\qzrbu@ Chalrman : s
. YBT 3 190 NS

Jud1c1a1 Member
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RABBING PROHIBITI.N
BENGALURU

I THE KARN"’ 'AKA'

o Present

Justlce I—I N Narayan
Hon’ble Cha1rman

cand .

Sr1 Balaknshna B
Hon’ble Jud1c1al Member

L G c (P) No 897/2017

Iated th:s the 7th March 2019

Complainant; - - o | Sr1 Madhusudhan B R

' (Represented by advocate
Sri. 8. Mohan)
T s, o

Accused: e St MunlraJuK and.
another

(Represented by advocate
Sri. B1p1n Hegde)
ORDER .N SUBSTAN CE OF ACCUSATION
Th1s is a case reglstered on a pnvate cornplamt ﬁled
against the respondents for an offence pumshable under

(3) of the Karnataka Land Grabblng Proh1b1t10n Act

2011 7%




2 By an order dated 772017, cognizance of an offence.
| ,fpuniéﬁable en'd'er S. 4(3) of .Ith'e: '5Kérnatai<a Land Grabbing
Prohlbltlon Act 2011 (for the. sake of brewty, it Wﬂl herelnafterr
_ 'be referred to as the Act only) was taken against the.
| '__re-spond'ent.s. | | B
e 3 Heard. |
4 A short po1nt that falls for our determmatlon .is:
Whether substance of accusatmn. for
- an offence punlshable under 'S. 4(3) of
the - Karnataka Land ‘Grabbing
Prohibition Act, 2011 is to be recorded
‘against the respondents” “
5 Our ﬁndmg on the above ptnnt is- 111 the negatwei“ ;
R ;?for the felleW]ng o B | |
' REASONS
6 Albe1t thecomplamant h’as--‘ plaCed.' on record.
o .seireral' ;'facts the method adopted by hun is not ,-

reconcﬂable w1th the mtentlon behmd Form I. Even

r""'.-othermse, _ the cemplalnt is ‘noet- Prese ted_. in Form L

ab utely needed i

plalnant ha _Vpleaded severai;.facts not relevant

;'_'.T =e.-.:.:iempla_1nt is amblgllous and V.- Aplam readm'g__

__:1t: would drlve heme the compla:nants gnevance that

75



. o | T © LGEP) No.-s'97'/fi=o;;7;.._'-f.-“ :

o ._.the accused have grabbed ra_}a kaluve to an extent of 2 161.' o :, G

_'acres in SY No 65/ 2 of :;-’:"-,'pEte '-3v111age, Devenahalhgf,.::.,_

talu'k

.__gmzance is already taken

<7 On the prermse ‘that"
| .agaunst the accused substance of accusatlon cannot be LT
recorded as a matter of course, for even a mere allegatlon,_f - i

of* Iand grabbmg is. sufﬁc1ent to take cogmzance Whereas_.,‘-:_ = e

-for recordmg substance of accusatlon, there should bei. :‘ .
| some matenal capable of dr1v1ng the court furtherg-.' L
' proceed agamst the accused It 1s pertlnent to note that-_
_2 16 acres ‘in Sy No 65/ 2 of Akkupete vﬂlage does not
) belong to gOVernment The complalnant has not placed.'?_ N T
-any- materlal before .court even to mdlcate -of suggest that:.:

'there emst Pubhc road and raJa kaluve in’ SY NO 65/ 2. :_

However RTC extract produced by the complalnant showsﬁ_" L g

g grab'bmg cannot anse at all.-

8 Pursuant to the complamt a detalled report Was .

called from the tahsﬂdar Devenahalh He subnntted a”

%



£

 report da-ted 7.10. 2-‘0-17‘ It amply points out that 2.16

-acres of land in- Sy No 65/2 of Akkupete vﬂlage is a

converted land g1v1ng enough Jndlcatlon that 1t 1s a

prlvate Iand and thus 1t is well out31de the Junsdlctmn of

.-t-h1s court.

9. The complamant has produced xerox coples of a

: few documents Amongst ‘them, Ietter dated 27.3. 20 17
‘and 5 5. 2017 Wntten by Akash Institute of Medlcal
.'Councﬂ of Ind1a to Dr Ra_;endra Wabale and the. ,
| complamant respectlvely They do not help the .
_ complamant in ma_k_lng out a case against th.e accused.for
| recordmg substance of accusatlon Ofﬁ01al memorandum )
| dated 9 1 2014 and letter dated 2.2. 2017 addressed to

| h1m by BIAAPA and an endorsement dated 13 2 2017

1ssued to h1m are also rehed upon Ofﬁc1a1 memorandum )

and a;n;endo._rsgrnen_t-relate_.__to 6.06 -aicres_- '1n__ _Sy.’*No:.--TO_ /2 of .

Aupet-and they have nothing to do.with the land-in

'f%



| | | LGC(P) N0:897/2017 -
‘/ .:\> R 5 B )

presumed thatthe land mCIuestlon is alsomcluded iti
the said letter,- there cannot be any hes1tat10n m soymg'ﬁ: - S
that the femEdY Open ‘to- the complamant is- before
BIAAPA and ot before tl-us court Thus the documentsi o

relied upon by the complamant cannot make out a case" )

for recordmg substance of accusatzon agaJnst the o

accused.”

11. Noththstandmg the facts on record the

complamant repeatedly argued that w1thout obtamlng the ,

‘the construchon Werk encroachmg upon the pubhc road:_-_ ,

and ra_]a kaluve emstmg in - Sy No 65 / 2 We are. just "

unable even . to apprec1ate hlS argu_ment Iet alone.. L
acceptmg it, for want of any matenal to show that publlc_' i

road and raJa kaluve emst m Sy No 65/ 2 Even othermse:."'" - g

if there is any contravenhon or v101atlon of any term‘ N e

‘nmg_sed by BIAAPA 1t cannot be sa1d that the

] aihant has no remedy at all He has to approach .

jauthormes concerned in redressal of h1s gnevance :

Lri-'

R “’fnstead of avalhng the opt1on open to hun he has -

%



| hurried;ly. come before this court igno.ﬁng the well known
saymg “haste always make waste” On the bas1s of the
rnatenals made ava.ﬂable it is not poss1b1e to- dr1ve the
. j:accused to the1r tnal for an offence punlshable under S
4(3) of the Karnataka Land Grabblng Proh1b1t10n Act
2011 by recordlng a substance of accusatlon agalnst
'-.""them To l put 1t in other ‘Words, a.s substance of
| accusatlon for the .s.ald offence cannot be recorded
agafnst the accused the proceedmgs have to be dropped
"mvoklng the prov1s1on contamed in. S 258 of the Code of
Crnmnal Procedure and the accused have to be released
. _:In the result and for the reasons aforesa:;d We proceed tor :
:passthefollow-lng-. L e
R FEE ORDER - |
Actmgl under S 258 of the Code of Crnmnal B

. ,N,P .cedure the proceedmgs are stopped and the ‘accused
52T 'eased : S

(D tated to 'th {,;-.J.udgment Wnter, transcnbed by I
' cted. and the : LIt ; ' o

. \,svercd b .....f‘iﬁf:_z,»“é( '-',.';,f:{_. IRV IO T NPTt

vy ﬁL .............. ;.g.ziz./. e 8f~‘-ctm0uin£\’g\®\ o
- Lot oo Karnateka Land @ rahbing Protibition

Special Court ts, ?’Benga Hiry.
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IN THE KARNATAKA LAND GRABBING- PR.HIBITION
SPECIAL COURT BENGALURU o

: 'BréSent:

Jushce H N Narayan
Hon’ble Chaurman .

Sl Batalaishna B,
Hon’ble Jud101a1 Member

L G C. (P) No 898_/2017

Dated th1s the 7th March 2019

B Cémpla}inant: =

~ . Accused: . .
Fhn,, ;

2011

T v_s’;if;-;; o

- ORDER ON,_ SUB; 'TANCE oF ACCUSA 'IQN

S 4(3) of the Karnataka Land Grabbmg Proh.t, 1t10n Act

Sr1 Madhusudhan B R
(Represented by advecate

Sr1 8. Mohan)

Sn Mumra_]u K and
another

lyocute

Bepen Heﬁd}f. Ad

(Represented by ad_VOCate '-3.; L
' Sr1 B1p1n Hegde) .::'- R




2. By an ort:ler:dat'ed- 7 7.2017, cognizance of an offence

punlshable under.” S. 4(3) of the K'arnat'aka Land Grabbing

.Proh1b1t10n Act, 2011 (for the sake of brev1ty, it will hereinafter

. be referred to as. the Act only) was: taken against the )

' "'respondents
3. Heard:
4 A short po1nt that falls for our determination is:

“Whether substance of accusation for
an offence pumshable under S. 4(3) of
the  Karnataka Land.. Grabbmg
- _Proh1b1t10n Act, 2011 is to be recorded
_agalnst the respondents'-J “

5. Our ﬁndmg on the above pomt 1s in the negatwe |
forthefollomng R
REASONS )

' 6 Albe1t the, complamant has placed on record
several facts; .- the - method adopted by h1rn is not
reconcﬂable with the mtentlon behind Form I, Even
othermse -the complamt is not presented in Form L
Instead. of furmshmg the partlculars absolutely needed

- .the compla_mant has -’=p1eaded several facts not relevant

'The complalnt is: arnblguous and Vague A plaln readmg

of it would drlve horne the complamant’s gnevance that
th 'accused h:f' e grabbed raja kaluVe 10 an extent of 2.00

in Sy No .68 o 'Akkupete vﬂlage Devenahalh taluk

7 On the_:prem'fi'se thatcogmzance is al:ready.taken_

substanceof | accu atior ‘cannot be

r—_ecarded_;. as. amatter : ij;;c._ours e, for even a mere :'allegatlon |

E




| | LGC(P) No.898/2017

of: la.nd grabbmg 1s sufﬁc1ent to. take cognxzance Whereas , _ B

for recordlng substance of accusatlon there, should be

some materlal :L_pable of dnvmg the ‘court. further_'_:' R
- proceed agalnst.the accused Itis pertment to note that-zr-'
- 2.00- acres 1n Sy No 68 of Akkupete vﬂlage does not’
_belong to government The complamant:_lhas_ not. placed:_j:_i R

- any matenal before court even to md1cate or suggest that

there ex1st pubhc road and:r raja kaluve 1n Sy No 68 : :
I—Iowever RTC extract produced by the complamant shows e
that the sald land belongs to one K Mumraju, as. his
E narne ﬁnds a place both in. column 9 and 12 of it dnvmg o
home the fact that 1t is. a pnvate land Hence the question
of its grabblng cannot arise at. all e
_ 8 Pursuant to the complalnt a detaﬂed report was
'-called from the tahsﬂdar, Devenah_' :I-Ier submltted a.f"

' prlvate land and thus 1t is well ou .g

o or‘;;;f\thls court e




- h1m by BIAAPA and -an. endorsement dated 13 2.2017
rssued to him are also relied upon. Ofﬁc1al memorandum '
-and an endorsement relate to 6. 06 acres in Sy.No. 70/ 2
o of Akkupet and- they ‘have nothmg to do wﬂ:h the land in

quest1on '
‘10. The letter dated 2 2. 2017 of BIAAPA points out
- that its’ approval is not obtamed to put up constructlon in
t'lands bearmg Sy No 68 of Akkupete vﬂlage Even 1f it is

‘presurned that the land in questlon is also mcluded in
the said letter, . there cannot be any hesrtat1on in saylng |
"that the remedy open to the complamant is before

BIAAPA and not before thlS court Thus the documents

- relied upon. by the complamant cannot make out a case

for: recordmg substance of - accusatlon agamst.,the

'. accused
11 Notmthstandmg the facts on re'cord the |
complamant repeatedly argued that vnthout obtaining the

_‘perrmsswn of BIAAPA the accused have proceeded with

| the: cons' T
._and raJa kaluve e}ustmg in Sy No 68 We are Just unable
even to. apprec1ate his argument let alone -accepting 1t

';for Want of any matenal to show that pubhc toad and

He has to approach the authormes

- concerned; sm' redressal of ‘his grrevance “Instead of

75



| LGCIP) No.898/2017
5 - o o

avaﬂmg the. option open to him, '-h"e- has’“ hurried-ly "c'o'me':

“before this court 1gnor1ng the well knownsaylng “haste e )

always ma_ke waste On the'basm of the materlals made o

- available, it is not posmble_to dnve the accused to the1r’r_'_' -

trial for an offence pumshable under S 4(3) of thei:

Karnataka Land Grabbmg Proh1b1t10n Act 2011 by

recordmg a substance of accusatlon against them. To put‘."- -

it in other words as substance of accusatmn for: the sald*{ E

-offence cannot be recorded agalnst the accused the'.-_,

. proceedmgs have to. be dropped mvokmg the prowsmn o
“under S: 258 of the Code of: Cnmmal Procedure and the-:_ :

accused- have to be released In the resuit and for the- R

reasons aforesa1d we proceed to pass the followmg
| Actmg under S 258 of the Code of Crlmmal

Procedure the proceedlngs are stopped and the accusedﬁ. '.f'i S

"(chtated to the ;‘-Judgment Wnter transcrlbed by'
,3' corrected and then pronounced by us in- open court- |
his the 7th day of March 2019) -

Jud1c:1a1. Member |
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l_ IN THE KARNATAKA LAN D GRABBIN G PROHIBITION
SPECIAL COURT BEN GALURU -

‘Prese‘-nt"

Just.tce H.N. Narayan
Hon’ble Cheurman

and -

Sri. Balaknshna B
Hon’ble Judlclal Member

L.G. c. (Pl No. 895/_2

' Dated thls the 7tn March 2019

Complainant: gy -Madhu'sudhan'-B--R'

- : (Represented by advocate
S 'Sn SMohan)

4#-‘)?"“""’\1,.,, . o VS. -- RS |
"“f’,if,if i1’-"‘@‘63118“’:d ;Sn Mumraju K and |
. another :

(Represented by advocate o
- Sri. B1p1n Hegde) '

agaJnst the respondents for an offence pumshable under )
-8 4(3) of the Karnataka Land Gra:bbmg Proh1b1t1on Act

2011 "7%




T el

2. By an order -d’ated' 7.7.2017, :ct‘f’)"gnizance of an offence
_pumshable under 'S. 4(3) of. the Karnataka Land Grabbzng

be . referred to as the - Act only) Was taken against - the.-'
' 'respondents

3 Heard

4. A short pomt that falls for our determ1nat10n is:

“Whether substance of accusatmn for
U -_an offence pumshable under S.74(3) of
‘the = Karnataka Land - .“Grabbing
' Prohibition Act, 2011 is to be recorded
- -_aga_lnst the respondents9 ¥ '_
5 ‘Our ﬁndmg on the above pomt is. the negatlve for
' the follo‘mng " S B
REASGNS _
6. Albe1t the complalnant has placed on record

several facts the method adopted by h_un is not

. F

. ___'l'reconcﬂable W1th the mtenﬂon behmd Form I. Even
o _,;-otherw1se the complamt is, not presented in- Form L

;;.Instead of furmshmg the partlculars abselutely needed

'the complamant has pleaded several facts not. relevant
""ﬁ-_'»:.f:;_:'The cempla_mt i amblguous and vague A plam readmg
ofit Would dnve home the complaJnant s grrevance that |
¢ grabt e to an extent. of 0. 16_v
7 Bevenahalh »

1llage

agaJnst the accused substance of acc sat1on cannot be .

.- recorded as a rnatter of course for even a mere al]egatlon

' . Proh1b1t1on Act 2011 (for the sake of brev1ty, it will hereinafter



) | , ' _ '-LG'C(é)No.SQS/zon
3
“of land grabbmg is sufﬁc1ent to take cognizance. Whereas
for recordmg substance of accusat10n there should be
' some matenal capable of” dnvmg the . court further
proceed against the accused Itis pertment to note that
of Akkupete village does not belong to governrnent The
complamant has not placed any matenal before -court -
ever to 1nd1cate ‘or suggest that there exrsts raja. kaluve in
Sy.No. 71/7. However RTC extract produced by the
- complainant shows" that the saud Iand belongs to one
Gowramma, as h1s name ﬁnds a place both 1n column 9 )
and 12 of it dnvmg home the. fact that it 1s a pnvate land o
The question. of its. grabblng cannot anse at all
8. Pursuant to the complamt a detalled report was -
called- from the tahsﬁdar Devenahalh “He subnntted a -
| _report dated 7 10 2017 It amply pomts out that 0.16.

acre of’ land “in - Sy No 71/7 of "":?Z;'pete Vlllage IS a._'

converted- land G1v1ng enough mdzcatton that 1t is a
pnvate land and thus 1t 1s well outszde the junsdxcnon of |
this court, - R | .
9. The complamant has produced xerox cop1es of ai-. |
few documents Amongst them letter. dated 27 3 2017,'\: |
e @nd 5 5 2017 wntten byf"‘ Akash" I '”'st1tute of - Med1ca1-.-'

: ant: vely. " dor 'not help “the
complamant in makmg out a case agamst the accused for o

) reco”::dmg substance of acc
"\. VD m-; ;,j}_;{,h (;Et,afe

" him- by - BIAAPA and an’ _endorsement dated 13._.2.20175;_' ;,.

&




o s presumed that the land in questron is. also

4

issued to hlm are a‘iso relied upon,: -Offi‘éial"memorandum
~ and an endorsement relate to 6.06 acres -in Sy No.70/2
Cof: Akkupet and they have nothmg to do with the land in

_r.'questmn IR R
10. The letter dated 2 2.2017 of BIAAPA points out
| that 1ts approval is not obtalned to putup construcuon in
. _Iands bearmg Sy Ne 71 /7 of Akkupete vﬂlage: '.Even 1f it

_f'"the sa1d Ietter there cannot be any hes1tat10n 1n saylng' .
~ that - the rernedy open to the complalnant is - before
_ .BIAAPA and not before this .court. Thus the documents

rehed upon by the complamant cannot make out a.case

. for recordmg substance of accusatlon agamst the

_ accused

1. Notmthstandmg the facts on record the

" a complamant repeatedly argued that wfchout ob '=_'-'§'_'1ng the
. perrmssmn of BIAAPA_ the accused have preceeded w1th

the censtructmn work encroachmg u.pon the pubhc road

| ',and ra;a kaluve e;ustmg in Sy Ne 7 1/7 We are’ just

. .'unable even to apprecxate ,h1s : argument Iet alone

. ';. Vaccep tln g 1t fer want Of any materlal to ShOW that public

X ',_f road and raJa kaluve_; ex1st m .Sy No 7 1 /7 Even otherwrse -

7S



, LGC{P). No.895/2017
5
Instead of avallmg an opt1on open to him, he has
hurriedly come before thlS court 1gnor1ng the well known
saying “haste always ‘make Waste On the basis of the_
materials made avaﬂable it-is not p0331b1e to drive the
| ~accused to. theu' tnal for an’ offence punlshable under S.
4(3) of the Karnataka Land Grrabblng Proh1b1t1on Act, |
2011 by recordlng a substance of accusat1on agalnst‘ R
_them To put 1t in-other words substance of accusation
for the said- offence cannot be recorded against the Lo
~ accused, the proceedmgs have to'be dropped mvokmg the-'
provision under S 258 of the: Code of Cnmmal Procedure '
and the accused have to be. released In the result and for .
the reasons. aforesald we proceed to: pass the folIowmg
N ORDER . |
" Acting under S 258 of the Code of Cnmmal
* Procedure, the proceedmgs are stopped and the accused?-; '
are released H

(D1ctated to the Judgment Wnter transcrlbed by “
, corrected and then pronounced by us in open court
is the 7th. day of March 20 19)

Chaman

) Copy Appiied by de{ mgﬁ éerﬂﬁfﬂ‘r—
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IN THE KARNATAKA LAN D GRABBIN G PROHIBITION
SPECIAL COURT BENGALURU
Present’"
Just1ce H N Narayan, o
Hon’ble Chalrman
Sr1 Balaknshna B C
Hon’ble Jud1c1al Member -
L_G‘C P; No. 902_’ 207 '7-‘ - f’
Dated this the 7 March 2019 o
cbmp;ainant: _. o B Sn Madhusudhan BR.
o (Represented by advocate
Sri. - S Mohan) o
— Accused L Sr1 Mumraju K a_nd
. ZYFICE c, by L T T
ﬁ,ﬁt #. .«,- 5 another o :
f 1 | (Represented by advocate -
1 * 8ri. B1p1n Hegde) |
5‘:1*‘: . : G iy
;ﬁ{’:;,:'“wgyﬁ"‘:‘;ﬁ .
’I‘hls 1s a case. reg1 tered: on'a przyate complamt ﬁled_
L . against the respondents for an. offence pumshable under": e

S. ‘4(3) of the Karnataka Land Grabbmg Prohlbltlon Act,

20711. 7%




2 By an order dated 7 7: 2017 cogmzance of an. offence
_pun1shable under S. 4( ) of the Karnataka Land Grabblng

. o Proh1b1t1on Act;: 2011 (for the sake of brewty, t w:ll hereinafter
T be referred to as the Act only) was ' taken ‘against the_ _

) respondents
3. Hea.rd
4, A short po1nt that- falls for our determinatron is:

' “Whether substance of accusatlon for

"-an’offence pumshable under S. 4(3) of
_the  Karnataka - Land Grabbmgr o

Proh1b1t1on Act 2011 1s to be recorded '

_ 5 Our ﬁndmg on the abeve'pomt '1s in- the negatlve'
" for the fOllOWlI‘lg o o
| REASONS

6. Albe1t the complalnant has placed on record o

=,-severa1 facts, the method adopted by him' is not

*reconcrlable W1th the 1ntent10n behlnd Form I Even |

o othervmse, the complamt 1s not presented 1n Form g0

A'Instead of furmshmg the parhculars_absolutely needed

;Ethe complalnant has pleaded s'everal facts not relevant S |

- The complamt is amblgucus and Vague A platn readmg -

o ;;of it Would dr1ve home the complalnant’s gnevance that




. :LGC(P)'Nd.gozléoij |
3
of Iand grabbmg 1s sufficient to take cogmzance Whereas
for recordmg substance of accusatwn there should be L
. some rnatenal capable of dr1v1ng the court further 3
proceed agaunst the. accused. It is pertlnent to note that -
0.04 acre in Sy.No. 71 /5 of Akkupete vﬂlage does not
belong to. government The complamant has not pIaced _
any matenal before court even to 1nd1cate or suggest that - '_ﬁf
there ex1st pubhc road and raja kaluve 1n Sy No. 71/5 s
:'However RTC extract preduced by the cornplaunant shows S
 that the- said land belongs to one Narayanaswamy, as h1s.
name finds a place both in coiurnn 9 and 12 of it dnvzng.-
home ‘the fact that it is a- pnvate land Hence, - the_:-'. .' R
questmn of 1ts grabbmg cannot anse atall. -
_ 8. Pursuant to the complamt a deteuled report Was-" -
“called from the tahsﬂdar Devenahalh He submltted a |
| report dated 7. 10 2017 It amply pomts out that 0 04 :_ :

~acre - of land m Sy No 71/5 of fipete Vlllage s a

: converted Iand ngmg enough 1nd1cat1on that 1t is a o

" complamant respectlvely They do not help ther‘-r:’-"'lv"- n

L ____complamant 1n makmg out a case agalnst the accused for B

dated 9 1 2014 a.nd letter dated 2. 2 2017 addressed tofi‘-;

@




. la.nd bearlng Sy No 71/5 of

him by BIAAPA and an endorsement dated 13.2.2017
-~ issued to him are also rehed upon. Ofﬁc1al memorandum
, and an endorsement relate to 6.06 acres in Sy No.70 / 2 of

- Akkupete and they have nothmg to do W1th the land m

questlon | T ‘ R ,
10. The Ietter dated 2 2 20 17 of BIAAPA pomts out

thiat 1ts approval is not: obtalned to put upr constructlon in g S

,'_1,i_;_}:'7-:pete vﬂlage Even 1f 1t is

';;"presumed ‘that the Iand in- questlon 1s also mcluded in

the sald letter, there cannot be any hesnatlon m saymg,

that " the remedy open to the complamant 1s before_i‘ :

-_;BIAAPA and not before thls court Thus the documents_
rehed upon by the complamant cannot make out a case_ '
L .for recordmg substance of accusat1on agamst ‘the

T accused

. 11 Notmthstandmg- the facts on record the
o complamant repeatedly argued that w1thout o’otammg the
. permlssmn of- BIAAPA 'the_‘ accused have proceeded vmth

: the constructlon work encroachmg upon the pubhc road |

iste - | '__hls argument let alone_'

7%
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5 | -
Instead of avalhng the- optlon open to him, he has
-' 'hurnedly come before thrs court 1gnonng the well knownr_
saymg “haste always make waste”. On the ‘basis of the-.
materials made ava.dable, 1t is not posmble to dnve the -
accused to the1r tnal for- an offence pun1shable under S,
4(3) of the Karnataka Land Grabbmg Proh1b1t1on Act e
2011 by recordlng a substance of accusatlon agaunst-or
them. To put it 1n other words as substance “of
accusation for the said offence cannot be recorded i
against the accused the proceedlngs have to be dropped Ll
1nvok1ng the prov1s1on conta.med 1n S. 258 of* the Code: of
Criminal Procedure arnd the accused have to be released
In the result and for the reasons aforesald We proceed to o
pass- the followmg o B " |
ORDER |
Actmg under S. 258 of - the Code of Cmmnal |

‘ D1ctated to the Judgrnent Wnter transcnbed by
; corrected and then: ‘pronéunced by us in-: open court.
&us the 7th day of March 2019). S )
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IN THE KARNATAKA LAND: GRABBING PROHIBITION'
) ,Jrr_BENGmLUle

o 'Pre.é.éﬁt" A

ayan o

Jusuce HN ‘.
Hon’ble Chalrman

L G C (Pl No 903/2017

Dated thls the 7th March 20 19

Com-plajnant: - . :-1“:.Sr1 Madhusudhan B R

) (Represented by advocate
' St SMoha_n) o
Accused: B 'Sn MumraJuK and
: - another

(Represented by advocate
Sn B1p1n Hegde)

ORDER ON SUBSTAN CE OF ACCUSATION

RTINS

This is a case reg1$tered on a pnvate complamt ﬁled

- against the respondents for an offence pumshable under

S. 4(3) of the Karnataka Land Grabbmg Prohlbltmn Act;-
2011. fDL

7y

BN TRGAcle.

hevoait .-




2. By an order dated 7.7.2017, cognizance of an

~ offence pumshable under S. 4(3) of the Karnataka. Land
'- Grabblng Proh1b1tlon Act, 2011 (for the sake of brevrty, it

: will heremafter be referred to as the: Act only) was- taken
s agamst the respondents '

3. Heard

4., A short pomt that faﬂs for ¢ our determmatmn is:

3 “Whether substance of accusatzon for
-an offence pumshable under S. 4(3). of
‘the - Karnataka Land. _Grabbing
Proh1b1t1on Act, 2011 is to. be recorded

o agamst the respondents? «

5 Our ﬁndmg on the above pomt 1s 1n the negatlve
-for the followmg LR EE
| R REASONS -
6 Albe1t the cornplalnant has placed on record

several facts,r the method adopted by hrm is not

e :reconcﬂable w1th the mtentlon behmd Form I. Even

7".‘__'otherw1$e the complamt is - not presented in Form L.
= Instead of furnlshlng the partlculars absolutely needed
“'-the complamant has. pleaded several fa.cts ‘not relevant.
- The complalnt 1s amblguous and vague A plam reading
| .":'---:_.of 1t would drlve ] me the compl&unants gnevance that
' . gra an'extent ofO 15



o

©0. 15 acre in Sy-”.' 7 ' age dg |
| belong to government. The' compleunant has not placed::_f e

'any materlal before court even to 1nd1cate 'or Suggest that,;' RO

._lname ﬁnds a place both 1n column 9 '_
home the fact that 1t 1s a pnvate

B questlon of its grabbmg cannot anse at,al_l,.‘ _‘ i-s

called from. the tahsﬂdar, Devenahalh ‘He submitted a. e

| _'converted land g1v1ng enough m'ir;canon that it s a'f_ e
, 7'.‘th1s court

._few documents Amongst them,_letter dated 27 3, 2017 S

N - LGE(P) N0903/2017 R

of land grabbmg is sufﬁc1ent to take_cogmza_nce Whereasi;:; ‘;:_-,:. : :

 for recordmg substance of accusa_ion there should be,;

some matenal capable of dnvzng the court further:'_'*:-;‘;f--

proceed agalnst the accused It is pertment to note that_.}: s

thete ‘exist’ publlc road and’ raja""kaluve 1n Sy No: 72/ 1. L

- However RTC extract produced by the complalnant shows S

that the sa.ld land belongs to one __Man_]unath as h1s

an j‘ELT' Hence, the Ll

8. Pursuant to the cornplamt a deta.lled report was

report dated 7 10 2017, It amply po1nts out that 0 15 e
acre -of- land in Sy No 72/1 of Akkupete vﬂlage is’ ajf-'_._ B

pnvate land and thus 1t 1s Well outs1de the JT.lI'lSdlCtIOIl of R

9.. The complamant has produced XErox. cop1es of a

c’%




- him by BIAAPA and an endorsement dated 13.2.2017

. issued to him are also rehed upon Ofﬁc1a1 memorandum
.and an endorsement relate to 6. 06 acres 1n Sy No.70. /2 of
Akkupete and they have nothmg to do W1th the land in |
 question. |
| 10. The letter dated 2 2.2017 of BIAAPA points out

S that its approval is not obtamed to put. up- construct1on in

the land beanng Sy No. 72 / 1 of Akkupete vﬁlage Even if

-' -'--':'1t is presumed that the land in queshon is also mcluded_

o in the sald 1etter there cannot be any hes1tat10n in

o saying that the remedy open to the complamant is: before

_-BIAAPA and not before th1s court Thus the documents
relied upon by the complamant cannot. make out a case .
for. -recording substance ~of.. accusatlon agamst the

_ accused.

1L Notmthstandmg the facts on record the

."complamant repeatedly,_ gued that W1thout obtammg the
- perm1ss1on of BIAAPA the accused have proceeded with
~ the constructlon work encroachmg upon the pubhc road
.- --,_and raJa kaluve ex15t1ng 1n Sy No 72/1 We are just
able even to appremate h1s argument let alone

ptang 11; for want of any matenal to show that publlc

, complamant has no remedy at a11 He has to approach-'-'

the authorlt1es concerned in redressal of hlS gnevance

75
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Instead of avaﬂmg the optzon open to hnn he has--_r R

humedly come befo:,e ‘th.ls court Ignonng the well known .

Saymg “haste always make waste On the bas1s of the e

rnatenals made avaﬂable 1t 1s not poss le to dnve the

accused to the1r tr1a1 for an. oﬂ'ence pum ab under
L 4(3] of the Karnataka Land Grabblng-‘— ition /

'2011 by recordlng a substance of accusatlon agamst__'::;}'_

them. To put it 1n other words, as su‘ostance of IR,

accusatmn for the sa1d offence cannot be recorded R

agalnst the accused the proceedlngs have to be dropped RS

invoking the prowsmn contamed in S 258 of the Code Of';"-_. Dol

'Cnmlnal Procedure and the accused have to be released o

In the result and for the reasons aforesald we proceed to

pass-the followmg kN ” R '
ORDER

Acting under S. 258 of the Code of Criminal

-.Procedure the proceedmgs are stopped and the accused o

o are released

o (chtated to the Judgment Wnter transcnbed by |
o | hun corrected and then pronounced by us 1n open Court
on thls the 7th day of March 2019) e

Cha.u'man _

L}G(}"

e

MO
Efamatcka :..an(i {nr in




. W T all .

Hon’bie =:Chalnﬁéh' o

Hon’ble Jud1c1a1 Me

L G C. lPl No. 904/20'17

Dated thls the 7tll March 2019

Complaiz'i_ant. o Sr1 Mad _.'usudhan B:R.

o (Represented by advocate'
Sri. - S.Mohan)

- /8ri Mumra_}uK and
another = '

Accused:

T, Lo LT (Repre nted by advocateh_ S

.' ORDER ON SUBSTAN CE OF ACCUSATION

Th1s is a case reg1stered on a pnvate complamt ﬁled

* o pyrinrn 2

agamst the respondents for an offence pumshable under
(3) of the Kamataka Land Grabbmg Prohlbmon Act

2011. .713




2. B_v an order dated 7 7.20 17, cognizance of an
. offénce punishable urider S. 4(3) of the Karnataka Land
Grabblng Prohlbztlon Act 2011 [for the sake of brevity, it
| _f.wﬂl herelnafter be referred to as the Act only) was taken
against the respondents o

3. Heard. |

4 A short pomt that falls for our determ1nat10n is:

"‘Whether substance of accusation for
“-an offence pun1shab1e under S 4(3) of .
the - Karmnataka Land " Grabbing
- '-Prohlbmon Act, 2011 is to be recorded' .
agamst the respondents" o

5 Our ﬁnchng on the above pomt 1s in the negat1ve

.'-for the followmg

_ REASONS _
N 6. Albelt the complamant has placed on’ record '_
':several ‘facts, ‘the method adopted by h1m 1s ‘not -

'3reconc11ab1e w1th the mtentlon behlnd Form I Evenj"

OtheI'WISG the complamt 1s not presented in Form L.

: .-:""Instead of furn1sh1ng the parhculars absolutely needed

the complalnant has pIeaded several facts not relevant
'The complamt is- amb1guous and vague A plaln readmg_

e of 1t Would drlve horne th ' complalnant’s grlevance that

é-«agalnst the accused substance of accusatlon cannot be"

recorded as a rnatter of course for even a mere allegatlon

7‘5



 isciosa0n

dnvmg home the fact' that 1t S a'pf vate land Hence, the ST

quesuon of 1ts grabbln annot ar.lse at all

8. Pursuant to the. complamt a detaﬂed report was = i
called from the tahsﬂdar Devenahalh He submltted a EERTRE

report dated 7 10 2017 It amply pomts out that 6 09

~ deres. of land 1n Sy No 70/2 of Akl pete vﬂlage is a

converted land glvmg enough 1nd1cat10n that 1t 1s ‘e

pnvate Iand and thus 1t 1s well outs1de the jurlsdlctlon of

el complamant in maklng out a case agamst the accused for

recordlng substance 'of accusatmn .ffic1a1 memorandum ‘)




§ —term govermng the __perm1ssmn for conversmn or cond1t10n

. cornplamant has n remed

him by BIAAPA and an endorsement dated 13.2.2017 .

1ssued to: h1m are. also relied upon. OfﬁCIal memorandum

and an endorsement relate to 6.06 acres: 1n Sy.No.70/2
of Akkupete and they have nothmg to do w1th the land 1n -
quesnon o ' |

10. The letter dated 2 2. 2017 of BIAAPA polnts out
that its approval is. not obtamed to put up constructxon m
Iands bearlng Sy No. 70/ 2 of. Akkupete vﬂlage Even ifitis -
presumed that the land in quest:lon is also mcluded 1n
the sald letter there cannot be’ any he51tat10n in saylng-

“that the remedy open to. the complamant s before'

IIAAPA and not before thlS court Thus the documents.._ o |

rehed upon by the. complalnant cannot rnake out a case -

for recordmg substance of accusahon agalnst the

accused

'11‘ Not\mthstandmg the facts “on . record the

- complalnant repeatedly argued that mthout obtammg the

perrmssmn of BI "__PA | the accused have proceeded w1th '

the constructlon Work encroachlng upon the publlc road-=

--i.and raJa kaluve emstmg 1n Sy No 70/ 2.- W‘e are just .'

unposed by BIAAPA Uit cannot be sald that the

has to approach

the authont1es concerned 1n redressal of hlS gnevance

ble even to apprec1ate hJ.S argument let alone -



= ,_'__j.th{-P')No;é0472fgr? S T

Instead of avaﬂmg the opt10n open to hun he hasr :

o 'hurnedly come before th1s court 1gnor1ng the Well known_:.':_ .

 saying’ “haste always make waste On the bas1s of the

'4(3) of the Karnataka ] anderrabblng Pr _hlbitl@l‘l Act,

2011 by recordmg a substan e of accusatlon agalnst:'*

: them To .. put it 1n other Words, ‘as substance of =

accusation for the sa1d offence cannot be reco ,.ded'::'

against the accused the proceedmgs have to be dropped g
- lIlVOkll‘lg the. prov1s10n contamed in S 258 of the Code of 7

Cnrnlnal Procedure and the' ac used have to be released e

In the result and for the reasons"aforessud we proceed to
pass the followmg L
| ORDER | SR

Actmg under S. 258 of the Code of Cnmlnal, .
Procedure, the proceedmgs are: stopped and the accused |

are released.

'ter, .transcnbed by | .
'ed by us in open court e

(chtated to- the Judgment
h]IIl corrected and then prono

elfédvc;'f | s
éfCONJ(Bal_'E T
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IN THE KARNATAKA LAND GRABBING PROHIBITI.N
SPECIAL COURT BENGALURU

'P-fes'ent S

Just:lce H N. Naraya.n, :
‘Hon’ble Chairman-

Sri. Balakrishna.B.,
~ Hon’ble Judicial Member

'L:G.C.(P) No.889/2017

. Dated this the 7t March 2019 .

Complainant: - Sri Madbusudhan B.R.
" '(Represen-ted by ad’vaeate :
Sri. S.Mohan)

- . Vs, :
Accused: R Sn MumraJuK and
| | another o

(Representedby adf\}OCate
.oRDE_R 'Q;_N' SUB_ST ANCE OF AC'CUSATION

s Th1s is a case’ reglstered on a pnvate cornplamt ﬁled
against the: respondents for’ an offence pumshable under

S. 4(3) of the Kamataka Land Grabbing Proh1b1t1on Act

- 2011. '
%

U’DCQ{L]’@ .



2. By an__.ofder 'd'ated_*7.7.25017, .eognizance of an offence
punishable under S. 4(3) of the Karnataka Land Grabbing
- ‘Prohibition Act, 2011 (for the sake of brevity, 1twﬂl hereinafter.-
- be r_efe-rre_d to" as the Act ~only) was taken -against the
respondents. B o ' |
| 3. Heard.
4. A short point that' falls for our determination is:
“Whether - substance of accusation
for an offence- pumshable under S.
4(3) of .the Karnataka Land
Grabblng Prohlbltlon Act, 2011 is to
be recorded .. agamst the
respondents'v) “ ' .
5. Qur fmdmg on the above pomt is in the negatlve
for the followmg '
7 REASONS |
6. Albelt the complamant has placed on: record
several facts; the method adopted by h1m is not
- reconcilable with- the mtentmn behmd Form I. Even
VotherWJ.se the compla.mt 1s not presented in -Form L
"_I.nstead of furm:shl-n_g_.the; paljtlcul_ars___ab__solut_ely_ needed,

thecomplamant has 'p"le'a_de_d_ several facts not relevant.

- The eemplain-t is am'biguous 'andvague" A pla;in reading

. R of it. would dr1ve home the complamants gnevance that

17 On the premlse that cogmzance 1s already taken

inst the accused substance of accusauon cannot be



|  LGC{P) No:889/2017
3

recorded as a matter of course, for even a-mere allegatlon;” o

of land grabbmg is su f1c1ent to take cogmzance Whereas
for - recordmg substa.nce of accusatlon there should: be '

some matenal capable ‘of dnvmg the eourt furtherrh o

proceed agalnst iHe dccused. - It is pe g i"--"!-ent to. note that.. '_1 e
0.04 acre in Sy.No.71/3 of Aldkupste village does not
belong -to- government The complamant has- not placed'
any matenal before court-even to- md1cate or- suggest that_ o
there exist. pubhc road and raja kaluve in Sy. No 71 /3 - ‘_
However RTC extract produced by the complalnant shows .
_that the said ‘land --belo_n-g_s : to ‘one 'Ghmappa_, as his |
riame finds a place both in column 9 and 12 of it driving
home - the - fact that it is - a pnvate land Hence the
question of its grabblng cannot a.rlse atall. o

8. Pursuant to the complamt a detailed report was'
called from the tahsildar, Devenahalli. He submltted a
report dated 7.10, 2017 It arnply pomts out that 0 04.
acre of land in- Sy No.7 1/3 of Akkupete Vﬂlage 1s a_

converted Iand- g1v_1ng enough mdlcatl_on that it 1s_ a-

rivate lanid and thus it is well outside the jurisdiction of

‘_ ' 9. The complamant has. produced Xerox: copies of a..
fewf documents ‘Amongst them, letter dated 27.3. 2017
and 5.8, 2017 wntten by Akash Inst1tute of Med1cal
: "?"Councﬂ of Indla. ‘to Dr.: Raj,end_ra Wabale ‘and the
complainant” -re'spectwely ' The"jr* do' ‘hot' " help -t 't—he N
complamant in maklng out a case agaznst the accused for - B

recordmg substance of accusatmn Official memorandum -

a,
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dated 9. 1.20 14 and lettér dated 2 2 2017 addressed to
him by BIAAPA and an endorsement dated 13.2.2017 .

1ssued to him are also relied upon. Ofﬁcral memorandum

and an endorsement telate t0.6.06. acres in 8y.No.70/2 of
Akku'pete and they have riothing to do with the land in
gquestion. |

10 “The letter dated 2.2. 20 17 of BIAAPA points out

that 1ts approvai is not obtamed to put up constructlon in
| lands bearlng Sy.No.71/3 of Akkupete Vlllage Even if it is
presumed that the land in quesncn is also included in
“the saud letter, there cannot be any - hes1tat1on in saying
that the remedy - open to: the: cemplamant is ‘before
BIAAPA and not before this court. Thus the documents
relied upon by the complainant cannot rnake out a case
for recordmg substance of accusat:lon against the
: accused _ : g _

11 Not“rlthstandmg the . facts on record the
complamant repeatedly argued that Wrthout obtamxng the
permrssmn of BIAAPA the- accused have proceeded with

| the constructmn Work encroachmg upon the pubhc road
.-and raja kaluve exrstrng in Sy.No.71/ 3 We are just

\_-_l'.ﬂ,;unable even to apprec1ate ‘his - argument let -alone

pti n gélt for want of any. matenal t ,}'sh@w that pubhc |

—,d'raJa kaluve emst 1n Sy Ne. 71/ EVen otherwme
._'e_' is any contravennon OF wolatron of any term
5. gavernmg the perm1ss1on for conv‘ersmn or condition

nnposed by IIAAPA ‘it . cannot - be said that the

_ complamant has no remedy at all He has to approach.
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the authorities e.'oné_eme‘d--in r-edr-_ess'al of his gnevance
Instead of avaﬂmg thé option open to. him, he has
hurriedly ‘come Beforé;thi-s' courtlgnorlng the well known
saying “haste ié__lWays_--ﬁiake‘ waste”. On the basis of the
materials miade available, it is fiot possible to drive the
accused tothelr trial for a}n'-'offehe'e-.-,pu.r'iiffsh-'a'j_.ble under S.
4(3) of the Karnataka Land Grabbing Prohibition Act,
2011 by recoi"dgi:—n-g..?- a substance of “accusation 'agaijnst |
them. To put it in other words,  as : substance o‘f '
accusation for the said offence cannot be recorded
against the accused the proceedings have. to be dropped
invoking the prov1s1en contained in S 258 of the Code of
Criminal Procedure and the accused have to be released
In the result arid for the reasons a.foresald we proceed to _.
pass the follomn-g_.. |

ORDER
Acting under S. 258 of the Code of Cnmmal
Procedure, the. proceedings.are stopped and the accused -

e
RN

p e "ﬁg THE '“‘%s%are released.
&\t

: :\, (Dictated to the Judgment Wnter, transcribed by
fn’na corrected and then pronounced by us in open court o

91 }hls the 7th day of March 2019);
;. |

(Justlcel H. N Narayanﬂg/ )

Cha.lrman

C(l‘y&nnh,dmj ?t?‘ﬂ H %CLQ (‘Mm:‘:ﬁuﬁm
Copy Applicd on YA 3 201

.......................

‘%ectio Officer
taka Land Grabhing Frokibitior

Hwarng
Special Courts, f&sr‘s"mﬁm
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IN THE KARNATAKA LAND GRABIING PRGHIBITION
SPECIAL COURT BEN GALURU

" Pr'e'seﬂt

Jusnce H N Narayan
Hen’ble Chairman

Sr1 lalaknshna B .
' Hon’ble Jud1c1a1 Member -

L.G. C (P) No. 899/2017

 Dated this the 7t March 29*19 -

Complamant Sr1 Madhusudhan B R
| ' -(Represented by advocate
'-'-'_Sn 8. Mohan)
._ Cvs.
Accused: o

,'Sn Mumragu K and
o anether '

_ Sr1 B1p1n Hegde)

“"This is a case reglstered on a prlvate complalnt ﬁled

agamst the respondents for an offence pun1shab1e under

4(3) of the Karnataka Land Grabb]ng Proh1b1t10n Act

2011. f,:; |




2, By an order dated 7. 7 2017, cognizance of an offence
 punishable under S. 4(3) of the Karnataka Land Grabbing
- Prohibition Act, 2011 (for the sake o.f brevzty, it will hereinafter
be referred to as the Act oniy) was:. taken against the
| 'respondents ' '
8. Heard.
4. A short pomt that falls. for our determmatlon is:

Whether substance of dccu _atxon for
an offence piunishable S. 4(3} of
the - Kamataka - Land Grabblng
-Proh1b1t1on Act, 2011 is to be recorded
agamst the respondents'> “o

5. Our finding on the above point is in the negative

for the following; - | -

| - 'REASONS
7 6 Albelt the compIalnant has pIaced on record
- several ‘ facts the method adopted by h1m is not
reconcﬂable W1th the mtentlon behmd Form I Even
lothervmse the cornplamt is not presented 1n Forrn L
Instead of furmshmg the partlculars absolutely needed,
. the complalnant has pleaded several facts not relevant.

The complamt is amblguous and vague A plam readlng h

recorded asa matter of course for even. a mere aHegatlon _

“D%
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of land grabbmg is sufﬁc:ent to take cogmzance Whereas

for recording substance of accusat.mn, there should ‘be"

some material capable -of" dnvmg the court further_z L
: proceed agamst the accused It is- pertment to note: that L

- 3.04 acres 1n Sy No 70/ 1 of Akkupete"" .

government The complamant ‘has” not placed any' B

_"::_“age belongs to o

material before ‘court even to 1nd1cate or suggest thatj'.* -
there exist public road and raja kaluve m Sy No.70/ 1. :
“However RTC extract produced by the complajnant shows_f.;.i '-

| ~ that the land belongs to govemment Wthh 1s contrary to_-_'-‘ a
the report dated 7 10: 20 17 of the: tahszldar of Devanahalh' '_;
taluk to the effect that 3. 04 acres: of land in Sy No: 70 / 1 is.
permitted to : convert for . non»agnculture purpose _
Between the RTC extract and the report of the' tahsﬂdar ¥
the. latter needs to be preferred When once it is preferred o

what emerges is that the land i in Sy No 704 lisa pnvate-'-

land Hence, the questlon of 1ts grabbmg cannot arise at.'_' |

8 The complamant has produced xerox COpl&S of a _
kH) documents Amongst them letter- dated 27.3. 2017';:'::
a?ncd 5. 5 2017 Wntten by Akash Instltute of Medlcalil'ri‘f'
Cou;dcﬂ of Ind1a to Dr Rajendra Wabale and- the'_“l
“xd‘ ] com)plalnant respectwely They do not help the

ofhplamant in makmg out a case aga.lnst the accused for'

.recordmg substance of- accusat1on Ofﬁmal memorandum'r _. -
dated 9.1. 2014 and Ietter dated 2.2 2017 addressed to
him by BIAAPA and an endorsement dated 13.2.2017

1ssued to. h1m are also rehed upon Ofﬁc1a1 memorandum -

&



:'a_nd an endorsement relate to 6.06 acres in- Sy. No'- 70/2
'of Akkupete and they have nothmg to do with the land in
questron , o e,
9. The letter dated 2.2. 2017 of BIAAPA polnts out
that its approval 1s ‘not’ obtamed to: put up constructlon m
lands bearrng Sy. No 70 / 1 of Akkupete Vlllage Even if it is .
",presumed that the land m dquestion is: also mcluded in
the sald Ietter, there cannot be any hes1tat10n in saymg :
'"that the remedy open 0. the complamant is* before
| BIAAPA and ‘not before tl'ns court. Thus the documents
:rehed upon by the. complamant cannot make out a case .
 for recordmg substance of accusation agamst the

‘accused

10, Notmthstandmg the facts . on - record ‘the
_,complamant repeatedly argued that w1thout obtammg the
-permrss1on of BIAAPA the accused have proceeded Wrth N
. the construct1on work encreachmg upon the pubhc road
_and raJa kaluve ex:rstmg 1n - Sy. No 70/1. We are J'LlSt

'unable even to apprec1ate h1s argument 1et alone

: complamant has no remedy at all

' the authorities concerned in redressal of his grievance.

_Instead of avaﬂmg th' s ,p;"on__ open to ‘him, he has

.hurnedly come befere th1s court 1gnor1ng the Well known

o

He has to approach
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saying f‘has’te*‘ aIWajrs make "'Waste .n the ba51s of the
materials made available, it is not possﬂale to drwe the g
accused to their trial for an offence pumshable under S.
4(3) of the Karnataka Land Grabbmg Proh1b1t10n Act o

2011 by recordmg a: substance of accusatlon agamst_jr :

accusation for the sa1d offence cannot be recorded_ o
against the accused the proceedmgs have to be dropped_' e
mvokmg the: prov131on contalned 1n S 258 of the Code of s
Criminal Procedure and the accused ‘have to be’ released -
In the result and for the reasons aforesald We proceed to*-'—
pass the followmg ' o .
| "o‘aiﬁ:R | o

Acting under 8. 258 of the Code  of Cnmmal'-.

Procedure, the proceedmgs are stopped and the accused"-

are released.

(Dictated “to the’ Judgment Writer, transcnbed by o
.. him, corrected and then pronounced by us in open court
"~ vgn this the ’7th day of Ma.rch 2019) |

(Justlce H N Narayaﬁﬁ :b} l C‘ T

_ Jud1c1a1 Membef ,
e

) " o

C.J;Leer

.' Seotioh
Karaataka Lang Grabbing Prokibition

‘Spectal Courts, Bengaluru.
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IN THE KARNATAKA LAN. D GRABBING PROHIBITION
SPECIAL CGURT BEN GALURU

Preserit

Justice H.N. Narayan,
Hon’ble Chairman

“and -

Sri.-Balakrishna.B.,
Hon'ble Judicial Member

L.G.C.(P) No.894/2017]

Dated this‘the 7tt March 2019

Complainant: Sri Madhusudhan B.R.
(Represented by advocate
Sri. S.Mohan)

vs.
Sri Muniraju K. and
-another

(Represented by advocate
Sri. Bipin Hegde)

ORDER ON SUBSTANCE OF ACCUSATION

This is a case registered on a pnvate complaint ﬁIed
against the respondents for an offence punishable under
S. 4(3) of the Karnataka Land Grabbing Prohibition Act,
2011. (@ |
. ,7%



2. By an order dated 7.7.2017, cognizance of an offence
punishable under S. 4(3) of the Karnataka Land Grabbing
, _Proh1b1t1on Act, 2011 {for the sake of brev1ty, it w111 hereinafter
be referred to ~as -the Act only) was taken against the
respondents.
3. Heard. |
4. A short point. that falls:for our determination is:
~ “Whether substance. of accusation for
an offerice. punishable under S. 4(3) of
the  Karnataka Land- Grabbing
Prohibition Act, 2011 is-to be recorded
against the respondents? “
3. Our findlng on the above point is. the negat1ve for
the following:
REASONS
6 Albe1t the complajnant has placed on record
several facts, the method adopted by him is not
reconcﬂable with the mtentlon behind Form 1. Even
‘otherwise, the complaint. is not presented in Form L
Instead of furnishing the partlculars absolutely needed,
the complalnant has pleaded several facts not relevant.

" The complalnt is- axnb1guous and vague A plam readlng

£ e 7 On the prermse that cogmzance is already taken

: dgalnst the accused substance of accusat1on cannot be

recorded ‘as a matter of course for even a mere allegatlon'

‘92
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of land grabbmg 1s sufﬁc1ent to take cogmzance Whereas-‘ o o

for recordmg substa.nce of accusatlon there should - be-'.;-_f' S

some matenal capable of- dr1v1ng the court further proceed o

against the accused It is pert1nent to note that of
-Akkupete vﬂlage belongs to .government “The complamant

has not- placed any rnatenal before court even to mchcate_. B

or suggest that there ex1sts ra_]a ka_luve in Sy No 71/ 4

However . RTC extract: produced by the complalnant shows-_
- that the sa1d land belongs to one Mun1raju, as hlS name_

finds a place both 1n column 9 and 12 of it dnvmg home ’

the. fact that it 1s a pnvate land The quesnon of 1ts o

' grabbmg cannot anse at all

x:3 Pursuant to. the complalnt a detaJled report Was

called fmm the tahSﬂdal' . Devenahalh I-Ie subrmtted a_'_:'" o

- réport dated 7. 10 2017 It amply po1nts out that 0 04
acre of land in Sy No. 71 / 'S of Akkupete v111age s~ a,.

converted land lemg enough 1nd1cat1on that 1t is a o

pnvate land and thus it 1s well outSIde the Junsdlctwn of a
this court B o

9, The compla.lnant has produced xerox cop1es of a

_5 5 2017 wntten by Akash Instltute of Medzcalf c
Councﬂ of - Ind1a to Dr. Rajendra Wabale and the»f
%cornplamant reSpectlvely They do not help the'-‘ o

_'laznant 1n makmg out a case agamst the accused for; "

; ordmg substance of accusanon Ofﬁc1al memorandumzf.' |

_'Edated 9.1.2014 ‘and letter dated 2. 2 2@17 addressed to': ,
him by BIAAPA and an. endorsement dated 13. 2 2017 .

%

“".""“’“”'f.-?f"-frfew d°°“ments Amongst them, letter dated 27.3.2017



. issued to him are also relied upon.  Official memorandum
and an endorse'ment relate to 6.06 acres in Sy.No. 70/2
of Akkupet and they have. nothmg to do with the land in

- question.
10. The Ietter dated 2. 2 2017 of BIAAPA points out
that its approval is not ohtan}ed to put up construction in
| land. beariug-' Sy.No.71/4 of Aklmpete'viﬂage ‘Even if it is
presumed that the Iand in questlon is also included in
the said’ letter there cannot be any hesitation in saying
that the remedy open to the complamant is before

- BIAAPA and not before thls court. Thus the documents

o relied upon by the complamant cannot ‘make out a case
for recordlng substance . of accusatlon agamst the

accused

11; Notmthstandmg the facts | on record, the
-compla.lnant repeatedly argued that w1thout obtaining the
._perm1ss1on of BIAAPA _the accused have proceeded with
'the construchon Work encroachmg upon the publlc road
and raja kaluve CXIS:.tlng in- 8y.No.71 /4. We are just

. unableV even - to 'appre'ciate his argument let alone

acceptmg 1t for Want of any matenal to show that pubhc

hﬁfyﬁsed by BIAAPA it cannot Be sa1d that the'

G‘Q;:qpla.mant has no. remedy at all He has to approach

o Instead of avaihng an optlon open to hlm humedly come

‘9‘;



| 'before thlS court 1gnor1ng the well krown - saylng “hasteiz '
always make Waste On the ba31s of the matenals made

available, it is not ‘possible to drive the accused to their

trial for .an offence pun1shab1e under S 4(3) of the Lo

Karnataka Land Grabbmg Prohlbmon Act 2011 by‘“ '
recordmg a substance of accusatlon agamst them To put-
it in other words substance of accusatlon for the sald:-_"'r'

offence cannot be recorded agamst the accused the‘_ R

proceedings have to be- dropped mvokmg the prov131on. PR

under S. 258 of the Code of Criminal Procedure and the
accused- have to .be released In the result and for the
reasons aforesald we proceed to pass the followmg
e o ORDER |
Actmg under S 258 of the Code of Cr1m1na_1
Procedure, the proceedmgs are. stopped and the accused
are reIeased '

(D1ctated to the Judgment Wnter transcribed by
him, corrected and then' ‘proniounced by us in open court
on this the 7th day of March 2019) '

Cha.lrman _

: .Copy Applied by ...
. Copy Applied o wds

Copy Com
ko 0% ¥ earnks
Copy Heady 051 . .

Crapy Deliverad on o 4 ............
émg ............ {;E(Zw

Karagtaka Lad

o
Epaciat W
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B IN THE KARNATAKA LAN D GRABBING PROHIBITION
SPECIAL COURT, BEN GALURU ' '

'fPfe;S'e'n"t-.. '

_ HN Narayan, T
Hon’ble Chalrma.n

_ Sr1 Balaknshna l
Hon’ble Jud1c1a1 Member

L G C (P) No 893/2017

Dated thxs the 7th March 2019

Complainanit: o SnMadhusudha_n R
| B " (Represented by advocate :
: Sr1 'S.Mohan)
Accused: . “Sri Munlraju K and
o ‘ § f another

(Represented by advocate
Sn B1p1n Hegde) Lo

' ngamst the respondents for ¢ an offence punlshable under

S. 4(3) of the Karnataka Land Grabblng Proh1b1t10n Act

2011 9}



2. By an order dated 7.7.2017, coghizance of an offence
punishable under S. 4(3) of the Karnataka Land Grabbing
Prohibition Act, 2011 (for the sake of brevity, it will hereinafter
be referred to as the Act only) was. taken against the
respondents.
3. Heard.
4. A short point that falls for our determination is:
“Whether substance | of accusation for.
‘an offence punishable under S. 4(3) of
the Karnataka Land Grabbing
Prohibition Act, 2011 is to be recorded
against the respondents? ¢
| S. Our finding on the-_above.' point is the negative for
: the following: o | o
B 'REASONS
6. Albeit the cdm;piajnant has p‘l_dced‘ on record
several facts, the method adopted by him is not
recencilable Wlth the intention behind Form I. Even
other“;rise, the complaint is not presented in Form L
I‘_D_.S_.:t@ad ':b.f ':fumishing 'the‘;j:)a:ticulars.- -absolutely needed,
the complainant has pleaded several facts not relevant.
'The complaint is ambiguous and vague. A plain reading
T ;‘t:‘:';_f,_{of it would drive home. the complaunant s grievance that
‘ the accused have grabbed raja. kaluve to an extent of 2 14
| acres 1n Sy No 65/ L. of Akkupete vﬂlage, Devenahalh
' taluk _
7 On the prermse that cogmzance 1s already taken: -

- agamst the accused, substance of accusauon cannot be

reco_rded as a mat_ter-of. course, for even a mere allegation

<X
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" ofland grabbing is sufficient :tb take cegi'ili'zance ~'Whefeas '
for recordmg substance of - accusa’uon there, should be"
‘some matenal capable of dnvmg the court” further _
proceed agalnst the accused. - It is- pertment to note that
2.14 acrés in Sy No.65/ 1 of =_pete vﬂlage does not"'

belong ‘to government The complaznant has not. placed

any matenal-rb.efore court even to -1_nd1ca_te cr s_uggest that
there exists raja kaluve in Sy.No.65/ 1. HOWCVer RTC |
extract .prcduced by the c0mp1amant sh_:cw's that the said
land belongs to one KMumra_]u, ‘as’ h1s name ;ﬁnd__s a
place both in column 9 and 12-of it driving home the fact
that it is ‘a private land: Hence, the question - of its
grabbing cannot atise at all, _ _ o R |
8. Pursuant to the complalnt a detailed report was' |
called from the tahsildar, Devenahalh He subm1tted a
report dated 7.10. 2017 in respect of 0.04" acre 1n,
Sy.No. 71 / 4. It has nothmg to do “with ‘the land in
- question. As.the land in ques_tl_c_m__, is a p.mvate_ land _and" .
thus it is v_tre‘]l_;_eutfs_ide the_]unsdlctlonofthls court R
| 9. Th.e ccmplam-ant has pi'cduced' kerox cop'ies ofa 7
few decuments Amongst thern, letter dated 27.3. 2017;

'xCe*uncﬂ of Incha to Dr. Rajendra Wabale and the'-

.cemplamant respectwely They do. not help the

%é&falmnant in making out a case agaznst the accused for_' o

) recordlng substance of accusat1on Oﬁic1al memorandum'

.‘”_Twﬂ_j;;;fdated 9.1, 2014 and letter dated 2.2. 2017 addressed to.

hnn_by-‘ B,IAA_PA; and an endorsemen_t ,dated _1.3.2.2017 j
Q.

4

nd 5. 5 20 17 -written by. Akash Instltute of Mec'ucal o



issued to him are also relied upon. Official rnemorandum
and an endorsement relate to 6.06 acres in Sy.No.70/2
of Akkupete and they have -r_;_gthirlg to do'wi-th'the land in
-question. - - | _

-10. The letter dated 2.2.2017 of BIAAPA points out
that_ its approval is not obtained to put up construction in -
lands bearing Sy. No 69/3 of Akkupete- village. Even if it is
presumed that the land. 1n questlon is also included. 1n
the said letter, there cannot be any hesitation in saying
that the remedy open to the complainant is before
BIAAPA and not before this court. Thus the decuments
relied upon by the complainant cannot make out a case
for recording substance of accusation against the

accused.

11. Notmthstandmg the facts on record, the
complainant repeatedly argued that without obtaining the
permission of BIAAPA, the ae'cused have proceeded with
the constructlon work encroachmg upon the pubhc road
and raja kaluve emstmg in" Sy. No 65/1. We are just
unable even to appre01ate his argument let alone
acceptmg it, for want of any materlal to show that pubﬁc

T \road and. raJa kaluve ex1$t in Sy No.65 /1. Even otherwise -

,,,\;'-ii’\there is any . contraventmn or V101at10n of any term
AWAN '
X3 Vermng the perrmssmn for conversmn or condition

meosed by BIAAPA, it cannot be sa.1d that the

«"'complamant has no. remedy at all. He has to approach ,

the authontle _concemed m redressal of his grievance,

o Instead of ayaﬂmg‘ the op.tlon open to him, he has

a
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. hurnedly come before this court 1gnor1ng the well known
saymg “haste always make waste”, On the bas1s of the_
materials. made avallable it is not poss1b1e to drive the |
dccused to their trial for an offence pumshable under S.
4(3) of the Karnataka Land Grabbmg Proh1b1t10n Act .
2011 by recordmg a . substance of accusatlon agaanst' :
them. To put it in- - other words, as substance cof
accusation for the said - offence cannot be recorded'.
aga_lnst the accused the proceechngs have to be dropped'
invoking the provrs1on contamed in. S 258 of the Code of

Criminal Procedure and: the’ accused have to be released.

In the result and for the reasons aforesaid, we proceed to
pass the following: |
' ORDER
Acting under - S. 258 of ‘the- Code of Criminal
Procedure the proceedlngs are. stopped and the accused

are released.

(Dictated to the Judgment Wnter transcribed by
i) ,,,m,,; ~him, corrected and then- pronounced by us in open court
P w&\thls the 7th day of March 2019)

Co f,np‘icdby..P.‘.'...-.c)ff-.’.lz?f.?: ("’r"’?
. Applied o -1 LA (Balakn Shna B)
o e T ' Judicial M¢mber

Copy Prepartd ad by

(.1)
{ §H \y \_,-ulr"odu\( } "l%../”%:i‘:(.

i Feis)) b5 "“‘u}f on.
CO;J‘_} u(ﬂ_ Tt‘)rf’d on .

e B %Q .......... tnt,...
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IN THE KARNATAKA LAND GRABBING PROHIBITION
o SPECIAL COURT BENGALURU o :

 Present

' Justlce H: N Narayan
Hon'’ble: Chalrman

'a.nd

Sr1 "lalaknshna l
Hon’ble Jud1c1a1 Member "

.,-L.eiG;C..(;Pl-_=;N.q.,.89.21 20 _17—-' e
Dated this the 7t March 2019
Complainant: - _Sﬁ:-'M-édhusudﬁanB.R.
| 7. '(R:epr-ésented by edvocate' |

Sri. S.Mohan)

Accused: . . Sri MunirajuK. and

(Represented by advocate
Sri. B1p1n Hegde)

OR-DER oN;soB:s.TANoE-; OF.."ACCUSATIQN

This is a- case. reg13tered on a pnvate compla.mt ﬁled o

'agalnst the respondents for an offence pumshable under .

S. 4(3) of the Karnataka Land Grabbing Prohibition Act, -

2011, &
g



. 2 By an order dated 7.7. 2017 cognlzance of an offence
_ pumshable under S. 4(3) of the Karnataka Land Grabbmg
Proh1b1t1on Act 2011 (for the sake of breVIty, it wﬂl hereinafter
‘be referred to as : - the Act only) was taken agamst the
respondents -
3 Heard
- 4 A short pomt that fa]ls for our determlnatlon is:

-“Whether substance of accusatlon for
~ an offence pumshable under S. 4(3 ) of
~ _the Karnataka Land . Grabbmg
- Prohibition Act, 2011 is to be recorded-_- ¥
agalnst the respondents? “ S -

7 5 Our ﬁndmg on. the above pomt 1s in the negatwe
for the follomng | '_ " L '
| . REASONS

6 Albe1t the cornplalnant has placed on record

s _ several facts the’ method adopted by h1m is not

'--_"reconc:lable w1th the mtentmn be

"d' Form I. Even
| other\mse the complalnt 1s ‘not presented in Form L

Instead of furmshmg the part1culars absolutely needed '

' ,the compIaJnant has pleaded several facts not relevant

L .The complalnt is’ amblguous and vague A p1a1n readmg-

- -of 1t Would drlve home the complamant s gnevance that

| 1:/1 of Akkupete vﬁlage Devenahalh



: | -' - LGe-(p)N_é.as?'z{zdiy_,_.-'_ P
of land grabbmg is: sufﬁc1ent to take cogmzance Whereas

for recordmg substance of accusatlon there should be =
‘soine materlal capable of dnvmg the court further-_‘r"_
.rproceed agamst '
'.0 32 acre in' S

-- 'belong to govemment The co i

,_:-;accused It is pertment to note that _ " g

t has no"" Placedrl. S

cate or suggest that- o

.any- matenal before court even to 7

there ex1st pubhc road and ra_}a kaluve in Sy No 71 /1 o i |
However RTC extract produced by the compla_lnant shows C
that- the sa1d land belongs to. one M Man_]unath as h1s -
_name ﬁnds a place both in- column 9 and 12 of it dnvmg CL
home the- fact that 1t 1s a- prlvate land Hence, the_r'ﬁ;.'

quest1on of 1ts grabbmg cannot arlse at all

8. Pursuant to the compl'aint a detalled re.port-tﬁas
called from the tahsﬂdar Devenahalh -He submltted a
report dated 7 10 2017 It amply pomts out that 0 32:j~ |
acre of Iand In Sy No 71 /1 of Akkupete vﬂlage 1s ai_""
_converted Iand glvmg enough mchcatlon that 1t is’ a.‘"_-r R

pnvate land and thus 1t 1s well outsnie the Junsdlctlon of St

% %9 The complamant has produced KETrox: cop1es of a -
‘t b .

few’ documents Amongst them letter dated 27 3. 2017

abale and the _7
. -a(:omplamant respectlvely They dé" not help the-;.f' o

711': of Ind1a to Dr

Ra_]endra 2V

complamant in makmg out a case agamst the accused for. .

recordmg substance of accusat1on Ofﬁc1a1 memorandum‘

G



4

dated 9.1.2014 and letter dated 2.2, 2017 addressed to
him by BIAAPA and an endorsement dated 13 2. 2017
issued to h1m are also relied: upon Offic1a1 memorandum_
and an endorsement relate to 6. 06 acres ‘inr Sy:No.70/2
“of Akkupete and they have nothmg to do mth the land i in
question. . : _
10 The letter dated 2.2, 2017 of BIAAPA pomts out o
that 1ts approval is" not obtamed to put up constructlon n’
Iand beanng Sy No. 71 71 of Akkupete v111age Even if it 1s.
presumed that the land 1n questlon is also mcluded in-
the sa1d letter there cannot be any heS1tat10n in saying.

that the remedy open to. the complamant is  before

BIAAPA and not. before th1s court Thus the documents o

rehed upon by the complalnant cannot make out a case
~ for recordmg substance of accusatlon agamst the
accused - S
11, Notmthstandlng the facts on record the N
) cemplamant repeatedly argued that Wzthout obtalmng the

1f there 1s any contravenhon or v1olat10n of any term '-
_ governmg the permlssmn for conversmn or condltlon
' 1mposed by BIAAPA it cannot be said that the'
| complamant has no remedy at all I-Ie has to approach

RS
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the authont1es concerned in redressal of h1s gnevance
him; he has__ |
- humedly come before this court 1gnor1ng the Well known--

Instead of .av;_ g the opnon open to

saying “haste always make Waste On the ‘basis of ‘the

matenals made

accused to’ the1 '”tnal :for -an offence pumshable under S

4(3). of the Karnataka Land Grabbmg Proh1b1t10n Act
2011 by recordmg a substance of accusatlon agamst.—"f'.'-{
them. To put 1t in other words as substance of
accusatlon for the sa1d offence cannot be recorded?'

agaunst the accused the proceedmgs have to: be dropped _ |

: mvokmg the pro*"""' 1 ¢

_'Cr1m1na1 Procedure a.nd the accused have to be released

In the result and for the reasons aforesald we. proceed to .

pass the followmg
ORDER

Acting under S 258 of the Code of Cr1m1na1"-

Procedure the proceedmgs are. stopped and the accused E

. are released

(chtated to’_.the Judgment Wnter transcnbed by -
d then pronounced by us in open court .

~him, corrected’ a
R, this the 7th day of March 2019).

' Copy Applied by “qd“”"’“ﬁ‘ B” (o“f’w Jud1c1a1 Member
Ccpx A Ph on .. B3 o

e by -
Copv 1 % 2- l“)

Capy Resdly on i
Copy Do nvered on 1 }_ ..... ‘

| JerarapRyBBIARE
5. seodfmizhkaidae - PR L
PSP EY L FELEE S S el A

- LGC(P)No:892/2017 .

7'-'ab1e it 1s not poss1b1e to dnve the_.fr--
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IN THE KARNATAKA LAND GRABBING PROHIBITION
a : SPECIAL C.URT BEN GALURU I

| P;fes-_ent -

Justlce H N Narayan, '
‘Hon’ble Chalrman

Sr1 Balakfiehna B.,
Hon’ble Judlc1a1 Member

' L G c (P} No 891/2017

D_a'te‘f_c_I this. 't_he--,_fz!:h; March 2019

Complainant: o . Sri Madhusudhan B.R.

- (Represented by advocate -
. -Sri. S.Mohan)
Accused: : Sr1 Mumra_]u K. and

another '

(Represented by: advocate
Sri. Bipin Hegde)

* ORDER.ON SUBSTANCE OF ACCUSATION

2011. _-

This is a case registered on & private complaint filed -
against the respondents for an offence punishable under
S. 4(3) of the Karnataka Land Grabbing Prohibition Act,



2

2. By an order dated 7 7.2017, cognizance of an offence
punishable under S. 4(3) of the Karnataka Land Grabbing
Prohibition Act, 2011 (for the sake of brevity, it will hereinafter
be referred to as the Act onljr] Was. taken against the
respondents.

3. Heard.

. 4. A short point, that falls' for our determination is:

“Whether substance of accusatlon for
an offence pun1shab1e under S. 4(3) of
the  Karnataka  Land  Grabbing
Prohlbltlon Act, 2011 is to be recorded
agalnst the respondents'? “
5. Our finding on the above point _irs,in_ the negative
for the following: |
I | REASONS
6. .Al-bei-t'_ the complainant has placed on record
several facté,' the method adopted by him is not
reconcilable with theh intention ‘behind Form I. Even
o,th-erwise,.‘ the com'-p"laint is ‘not. 3pr=esented- in Form L
Instead of furmshmg the particulars absolutely needed,
~the compla‘i‘nant has pieaded several facts not relevant.
. "The compleunt is. amblguous and ‘vague. A plam reading
i‘,'of it Would drlve heme the compla.mant’s gnevance that
. ‘the 4 ccused have grabbed raja kaluve to: an extent of 0.15

acre in Sy:No. 69/3 of Akkupete vﬂlage, Devenahalli

: _./ta.hJ.k

7 .n the prénii's'ér th’at cognizance is: already taken

agamst the accused, substance of: accusatlon cannot be

@E
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- of land grabbmg 1s sufﬁc1ent to take cogmzance Whereas

atlon,

for recordmg substance of accus

“some - materlal capable of dn_,_

belong to- government The complamant has not placed .
any matenal before court éven to. md1cate or suggest that" '.

there exist raja kaluve ‘and  roads  in -Sy. No. 69/3

grabbing cannot anse at all : :

8. Pursuant to- the complalnt a deta.lled ‘report Was__;__.
called from the tahsﬂdar Devenahalh He subm1tted a
report dated 7.10.2017. - It amply pomts out that 0.15 :

9. The complamant has produced XErox coples of a
¢ \;y documents Amongst them, letter dated 2'7.3. 2017 _
4,,#{ jan'd 5 5 2017 Wntten by, Akash Inst1tute of Medlca_l'r

o
e “"f-r-..m..-r-z"" i (-\ 50,1"

O 5 M Councﬂ of Ind1a to Dr. Ragendra Wabale and the.

recorded as a matter of course for even a mere a]legat:ton o

g the court further,_f
proceed aga:nst the: accused It is pertlnent to note that

0.15 ‘acre in Sy No 69/3 of Akkupete v111age does- not_.' e

However R’I‘C extract produced by the complalnant showsf _- .
that the said land" belongs to_one M Puspa, as his name-::_' '
finds a place both in. colu-mn 9 a_nd 12 of it dr1v1ng home o

the fact that it is a pnvate land Hence, the questmn of 1ts}_ L

acre of land in Sy No 69/ 3. of Akkupete v111age 1s a o

complamant respectwely They do not help the

complaunant in makmg out a case agalnst the accused for

%
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recording substance of accusation. Q'.fﬁcial memorandum
dated 9.1:2014 and letter dated 2.2.2017 addressed to
him by BIAAPA and an endorsement dated 13.2.2017

- 1ssued to him are also relied upon. Ofﬁmal memorandum
and an endorsement relate to 6. 06 ‘acres in Sy.No.70/2
of Akkupete and they ‘have nothmg to do Wlth the land in
questmn _ ' o L

10. The letter dated 2.2.2017 of BI_AAPA points out

that its approval is not obtamed to put up construcuon in

‘lands bearing Sy.No.6973,of Akkupete village. Even if it is

,pr_esuined’ that the land in question is also included in
- the §aid letter, there can-not 'b.e‘ any 'h'esit_ation in saying
that the remedy op.en to “the complamant is before
-BIAAPA and not before this court Thus th_e documents
 relied upon by the complamant caniriot make out- a case
for recordi_ng substance of '. accusat;on against the
accused. | | | '
i1. Notwithstanding the facts on record, the
complalnant repeatedly argued that w:thout obtaining the |
_;permlssmn of BIAAPA the accused have proceeded with

- the construc‘uon Work encroachmg uPon the pubhc road

aqd raJa kaluve : emstmg in SyN ;. '9:/3 We are just
“arzk o s let alone

'_,f: ng 1t for want of any materlal to show that pu‘ohc

ad | n d raja kaluve ex1st in Sy No 69/ 3 Even otherwxse

,V«govermng the perrmssmn for convers1on or condmon

%

---------------



L.G.C.(P) _No._sgi'/"zo-l:?' e
imposed: by B’IAAPA 'it' i c:annor“' b‘e sa1d :'t'ha;t the
complalnant has no. remedy at a]l He has to approach. -

the authorltres cencerned in: redressal of h1s gnevance PR

,Instead of avar;"'_‘.g' the optlon open to h1m I.;',.h. __has )

'hurnedly ‘come" before th1s court 1gnor1ng the well k:nown ,

| saying: “haste always make- Waste "On the basas ‘of the P
rnatenals ade avallable 1t is not p0331ble to drlve the '
accused to thelr tnal for an offence pumshable under S A

4(3) -of the Karnataka Land Grabbmg Prohlbltlon Act |

- 2011 by recordlng a substance of accusatmn agamst o
them. To put it 1n other words ‘as’. substance of
"accusatlon for the sard offence cannot be recorded_
against the accused the proceedmgs have to be dropped.:
1nvok1ng the prov1s1on contamed in S 258 of the Code of
Crnnlnal Procedure and the accused have to be released '
In the result and for the reasons aforesald we proceed to h

~pass the fo]lomng ' AR B

ORDER .

] Actlng under S. 258 of the Code of Cnmmal'_ o
‘ Procedure the proceedlngs are stopped and the accused '
a.re released : - :

§=(D1ctated to the Judgment Writer, transcnbed by him,
corrected and then pronounced by us'in open court on thlS
T the 7th day of March 2019). : '

N

Copy Applied by . B me HQ Eok('mua (Justlce I-I N Narayan)
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IN THE. KARNATAKA LAN D GRABBING PROHIBITION -
: SPECIAL COURT BEN GALURU '

- *Presen.t :

Just1ce H N Narayan
Hon’ble Cheurman

. :.anzd': S

Sr1 Balakrlshna B S
Hon’ble Jud1c1a1 Member

L G. C (Pl No 890/2017

Dated thls the 7th March 2019

Complainant., | Sr1 Madhusudhan B. R
(Represented by advocate
- Sri. S.Mohan) '
s,
Accused:

. Sri Muniraju K. and
- . another

(Represented by advocate -
* .Sri. Bipin: Hegde)

ORDER ON SUBSTANCE OF ACCUSATION

This is a case regzstered on a pnvate cornplamt ﬁled :_1 g
agamst the respondents for an offence pumshable under
S. 4(3) of the Karnataka Land Grabbmg Proh1b1t10n Act

2011,
7%
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2. By an order dated 7 7. 2017 cognlzance of an offence
punlshable under S. 4(3) of the Karnataka Land Grabbing

- Prohlbltlon Act 2011 (for the sake of brev1ty, it W111 hereinafter
be referred to as’ the Act only) was ta.ken agalnst the

' respondents

3. Heard

4, A short point that falls’ for our determ1nat10n is:

_ Whether substance of accusa’uon for

* an.-offence pumshable under S. 4{3). of
the Karnataka = Land ‘Grabbing
Prohibition. Act, 2011 is to be recorded
against the respendents’p “ o

5. Our ﬁndmg on- the above pomt is m the negative

~ for-the follo_wmg

REASONS

6. Albelt the compla_mant has placed on record

~ several facts, the method adopted ' by him is not
' reconcﬂable vmth the 1ntent10n behind Form I. Even

| :_othermse the complamt is. not presented in Form L

Instead of furmshmg the parhculars absolutely needed,

the complamant has pleaded several facts not relevant.

. The complalnt is amblguous and vague A plam reading

: of 1t would drive home the. cornplamant’s gnevance that.

'ed__ raJa kaluve and reads to an
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of land grabbmg is sufﬁc1ent to take cogmzance Whereas

for recordmg substance of accusatzon, there should be S

some materzal capable of dnvmg the court further .

~ proceed aga.mst the a cused It is pertlnent to. note that;; L

2.30 acres in. Sy. No 71/8 of 4

K "_‘»‘?‘pete vﬂlage does not -

- belong to government The complamant has not placed_ .

any matenal before court even to 1nd1cate ar suggest that

there ex1st1ng pubhc road and raJa kaluve in’ Sy No.71 /8.

However RTC extract produced by the complalnant shows"

that the sa1d land belongs to “one. G. Dasaratharamr'

Reddy, as hlS name ﬂnds a place both in- column 9 and. o

12 in add1tlon to the names of other persons in ‘column.

12 of it’driving. home the fact that: it 1s a private. land o

Hence, the questxon of: 1ts grabblng cannot arise at all.

8. Pursuant to the complamt a detaﬂed report was.

called from the tahs11dar Devenahalh He subm1tted a

report dated 7. 10.2017. It amply po1nts out that 230
acres of - land in Sy Ne.71 / 8 of Akkupete v111age is a -

-~ H,C’“‘, \Converted land glwng enough mdlcatmn that it is a

< ;-"' . G i

R p?‘gvate land and thus it is Well outs1de the _]urlsdlctlon of

; 9 The complalnant has produced XErox cop1es of a
féw documents Amongst thern, 1etter dated 27 3.2017 N
B Nm )/and 5.5, 20 17 ‘written by Akash Insntute of Medlcalr_'

Council of Indla to. Dr.- RaJendra Wabale -and  the o

cornplalnant respectlvely ' They do not help the

complamant in rnakmg out a case agamst the accused for :

o



.
I;ecord-ing” substance of accusation. Ofﬁcial memorandum
dated 9.1.2014 and letter dated 2: 2 2017 addressed to

‘him by BIAAPA -and an. endorsem nt dated 9.2: 2017
- 1ssued to him are also rehed upon Ofﬁmal memorandum
_ and an endorsement reIate to 6. 06 acres in- Sy.No. 70 /2
- of Akkupete and they have nothlng to do- mth the land in

- questmn

10 The Ietter dated 2.2. 2617 of IIAAPA pomts out

that its. approval is not obteuned to put up constructlon in
- lands bearing Sy.No.71/8. of Akkupete vﬁlage Even if it is

- ' presumed that the land 1n quest1on 1s also mcluded in

the sald letter there cannot be any hesltatlon 1n saymg

| ) that the rernedy open to- the complalnant is before
5 -BIAAPA and not: before th1s court Thus the documents

- rehed upon by the complamant cannot make out a case
- for recordmg substance of accusa’aon agamst the

. _accused _

- 11 Notvmthstandmg the facts on’ record the

) .._complamant repeatedly argued that Wlthout obtalmng the'
: perm1ss1on of BIAAPA, the accused have proceeded Wlth :
1the construct:lon Work encroachlng upon the pubhc road:.

let alone'
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, 5 |
| ir‘nposed-. by iBIAA:PA At - cannot be said that the ey
complainant has no remedy ‘at all He has to approach S

the authontles concerned n redressal of his 'rgnevance e
‘-f. he . has:-f LR

hurriedly come before this court 1gnormg the _;We]l known L

Instead of - availing the 0pt10n open to

saying “haste always make Waste “On the bas1s of the
materials made avallable it is ot posszble to dnve the_'
accused to thelr trial for an offence pumshable under S.
4(3) of the Karnataka Land Grabbmg Proh1b1t10n ‘Act,
2011 by recordmg a substance of accusatlon agamst :
them. To put it in- other Words " as substance of |
accusation for the said offence cannot be recorded
agamst the. accused ‘the proceedmgs have to be dr0pped _
1nvok1ng the prov131on contamed in S. 258 of the Code of
Criminal Procedure and the accused have to be released
In the result and for the reasons aforesald ‘we proceed to
pass the followmg

ORDER

" ar? i:released

s !D1ctated to the Judgment Wnter, transcnbed by h1m
S ,,,rf:orrected and then pronounced by us: in open ‘court on this.
“":'” (e 7th day of March 2019)

YTy ,.,,-.»’

(Justlce H. N Narayan)

Copy Apntis ' :
00;; i: 1; Dy{? P, HQ d}t Cﬂéﬁw# )ﬁé ' Chalrman
tect on S s b | |
B Conipared ; ;xq‘p—kﬁ- ...... . - (Bal AKT shnrf)
: Fivoy Re "‘1’ on 18‘3~ L‘% .. ' o Judlclal Member

Section Officer |
Karnataka Land { ~r:=r}=wmz;5. Prokibilion
Special Courts, Bengaiuru.
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BANGALORE INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT AREA PLANNING AUTHORITY, DEVANAHALLI

5

/

No. 333/1, *st Floor, V.J. Complex, Shanthinagar, Sulibele Road, Devanahalli Town, Bangalore Rural District-582 110. Website : www biaapa.in

No. B_uAAPA/ﬁl‘?z/MIS/ﬁsxzais—m\‘}%C‘ié Date: 194 e 2015

To,
Chairperson,
Akash Education & Development Trust,
Ward No. 22, Prashanthnagara, Devanahalli,
Bangalore Rural District

Sir,

Sub:  Request for issue of Certificate for the ownership of various lands in Akkupete
Village, Kasaba Hobali, Devnahalli Taluk, Bangalore Rural Distgtt, duly
certifying the Land Usage of the Purpose for which the lands are converted, in the
name of Akash Education and Development Trust;

Ref: Your Request letter dated: 17-08-2015

e e sop ke e e ek

With reference to the above vide reference (1) The Secretary, Akash Education &
Development Trust, has requested this authority to issue land use of the following survey no’s of
Akkupete Village, Kasaba Hobali, Devanahalli Taluk has directed in your letter under reference
(2) to submit a land use certificate in original certificate issued by competent authority.

In this connection, as verified from the Master Plan- 2021 for Local Planning area
Bangalore International Airport Area Planning Authority are as follows.

S.No. | Name of | Survey | Extent of Conversion order No, Land Use as per
Village No. Land Master Plan -
(A-G) 2021
1y Akkupete | 65/1 0-21 ALN (DEV)SR/92/2012-13 Public and
Semipublic
2) Akkupete 65/2 0-21 ALN (DEV)SR/149/2012-13 Public and
Semipublic
3} | Akkupete 68 0-22 ALN (DEV)SR/91/2012-13 Public and
Semipublic
1-18 Proposed Road
and Road Buffer
4) | Akkupete 69/1 1-13 ALN (DEV)SR/36/2005-06 Pubhic and
Semipublic, Road
5y | Akkupete 6912 1-00 ALN (DEV)SR/94/2012-13 Public and
‘ Semipublic
6) Alckupete 69/3 0-15 ALN (DEV)SR/89/2012-13 Pubhic and
Semipublic
7y | Akkupete 70/ 3-04 ALN (DEV)SR/31/2013-14 Public and
semipublic and
Road Bufter

PT.O...



S.No. | Name of | Survey | Extent of Conversion order No. Land Use as per
Village No, Land Master Plan -
(A-G) 2021
8) | Akkupete | 7072 6-06 | ALN (DEV)SR/12/2013-14 Public and
Semipublic
9) | Akkupete | 71/1 0-32 ALN {DEV)SR/10/2012-13 Public and
Semipublic
10) | Akkupete 7271 0-15 ALN (DEV)SR/147/2012-13 Public and
Semipublic
11) | Akkupete 7217 0-27 ALN (DEV)SR/148/2012-13 Public and
Semipublic
12) | Akkupete 72/8 0-15 ALN (DEV)SR/150/2012-13 Public and
Semipublic &
Residential
13) | Akkupete 71/3 0-04 ALN (DEV)SR/100/2012-13 Public and
Semipubiic
14y | Akkupete | 71/4 0-04 | ALN (DEV)SR/98/2012-13 Public and
Semipublic
15) | Akkupete 71/8 0-04 ALN (DEV)SR/87/2012-13 Public and
Semipublic
16} | Akkupete 71/6 0-04 ALN (DEV)SR/88/2012-13 Public and
Semipublic
17y | Akkupete 7177 0-16 ALN (DEV)SR/101/2012-13 Public and
Semipublic
18) | Akkupete 71/8 2-31 ALN (DEV)SR/84/2012-13 Public and
Semipublic &
Proposed Road
Total |  20-32

This is only for specific use as requested by the applicant. This letter will not be a
document for any other purposes.

g o
g.?x' 5:2 N ‘f, . '5,{ ey

Joint Dil‘ectd;, Town & Country
Planning & Member Secretary,
Bangalore International Airport Area
Planning Authority,

sshDevanahallinad & 15




