NC: 2026:KHC:51643-DB
CCC No. 381 of 2025

IN THE HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA AT BENGALURU
DATED THIS THE 21ST DAY OF SEPTEMBER, 2026

PRESENT
THE HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE JAYANT BANERJI
AND
THE HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE TARA VITASTA GANJU
CIVIL CONTEMPT PETITION NO. 381 OF 2025
BETWEEN:

SMT. ANUSUYAMMA
W/O LATE RAMAIAH,
AGED 68 YEARS
R/AT GULAGANJINAHALLI VILLAGE,
RAMOHALLI POST, KENGERI HOBLI,
BANGALORE-560 074.
...COMPLAINANT

(BY SRI. GALAVA KUMAR.M.V., ADVOCATE FOR

SRI. R.SRINIVASA GOWDA., ADVOCATE)

AND:

1. SRINIVAS
AGE MAIJIOR,
FATHER'S NAME NOT KNOWN
TO THE COMPLAINANTS
THE TAHASILDHAR,
BANGALORE SOUTH TALUK,
KANDAYA BHAVAN, K.G.ROAD
BANGALORE-560 009.

...ACCUSED
2. THE STATE OF KARNATAKA

REPRESENTED BY ITS SECRETARY,
DEPARTMENT OF LAND REVENUE,
M.S.BUILDING, BANGALORE-560 001.
...PROFORMA R2

(BY SMT. B.SUKANYA BALIGA., AGA FOR Al & PROFORMA R2)
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THIS CCC IS FILED UNDER ARTICLE 215 OF THE
CONSTITUTION OF INDIA R/W SECTIONS 11 AND 12 OF THE
CONTEMPT OF COURT ACT, BY THE COMPLAINANT, WHEREIN
PRAYS THAT THE HON'BLE COURT MAY BE PLEASED TO
PUNISH THE ACCUSED PERSON APPROPRIATELY FOR
DISOBEYING THE ORDER DATE 16.04.2024 OF THIS HON'BLE
COURT IN WP NO.5921/2024 (KLR-RR/SUR).

THIS PETITION, COMING ON FOR ORDERS, THIS DAY,
ORDER WAS MADE THEREIN AS UNDER:

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE JAYANT BANERIJI
&
HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE TARA VITASTA GANJU

ORAL ORDER
(PER: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE JAYANT BANERJI)

Heard the learned counsel for the complainant and the
learned AGA appearing for the accused. An allegation of
willful disobedience of the order dated 16.04.2024, passed

by this court in Writ Petition N0.5921/2024 is made.

2. In the order of the writ court, the court
observed that the name of the petitioner was earlier

entered in the land records; that if the Tahsildar was of
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the opinion that the petitioner had not been granted his
land, it is the duty of the Tahsildar to secure the original
records, Saguvali Chit issue register and other
contemporaneous records to satisfy himself regarding the
grant made in favour of the petitioner. Accordingly, the
writ petition was disposed of with a specific direction to
the Tahsildar to consider the representation of the
petitioner in the light of the observations made, verify the
original record and pass necessary order to enter the

name of the petitioner in the land revenue records.

3. A compliance affidavit filed by Sri.Lokesh K.N.,
Special Tahsildar (I/c), Bengaluru South Taluk, is filed on
29.04.2026. Paragraph Nos.3 to 6 therein states as

follows:

"3. I state that, we have noticed that, hand
written RTC bearing page nos. 246 and 247 are
genuine and in addition to the hand written RTC
bearing page nos. 36, 37 and 35, which are found
to be mismatching with the original in respect of
colour of Ink and hand writing. On comparison and
verification between genuine RTCs of page nos.
246 and 247 with that of RTC's page nos. 36, 37
and 35 it is found that pages 36, 37 and 35 have
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been inserted between page nos. 246 and 247.
The copies of RTC's page nos. 246, 247, 36, 37
and 35 are herewith produced and marked as
ANNEXURE-R1.

4. I state that, on verifying the MR entries from
01/81-82 to 06/81-82 are found to be genuine,
however, MRs 9/81-82 have different hand
writing, colour of the Ink and approved signature.
The copy of the MR entry is herewith produced
and marked as ANNEXURE-RZ2.

5. I state that, on the orders of the Hon'ble High
Court of Karnataka, on comparing the land records
enclosed along with the registration of the
complainant and the land related records available
with the record room, pertaining to Sy.No.59,
Maragondahalli Village, Kengeri Hobli, Bengaluru
South Taluk, it is found that, grant records such as
Grant certificate, Darakshu Memorandum, Official
Memorandum, Kimath paid challan etc., are not
available and same has been officially ratified by
the concern record room-in-charge, Manager (in-
charge of Record Room) and Grade-II Tahsildar.
The copy of the said communication is herewith
produced and marked as ANNEXURE-R3.

6. I submit that the ink used in the taking of
entries in the RTC and other relevant records to
show the name of the petitioner as a grantee does
not corroborate with that of the similar entries of
the same period. The Hon'ble High Court of
Karnataka has passed an appropriate order by
giving the specific direction to consider the
representation given by the Petitioner, to verify
the original records and pass necessary orders to
enter name of the Petitioners in revenue land
records. On the direction of the High Court, we
have verified the records, obtained the reports
from the record room, and accordingly, issued an
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endorsement dated 19.03.2025 to the Petitioner.
Hence complying the Hon'ble Court Karnataka.
The copy of the endorsement issued on
19.03.2025 is herewith produced and marked as
ANNEXURE-R4.”

4, The learned AGA has drawn attention of the
court to Annexure-R4, which is an endorsement dated
19.03.2025, which reflects that upon inspecting the record
room pertaining to 0-20 guntas in Survey No.59 of
Maragondanahalli Village, Kengeri Hobli, the Iland in
question was found to be a gomal land and it is reported
that the original grant files in relation to 0-20 guntas such
as Saguvali Chit, Darkhast Memorandum, Darkhast
application, statement, upset price payment challan are
not found in darkhast register and that there were
changes between the handwritten RTC and Mutation
Register writings, which have been reported by the record
room section. After consideration, the request of the

complainant has been declined.
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5. The learned counsel for the complainant has
referred to Annexure-H, the reply statement filed on
22.07.2025 by to contend that the name of
Smt.Anusuyamma, wife of Sri.Ramaiah is recorded at
SI.N0.609/79-80 in the register, in respect of 20 guntas of

land.

6. However, when queried the learned counsel has
not been able to inform the court that the certified copy of
the document pertains to which page number of the
concerned register. It is noted hereinabove, in the quoted
paragraphs of the affidavit, that several pages were found
to be inserted in the mutation register. The RTC and the
mutation register No0.9/81-82 has different handwriting,

colour of the ink and signature.

7. In exercise of contempt jurisdiction, this court
would not undertake an exercise in evaluating documents
which are disputed by the respondents/accused. In this

view of the matter, the contempt case is consigned.
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8. It is however open for the petitioner/
complainant, to seek remedy as may be advised to him, in

accordance with law.

Sd/-
(JAYANT BANERJI)
JUDGE

Sd/-
(TARA VITASTA GANJU)
JUDGE
JJ/List No.: 1 SI No.: 7
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