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IN THE HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA AT BENGALURU 

DATED THIS THE 20TH DAY OF AUGUST, 2026 

PRESENT 

THE HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE JAYANT BANERJI 

AND  

THE HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE TARA VITASTA GANJU 

CIVIL CONTEMPT PETITION NO. 1370 OF 2025 (-) 

BETWEEN:  

 

SRI. NAGAPPA 
SON OF CHIKKATHAYAPPA,  

AGED ABOUT 62 YEARS,  
RESIDING AT SURADHENUPURA VILLAGE, 

ARADESHAHALLI POST, HESARAGHATTA HOBLI, 
YELAHANKA TALUK, BENGALURU-562 110 

 
…COMPLAINANT 

(BY SRI. S.VENUGOPALA., ADVOCATE) 
 

AND: 
 

1. SRI. SHREYAS 

FATHER'S NAME NOT KNOWN TO THE COMPLAINANT, 
AGED ABOUT 40 YEARS,  

THE TAHASILDAR,  
YELAHANKA TALUK,  

BENGALURU URBAN DISTRICT-560 001. 
                                                             …ACCUSED 

 

2. THE STATE OF KARNATAKA 

BY PRINCIPAL SECRETARY, 
DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE,  

GOVERNMENT OF KARNATAKA,  
VIDHANASOUDHA, BENGALURU-560 001. 

…PROFORMA RESPONDENT NO.2 
 

(BY SRI. NAMITHA MAHESH.B.G., AGA FOR A1 & PROFORMA 

R2)  
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THIS  CCC IS FILED UNDER  SECTION 11 AND 12 THE 

CONTEMPT OF COURT ACT, 1971, R/W ARTICLE 215 OF 
CONSTITUTION OF INDIA, BY THE COMPLAINANT, WHEREIN 

PRAYS THAT THE HON’BLE COURT BE PLEASED  TO TAKE 

NECESSARY ACTION AGAINST THE ACCUSED FOR WILLFULLY 
AND DELIBERATELY VIOLATING THE ORDER PASSED BY THIS 

HON’BLE COURT ON 01.10.2024 IN WP NO.18508/2024 (GM-
POLICE PRODUCED AT ANNEXURE-A. 

 
 THIS PETITION, COMING ON FOR ORDERS, THIS DAY, 

ORDER WAS MADE THEREIN AS UNDER: 
 

CORAM:   HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE JAYANT BANERJI 
                         & 

 HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE TARA VITASTA GANJU 
 

ORAL ORDER 

 

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

 
 

Heard the learned counsel for the complainant. 

 

2. This contempt petition seeks action against the 

accused for willfully and deliberately violating the order 

passed by this Court on 01.10.2024, in Writ Petition 

No.18508/2024.  

 

3. The operative part of the order dated 

01.10.2024 reads as follows: 

“4. Accordingly, the petition is disposed of directing 
respondent No.6 to consider the communication dated 
13.06.2023 issued by respondent No.3 at Annexure-D and 
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pass appropriate order in accordance with law within a 

period of two months from the date of receipt of the 
certified copy of this order. 

 
 

4. A compliance affidavit is filed by the accused 

No.1 in the contempt proceeding. Therein, it is stated that 

the Assistant Director of Land Records, Yelahanka Taluk, 

has submitted a report bearing No.ADLR(Y)/P.R/366/ 

2025-26, dated 15.05.2026. It is stated that the report 

discloses that the concerned Surveyor had issued prior 

notices to the interested parties and thereafter conducted 

survey proceedings on the spot. The report further 

discloses that on the scheduled date, the survey was 

conducted in the presence of Police personnel, Village 

Administrative Officer, parties to the dispute and local 

villagers present at the spot. During the course of the 

survey proceedings, the boundaries and measurements 

relating to Survey No.111/2 belonging to the complainant 

were identified and demarcated.  
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5. Further averments are made in paragraph 

Nos.9, 10 and 11 of the compliance affidavit, which read 

as follows: 

“9. I state that the Assistant Director of Land Records 

has further reported that the Village Administrative Officer 

verified the existing boundary marks during the survey 

proceedings. The report further records that after 

completion of the survey proceedings, the complainant 

and certain police personnel present at the spot declined 

to affix their signatures to the statements and survey 

records. The said fact has been duly recorded in the 

Mahazar and Survey Report. 
 
 

10. I state that the Assistant Director of land Records 

has accordingly forwarded the survey report along with 

the survey sketch and connected records for further 

action. The said report forms part of the official records 

maintained in the office. 
 

11. I state that the direction issued by this Hon’ble 

Court was to consider the communication dated 

13.06.2023 and take appropriate action in accordance 

with law. In compliance with the said direction, the matter 

was referred to the competent survey authorities, notices 

were issued, survey proceedings were conducted and 

boundaries were identified and demarcated through the 

statutory authorities. Thus, complete compliance of the 

order passed by this Hon’ble Court has been effected.” 
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6. Enclosed with the compliance affidavit as 

Annexure-R1, is a report of the Assistant Director of Land 

Records, Yelahanka Taluk, Yelahanka, addressed to the 

Special Tahasildar dated 15.05.2026 evincing the survey. 

It is stated in the report that the Village Administrative 

Officer had verified the existing boundary marks and upon 

completion of the survey, the plaintiff and the police 

personnel refused to affix their signatures to the 

statements/proceedings. The same has also been recorded 

in the spot mahazar. Statements were obtained confirming 

that survey work was carried out in the presence of the 

villagers and the Village Administrative Officer present at 

the site. The report submitted together with the survey 

sketch/map was stated to be enclosed. It has further been 

stated that while the Village Administrative Officer had 

affixed his signature to the statement/proceedings, he 

refused to sign the survey sketch/map. Annexure-R2 is the 

survey sketch demarcating Survey No.111/2.  
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7.  The learned counsel for the complainant has 

stated that the order of the learned Single Judge had 

referred to the report dated 13.06.2023, which is enclosed 

as Annexure-D to the complaint. He contends that what 

was required to be surveyed is survey No.111/1 and to 

mark the boundaries. However, the survey has been done 

with regard to survey No.111/2. 

 

8. A perusal of the order of the writ Court clearly 

reflects that it was on the petition moved by one 

Sri.Nagappa, that an order was passed by the writ Court 

and admittedly, Sri.Nagappa is concerned with Survey 

No.111/2. The petitioner's grievance was raised before the 

learned Single Judge, which was duly considered by 

passing an order. Therefore, reference being made to the 

report dated 13.06.2023, by the learned counsel for the 

complainant is not correct.  

 

9. That apart, Chapter XII of the Karnataka Land 

Revenue Act, 1964 provides for an entire procedure for 
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demarcation of boundaries and settlement of boundary 

disputes. It is for the complainant to avail of such remedy 

as he may be advised. As far as this contempt case is 

concerned, we are satisfied that the order of the learned 

writ Court has been complied with. This petition is 

therefore, consigned. 

 

 

 

 

 

Sd/- 

(JAYANT BANERJI) 

JUDGE 

 

 

 

Sd/- 

(TARA VITASTA GANJU) 

JUDGE 

 

 

 

 

 
JJ 
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