HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA AT HYDERABAD

FRIDAY - THE FIFTH DAY OF NOVEMBER
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY QNE

PRESENT

THE HONQURABLE SRI JUSTICE P NAVEEN RAQ
CONTEMPT CASE NO: 652 OF 2021

Contempt Case under Sections 10 to 12 of Contempt of Courts Act 1971 to
punish the respondent hersin for willfully violating the Order of the High Court dated
03-02-2021 passed in W.P.No. 2257 of 2021 .

Batwaen:

Kaddooti Mukosh, Sfo. Late Kaddoori Yakanadham, aged 20 vyears, Rio,
Burhanpally (Village) Rayaparthy (Mandal), Warangal Rural District.

«PETITIONER! PETITIONER
AND

Smt. D. Usha, Wio, not known to the petitioner, The District Agriculture Officer,
Warangal Rural District, Haramkonda.

... PETITIONER! RESPONDENT NO.3

Counsel for the Petitioner SRl M MADHAVA REDDY

Counsel for the Respondent: GP FOR AGRICULTURE (TG)

The Court made the following: ORDER



HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE P.NAVEEN RAO

CONTEMPT CASE No.652 of 2021

ORDER:

Alleging that order of this Ceourt in W, DNe.2257 of 202

dated 03.02.2021 15 not complicd, this contempt case 15 Mled.

2 Tuking note of the submissions made, lhe Wil Pention was
disposed of directing the District Apricullure OMMcer 1o ook inln the
date of birth 1ssue of pelitiones’s flthee lare Yakanadham as an the
date nff enrollment intg the schems and if what was contended Dy
the petitionsr was genuine and wrong date of birth was shown in
the subscquent Aadhar Card, appropniale steps be laken o granl
the bencfits of the scheme to the [amily members of lale
Yakanadham, This Court also directed the Thstmel Agricoulbare
Officer to verily whether policy was in force as on the date of death

of Yalcanadham,

3. By Mcmo dated 27.03.2021, the Distrnct Agricutture Officer
nlarmed the petboner that whale uploadimg the clamm, L wes
riulicetd that ax per UIDAT porial, hos lather spe was gshowns gy
TO-H0 vears and as vernificd by the LIC, the age reflected was more
than 00 years and the LIC returnmed the claim, |t apocars, the

petitioner also informed the Disinct Agfcallure OMMoer that has

father has taken fresh/cdunlicate Aadhar Card, where the date of

hirth was shown as 20.03.1949 and taking note of these facts, his

roquest was rejected.

4, If what was noted by the District Apriculmure CHbcer on

sletement of the petibioner or on entrics made in UIDAI portal is

L]



To,

mot true, it 13 for the petitoner to work out his remedies and
eslablish that his father was eligible to be cnrolled in the Rythu
Bhima Scheme snd therelore, he is entitled to receive the claim

amount granted to his late father as per the policy.

3. Since g decision is already made assigning reasoens, it cannot
be sgid that there was vielation of the directions of this Courl

warranling intiation of conlempl procesdings.

o The contempt case is accordingly closed, leaving it epen o
the petiticner to work out the remedics as avallable 1in law againsl
the deocision taken by the  [Hstrict Agricullure  Oilicer,

Miscellaneous petitions, if any, pending shall stand clesed,

CMALLIKARJUNA VARMA
HR DEPUTY REGISTRAR

ITRUE COPY!! W
SECTION OFFICER

Smt. D. Usha, Wio. not known 10 the patitionar, The District Agricuiture Officar
Warangal Rurai Distric Hanamxonda.

5. Ona CC to SRIL M MADHAVA REDDY Advocate [OPUC]

oL

TR

Two CCs to GP FOR AGRICULTURE (T3) High Court for the State of
Telangana, [OUT]

Two CD Copies
One Spare Copy



HIGH COURT T

DATED:05/11/2021

ORDER
CC.No.652 of 2021

LLOSING TEIE GONTEMPT CASE

WO COES




