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THE HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE C.V.NAGARJUNA REDDY

CONTEMPT CASE No.1757 of 2015

ORDER:

This Contempt Case is wholly misconceived as Contempt Case
No0.1480 of 2015 filed by the petitioners with the grievance that no final
order was passed as directed by this Court in Writ Petition No.22134 of
2014, was disposed of by placing on record the fact that final order

was passed on 15.07.2015.

In the present Contempt Case, the petitioners pleaded that
though final order was passed on 15.07.2015, before passing such
order, no enquiry was conducted under Section 11(a) of the Andhra
Pradesh (Andhra Area) Estates (Abolition and Conversion into

Ryotwari) Act, 1948 (for short ‘the Act’).

In my opinion, if the final order passed by the respondent is not
in accordance with the provisions of Section 11(a) of the Act, proper
remedy for the petitioners is to question the same by invoking statutory
remedy, as already observed by this Court while dismissing Contempt

Case N0.1480 of 2015.

For the above-mentioned reasons, the Contempt Case is

dismissed.

C.V.NAGARJUNA REDDY, J

111" SEPTEMBER, 2015.
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