HON’BLE SRl JUSTICE CHALLA KODANDA RAM

CONTEMPTCASENo0.1061 of 2016

ORDER:

This Contempt Case is filed complaining non-compliance of the
order of thisCourt dated 09-04-2015 in W.P.N0.9936 of 2015.

It isthe case of the petitioner that though this Court disposed of the
said writ petition directing the respondent authorities to complete the
survey and fix boundariesasper FIMB 8-A sketch in respect of the landsin
S.Nos.1005/1 and 1006/1 over an extent of Ac.0-28 cents and Ac.0-72
centsregpectively stuated at Pulikallu Village, Penumuru Mandal, Chittoor
District, the respondentshave not complied with-the said order.

Though the petitioner had prayed to demarcate the land over an
extent of Ac.0-28 centsin §.No.1005/1 and Ac.0-72 centsin Sy.No.1006/2,
thiscourt while disposing of the writ petition did not specify the extentsand
left it open to the respondent authoritiesto demarcate in termsof AMIB 8-A
sketch.

On notice being issued; respondents 3 to 5 filed counter affidavits.

Fordisposal of the Contempt Case, it isnot necessary to referto the
counter affidavitsof respondents4 and 5. Though the direction isissued to
the respondents in general, as a matter of fact, it is the 34 respondent-
Assistant Director of Qurvey and Land Records, who is the competent
authority to conduct survey.

In the counter affidavit filed by the 3 respondent, it iscategorically
asserted that on 17-06-2015 the 34 respondent along with the Deputy
Inspector of Survey and Mandal Qurveyor visited the subject site and after
issuing notice to the neighbouring land owners, measured the land over

an extent of Ac.0-14 cents in $.No.1005/1 and Ac.0-36 cents in



S.No.1006/1 and demarcated the same on ground as per sub-division
records. However, the petitioner refused to sign the survey report on the
ground that he was not shown the land admeasuring Ac.0-28 cents in
Sy.N0.1005/1 and Ac.0-72 cents in S.No.1006/1 and left the site. It is
further stated in the counter affidavit that the petitioner had deliberately
suppressed the fact that he was assigned the land admeasuring Ac.0-14
centsin §.No.1005/1 and Ac.0-36 centsin Sy.No0.1006/1. However, in the
writ petition he had claimed that he was assigned Ac.0-28 cents and
Ac.0-72 cents. Therefore, the 3d respondent praysthat the contempt case
may be dismissed, as the order of this Court has been complied with in
letter and spirit.

Heard the learmed counselforpetitioneraswell asrespondents.

Si A.Veera Svamy, learned counsel appearing for respondents had
produced the original FMB records, as per which with respect to
Sy.No.1005/1 the sub-divison indicatesonly Ac.0-14 centsand with respect
to §.N0.1006/1 only an extent of Ac.0-36 cents. Further, the demarcation
hasbeen done in accordance with the AMB 8-A sketch asdirected by this
Court and the order of thisCourt iscomplied with in letter and spirit.

In those circumstances, the Contempt Case isclosed. However, the
observations made in this order shall not be construed as expressing any
view with respect to the petitioner's claim and entitlement so far as the
land in §y.Nos.1005/1 and 1006/1 isconcerned.

Miscellaneouspetitionspending, if any, shall stand closed.

CHALLA KODANDA RAM, J

Date: 14.12.2016
Prv






