
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE CHALLA KODANDA RAM 

CONTEMPT CASE No.1061 of 2016 

 

ORDER:  

 

 This Contempt Case is filed  c omp la ining  non-c omp lianc e of the 

order of this Court da ted  09-04-2015 in W.P.No.9936 of 2015. 

It is the c ase of the petitioner tha t though this Court d isposed  of the 

sa id  writ petition d irec ting  the respondent authorities to c omp lete the 

survey and  fix boundaries as per FMB 8-A sketc h in respec t of the lands in 

Sy.Nos.1005/ 1 and  1006/ 1 over an extent of Ac .0-28 c ents and  Ac .0-72 

c ents respec tively situa ted  a t Pulika llu Village, Penumuru Manda l, Chittoor 

Distric t, the respondents have not c omp lied  with the sa id  order.  

Though the petitioner had  p rayed  to demarc a te the land  over an 

extent of Ac .0-28 c ents in Sy.No.1005/ 1 and  Ac .0-72 c ents in Sy.No.1006/ 2, 

this c ourt while d isposing of the writ petition d id  not spec ify the extents and  

left it open to the respondent authorities to demarc a te in terms of FMB 8-A 

sketc h. 

On notic e being issued , respondents 3 to 5 filed  c ounter a ffidavits. 

For d isposa l of the Contempt Case, it is not nec essary to refer to the 

c ounter a ffidavits of respondents 4 and  5.  Though the d irec tion is issued  to 

the respondents in genera l, as a  matter of fac t, it is the 3rd  respondent-

Assistant Direc tor of Survey and  Land  Rec ords, who is the c ompetent 

authority to c onduc t survey. 

In the c ounter a ffidavit filed  by the 3rd  respondent, it is c a tegoric a lly 

asserted  tha t on 17-06-2015 the 3rd  respondent a long with the Deputy 

Inspec tor of Survey and  Manda l Surveyor visited  the sub jec t site and  a fter 

issuing  notic e to the neighbouring  land  owners, measured  the land  over 

an extent of Ac .0-14 c ents in Sy.No.1005/ 1 and  Ac .0-36 c ents in 
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Sy.No.1006/ 1 and  demarc a ted  the same on ground  as per sub-d ivision 

rec ords.  However, the petitioner refused  to sign the survey report on the 

ground  tha t he was not shown the land  admeasuring  Ac .0-28 c ents in 

Sy.No.1005/ 1 and  Ac .0-72 c ents in Sy.No.1006/ 1 and  left the site.  It is 

further sta ted  in the c ounter a ffidavit tha t the petitioner had  delibera tely 

suppressed  the fac t tha t he was assigned  the land  admeasuring  Ac .0-14 

c ents in Sy.No.1005/ 1 and  Ac .0-36 c ents in Sy.No.1006/ 1.  However, in the 

writ petition he had  c la imed  tha t he was assigned  Ac .0-28 c ents and     

Ac .0-72 c ents. Therefore, the 3rd  respondent p rays tha t the c ontempt c ase 

may be d ismissed , as the order of this Court has been c omp lied  with in 

letter and  sp irit. 

Heard  the lea rned  c ounsel for petitioner as well as respondents. 

Sri A.Veera  Swamy, lea rned  c ounsel appearing  for respondents had  

p roduc ed  the orig ina l FMB rec ords, as per whic h with respec t to 

Sy.No.1005/ 1 the sub-d ivision ind ic a tes only Ac .0-14 c ents and  with respec t 

to Sy.No.1006/ 1 only an extent of Ac .0-36 c ents.  Further, the demarc a tion 

has been done in ac c ordanc e with the FMB 8-A sketc h as d irec ted  by this 

Court and  the order of this Court is c omp lied  with in letter and  sp irit.  

In those c irc umstanc es, the Contempt Case is c losed .  However, the 

observa tions made in this order sha ll not be c onstrued  as expressing any 

view with respec t to the petitioner’ s c la im and  entitlement so fa r as the 

land  in Sy.Nos.1005/ 1 and  1006/ 1 is c onc erned . 

Misc ellaneous petitions pend ing , if any, sha ll stand  c losed . 

 

 

_________________________ 

CHALLA KODANDA RAM, J 

 

Da te: 14.12.2016 

Prv 
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