
THE HON' BLE SRI  JUSTI CE S.V.BHATT 

 

W RI T PETI TI ON No .4 0 3 8 4  o f  2 0 1 6  

 

ORDER:  

 

 

 Heard Mr. Ch. Madhava Ram an for pet it ioners and the Assistant  

Governm ent  Pleader for Civil Supplies. 

 

2. Pet it ioners challenge the order dated 08.11.2016 of respondents 

4 and 5 as illegal, without  authorit y and unconst itut ional.   

The operat ive port ion of the order reads thus:  

“The Claim  Pet it ion is exam ined. I t  is observed that  as they 

have not  properly explained as to why they have stored their 

com m odit ies with the respondent . The claim  pet it ioners have 

not  been filed any docum ents in support  of their claim  that  

seized stock belongs to them . The claim  pet it ioners failed to 

substant iate their  claim . Hence, the claim  of the pet it ioners for 

release of seized stock on suret ies is hereby rejected. 

 

As the stock seized is perishable in nature, the Special Deputy 

Tahsildar, (PDS) , Gannavaram  is hereby directed to hand over 

the seized stock to the Tahsildar, Unguturu and in turn the 

Tahsildar, Unguturu is hereby directed to dispose off the seized 

stock by conduct ing public auct ion and subm it  sale lists in 

t r iplicate for conform at ion within a week to this court .”   

 

3. Pet it ioners challenge that  the findings recorded by respondents 

4 and 5 are untenable and vir tually am ount  to recording findings 

without  exam ining the docum ents relied upon by the pet it ioners.  

According to pet it ioners, if the seized stock is auct ioned, as directed by 

the order im pugned in the writ  pet it ion, the pet it ioners/ agricultur ists 

suffer irreparable loss, hardship and injury. Counsel for pet it ioners 

subm its that  having regard to the patent  om ission in the order 

im pugned in the writ  pet it ion, the order m ay be set  aside and claim  



pet it ion rem it ted to respondents 4 and 5 for reconsiderat ion and 

disposal in accordance with law. 

 

4. The Assistant  Governm ent  Pleader, on inst ruct ions, subm its that  

the pet it ioners are m ere nam e lenders and it  is because of that  

reason, in the order im pugned in the writ  pet it ion, the inabilit y of 

pet it ioners to prove their  claim  is recorded by respondents 4 and 5. 

 

5. I  have perused the order dated 08.11.2016. This Court  is of the 

view that  there is no reference to the details/ docum ents relied upon by 

the pet it ioners except  recording a finding that  the pet it ioners have not  

properly explained why the com m odit ies seized by respondents are to 

be stored. As the findings recorded are incom plete and unsustainable, 

the observat ions against  the claim  of pet it ioners in the proceedings 

im pugned are set  aside and m at ter rem it ted to respondents 4 and 5 

for fresh disposal within two (2)  weeks from  today. The auct ion of 

seized stock is stayed for a period of two (3)  weeks from  today. 

 
The writ  pet it ion is disposed of.  As a sequel, the m iscellaneous 

pet it ions, pending if any, shall stand closed. There shall be no order as 

to costs. 

  ____________ 

S. V. BHATT, J 
November 25, 2016 

Not e :  Furnish C.C. forthwith 

              (B/ o )  DSK 


