
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V. BHATT 

 

W.P.No.18451 OF 2017  

ORDER: 

 

 Heard  Mr.Akkaam Eshwar for petitioner and  the Assistant 

Government Pleader for Revenue. 

 

 The petitioner p rays for Mandamus dec la ring  the ac tion  

of respondents in threa tening  and  interfering  with petitioner’ s 

peac eful possession and  enjoyment of an extent Ac s.1-00 in 

Sy.No.147 a t Ma llamgunta  Village, Tirupa ti Manda l, Chittoor  

Distric t, as illega l, a rb itra ry and  unc onstitutiona l.   The petitioner 

p rays for a  c onsequentia l d irec tion to restra in the respondents from 

interfering  with petitioner’ s possession and  enjoyment of sub jec t 

ma tter of writ petition. 

 

 The c ase of petitioner is tha t she is in possession and  

enjoyment of the sub jec t matter of writ petition and  c la ims right, 

title or possession through her fa ther-in-law Peruru Venka ta rama iah.  

Ac c ord ing to petitioner, Venka ta rama iah worked  as Village Servant 

and  during  his life time, he ac quired  p roperties to an extent of 

Ac s.4-75 c ents in Sy.No.147 a t Ma llamgunta  Village, Tirupa ti Rura l 

Manda l, Chittoor Distric t.    It is further averred  tha t the Sta te of A.P 

in the year 2000 has taken over Ac s.4-75 c ents in Sy.No.147 for 

a llotment of house sites to weaker sec tions.  The revenue offic ia ls 

p romised  to a llot a lterna te land  for the same extent.  Fina lly, the  

3rd  respondent through p roc eed ings Roc .No.C/ 192/ 92 da ted  

20.02.1994 granted  lease of an extent of Ac .1-00 in Sy.No.147.   

The petitioner c la ims to be in possession of p roperty ever sinc e the 
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da te of a llotment.  The petitioner relies upon a  few letters to show 

tha t her c ase was rec ommended  by the A.P. Sta te Commission for 

Sc heduled  Castes and  Sc heduled  Tribes.  The c ause of ac tion for 

filing  the writ petition is tha t in the sec ond  week of May, 2017, the 

subord ina tes of 3rd  respondent tried  to evic t the petitioner from 

sub jec t ma tter of writ petition without a fford ing opportunity or 

assigning any reason.  Ac c ord ing  to petitioner, the lease granted  

through p roc eed ings da ted  20.02.19994 sha ll be first rec a lled  in 

ac c ordanc e with law and  therea fter the respondents c an interfere 

with petitioner’ s possession and  enjoyment.  The ac tions now 

c omp la ined  in the writ petition a re not supported  by authority of 

law or do not fo llow the p roc edure p resc ribed  by law.  Henc e, the 

writ petition. 

 

 Before adverting  to the ob jec tions ra ised  by respondents,  

I p refer to c onsider the annexures on whic h the petitioner relies 

upon for p roving grant and  possession thereunder.  The petitioner 

relies upon p roc eed ings Roc .No.C/ 192/ 92 da ted  20.02.1994 

granting  one year lease in Sy.No.147, whic h is c lassified  as tank 

poramboke and  c ommunic a tion da ted  07.09.2014 addressed  by  

3rd  respondent to 2nd  respondent.  The opera tive portion reads thus: 

 “However, it is submitted that the land in S.No.147 

measuring 22.74 acres is classified as Tank Poramboke 

and the same was become defunct.  Sri Peruru 

Venkatramaiah worked as Village Servant and she married 

his younger son Purushotham.  During the life time of  

Sri Venkataramaiah, father-in-law of the applicant was in 

possession of the land and later her husband has 

succeeded the land.  During the year 2000 the land was 

taken by the Revenue Authorities and allotted on house 

sites and at the time of taking possession of the land, the 
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revenue officials have promised to allot alternate land and 

the same was not materialized so far and hence requested 

to allot alternate land. 

 The matter has been examined and the enquiry 

reveals that the land is classified as Tank Poramboke and 

the same was allotted on house sites to the eligible 

persons and colonies were came up with the names of 

Ambedkar Colony, Rikshaw Colony and Vinayakanagar 

Colony.  On field verification, only an extent of 0.50 cents 

is available and the same was handed over to the Tirupati 

Urban Development Authority, Tirupati for protection of 

government land for future needs. The applicant has not 

produced any documentary evidence in support of her 

claim even now as reported in this office report in the 

reference 3rd cited. 

 The applicant now requesting for allotment of land 

for house site purposes, which is now under the control of 

TUDA authorities.  The applicant is a landless poor and 

having white ration card comes under BPL category and 

she belongs to SC community. 

 In the above circumstances, it is submitted for 

necessary instructions in the matter to take further action in 

the matter.  Copy of the earlier report of this office and 

statement recorded from the applicant are submitted 

herewith for kind perusal”. 

 

and  c ist pa id  on 09.06.1998 for about six faslis.   

 

 

 The Assistant Government, basing  on instruc tions da ted  

12.07.2017, submits tha t the petitioner is not in possession and  

enjoyment of any extent in Sy.No.147.  The land  in an extent of 

Ac s.22-78 Cts in Sy.No.147 is c lassified  as tank and  loc a lly c a lled  

Ma llamgunta  tank.  In respec t of the tank, no p roc eed ing a t any 

point of time is issued .  He, therefore, p rays for d ismissing the writ 

petition. 
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 I have perused  the a ffidavit and  enc losures filed  in the writ 

petition and  taken note of the ob jec tions ra ised  by the Assistant 

Government Pleader for Revenue.  The c ase of petitioner is tha t  

the Sta te of A.P has taken an extent of Ac s.4-75 Cents in Sy.No.147 

for p rovid ing house sites to weaker sec tions.  The possession,  

it is a lleged , was a lso taken from petitioner’ s fa ther-in-law.  

The petitioner, without supporting  doc uments, asserts tha t in lieu of 

taking  over of land  measuring  Ac s.4-75 c ents in Sy.No.147 from 

petitioner’s fa ther-in-law, the 3rd  respondent issued  p roc eed ings 

da ted  20.02.1994.  The exp lana tion offered  through the a ffidavit 

prima  fac ie  belies the c ontents of p roc eed ings da ted  20.02.1994.  

The p roc eed ings da ted  20.02.1994 stands in the name of petitioner.   

Assuming without admitting  tha t p roc eed ings da ted  20.02.1994 was 

issued , the ac tua l possession is not estab lished  of land  a llotted  

through proc eed ings da ted  20.02.1994.  On the other hand , the 

letter da ted  07.09.2014, whic h is exc erp ted  above, belies the 

enjoyment of petitioner of any extent in Sy.No.147.  The payment of 

c ist through Annexure P-6 is stray and  isola ted  payment, not 

supported  by any other doc ument.   

 

 Henc e, this Court is of the view tha t even without getting  into 

the ob jec tions ra ised  by the Assistant Government Pleader, I am 

sa tisfied  the petitioner fa iled  to make out a  c ase for g ranting  any 

relief.  The doc uments relied  upon by the petitioner do not c lothe 

the petitioner either with right, title or possession of sub jec t ma tter of 

writ petition. 
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 The writ petition fa ils and  is, ac c ord ing ly, d ismissed .   There 

sha ll be no order as to c osts. 

 

 Consequently, pend ing misc ellaneous petitions stand  c losed .  

  

                              
 

 

____________ 

         S.V.BHATT, J 

12th July, 2017 

Lrkm  


