
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V. BHATT 

 

W.P.No.3747 OF 2017  

ORDER: 

 

Heard  Mr.K.L.N.Raghavendra  Reddy, hold ing  for Mr.P.Laxma 

Reddy, c ounsel for petitioners, the Government Pleader for 

respondents 1 and  2, Mr.G.Narender Reddy for respondents 3 and  

6, Mr. Nagesh Bheemapaka , Government Pleader (Industries & 

Commerc e) for respondent No.4 and  Mr. A.Sudarshan Reddy for 

respondent No.5. 

 

Mr. A.Sudarshan Reddy ob jec ts to the ma inta inab ility of  

writ petition, as a lterna te remedy is ava ilab le, and  without 

exhausting  the sta tutory remed ies aga inst the orders, dec isions, 

under the Panc haya t Ra j Ac t, the writ petition as matter of c ourse 

c annot be enterta ined .  The c ounsel for petitioners taking note of 

the ob jec tion agrees to ava il the sta tutory remed ies under the 

Panc haya t Ra j Ac t, but seeks time for ava iling  the remed ies and  

a lso requests the Court to d irec t the pa rties to ma inta in sta tus quo  

as on da te.   

 

After hearing  the c ounsel, with their c onsent, the writ petition 

is d isposed  of by this order: 

 

(a ) the petitioners a re g iven liberty to ava il the sta tutory 

remed ies within four weeks from the da te of rec eip t  

of a  c opy of this order.  The petitioners a re g iven liberty 

to enc lose a  c opy of this order a long with the 

memorandum of g rounds; 

 

(b ) the parties a re d irec ted  to ma inta in sta tus quo  in a ll 

respec ts as on da te for a  period  of eight weeks; and  



 2 

(c )  a ll the c ontentions ava ilab le to both the parties a re left 

 open for c onsidera tion by the authority before whom 

 appea l or revision is filed  in this beha lf. 

 

There sha ll be no order as to c osts. 

 

Consequently, pend ing misc ellaneous petitions, stand  c losed .  

  

                              
____________ 

         S.V.BHATT, J 

23rd  August, 2017 

 

Note: 

CC forthwith 

Lrkm  
 

 


