
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V. BHATT 

W.P. No.10018 OF 2014  

ORDER: 

 The petitioner p rays for the following relief: 

  “…writ of mandamus to declare  the action of the 

respondents Nos. 2 to 4 herein, in interfering with the 

peaceful possession and enjoyment of the petitioner’s 

lands in Survey No. 15/6A to an extent of Ac. 1-50 cents; 

in Survey No. 20/2B-1 to an extent of Ac. 1-00 cents, total 

to an extent of Ac. 2-50 cents situated at Kovvuru Road, 

Kakinada, East Godavari District as illegal, arbitrary and 

also oppose to all cannons of justice as well as oppose to 

Revenue Laws, consequentially direct  respondents Nos. 

2  to 4 herein, not to interfere with the peaceful 

possession and enjoyment of the petitioner’s lands in 

Survey No. 15/6A to an extent of Ac. 1-50 cents; in 

Survey No. 20/2B-1, to an extent of Ac. 1-00 cents, total 

to an extent of Ac. 2-50 cents situated at Kovvuru Road, 

Kakinada, East Godavari District …” 

The supposition on whic h the writ petition is filed  by the 

petitioner is tha t the respondents without rec ourse to law a re 

interfering  with the possession and  enjoyment of the petitioner in an 

extent of Ac .1-50 c ents in Survey No.15/ 6A and  Ac .1-00 c ents in 

Survey No.20/ 2B-1 of Kakinada  Village, East Godavari Distric t. 

 The Assistant Government Pleader p lac es on rec ord  the order 

of Tahsilda r da ted  04.06.2007 under the A.P. Assigned  Lands 

(Prohib ition of Transfers) Ac t, 1977 (for short ‘ the Ac t’ ).  

 Mr.Sa i Kumar vehemently c ontends tha t the assumption of 

jurisd ic tion under the Ac t both is fac tua lly and  lega lly untenab le, for 

the assignment of sub jec t matter was for c onsidera tion and  without 
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the c ond ition of non-a lienab ility. Therefore, the purc hase by 

petitioner is lega l and  va lid .   He fa irly submits tha t the petitioner has 

to work out the remedy aga inst the order da ted  04.06.2007 of 

respondent No.4 in ac c ordanc e with law before 3rd  respondent 

and  ac c ord ing ly seeks leave from the Court.  He further submits tha t 

this Court on 02.04.2014 restra ined  respondents from taking  

c oerc ive steps vis-à -vis the sub jec t ma tter of writ petition and  p rays 

for c ontinuing the order during  the pendenc y of appea l as well. 

 The Assistant Government Pleader stoutly opposes the 

request. 

  I have taken note of respec tive submissions.  Having  regard  

to the c irc umstanc es of the c ase and  the grounds of c ha llenge 

lea rned  c ounsel has put forward , the writ petition is d isposed  of by 

this order: 

 The petitioner is g iven liberty to file appea l by enc losing a  

c opy of this order a long with petitions as a re required  within four 

weeks from today.  The parties a re d irec ted  to c ontinue the order 

da ted  02.04.2014 in this writ petition for a  period  of two months from 

today.   It is aga in open to petitioner to ob ta in nec essary orders 

from 3rd  respondent before the exp iry of two months period  granted  

in this beha lf. 

 As the petitioner is unaware of the order da ted  04.06.2007, 

Mr.Sa i Kumar requests for furnishing  a  c opy of the order. The Court 



  3 

d irec ts Assistant Government Pleader to furnish a  c opy of the order 

da ted  04.06.2007 to the petitioner. 

             No order as to c osts. 

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

      

                                                                          

          ___________ 

          S.V.BHATT, J 

 

Da te: 06.07.2017 

Stp  

   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  4 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


