
THE HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V. BHATT 

 

W.P.No.3753 OF 2007 

ORDER:  

 

 Heard  Sri P.R.K.Amarendra  Kumar for petitioner and  Assistant 

Government Pleader for Triba l Welfa re (AP). 

  

 The sub jec t ma tter of the writ petition reads thus: 

 
  _________________________________________  

R.S.No.    Extent 
     Ac.  Cts 

  ________________________________________  
  1. 283           8-50    

  2. 285           1-51 

  3.  283           3-98 
  _________________________________________  

  

 The petitioner p rays for Mandamus dec la ring  the order da ted  

28.12.2006 in S.R.No.50 of 2006, as illega l, unc onstitutiona l and  

inapp lic ab le insofa r as the petitioner is c onc erned . 

 

 Briefly sta ted , the petitioner a lleges tha t the Spec ia l Deputy 

Collec tor (Triba l Welfa re) had  taken up  enquiry under Sec tion 3(2) 

of the A.P.S.A.L.T Regula tion 1/ 59 aga inst petitioner herein in 

S.R.No.117/ 97 for the following extents: 

 

R.S.No. Extent Name (1933 R.S.R) 

283 8.50 Addagarala Darmaiah 

287 2.10½   Gurrala Ramaiah 

285 1.51½  Gurrala Saravaiah 

286 4.62½  Gurrala Saravaiah 

288 4.32 Pydimala Venkadu 

281 1.74 Repaka Garavaiah 

283 3.98 Addgarala Darmaiah 
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 On 16.12.1997, the Spec ia l Deputy Collec tor held  tha t the 

possession of petitioner of the survey numbers referred  to above 

does not c ontravene the p rovisions of the A.P.S.A.L.T Regula tion 

1/ 59 as amended  by Regula tion 1/ 70 and  ac c ord ing ly d ismissed  

the c la im filed  by Spec ia l Deputy Tahsilda r, Triba l Welfa re, 

K.R.Puram.  Ac c ord ing to petitioner, no appea l was filed  aga inst the 

order da ted  16.12.1997.  While matters stood  thus, the respondents 

in purported  exec ution of ejec tment order passed  in S.R.No.50/ 2006 

da ted  28.12.2006 a re trying  to d ispossess the petitioner from the 

sub jec t ma tter referred  to above.  Henc e, the writ petition. 

 

 The petitioner c ontends tha t the order of Spec ia l Deputy 

Tahsilda r in S.R.No.117/ 97 has firstly bec ome fina l and  sec ond ly the 

petitioner is not a rrayed  as one for the parties to S.R.No.50/ 2006, still 

by referenc e to the ejec tment order passed  on 28.12.2006, the 

possession of petitioner is sought to be d isturbed . 

 

 On 27.02.2007, this Court g ranted  stay of a ll further 

p roc eed ings, inc lud ing evic tion of petitioner from the sub jec t 

ma tter of the writ petition.  The order is subsisting  as on da te. 

 

 Both the respondents in sp ite of rec eip t of notic e have not 

filed  c ounter a ffidavit or a t least sent instruc tions to the offic e of 

lea rned  Government Pleader (Triba l Welfa re). 

 

 I am sa tisfied  tha t in view of the annexures viz., orders in 

S.R.No.117/ 97 da ted  16.11.1997 and  S.R.No.50 of 2006 da ted  

28.12.2006, the writ petition c an be d isposed  of by this order: 
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(a ) the respondents a re d irec ted  not to d ispossess the 

petitioner from the sub jec t ma tter of the writ petition by 

referenc e to the ejec tment order in S.R.No.50/ 2006 

da ted  28.12.2006 and ; 

 

(b ) if the respondents a re of the view tha t possession of 

petitioner for any reason is in c ontravention of 

regula tions, the respondents a re under ob liga tion to 

issue notic e to petitioner, a fford  opportunity, pass 

orders and  then d ispossess the petitioner in 

ac c ordanc e with law. 

 

 The writ petition is, ac c ord ing ly, d isposed  of.  There sha ll be no 

order as to c osts. 

 

 Consequently, misc ellaneous petitions, if any pend ing, stand  

c losed .  

  

 

    _____________ 

                                                                                                S.V.BHATT, J                                  

07th Marc h, 2017 

Lrkm  

 


