
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

 

W.P.No.8600 OF 2016 

ORDER:  
          

The petitioners p ray for Mandamus dec la ring  the ac tion of 

respondent No.4 in interfering  with the rights of petitioners in an 

extent of Ac .12-50 c ents in Sy.No.1845 of L.G.Padu Village, 

Bhimavaram Manda l, West Godavari Distric t and  not a llowing the 

petitioners to enjoy the land  a t the instanc e of respondents 5 to 7, 

as a rb itra ry, illega l and  unc onstitutiona l. 

The petitioners further p rayed  for a  c onsequentia l d irec tion to 

respondent No.4 to forbear from interfering  with the rights of 

petitioners over an extent of Ac .12-50 c ents in Sy.No.1845 of 

L.G.Padu Village. The petitioners in support of above p rayer have 

filed  a lleged  assignment by way of a lleged  D-form pa ttas, 

p roc eed ings da ted  25.06.1991 and  the c opy of judgment in 

O.S.No.342 of 1991 in the Court of the Princ ipa l Distric t Munsif, 

Bhimavaram. 

From the above, it is c lea r the petitioners p lac ed  their c ase 

on the assignment, a  few independent p roc eed ings and  the 

judgment of the Civil Court.  The 4th respondent filed  c ounter 

a ffidavit and  denied  substantia lly most of the a llega tions ra ised  in 

the writ a ffidavit, but further d isputed  the verac ity of doc uments on 

whic h the petitioners a re relying  upon.  From the stand  taken in the 

c ounter a ffidavit, even for the limited  purpose of d irec ting  

respondents to fo llow p roc edure stipula ted  by law, if respondents 

tried  to interfere or evic t the petitioners have to be c onsidered , this 

Court will have to sit as a  Court of appea l, verify the rec ord  and  
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therea fter rec ord  a  find ing  in this beha lf.  There is suffic ient history 

and  severa l p roc eed ings in respec t of the sub jec t matter of the writ 

petition.  In the pec ulia r fac ts and  c irc umstanc es of this c ase, this 

Court is sa tisfied  tha t the petitioners should  be relega ted  to file a  

petition with c omprehensive p rayers on the assignment granted   

to them; on the threa tened  interferenc e by respondent No.4 or  

on the a lleged  possession c la imed  by respondents 5 to 7 before  

3rd  respondent. 

Learned  c ounsel requests four weeks time from today to file a  

petition as sta ted  supra . 

This Court, on 16.03.2016, g ranted  interim d irec tion restra ining  

respondents from interfering  with the possession of petitioners.   

To p reserve sta tus quo as on da te, pa rtic ula rly keep ing in view the 

liberty g iven to petitioners, the parties a re d irec ted  to ma inta in 

sta tus quo  for a  period  of two months from today.  The petitioners 

a re g iven liberty to file an interim app lic a tion for p rotec tion, 

pend ing c onsidera tion by respondent No.3.  The 3rd  respondent is 

d irec ted  to either persona lly inspec t the sub jec t ma tter of the writ 

petition or c a ll for a  report from respondent No.4 and  pass orders as 

a re warranted .  

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 

03rd  July, 2017 
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