
THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

WRIT PETITION No.20836 of 2017 

 ORDER: 

 The petitioners c a ll in question the order Rc .B/ 639/ 2016, da ted  

17.04.2017 passed  under Sec tion 6 of the Land  Enc roac hment Ac t, 

1905 (for short ‘ the Ac t’ ). 

The 2nd  respondent through the order impugned in the writ 

petition c a lled  upon the enc roac hers/ a  few of the petitioners to 

vac a te from Kunta  Poramboke in Sy.No.365/ 2 in an extent of           

Ac .18-24 c ents of Pasupadu Village, Inkollu Manda l, Prakasam 

Distric t. 

On 15-05-2017, the petitioners have ava iled  the remedy of 

appea l before the 3rd  respondent. 

Learned  c ounsel for petitioners tried  to persuade this Court by 

c ontend ing tha t the order of the 2nd  respondent da ted  17-04-2007 

per se  is lac onic  and  does not show any reason muc h less 

ac c ep tab le reason for ordering  evic tion from Sy.No.365/ 2. 

 Learned  Assistant Government Pleader, on the other hand , 

c ontends tha t the sub jec t ma tter is Sy.No.365/ 2 c overing  an extent 

of Ac .18-24 c ents.  Ac c ord ing to him, the land  is c lassified  as Kunta  

Poramboke. The deta ils of assignments in favour of va rious 

petitioners and  their loc a tion a re sta ted  in the order impugned  in 

the writ petition.  In other words, his c ontention is tha t the notic e 

under Sec tion 7 of the Ac t is issued  to petitioners on the ground  tha t 
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they a re enc roac hers of sub jec t ma tter of the writ petition.  The only 

way to d isc harge the burden is showing some grant or assignment 

by Government in favour of petitioners.  In the absenc e of suc h 

doc umenta ry evidenc e, the mere fac t tha t the order impugned  in 

the writ petition does not set out in deta il the reasons insuffic ient to 

invoke the jurisd ic tion of this Court under Artic le 226 of the 

Constitution of Ind ia .  On the other hand , he c ontends tha t remedy 

of appea l is a lready ava iled . So in the fitness of things, the 3rd  

respondent c an be d irec ted  to d ispose of the appea l exped itiously.   

As lea rned  c ounsel appearing  for pa rties have made a  few 

deta iled  submissions, the same a re adverted  to, but on the bottom 

line of c onsidera tion in this c ase in the pec ulia r fac t situa tion of the 

writ petition, this Court is of the view tha t the 3rd  respondent c an 

c erta inly look into eac h one of the ob jec tions c omp la ined  aga inst 

the order da ted  17-04-2017 and  pass orders.  As the petitioners a re 

c omp la ining  d ispossession, during  pendenc y of appea l before the 

3rd  respondent, to meet the ends of justic e, the following order is 

passed . 

(a ) The parties a re d irec ted  to ma inta in 

sta tus-quo for a  period  of two weeks from today. 

(b ) The 3rd  respondent issues notic e of hearing  

in the appea l, c onsiders d isposing of either appea l or 

the app lic a tion moved  by the petitioners for interim 
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orders within two weeks period  for whic h sta tus-quo 

order is g ranted . 

Learned  Assistant Government Pleader is d irec ted  to 

c ommunic a te the order to the 3rd  respondent forthwith. 

The writ petition is d isposed  of ac c ord ing ly.  No order as to 

c osts. 

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

 

 

  _____________ 

S. V. BHATT, J 

Dt: 03-07-2017 

Prv 
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