
THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

WRIT PETITION No. 24333 of 2012 
ORDER: 

 
Heard Mr.Challa Srinivasa Reddy for pet it ioner and Mr.Madhu 

Sudhan Reddy, for 5th Respondent . 

2. The pet it ioner complains against  the inact ion of Off icial 

Respondents in protect ing Agraharam lake, covered by Sy.No.70/ 1, 

New No.256, in an extent  of 76 acres 62 cents in Chit tapur village, 

Ipuru Mandal, Guntur dist rict  from encroachment  of Respondents 5 

and 6, who are t rying to dest roy the bund etc., and not  considering 

and disposing of the representat ion dated 13.07.2012, as il legal, 

arbit rary and unconst itut ional.  

3. On 07.08.2012 in WPMP No.31063 of 2012 this Court  directed 

the Respondents 1 to 4 to protect  the Agraharam lake (Vuru 

Cheruvu) situated in Sy.No.70/ 1 of Chit tapur village, by 

considering the representat ion of the pet it ioner dated 13.07.2012.  

The said interim order is subsist ing as on date.   

4. The 5th respondent  f iled counter-aff idavit  and also a pet it ion 

to vacate the interim order dt .13.07.2012.   

5. On behalf  of Off icial Respondents 1 to 4, the 4th Respondent–

Tahasildar, Ipuru f iled counter-aff idavit .   On the allegat ions of 

encroachment  of the tank or removing the tank-bund, the reply of 

the 4th Respondent  reads as under:  
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 “ In reply t o Para.2 of  t he af f idavit ,  I submit  t hat  Chit t apuram 

vil lage of  Ipur Mandal is original ly an Agraharam vil lage and got  

surveyed under t he A.P.Inams Abol it ion and Conversion int o Ryt hwari 

Act , 1956 during t he year 1968.  Fair Land Regist er was got  prepared for 

t he lands during t he year 1968.  In t he Fair Land Regist er, t he 

Agraharam Survey No.70/ 1 was given new Survey No.256 of  t he vi l lage, 

and not ed as not  surveyed.  Hence, t he correct  ext ent  of  old S.No.70/ 1 

of  Chit t apuram vil lage cannot  be said as at  Ac.76.62 cent s.  In t he Fair 

Land Regist er t he present  st at us of  land on ground in old S.No.70/ 1 of  

Chit t apuram was not  ment ioned whet her it  was Poramboku or pat t a 

land belong t o any Ryot s.  No names of  Ryot s are not ed as occupant s.                

I furt her submit  t hat  t here is some wat er spread area in t he said land at  

present  in old S.No.70/ 1 of  Chit t apuram vil lage.  It  appears as a smal l  

t ank, but  t here is no regist ered Ayacut  under t he said lake.  However 

l i t t le ext ent  of  land is irr igat ed wit h wat er of  t his t ank.   

 In reply t o Para.3 of  t he af f idavit ,  I submit  t hat  t he st ruct ure of  

t he said t ank was not  dist urbed and t here are no at t empt s t o dest roy 

t he bunds of  t he said lake as al leged by t he pet it ioner.  The said land 

was not  convert ed as Agricul t ural  land.  Hence, t he pet it ioners’  

cont ent ion is not  correct . 

 In reply t o para 4 of  t he af f idavit ,  I submit  t hat  as per t he 

informat ion available in t he vi l lage records of  Chit t apuram vi l lage, t he 

land in S.No.288/ 3, 308/ 1, 319/ 3, 303/ 1 of  Chit t apuram vil lage and t he 

land in S.No.715 of  Kondayapalem vi l lage is being irr igat ed wit h Ipur 

t ank wat er.  The source of  irr igat ion for t he lands in Chit t apuram, 

Ponugot ivaripalem, Gopuvaripalem vil lages is Ipur t ank, sit uat ed in Ipur 

vi l lage.”  

 On the survey operat ions, it  is stated that  in spite of an 

order issued by this Court  in W.P.No.14501 of 2010, the survey of 

land in Sy.Nos.154, 155, 156, 163 and 70/ 1 of Chit tapuram village 

could not  be taken up and completed.   
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6. Mr.Madhusudhan Reddy, submits that  the survey is required 

to be undertaken and his client  is not  encroaching into the tank, 

and on the other hand, the villagers found the pet it ioner herein as 

an encroacher, and f iled W.P.No.14781 of 2010 against  him for 

appropriate direct ions.  He further submits that  if  the statement  of 

Tahasildar is placed on record, both in protect ing the tank and 

conduct ing the survey operat ion, the 5th respondent  is     sat isf ied 

that  the remedies, which are available to pet it ioner in 

ident if icat ion of the land claimed by the pet it ioner, will be worked 

out  before the authorit ies.   

7. The statement  is placed on record and accepted.  Having 

regard to the writ  prayer, namely to protect  the water body/ lake 

and the stand taken by the respondents, I am sat isf ied that  the 

writ  pet it ion can be disposed of by making the interim order as 

f inal order, and the respondents are given liberty to conduct  

survey in accordance with law and pass orders on the applicat ion 

f iled by Respondent  No.5.   

8. The writ  pet it ion is disposed of as indicated above. As a 

sequel, the miscellaneous applicat ions pending, if  any, shall stand 

closed. There shall be no order as to costs. 

_____________ 
S. V. BHATT, J 

6th April,  2017 
Kv 
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