
THE HON’ BLE SRI JUSTICE C. PRAVEEN KUMAR 

    
WRIT PETITION No.22020 of 2017  

 
ORDER: 

 

 Heard both sides.   With the consent  of both part ies the writ  

pet it ion is disposed of at  the admission stage. 

2. This writ  pet it ion is f iled seeking issuance of writ  of mandamus to 

declare the act ion of respondent  No.3 in direct ing the pet it ioner to 

vacate from the land admeasuring Acs.5.00 in Survey No.149-2A, situated 

at  Chennampalli Village, Bukkarayasamudram Mandal, Ananthapuramu 

Dist rict ,  as il legal and arbit rary.  

3. The averments in the writ  aff idavit  would show that  the pet it ioner 

is the owner and possessor of the aforement ioned property.   While so, 

respondent  No.4, by approaching A.P.State Commission for SC/ STs, got  

issued orders of canceling pat tadar passbooks and t it le deeds granted in 

favour of the pet it ioner.   But , however, when the same was challenged 

before this Court  vide W.P.No.27605 of 2016,  st at us quo orders were 

passed and the main writ  pet it ion is st il l pending.  Further, the st at us 

quo order was made absolute later.   Such being the posit ion, on 

30.06.2017, respondent  No.3, called the pet it ioner to the police stat ion 

and directed him to vacate the subj ect  property, thereby to allow the 

unoff icial respondent  to cult ivate the said land.   It  is the case of the 

pet it ioner that  inspite of showing material evidencing ownership, 

respondent  No.3 has been threatening the pet it ioner to vacate from the 

said premises. Hence, the present  writ  pet it ion. 
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4. Though various grounds are raised, learned counsel for the 

pet it ioner rest ricts his prayer seeking a direct ion to the respondent  police 

not  to call the pet it ioner to the police stat ion, without  following due 

process of law. 

5. Learned Government  Pleader denies the allegat ions made.   But , 

however, submits that  any act ion sought  to be taken by the respondent  

police would be in accordance with law. 

6. Having regard to the above submissions and taking into 

considerat ion the earlier orders passed by this Court  in W.P.No. 27605 of 

2016, the respondent  police are directed not  to interfere with the 

personal life and liberty of the pet it ioner and the civil disputes between 

the part ies, except  in accordance with law.   But , however, if  any case is 

registered, the respondent  police may take act ion against  the part ies in 

accordance with law.   No costs. 

7. As a sequel thereto, Miscellaneous Pet it ions, if  any, pending in this 

Writ  Pet it ion, shall stand closed.   

 
       _________________________ 

      JUSTICE C. PRAVEEN KUMAR 

05.07.2017  
vhb 

 


