
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V. BHATT 

 

W.P.No.17123 OF_2016 

ORDER: 

 

Heard  Mr.K.Ramesh Babu for petitioner, lea rned  Assistant 

Government Pleader (Revenue) for respondents 1 to 6 and  

Stand ing Counsel for respondents 7 and  8. 

 

The petitioner basing upon p roc eed ings da ted  10.06.1980 

c la ims to be in possession and  enjoyment of an extent of Ac .2-00  

in Sy.No.202 of Ugg innapa lem Village, Kasimkota  Manda l, 

Visahapa tnam Distric t. The c ompla int of petitioner is tha t 

respondents without rec ourse to law a re interfering  with her 

possession and  enjoyment.  Henc e, the writ petition. 

 

On 03.06.2016, this Court d irec ted  the pa rties to ma inta in 

sta tus quo  as on 03.06.2016.  The sta tus quo  order is subsisting till 

da te. 

 

Respondents 2 to 5 have not filed  c ounter-a ffidavit or a  

petition to vac a te the interim order.  The Assistant Government 

Pleader (Revenue) refers to written instruc tions da ted  08.06.2016 

and  c ontends tha t the sub jec t ma tter of the writ petition is a  tank 

poramboke and  the assignment relied  upon by the petitioner is 

illega l.  The c ase of petitioner is tha t the respondents a re interfering  

with her possession without rec ourse to law.  The petitioner to show 

ra ising  of c rop  has p lac ed  on rec ord  photographs as one of the 

annexures.   

 

After going through the materia l ava ilab le on rec ord  and  a lso 

the written instruc tions, this Court is of the view tha t the grievanc e a t 



 2 

the first instanc e is required  to be c onsidered  and  examined  by the 

5th respondent.  Having taken note of the view expressed  by this 

Court, c ounsel for petitioner requests the Court to permit the 

petitioner to rep resent to respondents 4 and  5 for nec essary 

p rotec tion or d irec tion in this beha lf and  to further d irec t the 

respondents to d ispose of the app lic a tion exped itiously.  After 

taking  note of the limited  submissions, perusing the rec ord  filed  by 

the petitioner and  in the absenc e of c ounter a ffidavit by 

respondents, I am sa tisfied  tha t the writ petition c an be d isposed  of 

by this order: 

 

(a ) the petitioner is g iven liberty to represent to 

respondents 4 and  5 by enc losing a ll the doc uments on 

whic h the petitioner is relying  upon, inc lud ing  the 

instant order c opy within four weeks from today;  

 

(b ) the 5th respondent examines the representa tion and  

passes orders as a re deemed fit and  p roper in this 

beha lf; 

 

(c ) the sa id  exerc ise sha ll be c omp leted  within two months 

from the da te of rec eip t of a  c opy of rep resenta tion 

from petitioner; and   

 

(d ) the pa rties a re d irec ted  to ma inta in sta tus quo  for a  

period  of three months from today. 

 

The writ petition is, ac c ord ing ly, d isposed  of.   There sha ll be 

no order as to c osts. 

 

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

c losed .  

 __________ 

         S.V.BHATT, J 

24th July, 2017 

Lrkm   


