
 HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

 

WRIT PETITION No.12687 of 2007 

ORDER: 

 

Heard  Sri A.K.Kishore Reddy for petitioner and  the lea rned  

Assistant Government Pleader (Revenue) for 2nd  respondent. 

The petitioner p rays for Mandamus dec la ring  the ac tion of 

respondents in insta lling  notic e board  desc rib ing  the land  in an 

extent of Ac .3-60 c ents in Sy.No.278/ 1/ 1 of Ramanayya  Peta  

Village, Kakinada  Rura l Manda l, East Godavari Distric t, w ithout 

rec ourse to law as a rb itra ry, illega l and  amounts to viola tion of 

Artic le 300-A of the Constitution of Ind ia ,. 

The petitioner c la ims entitlement and  possession to petition 

land  through a lleged  pa tta  issued  by the then Pithapuram 

Mahara ja  on 16.04.1930.  Ac c ord ing to petitioner, the name of 

petitioner’ s fa ther is entered  in the revenue rec ords and  in fac t, 

the petitioner, p rior to him, the petitioner’ s fa ther was in 

possession of the petition land .  In view of the settled  possession, 

a lleged  interferenc e with the possession of petitioner by insta lling  

a  notic e board  in the petition land  is a rb itra ry, illega l and  

unc onstitutiona l. 

The 2nd  respondent filed  c ounter a ffidavit and  the 

important c irc umstanc e, whic h needs referenc e, for the purpose 

of d isposing of the writ petition, is tha t the petition land  was 

dona ted  to A.P. Bhoodan Yagna  Board  / 1st respondent and  on 

the rec ommenda tion made by 1st respondent, the 2nd  
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respondent granted  D-Form pa ttas in the year 1990.  It is further 

sta ted  tha t there is sc ramb le for possession of the petition land  by 

one P.Suryanarayana  Murthy and  sinc e the land  is not in 

possession of the assignee, the notic e board  has been insta lled .  

The 2nd respondent does not admit the doc uments relied  on by 

petitioner. 

The above referred  c irc umstanc es show tha t the c la im of 

petitioner and  the denia l of 2nd  respondent needs enquiry by the 

2nd respondent before the c onc lusion on any of the aspec ts 

referred  either in the a ffidavit or rec orded  in the c ounter 

a ffidavit. 

This Court, a fter perusing the annexures filed  by petitioner, 

is of the view tha t the matter needs enquiry by 2nd respondent.  

There seems to be some efforts by villagers a lso to interfere with 

the possession of petitioner and  therefore, pend ing enquiry, the 

p roperty is required  to be p reserved . 

    Henc e, the writ petition is d isposed  of as follows :- 

(a ) The petitioner is g iven liberty to 

rep resent to 2nd respondent by enc losing a  c opy 

of this order within three weeks from today. 

(b ) The 2nd  respondent trea ting  the 

representa tion of petitioner as ob jec tion filed  by 

petitioner to other riva l c la imants, enquires into 

the na ture of land , da te of assignment, 

enjoyment by assignee, rec ords a  find ing and  

c ommunic a tes the dec ision.   
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(c ) In the enquiry the 2nd respondent 

p roposes to c onduc t in this beha lf, the 2nd 

respondent puts on notic e the assignees from 

Bhoodan Yagna  Board  or persons c la iming 

through them.   

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

sta tus-quo  as regards possession and  physic a l 

fea tures of petitioner land  for a  period  of three 

months from today. 

(e) The enquiry, as d irec ted  by this Court, 

is c omp leted  as exped itiously as possib le, 

p referab ly within eight weeks from the da te of 

rec eip t of rep resenta tion from petitioner. 

(f) If the petitioner for any reason does 

not make representa tion as permitted  by this 

Court, the sta tus-quo order granted  will exp ire 

with the c omp letion of three months time from 

today. 

 

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: 08.03.2018 

Prv 

 


