
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

W.P.No.11428 OF 2018 

ORDER: 

 Heard  Mr.A.Chandra iah Na idu for petitioner and  the lea rned  

Assistant Government Pleaders for Revenue and  Assignment. 

 

 The petitioner p rays for the following relief: 

     “….the Hon’ble Court may be pleased to issue a writ 

direction/directions order or orders more particularly one in 

the nature of a writ of Mandamus declaring the impugned 

Order in Proceedings No BCW2/8/2018 dt. 22.2.2018 

passed by the 2nd respondent as illegal, arbitrary and 

violation of principles of natural justice and consequentially 

set aside the same in the interest of justice and pass….” 

 

 It is the c ase of petitioner tha t he was granted  DKT pa tta  vide 

pa tta  No.83/ 4/ 96 da ted  04.11.1986 by the then Tahsilda r, 

Chandrag iri and  la ter pa ttadar passbook and  title deeds were 

issued .  Sinc e then, he is in possession and  enjoyment of the land .   

While so, when G.Bhaskar and  Ugranam Sekhar Babu tried   

to enc roac h upon his land , the petitioner filed  suit O.S.No.395 of 

2011 in the Court of the Princ ipa l Junior Judge, Tirupa ti for 

permanent injunc tion and  the suit was dec reed  by judgment da ted  

10.03.2015.   The petitioner rep resented  to the respondents to  

evic t the illega l enc roac hments, but for the reasons unknown  

and  on enc ouragement of respondents, the enc roac hers  

filed  W.P.No.10205 of 2011.  Pursuant to the d isposa l of the  

writ petition, the respondents, instead  of taking  steps to d ispossess  

the enc roac hers, submitted  fa lse report to 3rd  respondent 

rec ommend ing c anc ella tion of pa tta  granted  to petitioner.   

The 3rd  respondent issued  show c ause notic e to the sa id   
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effec t and  without c onsidering  the c ontentions of the  

petitioner, the 3rd respondent, by order D.Dis.(E4)/ 1574/ 2017  

da ted  18.12.2017 c anc elled  the DKT pa tta . Aggrieved , the 

petitioner filed  appea l before the 2nd  respondent/ Chief 

Commissioner of Land  Administra tion a long with an app lic a tion for 

stay.  The 2nd  respondent dec lined  to grant stay by referring  to 

c lassific a tion.   Henc e, the writ petition. 

  

 The grounds for c anc ella tion of assignment a re d ifferent and  

ac c ord ing to petitioner, a  new ground  is c onc eived  to refuse the 

interim p rayer made by the petitioner.    The revision is a lready 

admitted .  The c ase is required  to be heard  on merits and  d isposed  

of. 

 

 Having regard  to the above fac ts and  c irc umstanc es of the 

c ase, the 2nd  respondent c onsiders d isposing of appea l as 

exped itiously as possib le, p referab ly within three months from the 

da te of rec eip t of a  c opy of this order.  To meet the ends of justic e 

and  to ensure ba lanc e of c onvenienc e, pend ing revision, the 

parties a re d irec ted  to ma inta in sta tus quo  as regards possession 

and  physic a l fea tures till the d isposa l and  c ommunic a tion of the 

order to the petitioner.  

 

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

no order as to c osts. 

 

Pend ing misc ellaneous petitions, if any, stand  c losed .  

____________ 

                                                                                      S.V.BHATT, J 

13th June, 2018                                                                    

Lrkm   


