
  

HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

 

WRIT PETITION No.23023 of 2004 

 

ORDER: 

 

Heard  lea rned  c ounsel for petitioners and  the lea rned  

Assistant Government Pleader for Revenue. 

The petitioners p ray for Mandamus dec la ring  the ac tion of 

respondents in trying  to interfere with possession of petitioners 

pend ing a  petition filed  under Rule 16(7) of A.P.Land  Reforms 

Rules, as illega l and  without jurisd ic tion.  The petitioners p ray for a  

further d irec tion restra ining  the respondents from interfering  with 

the possession of petitioners of land  in R.S.No.539/ 3 measuring  

Ac .2-76 g ts. of Relang i Village, West Godavari Distric t. 

From the writ a ffidavit, it is c lea r tha t the petitioners assert 

to have made an app lic a tion under Rule 16(7) of the A.P. Land  

Reforms Rules.  Pend ing c onsidera tion of the ob jec tions ra ised  by 

petitioners, the respondents a re trying  to interfere with the 

petitioners’  possession of land  in R.S.No.539/ 3 measuring  Ac .2-76 

g ts. of Relang i Village, West Godavari Distric t.  Henc e, the writ 

petition. 

The Revenue Divisiona l Offic er, Kovvur-1st respondent filed  

c ounter a ffidavit da ted  02.03.2005 and  served  on the lea rned  

c ounsel for petitioners a round  tha t time. The c ounter a ffidavit of 

1st respondent on materia l c irc umstanc es p leaded  by petitioners, 

namely, the a lleged  possession of petitioners family from 1950 
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onwards, the entitlement of petitioners family to c ontinue to 

reta in possession etc ., rep lied  as follows :- 

“ Insofar as the claim of pet it ioners is concerned, the 

pet itoners’  father Sri Oduri Bhushanam f iled an applicat ion 

in 1982 before the Revenue Divisional Off icer, Kovvur 

claiming tenancy rights over the lands including the land in 

Sy.No.539/ 3.  the Land Reforms Tribunal, Kovvur init ially 

returned the pet it ion.  However, on appeal the same was 

allowed with a direct ion to the Revenue Divisonal Off icer, 

Kovvur to decide the case on merit .   Against  the said 

orders, State f iled C.R.P.No.2113/ 83 before the Hon’ ble 

High Court  and the Hon’ ble High Court  allowed the revision 

on 7.6.1988 and set  aside the orders in Appeal.  Thus the 

claim of the pet it ioners’  father has been rej ected and 

became f inal.   St rangely, the pet it ioners claiming tenancy 

right  over the land in Sy.No.539/ 3 through their father yet  

again f iled the present  claim pet it ion in the year 1995.  

Though several opportunit ies were given, the pet it ioners 

could not  establish their claim as cult ivated tenants.  

Hence, after due not ices as the pet it ioners did not  turn up 

and after considering the statement  of the 1st pet it ioner Sri 

Oduri Mentayya f iled on 22.11.2004 on behalf  of other 

pet it ioners, the claim pet it ion was rej ected on 13-12-2004.    

It  is also observed by me that  the claim of the father of the 

pet it ioners was already rej ected in the year, 1988 itself  

f inally.  The names of the pet it ioners or their father were 

never recorded in the Revenue records and Adangal copies 

maintained by the Department .  The pet it ioners have no 

right  or possession over the land in sy.No.539/ 3 of Relangi 

Village and the whole at tempt  is only to stall the surrender 

proceedings.  The copy of the order was sent  through the 

Revenue Inspector for service to the pet it ioners and as the 

pet it ioners are not  available, the same is aff ixed to the 

door of the pet it ioners.  In addit ion to the service, the 

second respondent  is advised to send the proceedings by 

registered post  with acknowledgment  due and accordingly 

the same is sent  by registered post  on 1-3-2005 to the 

pet it ioners.  In view of the above facts as the claim of the 
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pet it ioners as cult ivated tenants is false and as they were 

never in possession of  the land in Sy.No.539/ 3, it  is prayed 

that  this Hon’ ble Court  may be pleased to vacate the 

status-quo orders in W.P.M.P.No.30201/ 04 in 

W.P.No.23023/ 2004, dt .27-12-2004 and dismiss the Writ  

Pet it ion with costs.”  

 

From the stand  taken by 1st respondent, it is c lea r tha t the 

c la im of petitioners’  fa ther was rejec ted  as ea rly as 1988 and  a lso 

the c la im of petitioners on 13.12.2004.  The c la im now referred  by 

the petitioners is p resumab ly c onsidered  and  dec ided  by the 

authority. 

Having regard  to the above c irc umstanc es, the limited  

grievanc e namely tha t when the c la im is pend ing, the 

respondents a re interfering  with the possession of petitioners is 

inc orrec t. 

The writ petition fa ils and  is ac c ord ing ly d ismissed .  No order 

as to c osts. 

Misc ellaneous petitions, if any, pend ing, sha ll stand  c losed . 

 

_____________ 

S. V. BHATT, J 

Dt: 07.02.2018 

Prv 
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