
   

HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

 

WRIT PETITION No.18814 of 2018 

 

ORDER: 

 

 The petitioners p ray for the following relief :- 

“ ….. to issue a writ  of mandamus declaring the act ion 

of the respondents 4 and 5 in interfering and direct ing the 

pet it ioners not  to enter into the pet it ioners land in 

Sy.No.454-1 to an extent  of Ac.5-03 cents, in Sy.No.471-2 to 

an extent  of Ac.4-98 cents, in Sy.No.471-3 to an extent  of            

Ac.5-01 cents in Sy.No.454-2 to an extent  of Ac.2-55 cents 

and in Sy.No.479-1 to an extent  of Ac 1-84 cents situated at  

Kandukuru Village, Anantapuramu Rural Mandal,  

Anantapuramu Dist rict ,  without  issuing any not ice, without  

assigning any valid reasons, without  following any procedure 

is il legal and arbit rary and consequent ly direct  the 

respondents 2 to 5 not  to interfere into the peaceful 

possession and enj oyment  of above subj ect  lands and also 

not  to create any third party interest  in respect  of above 

subj ect  lands…..” . 

 

 On 08.06.2018, a t request of Assistant Government Pleader, 

time was granted  to get instruc tions from respondents. 

 The Assistant Government Pleader referring  to written 

instruc tions da ted  07.06.2018 submits tha t a liena tion of petition land  

either in favour of petitioners or their p redec essors-in-interest a ttrac ts 

the p rohib ition p resc ribed  under Ac t 9 of 1977.  Therefore, the 

possession of petitioners is illega l and  unauthorized . 

 Mr.N.Aswartha  Narayana  submits tha t the assessment on 

whic h the respondents a re p roc eed ing is unava ilab le, inasmuc h as 

the respondents c annot c onc lude by referring  to entries in RSR as 

series of sa le transac tions p rior to 1954 a re ava ilab le and  in the 



instant writ petition, the grievanc e is limited  to illega l and  

unauthorized  interferenc e without rec ourse to law.  He further sta tes 

tha t the 4th respondent if c hooses to issue notic e, the petitioners 

reserve their right to file deta iled  ob jec tions in fac t and  law. 

 I have referred  to riva l c ontentions.  Sinc e the possession of 

petitioners is not d isputed , the respondents a re required  to follow 

the p roc edure stipula ted  by law, issue notic e to petitioners, 

c onduc t enquiry, pass orders and  therea fter interfere with  

possession.  Therefore, the interferenc e before passing orders etc ., is 

illega l. 

 Henc e, the respondents a re d irec ted  not to interfere with or 

d isturb  possession of petitioners of petition land  exc ep t in 

ac c ordanc e with law. 

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: 21-06-2018 

Prv 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 


