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 Based  on the representa tion of unoffic ia l respondents, the 3rd  

respondent – Sub  Collec tor, vide p roc eed ings in Rc .No.B/ 2271/ 2017 da ted  

03.05.2018, c anc elled  the entries  in favour of the petitioner in the revenue 

rec ords in respec t of the sub jec t p roperty.  Aggrieved  by the same, 

petitioner filed  Inam Appea l No.24 of 2018 on the file of 2nd  respondent – 

Joint Collec tor and  Add itiona l Distric t Magistra te, Bhadradri Kolthagudem. 

By interim order da ted  26.06.2018, the 2nd  respondent  d irec ted  to 

ma inta in sta tus quo from 3.5.2018 to 21.07.2017 and  subsequently by order 

da ted  21.07.2018, extended  it up  to 15.09.2018.  The grievanc e of the 

petitioner is tha t during  the subsistenc e of interim orders of sta tus quo, the 

3rd  respondent, vide p roc eed ings in Rc .No.B/ 1030/ 2018 da ted  19.07.2018, 

granted  Oc c upanc y Rights Certific a te (ORC) to the unoffic ia l 

respondents. Aggrieved  by the sa id  p roc eed ings, the p resent writ petition 

is filed . 

 

 Learned  c ounsel for the petitioner c ontends tha t when the 2nd 

respondent – appella te authority, g ranted  interim orders of sta tus quo, the 

3rd  respondent – p rimary authority, ought not have granted  ORC in favour 

of unoffic ia l respondents in respec t of the sub jec t p roperty and  this 

amounts to viola tion of the orders passed  by the appella te authority. 

 

 Heard  the lea rned  Assistant Government Pleader for Revenue. 

 

 Learned  Counsel appearing  for the unoffic ia l respondents, c ould  

not d ispute the submission of the lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioner. 

 



 It is to be seen tha t when the 2nd  respondent – appella te authority 

g ranted  interim orders of sta tus quo, it is not known how the 3rd  

respondent – p rimary authority, c ould  grant ORC in favour of the unoffic ia l 

respondents.  On this ground  a lone and  without expressing  any op inion on 

other merits, the impugned  p roc eed ings of the 3rd  respondent da ted  

19.07.2018, is set aside and  the 2nd  respondent is d irec ted  to d ispose of the 

appea l filed  by the petitioner in ac c ordanc e with law, a fter a fford ing 

opportunity of hearing , within a  period  of two months from the da te of 

rec eip t of a  c opy of this order. 

 

 Learned  c ounsel for the petitioner submits tha t the 2nd  respondent 

granted  interim orders of sta tus quo for a  limited  period  and  the same 

may be extended  until further orders.  Sinc e the 2nd  respondent granted  

interim orders, it is open for the petitioner to file appropria te app lic a tion 

before the sa id  authority seeking  extension of interim orders, whic h has to 

be c onsidered  in ac c ordanc e with law. 

 

 Writ petition is ac c ord ing ly a llowed . 

 

 Interim app lic a tions pend ing, if any, sha ll stand  c losed .  No c osts. 
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