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 The c ase of the petitioner is tha t her husband  was in possession of 

sub jec t p roperty in an extent of Ac s.2.50 c ents in Sy.No.122 of 

Pedamushid ivada  village, Parwada  Manda l, Visakhapa tnam Distric t and  

his possession was rec ognized  by revenue authorities and  his name was 

entered  in the revenue rec ords. After the dea th of her husband  on 

3.3.1990, she has been in possession and  enjoyment of the same.  During 

the life time of her husband, they ra ised  c ashew-nut p lanta tion in the 

sub jec t land .  Now the grievanc e of the petitioner is tha t the respondent 

No.3 – Tahsilda r, sta ting  tha t the sub jec t land  would  be a llotted  to weaker 

sec tions under the NTR Housing sc heme, is interfering  with her possession, 

without fo llowing the due p roc ess of law.  Henc e, the writ petition. 

 

 Heard  the lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioner.  

  

 Learned  Assistant Government Pleader for Revenue, p roduc ed  

written instruc tions of the 3rd  respondent sta ting  tha t the land  in an extent 

of Ac s.14.20 c ents in Sy.No.122 of Pedamushid ivada  village of Parawada  

manda l, is c lassified  as Government Poramboke as per offic ia l rec ords 

and  in the sa id  survey number, an extent of Ac .0.62 c ents, is ea rmarked  

and  layout is p repared  for Government Rura l Housing p rogramme for the 

below poverty line peop le and  the founda tion stone was la id  by the MLA 

of Pendurthy c onstituenc y on 30.09.2018 and  tha t for the sa id  pub lic  

purpose, if the sub jec t land  is required , respondents would  follow the due 

p roc ess of law. 

 



 Along with the materia l papers, petitioner filed  photo c op ies of 

Adanga l and  Pahanies da ted  4.4.2003, issued  by Village Revenue Offic er, 

Pedda  Mushivada  village, wherein the name of the husband  of the 

petitioner is shown as pa ttadar and  the petitioner is shown to be in 

possession of the sub jec t p roperty.  As per the submissions of the lea rned  

Assistant Government Pleader for Revenue, if the sub jec t p roperty is 

required  for Government Rura l Housing Programme, respondents would  

follow the due p roc ess of law. 

 

 In view of the above fac ts and  c irc umstanc es of the c ase and  

submissions of the lea rned  c ounsel, writ petition is d isposed  of d irec ting  the 

respondents not to d ispossess the petitioner from the sub jec t land  without 

fo llowing the due p roc ess of law. 

 

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

c osts. 
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