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 The c ase of the petitioner is tha t the 2nd  respondent – Distric t 

Collec tor is p roposing to a liena te the sub jec t land  in an extent of Ac .0.17 

c ents in R.S.No.749-1 of Pedayadar village, Mac hilipa tnam, to 3rd  

respondent – APSPDCL, for c onstruc ting  33/ 11 kv elec tric  sub  sta tion.  His 

c ase is tha t the sub jec t land  is Shikam land  of Vadapa lem 

Grampanc haya th Dakshina  Cheruvu (tank) and  there is Shiva layam 

Temple in the sa id  land ,  and  tha t the p roposed  c onstruc tion, whic h is 

ad jac ent to the temp le, is dangerous to p ilg rims.  Petitioner ea rlier filed  

W.P.No.1869 of 2017, seeking d irec tion to stop  the c onstruc tion of the sa id  

sub-sta tion over the sub jec t land .  This c ourt by order da ted  13.07.2018 

d isposed  of the writ petition and  d irec ted  the 2nd  respondent - Distric t 

Collec tor, to c onsider the ob jec tions of the petitioner and  others, and  

take dec ision.  Petitioner aga in filed  W.P.No.43603 of 2018 to dec la re the 

ac tion of the respondents in c onstruc ting  elec tric a l sub  sta tion in the 

Shikam land  of Vadapa lem Grampanc haya th Dakshina  Cheru, by 

removing the Shiva layam temp le, without c onsidering  his ob jec tions 

da ted  23.08.2018 and  08.10.2018, as illega l and  a rb itra ry.  This c ourt, 

notic ing  the order passed  in the earlier round  of litiga tion in W.P.No.43603 

of 2018, d ismissed  of the writ petition by order da ted  03.12.2018, leaving  it 

open to the petitioner to work out his remed ies if an adverse dec ision is 

made by the Distric t Collec tor.  Now by the impugned  p roc eed ings in file 

No.REC-ESCOALN(ALN)/ 126/ 2018-SA-(E1)-KCO, da ted  15.10.2018, the 2nd  

respondent – Distric t Collec tor, rejec ted  the c la im of the petitioner tha t 

the sub jec t land  is sikham land , and  held  tha t as per the reports of the 



Tahsilda r and  Revenue Divisiona l Offic er da ted  23.09.2018 and  12.10.2018 

respec tively,the sub jec t land  is AWD Gaya lu i.e, Government waste land .  

Aggrieved  by the sa id  p roc eed ings and  seeking to stay the c onstruc tion 

of the elec tric  sub  sta tion, the p resent writ petition is filed . 

 

 Learned  c ounsel for the petitioner reitera ted  his submission sta ting 

tha t there is temp le in the shikam land  and  tha t the 2nd  respondent – 

Distric t Collec tor, without c onsidering ob jec tions, rejec ted  his request to 

stop  the c onstruc tion of elec tric  sub  sta tion.   

 

 On the other hand , lea rned  Assistant Government Pleader for 

Revenue, on instruc tions, submitted  tha t the sub jec t land , as per revenue 

rec ords, is AWD gaya lu, and  henc e the p lea  of the petitioner tha t the 

land  is Sikham land  is without any basis. Learned  Assistant Government 

Pleader and  a lso the lea rned  Stand ing Counsel for 3rd  respondent  - 

APSPDCL,  Sri N.Shiva  Reddy, submitted  tha t the p roposed  c onstruc tion is 

not being made in the temp le land  and  tha t they a re not going to 

interfere or enc roac h upon the temp le land  and  tha t the p roposed  

c onstruc tion will have no a ffec t on the temp le or the peop le visiting  the 

temp le.  Therefore, they sought to d ismiss the writ petition. 

 

 From the materia l on rec ord , it c ould  be seen tha t though the 

petitioner vehemently submits tha t the sub jec t land , where the elec tric  

sub  sta tion is p roposed  to be c onstruc ted  is c lassified  as Sikham, he has 

not p roduc ed  any materia l in support of his c la im.  On the other hand , as 

per the revenue rec ords, the sub jec t land  is AWD gaya lu (Government 

waste land ).  Therefore, the averment of the petitioner tha t the sub jec t 

land  is c lassified  as Sikham, is without any basis. 

 



 Moreover, the lea rned  Assistant Government Pleader for Revenue 

and  the lea rned  Stand ing  Counsel for respondents 2 and  3, on 

instruc tions, have c a tegoric a lly sta ted  tha t the c onstruc tion will have no 

a ffec t on the temp le and  p roposed  c onstruc tion is being  made without 

touc hing the temp le and  its appurtenant land .  

 

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

submissions of the lea rned  c ounsel, I do not find  any reason to interd ic t 

the p roposed  c onstruc tion of the elec tric  sub  sta tion by the 3rd  respondent 

in the sub jec t land  and  the writ petition is devoid  of any merit and  the 

same is ac c ord ing ly d ismissed .  

 

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

c osts. 
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