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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH

E EE_ AT AMARAVATI [3329]
[=] 45 (Special Original Jurisdiction)

THURSDAY ,THE EIGHTH DAY OF MAY
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FIVE

PRESENT
THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE VENKATESWARLU NIMMAGADDA
WRIT PETITION NO: 5763/2025

Between:

Kanugula Kalavathi, ...PETITIONER
AND

The State Of Andhra Pradesh and Others ...RESPONDENT(S)

Counsel for the Petitioner:
1.NALLURI RAMESH BABU
Counsel for the Respondent(S):

1.GP FOR REVENUE

The Court made the following:



THE HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE VENKATESWARLU NIMMAGADDA

WRIT PETITION NO: 5763/2025

ORDER:
This writ petition is filed under Article 226 of the Constitution

of the India seeking the following reliefs:-

‘to issue a writ, order or direction more particularly one
in the nature of Writ of Mandamus declaring the action of
respondent Nos.1 to 4 herein in trying to occupy by fixing
caution boards and destroying without giving any notice or
any authority, the mango plantations existing in the dry land
admeasuring Ac.1.00 cents in Sy.No.329/1p in
Kapuluppada Village, Bheemunipatnam Mandal,
Visakhapatnam District belonging to the petitioners obtained
by way of D Patta vide 1586/ 1372/87 dated 23.06.1962 and
pass such other order.”

2. Heard the learned counsel for the petitioner and the

learned Government Pleader for the respondents.

3. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the
petitioner’s father is the absolute owner of the land admeasuring to
an extent of Ac.1.00 cents in Sy.N0.329/1p of Kapuluppada Village,
Bheemunipatnam Mandal, Visakhapatnam District having acquired
the same through D Patta dated 23.06.1962. After the death of the
petitioner’s father, the petitioner has been in peaceful possession
and enjoyment of the subject property by cultivating the mango
plantation. While things stood thus, the respondents are trying to
destroy the mango plantation existing in the subject land and fixed

the caution boards. Hence, the present Writ Petition.



4. Learned Assistant Government Pleader for Revenue
submits that, if the petitioner is in possession of the subject property,

the respondents would follow due process of law.

5. Having regard to the submissions made by the learned
counsel for the petitioner and the learned Assistant Government
Pleader for the respondents, this Court deems it appropriate to
dispose of the Writ Petition directing the respondents not to interfere
with the petitioner’s subject property without following due process of

law.

6. With the above direction, the writ petition is disposed of.

There shall be no order as to costs.

As a sequel miscellaneous application, pending, if any, shall

also stand closed.

VENKATESWARLU NIMMAGADDA, J
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