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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH AT AMARA

(SPECIAL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION)

TUESDAY, THE EIGHTH DAY OF APRIL,

TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FIVE

:PRESENT:

dl RE;_i ,:=.'..i.

tFut.!3
THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE VENKATESWARLU  NIMMAGADDA

WRIT PETITION NO:  8337 OF 2025

Betwee n :

Vallabhaneni Satyanarayana, S/o Subba Rao, Aged about 70 years, R/o

D.No.4-133,  Korumamudi,  Nidadavolu, West Godavari  District, Andhra

Pradesh.

...Petitioner

AND

1.   The State of Andhra Pradesh,  Rep.  by its Prl.Secy,  Department of

Revenue,  Secretariat, Velagapudi Amaravati, Guntur District.

2.   The District Collector of Visakhapatnam, Visakhapatnam.

3.   The Tahsildar, Visakhapatnam Rural Visakhapatnam

4.   M/s.  Hayagreeva Farms and Developers,  Door.No.6-20-20/1,

FIat.No.502, 4th Floor,  Sukshetra -East Point,  East Point Colony,

Visakhapatnam-530017.  Rep by its Managing  Partner

5.   The Greater Vishakhapatnam  Municipal Corporation

Vishakhapatnam,  Rep by its Commissioner.

.,.Respondents

Petition  under Article  226  of the  Constitution  of India  is filed  praying

that  in  the  circumstances  stated  in  the  affidavit  filed  therewith,  the  High

Court  may  be  pleased  to  issue  an  appropriate  Writ  or  order  or  direction

more particularly in the nature of Writ of Mandamus declaring  the  action  of

the   Respondents   more   particularly  the  action   of   Respondent  herein   in

issuing    proceedings   vide   Rc.No.3037/2006/E2,    Dt.10.03.2025    (Served
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upon the petitioner on  ll.03.2025) by which the Respondents are Seeking

to    resume   the    land    admeasuring    an    extent   of   Ac.12.51    Cents    in

sy.No.92/3    .of     Yendada     Village,     VishakhaPatnam     Rural     Mandal,

vishakhapatnam    District,     more    particularly    the    land    in    Plot    No.47
I  admeasuring    867    Sq.yds    as    being    illegal,    arbitrary,    unjust,    Without

jur'lsdiction,   violative   of   principles   of   Natural   Justice,   violative   of   the

provisions  of  the  Transfer  of  Property  Act,1881,   Contrary  to  the  Order

Dt.19.12.2017  of this  Honble  Court  in  W.P.Nos.36413  of 2014  and  26653

of  2015,  a`nd  violative  of Articles  14,  21   and  300A  of  the  Constitution  of

India  and  Consequently,  set aside the  proceedings vide  proceedings Vide

Rc.'No.3037/2006/E2,  Dt.10.03.2025 issued by the Respondent No.2;

[ANO:  1  OF2025:

petition    under   section    151    CPC    is   filed    praying    that    in   the

;ircumstances stated  in the affidavit filed  in support of the writ petition, the

High  Court may  be  pleased to suspend  the operation  Of Proceedings Vide

Rc.No.3037/2006/E2,  Dt.10.03.2025  issued  by  2nd  Respondent,  more  16

particularly to an  extent of the`.land  in  Plot No..47 admeasuring  867 Sq.yds, -

pending disposal of WP.No.8337 of 2025,  on the file of the High Court.

The  petition  coming  on  for  hearing,  upon  PeruS-lng  the  Petition  and

the affidavit filed  in support thereof and  upon  hearing the arguments of Sri

Kalepu Yashwanth, Advocate for the Petitioner and GP for Revenue for the

Respondent  Nos.1   to  3  and  Sri  A.S.C.Bose,   Standing   Counsel  for  the

Respondent No.5, the Court made the following;  .

ORDER:
[£Heard learned counsel for the parties.

2I  Registry to  print the  name  Of learned  Advocate  General  for

the respondents in all the matters.

3.  Learnecl  counsel  for  the  Petitioners  submit  that,  in  similar

circumstancesJ this Court granted an  i-nterim Order, dated 13.03.2025,
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in w-p|NoI6507 of 2025 and requested to pass a similar order in.these

writ petitions  also.  The  operative  portion  of the said  Order  reads  aS

follows:
'[In   view   of  the   aforesaid  contentions,   so   as  to

protect the interest of both parties, this Court ®ls inclined to

order  status-quo   existing   aS  on  today  with   regard   tO

possession of th.e subject property shall be maintained for

a period of four (04) weeks.  -. . ..''

4- Hence, in view of the aforesaid order, this Court is inclined to

pass a similar orcler in these writ petitio'ns also|
5. Learned Government plea-der for Revenue does not refute the

Same.

6.   Accordingly,   this   Court   is   inclined   to   order  status-quO

obtained  as  on  today  with   regard  to  possession   of  the  subject

property till the next date of hearing.
7.  Learned  Government PIeader for Revenue  is  directed  to file

counter affidavit in all the matters.

8[  List  these  matters'on_ 29.0412025  along  with  WIP[No.6507  of

2025."

Sd/- NI.Prabakar Rao
ASSISTANT

//TRUE COPY//

SECTION OFFICER

To,

1.  The Prl.Secratary, State OfAndhra Pradesh,  Department of

Revenue, Secretariat, VelagaPudi Amaravati, Guntur District. (by

Special-Messenger)

2.   The District Collector Of Vis'akhapatnam, visakhapatnam.

3.   The Tahsildar, VisakhaPatnam Rural Visakhapatnam

-`'' I *`l| 't.. , i'-=_i.--
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4,   The Managing partner, M/s. Hayagreeva Farms and Developers,

Door-No,6-20-20/1,  Flat.No.502, 4th Floor, Sukshetra -East Point,

East PoI-nt Colony, vi'sakhapatnam_ 530017.urul

5,   The Commission¥r:-Greater vishakhapatnam Municipal Corporation

Vishakhapatnam.  (Addressee Nos.2 to 5 by RPAD)

6,   One CC to Sri.  Kalepu yashwanth, Advocate [OPUC]tsed]

7.  Two CCs {o GP for Revenue,ffigh court of Andhra Pradesh. [OUT]

8.   One CC to SrI' A.S.C.Bose, sfafflI'ng Counsel [OPUC]

9.   The Section Officer,.postingtsct6ction,  High Court of AP

10.             Two CCs to the Advocate General,  High Court ofAP [OUT]

ll.               Onesparecopy            ted*#*+                            `
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HIGH COURT

NV,J

DATED..08/04/2025

LIST THESE MATTERS ON 29.04.2025 ALONG WITH W.P.No.6507 OF

2025

ORDER

WP.No.8337 of 2025

DIRECTION


