IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH AT AMARAVATI %%:gw
(SPECIAL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION) - 5
MONDAY, THE THIRTY DAY OF JUNE
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FIVE
:PRESENT: %
THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE NYAPATHY VIJAY %;*G
WRIT PETITION NO: 13643 OF 2025 - |
Between:
T.Ramesh Reddy, S/o T.Malli Reddy, Aged about 68 years, R/o H.No.1-88,
Kothuru, Gutti Mandal, Anantahpuramu District.
...Petitioner
AND
1. The State of Andhra Pradesh, rep by its principal Secretary, Municipal
Administration and Urban Development Department, A.P Secretariat,
Velagapudi, Amaravati, Guntur District
2. The Ananthapuramu Municipal Corporation, Rep by its Commissioner,
Anantahpuramu, Ananthapuramu District.
3. The District Collector, Ananthapuramu, Ananthapuramu Disfrict. o
...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 a Writ of Order more particularly one in the nature of
Writ of Mandamus declaring the action of the respondents in not taking any
decision on the representations of the petitioner, dated 27-7- 2023 and 20-12-
2023 as illegal, arbitrary and violation of Articles 14, 19, 21 and 300-A of the
Constitution of India consequently direct the respondents to dispose of the
representations dated.27-7-2023 and 20-12-2023.
IA NO: 1 OF 2025

Petition under Section 151 CPC is filed praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High
Court may be pleased to direct the respondents to dispose of the



representations of the petitioner, dated 27-7-2023 and 20-12-2023, Pending
disposal of WP 13643 of 2025, on the file of the High Court. |

The petition coming on for hearing, upon perusing the Petition and the
affidavit filed in support thereof and upon hearing the arguments of SRI B S
VENKATA RAMESH Advocate for the Petitioner, and of GP for Municipal
Administration & Urban Development for respondent' Nos.1 & 3, and of Sri
P.VENGAL REDDY, Standing Counsel, for the Respondént No.2, and the
Court made the following
ORDER:

“Learned Standing Counsel appearing for the Respondent
Municipality would submit that the subject property is beyond the
territorial jurisdiction of the Municipal Corporation and therefore, they
are not in a position to answer whether the road is being laid in the
property of the Petitioner or not.

Learned Assistant Government Pleader appearing for the
Respondent No.3 seeks time for getting instructions.

Post on 21.07.2025. _

Status quo obtaining as on today shall be maintained’””by both the

parties for a period of six weeks.”

?d/- K. J.RAJA BARY
ASSISTANT REGISTRAR
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1. The Priﬁcipal Secretary_, Municipal Administration and Urban
Development Department, ‘State of Andhra Pradesh, A.P Secretariat,
Velagapudi, Amaravati, Guntur District.

2. The  Commissioner,  Ananthapuramu Municipal  Corporation,
Anantahpuramu, Ananthapuramu District. ' ‘_

3. The District Collector, Ananthapuramu, Ananthapuramu District.
(Addresses 1 to 3 by RPAD)
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: 4. One CC to SRI. B S VENKATA RAMESH, Advocate [OPUC]

KN

. Two CCs to GP MUNCIPAL ADMN AND URBAN DEV, High Court of

Andhra Pradesh. [OUT]

. One CC to P.VENGAL REDDY, STANDING COUNSEL, High Court of

Andhra Pradesh [OPUC]

. One spare copy
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HIGH COURT

VN,J

DATED:30/06/2025

POST ON 21.07.2025

ORDER

WP.No0.13643 of 2025

Status quo




