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The Court made the following order: 

 The present writ petition is filed questioning the proposed 

action of the respondents in changing the nature of the property, 

admeasuring an extent of Ac.8.40 cents in Sy.No.82/3A, 1B, 14/2A 

and 13/4A of Thantikonda Village, Gokavaram Mandal, East 

Godavari District, pending the claim petition said to have been filed 

by the petitioner before the 3rd respondent in LCC.No.1335, 

1361/RJY/1975, and trying to dispossess the petitioner from the 

subject lands. 

2. It is the case of the petitioner that she filed claim petition under 

Section 10(5-A) A.P. Land Reforms (Ceiling on Agricultural Holding 

Act, 1973 and Rules 1974), to determine her right over the subject 

lands. It is further case of the petitioner that, despite the claim 

petition is pending, the respondents tried to dispossess the petitioner 

so as to give house site pattas to the eligible beneficiaries. As no 

notice is issued to the petitioner before taking any action in the 

matter, she filed the present writ petition. 

3. Per contra, the 3rd respondent filed counter affidavit stating 

that the writ petitioner has not filed any application before the 

concerned authority claiming her alleged right over the lands in 

dispute. Apart from the same, it is contended by the 3rd respondent 

that the petitioner has no right, title or interest over the property in 

dispute, inasmuch the land reforms Tribunal passed orders on 
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28.04.1994, whereunder determined the holding of the petitioner’s 

family and accordingly the land was surrendered and possession 

was taken over by the 3rd respondent-Revenue Divisional Officer.  

4. The averments made in the counter affidavit are not disputed 

by the petitioners. Further, on perusal of the endorsement dated 

02.07.2016, issued by the Sub-Collector, Rajamahendravaram, it is 

clear that the request of the petitioner to furnish the record pertaining 

to L.C.C.No.1335, 1361/RJY/1975 was rejected. Apart from the 

same, nothing is placed on record to show that the petitioner filed 

such claim petition, as alleged by her, and therefore the same 

cannot be believed. In the absence of any proof that she filed claim 

petition before the Tribunal, the writ petition cannot be entertained.  

5. In view of the same, the Writ Petition is dismissed. However, it 

is always open to the petitioner to take appropriate recourse to law, if 

so advised. There shall be no order as to costs.  

6. As a sequel, miscellaneous applications pending, if any, shall 

stand closed. 

________________ 
T.C.D.SEKHAR,J 

Date: 10.03.2025 
ANS 
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