
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

 

W.P. No.36061 OF 2016 

ORDER: 

 

 Heard  Mr.Kowturu Pavan Kumar for petitioners, the Assistant 

Government Pleader for respondents 1 and  2 and  Mr.J.Srinivasa  

Rao for respondents 3 and  4. 

 The petitioners p ray for Mandamus dec la ring  the ac tion of 

respondent Nos.2 to 4 in evic ting  petitioners from Shop Nos. 29, 27, 

26, 17, 22, 25, 24, 33, 34, 36, 37, 38 and  39 a t Coolie lane, M.G.Road , 

Kothagudem, Bhadradri Kothagudem Distric t without rec ourse to 

law, as illega l and  unc onstitutiona l. 

 The petitioners c la im to be doing  petty avoc a tions and  

business in the shops referred  in the writ p rayer.  The petitioners 

under orders of lic enc e or permission c la im to be in possession and  

a re a lso d isc harg ing the agreed  ob liga tions in this beha lf.  Now the 

c ompla int of the petitioners is tha t respondents 2 to 4 due to 

c omp letion of the period  of lic enc e a re taking steps to forc ib ly 

d ispossess the petitioners without rec ourse to law. Henc e the writ 

petition.  

 Learned  stand ing c ounsel ob jec ts to the ma inta inab ility of 

writ petition, firstly on the ground  tha t the writ petition is filed  on 

apprehensions and  sec ond ly the petitioners c annot seek p rotec tion 

sinc e the period  for whic h lic enc e is g ranted , is exp ired  long ago.  

He further submits tha t if a t a ll the existing  a rrangement is not 

extended  or c ontinued , respondents 3 and  4 will fo llow the 

p roc edure stipula ted  by law for sec uring  vac ant possession of 

extents enjoyed  by the petitioners. 
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 I have perused  the a ffidavit and  a lso the materia l ava ilab le 

on rec ord  and  taken note of the limited  submissions of lea rned  

c ounsel appearing for the parties.    

 The ob jec tion of Mr.Srinivasa  Rao tha t the writ petition is 

based  on apprehension though sounds a ttrac tive, but the 

apprehension if g iven effec t to, c auses irreparab le injury and  

hardship .  Without ac tua lly dec id ing  this as fac t in issue between 

the pa rties, to meet the ends of justic e and  a lso the requirement of 

rule of law, I am sa tisfied  tha t the writ petition is d isposed  of by this 

order: 

 Respondents 2 to 4 sha ll not d ispossess or interfere with the 

possession and  enjoyment of the petitioners/ shop  owners exc ep t in 

ac c ordanc e with law.  It is made c lea r tha t this Court has not 

examined  the assertions of the petitioners or the p robab le defenc es 

they have in this beha lf.  The authority dec ides suc h p leas on their 

own merits as and  when oc c asion a rises.   

 No order as to c osts.  

 

          Misc ellaneous petitions pend ing if any sha ll stand  c losed . 

 

                                                                                                  ___________ 

                                                                                                  S.V.BHATT,J 

 

Date:25.10.2016 

Stp  


