
THE HON' BLE SRI  JUSTI CE S.V.BHATT 

W RI T PETI TI ON No .1 7 7 8 0  o f  2 0 1 2  

ORDER:  

 

 

Heard Mr. V. Srinivas for pet it ioners and the Assistant  

Governm ent  Pleader (Assignm ent ) . 

 

2. Pet it ioners pray for Mandam us to declare the act ion of second 

respondent  in proposing to allot  the house site pat tas granted to them  

in Sy.No.231/ 2, Wankidi Village, Adilabad Dist r ict  as illegal and 

unconst itut ional. Pet it ioners further pray for a direct ion to respondents 

to dem arcate the land in Sy.No.231/ 2, Wankidi Village, Adilabad 

Dist r ict  to ident ify the plots allot ted to beneficiar ies and enable the 

pet it ioners to const ruct  the houses. 

 

3. Second respondent  filed counter affidavit  and in para 2,  

the second respondent  adm its assignm ent  in favour of pet it ioners and 

the steps taken by the departm ent  for resum ing possession of subject  

plots, for the pet it ioners did not  const ruct  the houses within the t im e 

st ipulated in the assignm ent  orders. I n this behalf, the second 

respondent  refers to proceedings Rc.No.A/ 309/ 1992 dated 

24.01.2011.     

 

4. This Court  directed the second respondent  to produce the layout  

prepared and sanct ioned at  Sy.No.231/ 2, 238 and also file in 

Rc.No.A/ 309/ 1992 dated 24.01.2011. Learned Assistant  Governm ent  

Pleader would place for perusal of this Court  the layout  plan and 

locat ion sketch of the plots allot ted to pet it ioners. 
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5. The just ificat ion offered by second respondent  for interfer ing 

with the possession of pet it ioners is that  the second respondent  

resum ed from  assignees house plots on 24.01.2011 the land in 

Sy.No.231/ 1 and 238 and the land now is in the custody of 

Governm ent . Adm it tedly, the counter affidavit  does not  refer to 

issuance of not ice to pet it ioners either before canceling the assignm ent  

or while resum ing possession from  pet it ioners. On the short  ground 

that  the pet it ioners were not  put  on not ice or given opportunity before 

canceling the assignm ent , I  am  sat isfied the writ  pet it ion can be 

disposed of by this order. 

 

6. Respondents are directed not  to interfere with pet it ioners’ 

possession of house plots allot ted to them  except  in accordance with 

law. The proceedings dated 24.01.2011 vis-à-vis the pet it ioners 

concerned, it  is m ade clear, are ineffect ive. The instant  order does not  

prevent  the second respondent , if circum stances so warrant , to issue 

not ice why assignm ent  m ade shall not  be cancelled, afford opportunit y 

and proceed in accordance with law. 

 

The writ  pet it ion is disposed of above. As a sequel,  

the m iscellaneous applicat ions, if any pending, shall stand closed. 

There shall be no order as to costs. 

 

____________ 

S. V. BHATT, J 
September 14, 2016 

DSK 


