
 

                               

HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

 

W.P. No.28684  OF 2012 

 

ORDER: 

 

Heard  Y.Anupama Devi for petitioner and  Mr.Durga  Reddy, 

lea rned  Government Pleader for Assignment.  

  

The petitioner c ompla ins aga inst the insta lla tion of c aution 

notic e in Survey No.191/ 12 in an extent of Ac .2-00 of Gampa lapa lli 

Village, Tandur Manda l, Ad ilabad  Distric t, as illega l, a rb itra ry and  

unc onstitutiona l. 

  

The petitioner c la ims to be a  poor bac kward  c lass lady.  The 

family does not have landed p roperties and  is living  by agric ultura l 

labour.  The petitioner admitted ly is in possession and  enjoyment of 

petition land .  On 12.05.2007, the petitioner requested  for assigning 

the petition land  in her favour.   One of the grievanc es in the writ 

petition is tha t the representa tion has not been d isposed  of by 4th 

respondent.  The respondents without c onsidering  the c la im of 

petitioner for g rant of assignment insta lling  the c aution notic e is 

illega l and  a rb itra ry. Henc e, the writ petition. 

 On 14.09.2011, the respondents were d irec ted  not to d isposes 

the petitioner from petition land .  The possession of petitioner is 

p rotec ted . 

 The 4th respondent does not d ispute elig ib ility, or the ac tua l 

and  physic a l possession of petitioner on the sub jec t of the writ 

petition.  The reasons sta ted  by the 4th respondent for not 
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c onsidering  the rep resenta tion a re tha t the land  whic h is a lleged ly 

in possession of petitioner was inc luded  for assignment to some 

other person and  the sa id  assignee is not in possession.  Therefore, 

the c ase of petitioner for d isposing of rep resenta tion or c onsidering  

assignment of petition land  to her does not a rise unless appropria te 

orders a re passed  on earlier rec ommendation/ orders of assignment. 

 Learned  Government Pleader has p lac ed  before the Court 

the deta ils of rec ommenda tion for assignment and  made further 

submission tha t the c omprehensive dec ision on earlier assignment 

as well as request of petitioner for assignment needs to be taken.  

The 4th respondent is p resent in Court with rec ords. 

 Having  regard  to the above submissions, I am sa tisfied  tha t 

the writ petition c an be d isposed  of by this order: 

 The 4th respondent is d irec ted  to c onsider and  d ispose of the 

request of petitioner for g rant of assignment within four weeks from 

the da te of rec eip t of a  c opy of this order.   It is need less to observe 

tha t rec ommenda tion for assignment or assignment on paper is 

required  to be appropria tely dea lt with and  the 4th respondent is 

permitted  to ac t simultaneously in these matters, issue orders of 

assignment in favour of petitioner.  

 With the above d irec tions, the writ petition is d isposed  of.  No 

order as to c osts.  

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

                                                                    

_______________ 

             S.V.BHATT, J 

  

Date:26.08.2016 
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