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

W RI T PETI TI ON No .3 0 6 3 9  o f  2 0 1 6  

ORDER:  

 

 

Heard Mr. M.M. Srinivasa Rao for pet it ioner and Assistant  

Governm ent  Pleader (Revenue) . 

 

2. The case of the pet it ioner, br iefly stated, is that  the third 

respondent  through possession confirm at ion cert ificate 

Rc.No.147/ 2005 dated 08.05.2005 allot ted house plot  in an extent  of 

20 x 20 sq. yards in Sy.No.393/ B at  Holagunda Village and Mandal,  

Kurnool Dist r ict . According to pet it ioner, the said cert ificate is 

subsist ing as on date and the pet it ioner has not  com m it ted any breach 

even warrant ing cancellat ion of the sam e.  

 

3. While m at ter stood thus, the pet it ioner apprehends that  the 

third respondent , for ext raneous reasons, is creat ing interest  in 

subject  plot  in favour of a third party. The further com plaint  of 

pet it ioner is if at  all the third respondent  either intends to dispossess 

the pet it ioner or cancel the cert ificate, the pet it ioner is ent it led to 

not ice, hearing and com m unicat ion of order by the respondent . 

 

4. The Assistant  Governm ent  Pleader contends that  the writ  prayer 

appears to be on m ere apprehensions. The third respondent  will 

certainly follow the procedure and cancel the cert ificate or resum e 

possession of subject  plot , if the pet it ioner has not  const ructed the 

house within t im e or not  com m it ted breach of condit ions. 
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5. Though the prayer can be refused by observing that  it  is on 

m ere apprehensions, st ill after perusing the affidavit , this Court  is of 

the view that  the third respondent , if carr ies out  the threat  expressed 

by pet it ioner, the pet it ioner suffers irreparable injury and loss.  

Hence, the writ  pet it ion is disposed of by order. 

  

The third respondent  is directed not  to interfere with the r ight  of 

possession and enjoym ent  conferred on the pet it ioner vide cert ificate 

bearing Rc.No.147/ 2005 dated 08.05.2005 except  in accordance with 

law and only after com m unicat ion of orders to pet it ioner. 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 12, 2016 

DSK 


