
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

 

W.P.No.13546 OF 2016 

ORDER:  
          

Heard  Mr.P.Gangarami Reddy for petitioners and  the lea rned  

Assistant Government Pleader (Assignment) for respondents.  

 

The petitioners rely upon p roc eed ings of Sub-Collec tor, 

Nandya l in Rc .No.13952/ 73 da ted  19.10.1973 and  c la im tha t  

the p redec essor-in-interest of petitioners was granted  assignment.  

The assignee enjoyed  the p roperty during his life time and  

therea fter, the petitioners a re in possession and  enjoyment of the 

sub jec t ma tter of the writ petition.  Now, the grievanc e of 

petitioners is tha t the respondents, without rec ourse to law, a re 

interfering  with their possession and  enjoyment.  Henc e, the writ 

petition. 

 

On 21.04.2016, this Court restra ined  respondents from 

d ispossessing the petitioners from sub jec t matter of writ petition.   

The 4th respondent filed  c ounter a ffidavit and  a lso a  petition to 

vac a te the interim order.  The important c irc umstanc e for 

c onsidera tion is the existenc e or otherwise of the grant in favour of 

one Vadde Subbanna .  The 3rd  respondent is not d isputing  the grant 

through p roc eed ings da ted  19.10.1973, but c ontends tha t the life of 

the p roc eed ing is for one year and  with the c omp letion of one 

year, the possession in favour of petitioners c annot be assumed.   

On the other hand , Mr.Gangarami Reddy relies upon one of  

the sentenc es in the p roc eed ings da ted  19.10.1973 to c ontend   

tha t permission to c ultiva te the sub jec t matter was granted   



 2 

till permanent assignment was granted  to Vadde Subbanna .   

This Court is of the view tha t these c ond itions need  not be 

c onstrued  or op inion expressed  a t this stage of the matter.  The 

respondents a re not d isputing  the ac tua l and  physic a l possession of 

petitioners of sub jec t ma tter of writ petition.   

 

Having regard  to the settled  possession and  ac c ep ting  the 

existenc e of p roc eed ings da ted  19.10.1973, I am sa tisfied  tha t the 

writ petition c an be d isposed  of by d irec ting  the respondents not to 

interfere with the petitioners’  possession and  enjoyment of Sy.No.42 

of S.Kothuru Village, exc ep t in ac c ordanc e with law. 

 

The writ petition is, ac c ord ing ly, d isposed  of. There sha ll be no 

order as to c osts. 

 

Consequently, misc ellaneous petitions, if any pend ing, stand  

c losed .                

 

          

         ___________ 

     S.V.BHATT,J 

21st July, 2017 

Lrkm  


