
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

W.P. No.31940 OF 2012 

ORDER:  

 Heard  Mr.C.Damodar Reddy for petitioners and  the Assistant 

Government Pleader for Panc haya t  Ra j. 

 The petitioners p ray for Mandamus dec la ring  the a lleged  

highhanded  ac tion of 4th respondent in interfering  with possession 

and  enjoyment of petitioners in an extent of Ac .13-12gts. in Survey 

Nos.479, 480, 505 to 509 a t Kondamadugu Village, Bib inagar 

Manda l, Na lgonda  Distric t without rec ourse to law, as illega l and  

unc onstitutiona l. 

 The petitioners c la im to have purc hased  the sub jec t ma tter of 

the writ petition through sa le deed  da ted  15.12.2000 etc .  The 

Revenue Department ac c ep ted  the transfer in favour of petitioners 

and  issued  pa ttadar pass books and  title deeds as well.  Now the 

c ompla int is tha t the 4th respondent is interfering , as referred  to 

above, in the possession and  enjoyment of petitioners of sub jec t 

land  of the writ petition.  Henc e, the writ petition. 

 The 4th respondent filed  c ounter a ffidavit and  he denies the 

a lleged  interferenc e of 4th respondent with petitioners’  possession 

and  enjoyment of petition land . Having regard  to the na ture of 

d isposa l, I find  it c onvenient to exc erp t the stand  of 4th respondent. 

  “ I submit that it may be true that the petitioners are the 

owners of the land in Survey Nos.479,480,505 to 509 to 

an extent of Ac.13.12 gts and it is not true to say that the 

4th respondent is trying to interfere with their possession 

of the land in the above said survey numbers.”    

                                                           (emphasis added ) 
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 Ac c ord ing to him, in the neighbouring  survey numbers, 

Gramakantam land  in an extent of Ac .1-30gts. is situa ted  and  when 

the petitioners tried  to enc roac h the Gramakantam land , the                       

4th respondent resisted  their a ttempts to enc roac h Gramakantam 

land . On 19.03.2012, survey was c onduc ted  panc hanama was 

p repared  delinea ting  the land  of petitioners and  Gramakantam 

land .  He denies various a llega tions whic h a re sta ted  to c onstitute 

c ause of ac tion for filing  the writ petition.  The sum and  substanc e of 

4th respondent’ s rep ly is tha t the 4th respondent is not interfering  with 

the sub jec t ma tter i.e. Survey Nos.479, 480, 505 to 509 of an extent 

of Ac .13-12gts. and  he is p reventing  the enc roac hment by 

petitioners of Gramakantam land .  From the above, it is c lea r tha t 

the 4th respondent is not interfering  with the possession of petitioners 

of Survey Nos. 479, 480, 505 to 509 of an extent of Ac .13-12gts.. As 

regards Gramakantam land , it is not even the c ase of the 

petitioners tha t they a re in possession of Gramakantam land .  

Therefore, this Court c onsiders it inappropria te to issue any further 

d irec tion p rotec ting  the possession of petitioners of Gramakantam 

land  or d irec ting  the respondents to ac t in ac c ordanc e with law. 

 The writ petition is d isposed  of to the extent ind ic a ted  above.  

No order as to c osts. 

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

      

         ___________ 

     S.V.BHATT,J 

Date: 31.01.2017 

Stp  
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