
HON’ BLE SRI JUSTICE C. PRAVEEN KUMAR 

    

WRIT PETITION No. 21930 of 2015  

 
ORDER: 

 

1) The present  writ  pet it ion came to be f iled seeking issuance 

of writ  of mandamus declaring the act ion of the respondents in 

t rying to dispossess the pet it ioners from the land admeasuring 

Ac.1.25 cents in Sy.No.132/ 1, Ac.3.48 cents in Sy.No.142/ 2, 

Ac.1.00 in Sy.No.141/ 1, Ac.2.72 cents in Sy.NO.142/ 1 and Ac.0.63 

cents in Sy.No.132/ 1 of Chinna Machunuru Gram Panchayat , 

Neradanampadu Village, Marripadu Mandal, Udayagiri Sub-

Division, Nellore Dist rict  and land admeasuring Ac.3.80 cents in 

Sy.No.13/ 7D, Ac.1.20 cents in Sy.No.13/ 7D, Ac.1.00 in 

Sy.No.13/ 7F, Ac.1.00 in Sy.No.13/ 7F and Ac.2.00 in Sy.No.13/ 7F 

situated at  Viragareddypalli Village, Muppallapadu Gram 

Panchayat , Hanumanthunipad Mandal, Kanigiri Sub-Division, 

Prakasham Dist rict ,  without  challenging the sale deeds of the 

pet it ioners under Regist rat ion Act  or under civil Law or without  

issuing any prior not ice and without  following the procedure, as 

illegal and arbit rary; and consequent ly direct  the respondents not  

to interfere with the peaceful possession and enj oyment  of the 

pet it ioners over the said landed property.   

2) It  is the case of the pet it ioners that  the above said landed 

propert ies are purchased by them through various registered sale 

deeds from Siri Gold Foods Private Limited, Hyderabad.  It  is also 

urged that  they also entered into development  lease agreement  
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with one P.Narendra Reddy, S/ o. Madhusudhan Reddy, for an 

amount  of Rs.75,000/ -.  While things stood thus, respondents 2 to 

8 started interfering with the possession and t rying to dispossess 

the pet it ioners from the said land, without  following due process 

of law.  Hence, the writ  pet it ion.  

3) By an order, dated 15.07.2015, this Hon’ ble Court  while 

admit t ing the writ  pet it ion, passed the following order:  

“ There shall be st atus quo as on today with regard to 

possession of the subj ect  propert ies.  Moreover,  this 

order will not  preclude the authorit ies from 

proceedings in accordance with law.  Not ice.”   

4) A counter came to be f iled denying the averments made in 

the aff idavit  f iled in support  of the writ  pet it ion.   

5) A reading of the material placed before the Court  would 

show that  the Government  issued G.O.Ms.No.131, dated 

27.08.2015 for at tachment  of the propert ies, which are subj ect  

mat ter of dispute in the present  writ  pet it ion.  During the course 

of invest igat ion, it  came to light  that  out  of 8 crimes registered 

under various provisions of law against  Siri Gold Farms and Estates 

Private Limited, about  45,000 depositors, who have deposited 

amount  to a tune of Rs.30.00 crores, were cheated.  The total 

est imated fraud commit ted by the company was est imated at  

Rs.95.00 crores.  The said G.O. reveals that  the 9th respondent  

company has acquired several movable and immovable propert ies 

in the name of accused Nos.1 and 2.  Having regard to the fact  



 

                                       

 

3 

 

 

 
 
  

that  the amount  has to be repaid to the depositors, G.O. came to 

be issued for at tachment  of the propert ies annexed to the said 

G.O.  The propert ies, which are subj ect  mat ter in this writ  

pet it ion, were also included in the annexure.  The pet it ioners 

have not  challenged the said G.O. nor f iled any applicat ion 

seeking quashing of the said crimes.   

6) The averments in the counter indicate that  Siri Gold 

St ructures Private Limited induced general public to part  with 

money by making high returns for it s il legal enrichment .  The 3rd 

respondent  addressed a let ter to the Inspector General of  

Regist rat ion, State of Andhra Pradesh, on 14.01.2014, with a 

request  not  to register any documents pertaining to the propert ies 

belonging to 9th respondent  and also served the copy of the same 

to the Sub-Regist rar, Udayagiri.    

7) It  is to be noted that  though let ter was addressed request ing 

the authority not  to register any documents pertaining to the 

propert ies of the 9th respondent , it  was found that   Sub-Regist rar, 

Udayagiri,  registered documents in favour of pet it ioners 

1,2,5,9,10 and 11 vide document  Nos.2326/ 2014, dated 

26.05.2014, 591/ 2014, 592/ 2014 and 593/ 2014 on 23.05.2014.  

The Sub-Regist rar, Stone Housepet , Nellore dist rict ,  registered a 

document  in favour of pet it ioners 3 and 4 vide document  

No.2283/ 2014, dated 05.06.2014.  Like wise, Sub-Regist rar, Darsi,  

registered documents in favour of pet it ioners 7, 8, 13 and 14 on 

03.06.2014 vide document  No.1387, 1388 and 1393 of 2014 and in 
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favour of pet it ioner No.12  on 04.06.2014 vide document  

No.1784/ 2014.   In view of the above, it  is clear that  these 

regist rat ions were done in dif ferent  sub-regist rars off ice though 

the property was situated at  one place.  It  appears that  these 

pet it ioners got  their propert ies registered in their name only with 

a view to protect  the 9th respondent .  Though the request  of the 

pet it ioners appears to be simple but  having regard to the manner 

in which the sale deeds came to be registered in their favour, 

their request  cannot  be considered.   

8) Accordingly, the Writ  Pet it ion is dismissed.   There shall be 

no order as to costs.  

9) Consequent ly, miscellaneous pet it ions, if  any, pending in 

this Writ  Pet it ion shall stand closed.  

 
      

 _________________________ 
      JUSTICE C. PRAVEEN KUMAR 

 

30.03.2017  
gkv   
 


