
THE HON’ BLE SRI JUSTICE C.PRAVEEN KUMAR 

 

WRIT PETITION No.17912 of 2011  

 

ORDER: 

 
 Heard both sides and perused the records.   

 

2. The present  Writ  Pet it ion came to be f iled seeking issuance of writ  

of Mandamus declaring the act ion of the third respondent  in t rying to 

interfere with the peaceful possession and enj oyment  of the land 

admeasuring Acs.3.20 guntas situated in Survey No.252 of Pulur Village, 

Manopad Mandal, Mahabubnagar Dist rict ,  during the pendency of the 

appeal before the f irst  respondent  in appeal No.E1/ 46/ 2000, as il legal and 

arbit rary.  

 

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

would show that  the father of the pet it ioners was allot ted the above 

ment ioned land by Bhoodan Yagna Samithi in the year 1956 on a condit ion 

of payment  of Rs.600/ - as a donat ion and since then they were in 

possession of the said land.   It  is stated that  the third respondent  sought  

for resumpt ion of the land vide proceedings dated 18.11.2000, without  

prior not ice to the father of the pet it ioners, who inturn f iled an appeal 

before the second respondent  vide appeal No.2751/ 2001, contending that  

he was granted pat tadar pass books and t it le deeds and that  he is in 

possession of the property.   It  is stated that  at  the t ime of passing of the 

resumpt ion order, the pet it ioners were in physically possession of the 

property in dispute.   When the third respondent  sought  for interference 

over the subj ect  property, during pendency of appeal, the father of the 

pet it ioners f iled W.P.No.17597 of 2002 before this Court , which was 

disposed of direct ing the respondents therein to maintain st at us quo and 

the second respondent  was directed to dispose of the appeal within a 
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period of three months from the date of  receipt  of a copy of the order.   

Subsequent ly, in the appeal f iled by the father of  the pet it ioner, the 

second respondent  vide order dated 05.09.2002, confirmed the order 

passed by the third respondent , without  considering the content ions raised 

by the pet it ioner therein.   Aggrieved thereby, the father of the pet it ioner 

f iled appeal No.E1/ 46/ 2002 before the f irst  respondent  and the same is 

pending.   While things stood thus, the pet it ioners came to know about  the 

above said lit igat ion after the death of their father and hence f iled an 

applicat ion to come on record as legal representat ives, through their 

counsel.   It  is stated that  the third respondent  is t rying to interfere with 

the peaceful possession and enj oyment  of  the property, while appeal is 

pending and the f irst  respondent  kept  the appeal f iled by the father of the 

pet it ioner pending since last  9 years.   Aggrieved by the act ion of the said 

off icial respondents, the present  writ  pet it ion came to be f iled.    

4. By an order dated 01.07.2011, this Court  while issuing rule nisi,  

directed the respondents not  to interfere with the peaceful possession of 

the subj ect  land.   A counter aff idavit  came to be f iled by the respondents 

opposing the averments made in the writ  pet it ion.   It  is stated that  the 

land in dispute was sold by the father of the pet it ioners in the year 1972, 

1983 and 1986 to others including the unoff icial respondents and the same 

was allot ted to them.   It  is further stated that  even prior to the 

allotment , they const ructed houses much prior to proceedings init iated 

against  the father of the pet it ioners.   It  is further stated that  the 

unoff icial respondents are in possession of the property and were also 

issued pat tadar pass books and t it le deeds in their favour.   It  is further 

averred that  the respondent -authorit ies have also acquired some of the 

houses in the subj ect  land belonging to the unoff icial respondents and paid 

compensat ion under the provisions of the Land Acquisit ion Act  by passing 

an award in proceedings No.G1/ 6969/ 06, dated 18.04.2007. 
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5. At  this point  of t ime, learned counsel for the pet it ioners submit ted 

that  a direct ion may be given for disposal of the appeal, which is pending 

before the f irst  respondent  vide appeal No.E1/ 46/ 2002, at  the earliest . 

6. Having regard to the above and without  going into merits of the 

case, the writ  pet it ion is disposed of direct ing the f irst  respondent  to 

dispose of the appeal bearing No.E1/ 46/ 2002 within a period of three 

months from the date of receipt  of a copy of the order.   Till such t ime, 

st at us quo as on today to be maintained with regard to possession of the 

property in dispute.   There shall be no order as to costs.  

7. Miscellaneous pet it ions, pending if  any, shall stand closed in the 

light  of this f inal order.   

______________________ 

      JUSTICE C.PRAVEEN KUMAR 

06.02.2017  
vhb 


