
 

THE HON' BLE SRI  JUSTI CE M.SATYANARAYANA MURTHY 

 

 

W RI T PETI TI ON No . 1 3 8 1 1  OF 2 0 1 6  

 

ORDER:  

 This Writ  Pet it ion under Art icle 226 of the Const itut ion of 

I ndia is filed by the pet it ioners to declare the act ion of 

respondent  Nos. 2 to 4 in not  disposing their  com plaint  dated 

21-12-2015 as illegal, irregular, against  the principles of natural 

just ice and offends Art icle 300-A of the Const itut ion of I ndia and 

consequent ly direct  respondent  Nos. 2 to 4 to pass appropriate 

orders on com plaint  dated 21-12-2015 by conduct ing enquiry.   

2. I n the year 2004, the Governm ent  allot ted D-Form  pat ta 

lands to the pet it ioners and since then, they have been 

cult ivat ing the said lands without  any obst ruct ion.  While so, the 

elder brother of the pet it ioners by nam e Ram u Naidu developing 

grudge against  the pet it ioners induced respondent  Nos. 5 to 7 

into the subject  land in their  absence.   

3. The m ain content ion of learned counsel for the pet it ioners 

is that  when the land assigned to the pet it ioners is occupied by 

respondent  Nos. 5 to 7, it  is the duty of respondent  Nos. 2 to 4 

to take appropriate act ion and evict  respondent  Nos. 5 to 7 who 

are in unlawful possession and deliver the sam e to the 

pet it ioners.  The pet it ioners m ade successive com plaints on    

10-09-2012, 08-10-2012, 12-11-2012 and finally on 21-12-2015 

to respondent  No. 2 with a request  to direct  respondent  No. 4 to 

conduct  inquiry and dispossess the t respassers.   

4. As can be seen from  the com plaints m ade by the 

pet it ioners, there are disputes between the pet it ioners and their  
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elder brother with regard to joint  fam ily and other propert ies.  

When respondent  Nos. 5 to 7 allegedly occupied or t respassed 

into the land of the pet it ioners, the rem edy available to them  is 

to approach a com petent  civil Court  for recovery of possession 

since it  is purely a pr ivate dispute of t respass into the land and 

the revenue authorit ies are not  under obligat ion to dispossess 

the persons in unlawful possession and deliver possession of the 

property to the beneficiar ies under the assignm ent .  The 

authorit ies can exercise such power, only in the event  of t ransfer 

of assigned lands, under Sect ion 3 of the Andhra Pradesh 

Assigned Lands (Prohibit ion of Transfers)  Act , 1977 ( for short , 

' the Act ') ,  and pass appropriate orders under Sect ion 4 of the 

Act .  I n the case on hand, no such t ransfer or alienat ion is taken 

place in cont ravent ion of Sect ion 3 of the Act .  Therefore, the 

pet it ioners are ent it led to recover possession only through 

process of the Court  since the dispute is between two sets of 

pr ivate individuals and respondent  Nos. 2 to 4 have nothing to 

do with the present  dispute.  The Writ  Pet it ion is devoid of m erits 

and the sam e is liable to be dism issed.   

5. The Writ  Pet it ion is accordingly dism issed.  However, the 

pet it ioners are at  liberty to approach com petent  civil Court  for 

redressal of their  gr ievance.  Pending m iscellaneous pet it ions if 

any shall stand dism issed in consequence.   

 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

M.SATYANARAYANA MURTHY, J. 
27-04-2018. 

JSK 


