
THE HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE P.KESHAVA RAO 

 

WRIT PETITION NO. 7675_OF 2015 

ORDER:  

There is no rep resenta tion on beha lf of the petitioner. 

2. The p rayer sought in the Writ Petition is as under: 

“ …. to issue a  Writ, Order or d irec tion more partic ula rly one in 

the na ture of Writ of Mandamus, dec la ring  the ac tion of the 2nd  

respondent in trying to reg ister the petitioner house bearing  Quarter 

No.SRT/ 793, Sanath Nagar, Hyderabad  in favour of the 3rd  respondent 

without c onsidering the p lea  of the petitioner is illega l, a rb itra ry, 

highhanded  and  aga inst the p rinc ip les of na tura l justic e, law and  

c onsequently d irec t the 2nd  respondent not to reg ister the petitioner 

house bearing  Quarter No.SRT/ 793, Sana th Nagar, Hyderabad  in 

favour of the 3rd  respondent.”  

 

3. The spec ific  c ase of the Writ Petition is tha t respondent No.2 

a llotted  Quarter No.SRT/ 793 to the dec eased  husband  of the 

petitioner under the government of Ind ia  Subsc ribed  Industria l 

Housing Sc heme for industria l workers.  Respondent No.2 exec uted  

a  lease c um sa le agreement da ted  29.8.1988 in favour of the 

dec eased  husband of the petitioner.  However, the dec eased  

husband  of the petitioner a llowed  one of his friends, namely 

L.Srinivas Goud  i.e., respondent No.3 herein to stay in the above 

sa id  quarter on renta l purpose.  However, respondent No.3 c rea ted  

an agreement of sa le  da ted  8.11.1982   in   favour   of  his   wife 

Smt. Veena  Devi by forg ing signa tures of the dec eased  husband  of 

the petitioner.  The sa id  d ispute resulted  in filing  of O.S.No.249 of 

1994 before the lea rned   Add itiona l Judge, City Sma ll Causes Court-

c um-VI Senior Civil Judge, City Civil Court, Hyderabad  for spec ific  

performanc e of the agreement of sa le da ted  8.11.1982 aga inst the 
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petitioner and  others.  The sa id  suit was dec reed  on 31.12.2002, 

aga inst whic h, the petitioner filed  an appea l in A.S.No.307 of 2003 

on the file of the Court of IX Add itiona l Chief Judge (FTC), City Civil 

Court, Hyderabad .  However, the same a lso c ame to be d ismissed . 

4. Learned  GP appearing  for respondent Nos. 1 and  2, during  

the c ourse of hearing  submitted  tha t the matter is c ivil in na ture and  

there is a  d ispute between the  petitioner and  respondent No.3 and  

the sa id  d ispute c annot be ad jud ic a ted  in the p resent Writ Petition. 

5. Having heard  the lea rned  GP and  from the perusa l of the 

materia l on rec ord , it is an admitted  fac t tha t a  c ivil litiga tion was 

pend ing between the petitioner and  others on one hand  and  

respondent No.3 on the other hand  in O.S.No.249 of 1994.  From the 

perusa l of the a ffidavit filed  in support of the Writ Petition, it is 

evident tha t the sa id  suit was dec reed  in favour of respondent No.3.   

In tha t view of the matter, this Court is not inc lined  to interfere in the 

c ivil d isputes pend ing between the pa rties.  Further, whether the 

sa id  agreement of sa le is   c rea ted  by forg ing  the signa tures of the 

dec eased  husband of the petitioner or not, is a  d isputed  question of 

fac t, whic h, this Court in exerc ise of jurisd ic tion under Artic le 226 of 

the Constitution of Ind ia  c annot go into  and  dec ide the issue. 

6. Therefore, this Court is of the op inion tha t there a re no merits 

in the Writ Petition and  ac c ord ing ly, the Writ Petition is d ismissed . 

Pend ing misc ellaneous petitions, if any, sha ll a lso stand  

d ismissed .  No order as to c osts. 

 

__________________ 

                                               P. KESHAVA RAO,J 

Date: 27.11.2018 
KPM 


