
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V. BHATT 

 

W.P. No.14820 OF 2018 

ORDER: 

 

 Heard  Mr.Ba la rami Reddy for petitioners and  the lea rned  

Add itiona l Advoc a te Genera l for respondents 1 to 4. 

 The petitioners p ray for Mandamus d irec ting  the respondents 

not to evic t the petitioners from the house-site p lots in their 

possession and  enjoyment namely, c overed  by File No.C3217/ 99 

and  E1/ 2954/ 99 da ted  _.10.2000 in Survey Nos.149,152 and  154 in an 

extent of  Ac .16.00 a t Tungapahad  Village, Mirya laguda  Manda l, 

Na lgonda  Distric t without rec ourse to law, as illega l, a rb itra ry and  

unc onstitutiona l. 

 The petitioners rely on house-site pa ttas granted  in the year 

2000 by respondent No.4.  The c ase of petitioners in this beha lf is 

tha t the 3rd  and  the 4th respondents without issuing notic e, 

c onduc ting  enquiry or a fford ing opportunity to petitioners a re trying  

to d ispossess or evic t the petitioners from sub jec t house-site p lots.  

The petitioners assert tha t 53 petitioners a re in possession and  

enjoyment of house-site p lots a llotted  to them and  there is threa t of 

d ispossession and  demolition from respondents.  On 25.04.2018 and  

26.04.2018 a t the request of respondent Nos. 3 and  4, the writ 

petition was ad journed  to get instruc tions and  a lso p roduc e the 

rec ord .  On 11.06.2018, respondent No.4 has p roduc ed  the rec ord  

of assignment and  a lso the rec ord  rela ting  to resumption 

p roc eed ings taken up  by 4th respondent in this beha lf.  This Court 

finds it c onvenient to refer to the c ase of respondents 3 and  4 a t this 

junc ture namely, tha t ac c ord ing  to respondents 3 and  4, the house-
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site pa ttas stand ing in the names of petitioners a re c anc elled  a fter 

issuing  notic e and  following the p roc edure.  After hearing  the 

c ounsel appearing  for the pa rties on 11.06.2018, the writ petition 

was ad journed  by passing  the following order: 

     “The Tahsildar/respondent No.4 is present at the time 

of hearing.  The record made available is perused.   

        The Assistant Government Pleader seeks one week 

time to get instructions from the District Collector, 

Nalgonda/respondent No.2 . 

 Since I have taken note of admitted and disputed 

circumstances, pending consideration of the grievances 

of petitioners, to meet the ends of justice, the Court 

directs maintenance of status quo as regards possession 

of 53 petitioners. 

 Post on 18.06.2018 in adjourned motion list.” 

 

 The sub jec t land  is an extent of Ac s.17-17 ½  g ts. in Survey 

Nos.149,152 and  154 of Tungapahad  Village, Mirya laguda  Manda l, 

Na lgonda  Distric t.  Ac c ord ing to respondents, 704 house-site pa ttas 

were granted .  As aga inst 704 benefic ia ries, only 103 benefic ia ries 

have c onstruc ted  houses and  thereby 601 assignees have not 

c omp lied  with Cond ition No.1 read  with Cond ition No.11 of 

Assignment Cond itions.   Therefore, the respondents c la im to have 

issued  show c ause notic e.  A few rep lies were rec eived  and  

therea fter 272 p lot owners d id  not file their rep ly a t a ll.  Therefore, 

ac c ord ing to respondent Nos. 3 and  4, resumption order da ted  

15.06.2017 was passed  and  therea fter the respondents c la im to 

have taken possession of firstly the entire extent in Survey 

Nos.149,152 and  154  i.e. an extent  of Ac s.17-17 ½ g ts.  By referring  

to ground  position, it is sta ted  tha t the respondents a re c onstruc ting                

2 BHK houses in Ac s.7.00 and  petitioner Nos.27, 28 and  29 a re a lone 
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a ffec ted  by the c onstruc tion undertaken by the respondents.  It is 

the c ase of both sides tha t the ba lanc e of extent is not for the 

p resent sub jec ted  to development in to 2 BHK houses.  The issue 

now ra ised  by the petitioners is tha t the resumption order da ted  

15.06.2017 is vio la tive of p rinc ip les of na tura l justic e, the order is not 

c ommunic a ted  to petitioners and  the respondents c annot assume 

unila tera l rec ord ing of possession in their favour more partic ula rly, 

when struc tures a re in existenc e.  The lea rned  Add itiona l Advoc a te 

Genera l, on instruc tions, submits tha t the respondents a re keen to 

c omp lete the 2 BHK houses now developed  in Ac s.7.00 as they a re 

a t the advanc ed  stage of c onstruc tion.  He fa irly sta tes tha t without 

getting  into lega l nic eties insofa r as three petitioners  a re 

c onc erned , respondents 2 to 4 a re p repared  to c onsider the c ases 

of petitioner Nos.27,28 and  29 to a llot 2BHK houses  now developed  

in Ac s.7.00, c onsider their c ase sub jec t to petitioners sa tisfying  the 

c riteria  of Sta te in G.O.Ms.No.10 da ted  15.10.2015 and  

G.O.Ms.No.12 da ted  26.11.2015.  The sta tement insofa r as petitioner 

Nos.27, 28 and  29 is ac c ep ted  and  these petitioners a re g iven 

liberty to rep resent to the Revenue Divisiona l Offic er, Mirya lguda / 3rd  

respondent for c onsidera tion and  a llotment of 2BHK houses to 

them.  With the c onsidera tion of these petitioners, this Court is 

required  to c onsider the c ha llenge of 50 petitioners to the order of 

resumption and  a lso the stand  of both the pa rties.  

 I have perused  the rec ord  and  a lso taken note of the 

submission made by the lea rned  Add itiona l Advoc a te Genera l. 
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 This Court is of the view tha t the petitioners c an be permitted  

to file rep resenta tion/ appea l aga inst the resumption order da ted  

15.06.2017 within 15 days from the da te of rec eip t of a  c opy of this 

order.  Keep ing  in view the submission of lea rned  Add itiona l 

Advoc a te Genera l, it is need less to observe tha t the Revenue 

Divisiona l Offic er, Mirya lguda  c onsiders the c ases of petitioners 

herein as was done in the c ase of other assignees whose 

assignment has been c onfirmed  without resumption.   A few of the 

petitioners, if wish to have 2BHK houses, c an a lso make a  p rayer 

and  their c ases will be c onsidered  sub jec t to those petitioners 

agreeing to g ive up  their c la im on the house-site pa ttas.   The sa id  

exerc ise is d irec ted  to be undertaken and  c omp leted  within six 

weeks from the da te of rec eip t of rep resenta tion/ appea l.  To the 

extent of Ac s.10.00, whic h is now not sub jec ted  to development of 

2BHK houses, the parties a re d irec ted  to ma inta in sta tus quo as 

regards possession and  physic a l fea tures a lone.  This Court has no 

reason to doub t tha t the 3rd respondent will look into the file and  

take dec ision jud ic iously and  ob jec tively to further the interest of              

2BHK houses. 

 The writ petition is d isposed  of ac c ord ing ly. No order as to 

c osts. 

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

           

 

                                                                     _________________ 
                                                                             S.V.BHATT, J 

 

Da te:18.06.2018 

Stp  

 


