
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

 

W.P.No.21813 OF 2018 

ORDER:  
          

Heard  Mr.Jagad iswar Reddy for petitioner.  

 

The petitioner c ha llenges p roc eed ings No.A1/ 2493/ 09 da ted  

01.06.2018 of 3rd  respondent, as illega l and  viola tive of p rinc ip les of 

na tura l justic e. 

 

The 3rd  respondent through the p roc eed ings impugned  in the 

writ petition d irec ted  c anc ella tion of Plot No.301 in Sy.No.399 of 

Sankepa lly Village, Vemulawada  Manda l, a llotted  to petitioner 

under relief and  rehab ilita tion pac kage and  further d irec ted  

a llotment of p lot a t a  d ifferent p lac e. 

 

This Court, on 27.06.2018, c a lled  for report from the Distric t 

Collec tor/ 2nd  respondent.  The 2nd  respondent has filed  deta iled  

report adverting  to a ll the c irc umstanc es p rec ed ing the 

p roc eed ings impugned  in the writ petition and  a lso the steps taken 

by the department for c anc ella tion of the p lot a llotted  to petitioner.  

The c ontroversy c entres round  68 square ya rds on whic h the c ase of 

petitioner is tha t villagers have insta lled  an idol there and  to 

appease the villagers, the p roc eed ings impugned  a re issued  

without fo llowing the p rinc ip les of na tura l justic e c anc elling  

a llotment of Plot No.301 made in favour of petitioner.   

 

On the other hand , the stand  of respondents 3 and  4 is tha t 

the petitioner extended  the enjoyment into neighbouring  68 square 

ya rds vac ant p lot.  Suc h extension of enjoyment is c ontra ry to  

the a llotment made in favour of petitioner.  Therefore, the dec ision 
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to c anc el Plot No.31 was taken and  imp lemented  through 

p roc eed ings impugned  in the writ petition. 

 

Mr.Jagad ishwar Reddy submits tha t the petitioner if has 

enc roac hed  into un-a llotted  p lot, the remedy is not to c anc el the 

a llotted  p lot and  further the boundaries of p lot as a llotted  to 

petitioner a re identified  and  fixed , the petitioner is p repared  to 

c onfine his enjoyment to the a llotted  p lot.  As regards 68 square 

ya rds, he submits tha t petitioner is not interested  in enc roac hing  

Government land .  However, the p roc eed ings impugned  a re 

viola tive of p rinc ip les of na tura l justic e and  a re liab le to be set 

aside. 

 

The Assistant Government Pleader submits tha t from the 

p roc eed ings impugned  in the writ petition, it does not reflec t tha t 

the petitioner was put on notic e before c anc elling  a llotted  Plot 

No.31.  On the question of identifying  the a llotted  p lot and  the 

exc ess extent in the neighbourhood , he submits tha t the p lot will  

be identified  and  demarc a tion undertaken by the respondents.  

The sta tement is p lac ed  on rec ord  and  ac c ep ted . 

 

The writ petition is ordered  as follows: 

 

(a ) the p roc eed ings impugned  in the writ petition a re set 

aside as viola tive of p rinc ip les of na tura l justic e; 

 

(b ) the petitioner is g iven liberty to file rep resenta tion  

by enc losing a  c opy of this order before 3rd  and   

4th respondents for identifying  and  demarc a ting  the 

p lot a llotted  within four weeks from today; 
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(c ) on rec eip t of suc h representa tion, within four weeks 

therea fter, the rep resenta tion is c onsidered  and  

d isposed  of by identifying  the a llotted  p lot; and  

 

(d ) the petitioner in the representa tion undertakes to 

c onfine his enjoyment to the a llotted  portion and  will 

not extend  his enjoyment to the neighbouring land . 

 

There sha ll be no order as to c osts. 

 

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

              

         ___________ 

     S.V.BHATT,J 

10th July, 2018 

Lrkm 

 


