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O R D E R 

 

 

 Aggrieved  by the ac tion of the 4th respondent – Tahsilda r, 

Renigunta  Manda l, Renigunta , Chittoor Distric t, in seeking to d ispossess the 

petitioners from the sub jec t p roperty, the p resent writ petition is filed . 

 

 Heard  the lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioners and  the lea rned  

Assistant Government Pleader for Revenue. 

 

 From the submissions of the lea rned  c ounsel and  the materia l on 

rec ord , it c ould  be seen tha t in respec t of sub jec t p roperty, petitioners 

filed  suit in O.S.No.167 of 2008 on the file of IV Add itiona l Distric t Judge, 

Tirupa thi aga inst the revenue offic ia ls, for permanent injunc tion and  by 

judgment and  dec ree da ted  02.05.2018, the suit was d ismissed .  

Aggrieved  by the same, petitioners p referred  appea l in A.S.No.814 of 2018 

and  this c ourt, by interim order da ted  13.06.2018 in I.A.No.1 of 2018 in 

A.S.No.814 of 2018, g ranted  interim injunc tion restra ining  the respondents, 

their men and  subord ina tes from interfering  with the possession and  

enjoyment of the petitioners over the p la int sc hedule p roperty for a  period  

of four weeks and  subsequently by order da ted  11.07.2018, the interim 

injunc tion da ted  13.06.2016 was made absolute. Now in this writ petition, 

petitioners a re seeking for a  d irec tion to the respondents – revenue 

authorities not to d ispossess them from the sub jec t p roperty.  When this 

c ourt in the first appea l filed  by the petitioners, has a lready granted  

interim injunc tion, petitioners a re not justified  in filing  writ petition for the 

very same relief. 
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 Learned  Assistant Government Pleader for Revenue on written 

instruc tions of the 4th respondent – Tahsilda r, submits tha t the sub jec t 

p roperty is Government land  and  tha t a fter passing  of the interim orders of 

this c ourt in I.A.No.1 of 2018 in A.S.No.814 of 2018, no offic ia l or any field  

sta ff entered  into the sub jec t land  and  interfered  with the possession of 

the petitioners. 

 

 As a lready noted  above, when this c ourt has a lready granted  

interim orders d irec ting  the respondents not to interfere with the 

possession of the petitioners over the sub jec t land , I do not find  any reason 

to enterta in the p resent writ petition filed  for the very same relief. 

 

 Ac c ord ing ly the writ petition is d ismissed . 

 

 Interloc utory app lic a tions pend ing, if any, sha ll stand  c losed .  No 

c osts. 
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