
HON’BLE SRI  JUSTI CE P. KESHAVA RAO  

 

W RI T PETI TI ON No .5 7 3 6  o f  2 0 1 4  

ORDER:   

 
  

There is no representat ion on behalf of the pet it ioner. 

 

2. The prayer sought  in the writ  pet it ion is as under:  

“… this Hon’ble Court  m ay be pleased to issue a writ  or orders 

or direct ion, more in nature of “Writ  of Cert iorari”  calling for the 

records pertaining to Survey Number 393 (Veeranna Gut ta) , 

Manchirevula Village, Rajendra Nagar Mandal, Ranga Reddy 

Dist r ict  and also the records relat ing to allotm ent  of land to 

Grey hounds departm ent  by Governm ent  of Andhra Pradesh 

and declare that  the acres 14 in said Survey No.393, belongs to 

Sri Lord Veerabadra Swamy Temple and also direct  the 

respondents 3 to 6 not  to interfere in the day- to-day affairs of 

the prem ises of Sri Veerabhadra Swamy Temple, const ructed in 

the 17 th Century and installat ion program m es of the newly 

const ructed Sri Santoshi Matha Tem ple program m es of the Sri 

Veerabhadra Swamy temple between 27-02-2014 to 2-3-2014 

and pass such other order or orders as this Honble Court  m ay 

deem fit  and proper in the circumstances of the case.”  

 

3. Respondents 1 to 5 filed a counter affidavit  apart  from  writ ten 

inst ruct ions dated 03.03.2014 issued by the Group Com m ander 

(Hqrs) , Greyhounds, A.P., Hyderabad. 

 

4. From  a perusal of the said counter affidavit  as well as the 

writ ten inst ruct ions, it  is revealed that  the subject  land was originally  

assigned to persons belonging to the weaker sect ions of Machirevula in 

the year 1961. As the said land was not  useful for cult ivat ion,  

the assignees executed a GPA in favour of one Mr. Alla Bakshi,  

resident  of Hyderabad for the purpose of selling the land.  

However, the said land was resum ed back under the POT Act  1977 by 

the DRO, Ranga Reddy Dist r ict  and re-alienated to Grey Hounds vide 

let ter No: LCI / 41270/ 02 dated 29.05.2003. The advance possession of 

the subject  land was given under a cover of panchanam a and the Grey 
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Hounds has taken the possession of the land on 04.06.2003.  

As the DRO was not  com petent , this Court  in WP.No.13165 of 2003 

directed the Governm ent  to pass cancellat ion order by the com petent  

authority. After due process, pursuant  to the order of the High Court ,  

the office of the Collector, Ranga Reddy Dist r ict  again handed over the 

said land to Grey Hounds under the cover of Panchanam a on 

11.04.2007 and the extent  of 142.39 Acres land was taken into 

possession by the Grey Hounds. I t  is also further m ent ioned that  while 

conduct ing panchanam a, the staff of Rajendranagar MRO office not iced 

that  the subject  Tem ple is exist ing in the said land. As far as the 

ancient  tem ple of Sri Veerabhadra Swam y and worship is concerned,  

it  is specifically m ent ioned that  the Grey Hounds never m ade any 

object ion.   

 

5. Further, the const ruct ion of Santoshi Matha Tem ple was 

object ionable. Earlier when the staff of Sri Veerabhadra Swam y 

Tem ple t r ied for const ruct ion of a new Tem ple without  perm ission from  

the Governm ent , the Endowm ent  Departm ent , the Collector, Ranga 

Reddy or any other Governm ent  authority, the office of the Grey 

Hounds objected and since 2007 the subject  land was in possession of 

the Grey Hounds and the unofficial m anagem ent  of Sri Veerabhadra 

Swam y Tem ple do not  have any r ight  to const ruct  any kind of tem ple. 

I t  is also further m ent ioned that  the issue relat ing to the subject  land 

is also pending considerat ion in this Court  vide WA.No.202 of 2010. 

 

6. I n that  view of the m at ter, this Court  is of the opinion that  there 

are disputed quest ions of fact  and also a dispute relat ing to the t it le 

between the Grey Hounds and the m anagem ent  of Sri Veerabhadra 

Swam y Tem ple in the said land. Therefore, these quest ions cannot  be 

gone into in a writ  pet it ion filed under Art icle 226 of the Const itut ion of 

I ndia and the sam e is liable to be dism issed. 
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Accordingly, the writ  pet it ion is dism issed. However,  

the pet it ioners are given liberty to agitate their  r ights in a com petent  

civil Court  for proper adjudicat ion as per law. As a sequel thereto, 

pending m iscellaneous pet it ions, if any, shall stand dism issed.  

There shall be no order as to costs. 

________________ 

   P. KESHAVA RAO, J  

 
December 16, 2019 

DSK 


