HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
{Special Original Jurisdiction)

TUESDAY THE EIGHTEENTH DAY OF AUGUST
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY

PRESENT

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE T.VINOD KUMAR

WRIT PETITION NO: 10648 OF 2020

Batween:
1 Lingampalli Ravi, Slo Appaiah, Rio Kamepali Village and Mandal, Khammam
District,

¢ Pucnakayala Ramakrishna, S/o Appa Rao. Ric Kamepalli village and NMandal,

k.hammam District.

Potnukur Venkaisswarlu. S/a Pichaiah, R Kamrepali Vilage and Mandal,

Khammam District,

4. Puchakayala Venkaleswwariy, S'c Agaizh Ria Thallagudem, Kameapallii Mandal,
“hmmarm Destrict

a. Puohakayaia Lingarsju, S/o Agaiah, R/a Thallagudem, Kamagalli Mandal
Khammarm District

L f'-‘ur;rlaa;ay::'lﬁ_ Appa Rao, 2o Janaki Rio Thallagudem. Kamepalli Mandal

KhammamDistrict,

Fuchakayala Erra Narasaiah, 3/ Venkataswamy, Rfo Thallagudem, Kamepalli

Mandal, Khamemam Destricl

& Melur Venkiatappahai, S/o Gopaiah Rfo Thallagudem, Kamepalll Mandgal,
Khammain District.

[
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..PETITIONERS

AND

1. The Slate of Telangana. Rep by its Principal Secretary Tribal Welfara,
Secratariat, Hyderabad

2. The Additional Agent to Govarnment Project Officer. ITDA, Bhadrachalam,
Kharmmam, District

Agency Divisional Officer, Khammam, District

L

4. Tho Tasildar, Kamezalli, Khammam, Chistrict

..RESPONDENTS

Petifion under Arlicle 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circumstances statad in tha affidavit filed therewith, the High Courd may be pleased 1o
pAss an order or direction or writ, particularly in the nature or Mandamus duly
declaring aciion of the respondents in trying to evict the petitioners from their lands (o
an oxtent of Ac. 11.00 in 5y No.o §40/a of Kamapalli Village, by vifue of ordors in
CRA Mo 1102020 of The Additiona! Agent to Government, Project officer, ITDA,
Bhadrachalam as illagal, arbitrary and against the grinciples of natural justice and
aonsequently dirsct the respondents not to disturb the petitioners possession of the
s5did lands until thay avail the ramedy of Ravision against the said orders befare the
Governmant of Talangand in the interest of justice.

|A NO: 1 OF 2020

Petition under 3ection 151 CPC praying that in tha circumstances slated in the
affidavil filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to stay al
further proceedings in LTR Case No. 3/2016/Kmpl in respect of lands to an extent of
Ac. 11.00 In Sy No, 640/a of Kamepalli Village in tha interest of justice.
Counsel for the Petitioners:SRI. P RAMA SHARANA SHARMA
Counsel for the Respondents: GP FOR SOCIAL WELFARE

The Caourt made the following:



HON'ELE SRI JUSTICE T. VINOD KUMAR

WRIT PETITION NO.10648 OF 2020

ORDER;

The present wril pelition is fled under Article 226 of the
Comstitution of India for issue of a writ of mandamus declaring che
actioh of respondents in trving 1o evict the petitioners from their
lands o an extenl of Ac.11.00 gts, in Sy, No.640/a of Kamepall
villape, by wirlue of orders in CMA Nool1/2019 passed by the
Additional Agent 1o Government  Project Oflicer,  ITDA,
Bhadrachalam, as being illegal, arbitrary and agsinst the
principles of natural justice with a conseguential directlon to the
respondent authaorities not to disturb the petitioners posscssion of
the said lands until they avail the remedy of revision against tho
gaid orders before the Government of Telanpana mothe migrest of

Justice,

2, The present writ petition 15 taken up for hearnng (oday, e

18 08,2020, through Video Conferenong.

3 Heard learned counse!l lor the petittoner and  learned
Government Pleader for Social Welfare appearing for respondent

Mos. 1 w4,

4. Learned Counsel for the petitioners while reiterating the writ
avermenls  would  submit that  the  petitioner has  already
approached the 18 respondent authorily and has preferred &
revision being sgerieved by the order passed by the 277 respondent
authority in CMA, No.ll of 2019, Lesrned Counscl Tor the
petitioner would  Turther submot 1hat along with the Ievision
peiition, the petitioner also fled a stav application secking stay ol

mmplementation of the veder passed by the 2= respondenl
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authority in CMA No 11 of 2014, by the 42 respondent, Since, the
petitioners are in possession of the land lor 8 long bme and i the
40 respondent authority gives etfect to the orders of the 2
respondent authority, the revision preferred by the petiticners

would hecome infructuous and academic.

D Otk ather hand, Learned Governmentl Pleader for Social
Wellare would submil that the petilioners have suffcred all through
i the LTR proceedings as well as before the 29 respondernt
authority and the furcher preferving ol revision by the petitioners

prein 1s oniy to drag on the matters, as the petitioners are non-
tripal, while the land 18 required o he ropossessed by e
authoeritles to be given for the benelil of (nbals. Thus, the learmed
Governmenl Pioader for Sociai Welfare would submit chat any
[urther indulgence shown by this Court would not only frustrale
Lie olyect for which the Land Transfer Regulation has been
enacted, but would also prevent the aulhorities in laeking sleps to

provide lands Lo intbals (o which they arc entitled to under the Act.

0. Considering the submissions made as above, whiles being in
agreement with the submissien of the learned Government Pleader
lerr Social Weltare on the larger issue of object 1o be achieved under
the Regulahwen of 19539 as  amended, however, cannol be
circnmvented withew the affected parties exhausting remedies
provided under the Regulation, which inreralia includes preferning
af Tevision Lefore the Government.  Since, o the facts of the
present cuse,  the peutioners having already filed a revision
pelilion before the 15 respondent authority being sperieved hy Lthe
praer of the 2w resparndent authorily in CMA No.11 of 2019, rhig

Court is ol the view that the 1% respondent authority can be
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direcred to dispose ol the stay applicrlion as well as the revigion

preferred by the petuoners within & Gme [rame,

Having regard to the above, the 1% respondent authortty s
herebw directed fo dispose of the stay application filed by the
revision petitioners on 02,08 2020 within & perinod of two monlhs
from the date of receipt of a copy of this order by affording an
npportunily ol hearing o the palitioner herein and also take steps
to dispose of the revision preferred. within a further perioa of four
manths therafrom. Further, Ul such tme, the 15 respondem
authority lakes v the stay applicanon filed by the petutioners in
the revision preferred against the order of the @ respondent
authority, the 4 respondents authority shall nod take any further
sieps seeking loimplement the order passed by the 2™ respondont
authority . in ChA Mo, 11 of 2019 thercby dispossessing the

pelitivner, i ne such action is already aken,

=8 Subjeet to the above direction, the Writ Petition 1s disposed
of. Pending miscellaneous petitions, if any, shall stand closed in

the light of this liral order. No order as to cosis,

SD-M.MANJULA
ASSISTANT REGISTRAR

ITRUE COPY/! o
SECTION OEFICER

Trhe Principal Socretary Trinal Welfara, Stale of Telangana, Secratanat,
Hydarabad ; " -

TI'::e Addtianal Agent 1o Government Project Officer ITDA, Bhadrachalam,
K.hammam, District :

Agency Divisional Officer, Kharmman. District

The Tasiidar. Kamepalli, Khammam, Distrct - -

Cne OOt 5r. P Rama Sharana Sharma, Advocals {OPUIC) "
Twio 0 to GP for Socig! Weltare. High Court fer the Stato of Telangans 3
Hyderabad (CUT)

Two CD Copies.
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DATED:18/08/2020

ORDER

WP.No.10648 of 2020

Disposing of the WP
Without costs.
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