HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA AT HYDERABAD
(Special Original Jurisdiction)

TUESDAY ,THE EIGHTH DAY OF DECEMBER
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY

PRESENT
THE HONOURAELE DR. JUSTICE SHAMEEM AKTHER

WRIT PETITION NO: 21523 OF 2020

Between:

Theegala Ramulu, S/ T Narsimha Goud, ageg about 37 vears, o, Agrculliores,
Rio H MNo.30-264/ u-EI“ Brundhavan Colony, Mear Petrol Bunk, CQld “Tdhq da.
Malkajgin. Thirumalagiii Rama Krisnnapuram, Hyderabad

-.PETITIONER

AND

1. The Slale of Telangana, Rep. by ils Prncipal Secratary. Revenue Department
Secretariat Bullding, Sscretariat, Hyderabad.

2. The District Cellector, Yadadri-Bhongir District,

ad

The Revenue Divisional Officer. Bhongiri, Yadadri-Brorgiri District.

4. The Tahsildar, Bodhan Pochampalll Mandal Yadada-Bhongir District,

or

Chukkala Satyama, S/o Yadagir, aged about 55 years. Occ. Real-Estate.
Rio Prashant hdﬂar Yadagirigutta Mandal, Yadadri-Bhongir District.

. RESPONDENTS

Fetition under Aricle 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be pleased to
issue & Writ. Urder or Direction more padicularly ona in tha nature []f Wil of
Mandamus, declaring the hghhanded action of the réespondent Nes.3 fo 5 in trying
dispossassing the patitioner from his fand in Sy Mo 237/B/2 1o an extent of Ac.0 03
igls, Sy Mo Z38/B/2 to an exient of Ac.0.12 gis. Sy No.237/B/2 to an extent of Ac.0.03
ang Sy.Mo 238/82 o an extent of Ac.C 18 gis total admeasuring the land o an exlent
of Ac.1.03 gis situated at Datharpally Village, Yadagirigutta Mandal, Yadadri-Bhongiri
District (Erstwhile Nalgonda District) without issuing any notice, without following due
process of law (s heghly illegal, arbitrary, uncenstitutional and in violation of Principles
of Matural Justize and also in viclation of Aricles 14 and 300-A of the Censtitution of
ndiz.

lA NO: 1 OF 2020

Fatition under Section 151 CPC praying thal in ke arcumstances slated n the
atfidavit filed in supporl of the petition, the High Court may be pleasad to direct the
respondant Mos.3 to 5 not to dispossess the petiioner from his fand in Sy.No. 237/8/2
lo an extent of Ac. (.03 gis, Sy . No 238:B/2 to an extent of Ac.0.19 gts, Sy.No 237/B/2
to ‘an extent of Ac.0.03 and Sy No.238/B/2 o an extenl of Ac.0.18 gis tota
admeasuring the land to an extent of Ac.7.03 gts situated at Datharpally Vilage,
Yadagirigutta Mandal, Yadadri-Bhongiri District {Erstwhile Nalgonda District) pending
disposal of the writ patition

Counsel for the Petitioner:5Rl, KATRAVATH SHANKAR

Counsel for the Respondents; AGP FOR REVENUE

Counseal for the Respondent No. 5:

The Court made the following:



THE HON'BLE Dr. JUSTICE SHAMEEM AKTHER

WRIT PETITION No.21523 of 2020

ORDER:

This Writ Petition, under Article 226 of the Constitution of
India, is filed by the petitioner, wherein the following prayer is
made:

Youto issum a Writ, Order or Direction more particularly one in
the nature of Writ of Mandamus, declaring the highhanded
action of the respondent Mos.3 to 5 im trying dispossessing the
pelitioner fram his land in Sy Mo 237782 to an cxtent of
Ac.0.03 gts. Sy Mo 23E/BS 2 1o an extent of ACD.19 gts,
Sy Mo 237 /B2 to an extent of Ac.0.03 and Sy .Mo.23B/6,2 to
an oxtont of AC0.18 gts, tetal admeasuring the land to an
extent of Ac1.03 gts, sitwated at Datharpally  Village,
Yadagirigutta Mandal, Yadadri-Bhongiri District [ Erstouhile
Malgenda District) without Issulng amy naolice, withoot Tallowing
due process of law is highly (llegal, arbitrary, unconstituticnal
and in violation of Principles of Matwral Justice and also in
viglation of Arficles 14 and 300-A of the Constibwtion of India
and pass such other prder or arders..,"”

2. Heard the |learned caounsel for the oetittaner, the learnec
Assistant Government Pleader for Revenus appearing  for

respondent nos. 1 to 4 and perused the record

3. The learned counsel for the petiticner would submit Lhat
the respondent Nos.3 tp 5, having ng manner of right, title or
ntarast, are interfering wilh the possession of the patta land
oelorging Lo the petifioner admeasuring AC.Q0.03 guntas in
Sy.No237/B/2, Ac.D.1%9 guntas In Sy.No.Z38/BfZ2, Ac.(0.03
guntas in Sy.No.237/B/2 and Ac.0.18 guntas in Sy.No.238/B/2,
total  admeasuring Ac.l.03  guntas of land, situatea at
Datharpally Village, Yadagirigutta Mandal, Yadadri-Bhongir
District ang¢ slsoc making attempls to dispossess the pelitidner
from the subject lanas, wiich s ulagal, aroitrary anc viglative of

fungdamental rights &nd ultimately prayed to grant the relief as



indicateg ghove.

4 Qn the othe
' i 2 gther hand o o ;
« tha learned Assistant Government

Pla fi W
22der far Revenue bpeanng for respondent Nos, 1 to 4

braught to the notice of this Court the pleadings of the petitianer
In paragraph No.5 of this writ petition, wharain, specific mention
nas peen made against the unafficial respondent No 5, who is
said to be a lgcal leader, ¥ using political influance; s
demanding to szl the subject lands on Chesper rates and zlso
usirg abusive language and giving threats ete. The learnad
Assistant Governent Pleader alst conlesded that there is no

interference fram the side of the official recpondents into the

subject land,

3. It is culled out from the record that there is alleged iilegal
interference by uncfficial respondent Ne.5 into the subject land
which Is said to be in the ownership and possession of the
petitioner hersin. Factual aspects of alleged interference and
atteampts of dispossessian are involved in this matter, which are
raquired to be adiudicated oy the competant civil Court, after
due triat, It is-apt to state that if, in a petition fled under Article
226 of the Constitution of India, complicated questions of fact
whizh reguire & rogular and full-fledged trigl are invplved,  is
but prucent that the Court should refrain itself from entertaining
cuch patitian-and relegate the party to the normal remedy £
obtaim redress in @ suib.  Tn the given circumstances, Lhe
competant civil Court ®as the authority o determing the

contentigus  dissues  in bhetween  the petitiongr oand  the

o

S



respondents. Tne contentions raiged jn this writ petition cannot
be examined and determined unger Article 226 of Constitution of
India, Hawsaver, it is left open to the petitioner Lo work out the
remedies gvailable to him undar law before the compelent civil

ourk.

6. With the abowve observaton, this writ oatition is disposad
of. o costs:

Miscellzneods petitions perding, (f any, shal stand closed,

SDA-T.KRISHNA KUMAR
ASSISTANT REGISTRAR
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1. The Principal Secratary, Revanue Department, State of Telangana, Secratariat
Building, Saocretariat, Hyderabad.

The District Collector, Yadadri-Bhongin District,

The Revenue Divisional Officer, Bhongir, Yadadri-Bhongiri Districtl.

The Tahsildar, Bodhan Pochampalli Mandal. Yadadri-Bhengin District.

One GG o S, Katravath Shankar, Advocate [QPUC]

Two CCs to GP for Revenue, High Court for the Siate of Telangana, [OUT]
Two CD Copies.
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HIGH COURT

DATED:08/12/2020

ORDER

WP No.21523 of 2020

Disposing of the WP
Without costs.
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