
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI 

WRIT PETITION No.3590 of 2008 

ORDER: 

  This writ petition is filed  seeking the following relief :- 

“ …..to issue any appropriate writ ,  order or direct ion 

more in the nature of writ  of Mandamus direct ing the 

respondents not  to dispossess the pet it ioner from the land in 

Sy.No.294/ 2 extent  Ac.3-20 guntas situated at  Kothlapur 

Village, Sanga Reddy Mandal, Medak Dist rict ,  without  

following due procedure under law i.e.,  without  passing any 

order for resumpt ion of  the land and without  payment  of any 

compensat ion under the provisions of Land Acquisit ion Act  by 

duly declaring the act ion of the respondents in making 

at tempts to dispossess the pet it ioner highhandedly with the 

held of police even though the assignment  made to the 

husband of the pet it ioner is valid and in force as on today as 

il legal, arbit rary and violat ive of Art icle 14 of the 

Const itut ion of India and also well set t led principles of law 

laid down with regard to resumpt ion of  the assigned             

lands ……” . 

 

Heard  the lea rned  c ounsel appearing  for the petitioner,  

lea rned  Government Pleader for Revenue and  the lea rned  

Stand ing Counsel for the respondents. 

It has been c ontended  by the petitioner tha t her husband  

was assigned  the land  to an extent of Ac .3-20 guntas in Sy.No.294/ 2 

of Kothlapur Village, Sangareddy Manda l, Medak Distric t, during  

the year 1976 and  he d ied  about 25 years bac k and  sinc e then she 

and  her family members a re in possession of the sa id  p roperty.  

While so, the respondents a re trying  to d ispossess the petitioner from 

the land  in question without fo llowing the due p roc ess of law.  

Henc e, she filed  the p resent writ petition. 

Learned  c ounsel for the petitioner c ontended  tha t on 

22.02.2008 this Court while admitting  the writ petition granted  sta tus-

quo and  the sa id  sta tus-quo order was made absolute on 
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29.07.2011.  He further submits tha t as on today, the petitioner is in 

possession of the land  in question and  the respondents a re trying  to 

d ispossess her on the a lleged  ground  tha t her husband  has 

relinquished  his right in respec t of the land  in question.  However, no 

suc h doc ument is p roduc ed  by the respondents.  Therefore, the 

lea rned  c ounsel submits tha t appropria te orders be passed  in the 

writ petition d irec ting  the respondents not to d ispossess the 

petitioner from the land  in question without fo llowing the due 

p roc ess of law. 

  Learned  Stand ing Counsel as well as lea rned  Government 

Pleader appearing  for the respondents submit tha t the respondents 

would  not d ispossess the petitioner from the land  in question without 

fo llowing the due p roc ess of law and  if they intend  to ac quire the 

land  in question, they would  initia te appropria te p roc eed ings in 

ac c ordanc e with law. 

This Court, having c onsidered  the riva l submissions, is of the 

c onsidered  view tha t this writ petition c an be d isposed  of d irec ting  

the respondents not to d ispossess the petitioner from the land  in 

question without fo llowing the due p roc ess of law.       

With the above observa tions, the writ petition is d isposed  of.  

No order as to c osts. 

 Pend ing misc ellaneous petitions, if any, sha ll stand  c losed . 

 

 

 

 

____________________________ 

  ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI, J  

Date: 05-02-2020 

Prv 
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