
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI 

WRIT PETITION No.29248 of 2015 

 

ORDER: 

 This writ petition is filed  seeking the following relief :- 

“ ….. to issue an appropriate Writ ,  Order or direct ion more 

part icularly one in the nature of Writ  of Mandamus declaring 

the act ion of the Respondent  Nos.2 and 3 in not  execut ing 

registered Sale Deed in favour of the Pet it ioner in respect  of 

Plot  No.137/ B admeasuring 1843 sq. mt rs. in Survey No.174 

Part  situated at  IDA Cherlapally, Phase-III,  Cherlapally Vil lage 

Ghatkesar Mandal, Ranga Reddy Dist rict ,  as arbit rary, il legal 

and unj ust if ied and consequent ly direct  Respondent  Nos.2 and 

3 to execute a registered Sale Deed in favour of the Pet it ioner 

in respect  of the above said property …...” .  

 

  Heard  Sri S.Lakshmi Kanth, lea rned  c ounsel appearing  for the 

petitioner, lea rned  Government Pleader appearing  for the 1st 

respondent and  Sri L.Prabhakar Reddy, lea rned  Stand ing Counsel 

appearing  for respondents 2 and  3.   

It has been c ontended  by the petitioner tha t it was a llotted  

an industria l p lot by the 2nd  respondent in Sy.No.174 (pa rt) situa ted  

a t IDA Cherlapa lly, Phase-III, Cherlapa lly Village, Gha tkesar Manda l, 

Ranga  Reddy Distric t, way bac k in the year 2005 and  it has entered  

into an agreement of sa le with respondents 2 and  3 on 21.11.2006.   

The grievanc e of the petitioner is tha t though it has pa id  the entire 

sa le c onsidera tion, respondents 2 and  3 a re not exec uting  the sa le 

deed  in its favour. 

Learned  c ounsel appearing  for the petitioner submits tha t 

appropria te orders be passed  in the writ petition d irec ting  the 

respondents to exec ute the sa le deed  in favour of the petitioner in 

ac c ordanc e with law.  
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   Learned  Stand ing Counsel appearing  for the respondents 

c ontended  tha t the petitioner has filed  O.S.No.893 of 2009 aga inst 

the respondents and  the same was dec reed  in favour of the 

petitioner on 22.07.2011.  Sinc e the petitioner has viola ted  the terms 

of a llotment, the respondents have issued  a  show-c ause notic e to 

the petitioner way bac k in the year 2009.  However, the c ase of the 

petitioner would  be c onsidered  in ac c ordanc e with law, if the 

petitioner submits a  fresh representa tion to the respondents. 

This Court, having c onsidered  the riva l submissions made by 

the lea rned  c ounsel for the respec tive pa rties, is of the c onsidered  

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

petitioner to submit a  fresh rep resenta tion to the respondents 

requesting  to exec ute reg istered  sa le deed  in its favour, as it has 

a lready pa id  the entire sa le c onsidera tion to the respondents.  

Upon suc h representa tion being rec eived , the respondents sha ll 

c onsider the same and  pass appropria te orders in ac c ordanc e with 

law within a  period  of eight weeks from the da te of rec eip t of a  

c opy of this order. 

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: 18-02-2020 

Prv 
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