IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABALD

FRIDAY, THE SEVENTEENTH DAY OF JUNE
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY TWO

PRESENT
THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE P. NAVEEN RAQ

CONTEMPT CASE NO: 132 OF 2022

Comemp: Case Under Section 10 to ©2 of Contempt of Courts At to punish
the Resnoncent herein for wilful ard delinerate discosdisnce of (e Order of the High
Cour Order dated 27.07.2027 passed in AN of 2021 in W.P. No. 16844 of
2024
Between:

Solansl Gajanath Rag, Sio Gopal Agec 50 years Do, Govt Teacher Rio. Gurraia
Tandz, Fio Sonala Boalk Mandal, Mirral Cistrict

L PETITIONER/RESPONDEMNT NO.5
AMD

& Mamidi Shivara), Tahsldar, Boath Mandsl, Adilabad Distrel

..RESPONDENT/RESPONDENT

Counsel for the Petiticner; SR, NARESH REDDY CHINNOLLA
Counsel for the Respondent: SRI. BOYA RAVINDER REDDY

The Court made the following: ORDER
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HONOURAELE SRI JUSTICE P.NAVEEN RAO

CONTEMPT CASE NO.132 OF 2022

ORDER;
Heard BSri O Naresh Reddy learned counsel lor the
peitlioner and 31 Bova Ravioder Reddy, learned Covernment

Fleader fnr Revenue,

2. Petininner pirchased Acs. 2.00 puntas of land frem 8mt
Chowhan Sundhi Bai in Sy .M. 153/ A of Sonals village in Boath
Mandal. Pelitioner harld grievance that even though the total
extent of land avallable to Sundhi Bal s only Acs.5.20 gunias
and after sclling Acs. 2,00 guntas to the petitioner, remsaining
extent of land woald be only Acs 320 guntas, she illegally
partitioned the entire extent of land incloding Acs 2.00 gantas
gold 1o the pelitioner, Heving come (o know the same, pelitioner
submitted application [or corrccticn i the tovenuc rocords,
which was referred to Special Tmbunal and the Speeial Tribunal

passcd orders on 10022021, To the misfortunc of the

the erfire extent ol Acs:.5.20 guntas of land, whereas the goruial
clatm of the peutioners s only Acs 2000 puntas. - Chowhan
Sundhi Bei and Chowhan Ram Singh lled the Writ Petition

No. 169449 of 2021 challenging the same,
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To,

L
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A The Coutl heving noticea thar pelilonesr lsentitled o only

Acs.2.00 suntas of land passcd orders 1o Lhal extent.

4. Patitioner alleges that in ospile of orders passed by the
Court protecting his Acs.2.00 puntas of land, respondents are

not allowing him W mutace his name in the revenue records.

=

2. Though, learned Covermment Pleader sought to justify

Iheir action, he also relies wpoa the letter writlen by the

netitioner recucsting to reflect the name in the prehibited list.

B. [laving regard to the fmer that petitioner claims to be
owner of Acs. 2,00 puntas of land, his eadilement for reflecting
his name in the resenue récords cannot be demied on the

specious geound theo Writ Petition is pending.

T Therefare, the Conternpl Case iz disposed of, granting
dberty o the potiticner o make an application to mutale his
name in the revenue records by cnclosing the registered sale
deed in EPP Court Qsder option on the Trharani Portal. He
shall also file an application e delere Acs. 2.00 guntas from the
prohibited sl Pendicg misccllancous petitions shall stand

clasead.

S0/- AV.5.5.C.5.M.3ARMA
DEPUTY. REGISTRAR

(TRUE COPYS (o
SECTION OFFICER

21 Mamidi Shivarz], Tansildar, BeathMardal Adilabac Districl

1.

9 Cna OO Lo Sr Maresh Reddy Chinnalls, Advocate [DPUC]
2.
=,

Cne 8 fa S Bopa Ravinder Reday, Advorate I-’[:I,-'—";'_.l'ﬁ'.:l.'

Ok e 3 apar o

Lo LS I GR far Revenve, Righ Court for the Stale of felangang (OUT?
g fOL)
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HIGH COURT

DATED:17/06/2022

ORDER
CC.No.132 of 2022
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DISPOSING OF THE CONTEMPT CASE
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