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

MONDAY, THE FIFTH DAY OF JUNE
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY THREE

PRESENT

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE K. LAKSHMAN

WRIT PETITION Nos.33315 of 2022 & 1927 2023

WRIT PETITION NO: 33315 OF 2022

Between:

-—
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Smt.Sujatha, W/o M.Srikanth, aged about 39 years, Occ. Labour, R/o,
Baharpet, Narayanpet Town and Dist.

Smt.Vidya Wati, W/o Nagender. aged about 46 years, Occ.Labour. R/o,
Mandi, Narayanpet Town and Dist.

Smt.Wazira Begum, W/o Maghbool Ahmed, aged about 53 years,
Occ.Labour. R/o, Mandi Street, Narayanpet Town and Dist.

Sri Doddi Laxman, S/o Laxmaiah. aged about 59 years, Occ. Labour. R/o,
Bapu Nagar, Narayanpet Town and Dist.

Sri Bagavanthu, S/o Ashanna, aged about 62 years, Occ.Labour. R/o, Bapu
Nager, Narayanpet Town and Dist.

Smt.Devendramma, W/o Mogulappa. aged about 52 years, Occ. Labour. R/o,
Narayanpet Town and Dist.

Smt.Padmamma, W/o Mekala Chandrappa, aged about 57 years,
Occ.Labour, R/, Narayanpet Town and Dist.

Smt.Laxmamma, W/o Buggappa, aged about 52 years, Occ.Labour, R/o,
Narayanpet Town and Dist.

Smt.Sabamma, W/o D.Hanmanthu, aged about 72 years, Occ.Labour, R/o,
Narayanpet Town and Dist.

10.Smt.Reshma Begum, W/o Allauddin, aged about 43 years, Occ.Labour, R/o,

AND

—

bWl

Subhash Road, Narayanpet Town and Dist
..-PETITIONERS

The State of Telangana, Rep by its Principal Secretary, Revenue
(Assignment) Department Secretariat, Hyderabad.
The District Collector, Narayanpet District At Narayanpet.

The Revenue Divisional Officer, Narayanpet Division and District.

The Tahsildar, Narayanpet Mandal, Narayanpet District.

The Tahsildar, Utkoor Mandal, Narayanpet District.
- -..RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the

circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be

pleased to pass an Order or Direction more particularly one in the nature of Writ

of Mandamus declaring the action of the respondents more particularly the 4th

and 5th respondent demolished semi finished houses on Plot Nos. 236, 454,376,



28, 35, 250, 127, 28!, 410 and 270 in Sy.No.48/2 of Vallampa ly illage, Utkoor
Mandal, Naraynpet )ist without any Notice by the 4th and 5h respondent as
ifegal arbitrary viola ve of Articles 14 21 and 300A of the Constitution of India
and consequenly dir «¢* the respondents not to disposs=ss the petitioners herein
in respect of the hou e Plots bearing Nos. 236, 454,375, 28, 35, 250, 127, 251,
410 and 270 ir Sy.l 0.48/2 of Vallampally Village, Utkoor Mendal, Naraynpet
District.
JA NO: 1 OF 2022

Petition under ection 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated

in the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to
direct the respondent: not to dispossess the petitioners herein in respect of the
house Plots bearing M )s. 236, 454,376, 28, 35, 250, 127, 25 410 and 270 in
Sy.No.48/2 of Vallar >zlly Village, Utkoor Mandat, Naraynpe: Dist pending
disposal of the Writ pei tion.

Counsel for the Petitic 1ers: SRI. NAMBI KRISHNA

Counsel for the Respo 'dents: GP FOR REVENUE

V/RIT PETITION NO: 1927 OF 2023

Between:

[

Smt.Sujatha, W/o M.Srikanth, aged about 39 years, Occ. Lebour, R/o,
Baharpet, Narayar et Town and Dist.
Smt.Vidya Wati, \ /o Nagender, aged about 46 years, Occ. Leabour, R/o,
Mandi, Narayanpe' Town and Dist.
Smt.Wazira Beguri, W/o Maghbool Ahmed, aged about 53 years, Occ.
Labour, R/o, Mand. Street, Narayanpet Town and Dist.
Sri Doddi Laxman Sfo Laxmaiah, aged about 59 years, Occ. Lebour, R/o,
Bapu Nagar, Naray inpet Town and Dist
Sri Bagavanthu, S/ Ashanna, aged about 62 years, Occ. Lanour, R/o, Bapu
Nager, Narayanpet "own and Dist.
Smt.Devendramma W/o Mogulappa, aged about 52 years. Occ. Labour, R/o,
Narayanpet Town a \d Dist.
Smt.Padmamma, \ 'fo Mekala Chandrappa. aged about £7 years, Occ.
Labour, R/o, Narayz et Town and Dist.
Smt.Laxmamma, W o Buggappa, aged about 52 years, Occ. Labour, R/o,
Narayanpet Town ar d Dist.
Smt.Sabamma, W/c D.Hanmanthu, aged about 72 years, Oce. Latour, R/o,
Narayanpet Town ar 1 Dist.
10.Smt.Reshma Begurr W/o Allauddin, aged about 43 years, Occ. Latour, R/o,
Subhash Road, Nar: /anpet Town and Dist.

..PETITIONERS

© 2 N o v s w N
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AND
1.

The State of Telangana, Rep by its Principal Secretary, Revenue
(Assignment) Department Secretariat, Hyderabad.

The District Collector, Narayanpet District At Narayanpet.

The Revenue Divisional Officer, Narayanpet Division and District.
The Tahsildar, Narayanpet Mandal, Narayanpet District.

The Tahsildar, Utkoor Mandal, Narayanpet District.

The Superintendent of Police, Narayanpet District, At Narayanapet

oUhwN

...RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to pass an Order or Direction more particularly one in the nature of Writ of
Mandamus declaring the action of the respondents more particularly the
respondents 2 and 5 handed over possession to the 6th respondent for
construction of . District police office vide letter dt.04-10-2021, 28-04-2022 and
Panchanama dt.8-2-2022 in respect of Land admeasuring Ac.15-00, in Sy.No0.48/2
of Vallampally Village, Utkoor Mandal, Naraynpet Dist without resume the said
Iand, without any Notice to the petitioners and without following due process of‘law
by the respondents as illegal arbitrary violative of Articles 14, 21 and 300A of the
Constitution of India and consequently direct the respondents not to dispossess
the petitioners herein in respect of the land in Sy.No.48/2 of Vallampally Village,

Utkoor Mandal, Naraynpet District.

IA NO: 1 OF 2023

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to
suspend letter dt.04-10-2021, 28-04-2022 and Panchanama dt.8-2-2022 issued by
the respondent No.2 to- 5 in respect of Land admeasuring AC.15-00,. in

Sy.No.48/2 of Vallampally Viliage, Utkoor Mandal, Naraynpet Dist pending
disposal of the Writ petition.



/;/ 1A NO: 2 OF 2023

Petition under jection 151 CPC praying that in th3 crcumstances stated in
the affidavit filec in st aport of the petition, the High Court may >e pleased 1o direct
the respondents not > dispossess the petitioners herein in respec of the house
site plots bearing Ncs. 236, 454,376, 28, 35, 250, 127, 251, 410 and 270 in
Sy.No.48/2 of Vallam ially Village, Utkoor Mandal, Naraynpet Dist without resume
the said land, withot t any Notice to the petitioners and withcut following due
process of law by the espondents pending disposal of the Writ petition.
Counsel for the Petit oners: SRI. NAMBI KRISHNA

Counsel for the Resg sndent Nos.1 to 5: GP FOR REVENUE
Counsel for the Resf >ndent No.6: GP FOR HOME

The Court made the 1)llowing: COMMON ORDER

Iy




THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE K. LAKSHMAN

WRIT PETITION No.33315 OF 2022
And
WRIT PETITION No.1927 OF 2023

COMMON ORDER:

Writ Petition No0.33315 of 2022 is filed by 10 petitioners

seeking the following relief:

‘.. pass an order or Direction more particularly one in
the nature of Writ of Mandamus declaring the action of the
respondents more particularly respondent Nos.4 and S
demolishing semi finished houses on Plot Nos.236, 454, 376,
28, 35, 250, 127, 251, 410 and 270 in Sy. No.48/2 of
Vallampally Village, Utkoor Mandal, Narayanpet District
without any notice as illegal, arbitrary and voilative of Articles -
14, 21 and 300A of the Constitution of India and to set aside
the same and consequently direct the respondents not to
dispossess the petitioners herein in respect of the house site
plots bearing Nos. 236, 454, 376, 28, 35, 250, 127, 251, 410
and 270 in Sy. No.48/2 of Vallampally Village, Utkoor
Mandal, Narayanpet District and pass such other order or
orders as are deemed fit and proper in the circumstances of

the case.’



2 Theo Hetitioners have also filed Writ Pet'uion No.1927 of

2023 seck g the following relief:

. Lo pass an order or Direction more part cularilv one in
the nature of Writ of Mandamus declanng the action of the
resportdent s more particularly respondent MNos.2 and 5 in
handing ¢ e- the possession to the respondent No.6 for
construction  of District Police Office vide letter dated
04.10.2021 28.04.2022 and Panchanama, da.cd C8.02.2022
in respect of land admeasuring Ac.15.C0 guntas in
Sy.No.48/2 of Vallampally Village, Utkoor Mandal,
Naravanpet District without resumption of the land, without
notice to the petitioners and without following tte process of
law by the espondents as illegal, arbitrary and wvoilative of
Articles 14, 21 and 300A of the Constitution ¢f India and
consequentl' to direct the responden;ts not to cispossess the
petitioners [ erein in respect of the land Sy. No0.48/2 of
Vallampally ‘illage, Utkoor Mandal, Narayanpe: District and
pass such ot ier order or orders as are deemed fit and proper

in the circum stances of the case.’
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3. Heard Sri Nambi Krishna, learned counsel for the

petitioners and learned Government Pleader for Assignment.

4. The lis involved in both the Writ Petitions and the
parties are one and the same, therefore, both the Writ
Petitions were heard together and decided by way of this

Common Order.

5. The petitioners are claiming that thev are the residents
of Narayanpet Town. Respondent No.3 had acquired land
admeasuring Ac.15.00 guntas in Sy. No.48 of Vallampally
Village, Utkoor Mandal vide Proceedings No.1/1423/2006
under purchase scheme for providing house sites to eligible
beneficiaries belonging to weaker sections of Narayanpet
Municipality (Urban) in indiramma Programme by paying an
amount of Rs.99,800/- per acre (consent rate} including all
other benefifs to pattadars. The District Collector,
Mahaboobnagar issued Proceedings No0.G2/117/2006 for
acquisition of the land for the said purpose. Accordingly, the
said property was acquired from Sri Umakanth, S/o.
Siddanna, owner of the land, who has executed registered

sale deed bearing document No.1230 of 2007 dated
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05.05.200 7 in favour of the governmert of Andhra Pradesh

represente 1 by Deputy Director, Social Welfare.

6. vide etter dated 23.01.2007 the respoircent No.3 has
requested - espondent No.5 to take over the possession of the
said propety from the pattadars and hand over the same to
Assistent Fagineer (Housing), Narayanpe: unce: the cover of
panchenam i The respondent No.3 also directed the
respondert No.4 to prepare the list of bencficiaries for
providing P ouse sites to the weaker sectior people of
Narayanpet Tunicipalitv. A list was prepared zccordingly. A
lavout was ¢ s» obtained from Narayanpet Mur 1cipality. On
09.11.200€ the Deputy Executive Engineer (Housting),

Narayannet i)ivision has issued a letter to th: respondent |
No.3 with & 1 :quest to hand over the possession of the said
land to Assis ant Engineer (Housing) Urban, Narayanpet, so

as to take ster s for grounding the houses.

7. Vide lette r dated 27.01.2007, the Assistant Direcror (S &
L.Rs). Mahab obnagar requested the respondent N».3 for
providing hout = sites to weaker sections under Indi-amma

Housing Progr. mme for Narayanpet weaker sections. The

Pl

P
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local MLA issued a letter to the District Collector,
Mahaboobnagar District with regard to the modified online
list Phase - 1 Housing Adarsha Indiramma Wards of
Narayanpet Mandal. The Commissioner, Narayanpet
Municipality vide Letter No.A1/81/2008 furnished the list of
beneficiaries to the District Collector, Mahaboobnagar in
respect of the revised house list of category — 1l Indiramma
Phase — | of Narayanpet Municipality. Vide letter dated
05.05.2010, the A.P. State Housing Cerporation Limited has
requested the Branch Manager, Central Bank, Narayanpet
(Urban), Mahaboobnagar to credit the amount as mentioned
in Column No.7 to the S.B. Account of beneficiary mentioned

in Column No.8 by debiting the account of PD, APSHCL.

8. The petitioners are residents of Narayanpet and they are
houseless poor; eking out their livelihood as daily labourers.
They are under the below poverty line category. Considering
the said facts, the respondent No.5 had issued patta
certificates vide proceedings No.B/279/2007 in respect of Plot
Nos.236, 454, 376, 28, 35, 250, 127, 251, 410 and 270 in Sy.
No. 48/2 of Vallampally Village, Utkoor Mandal, Narayanpet

District to an extent of 75 square yards each and possession

™~
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was Also lelivered in their favour. An emouint of Rs.40,000/-

was sactoned for construction. T ey kave constructed
house pa- Iv by paying an amount of Rs.10,000/- each to the

contracror s,

9. Acce d ng to them, the responden's have nost provided
minimum a-ilities like water, power supply etc.. therefore,
they could rot complete the construction. Even then the
respondent . are trying to dispossess them from the subject
property wi hout following the procedure as laid down under
the law & ¢ without even passing resumption orders.
Therefore. ¢ lestioning the said orders, the petitioners have

filed Writ Pe it on No.3331 S of 2022.

10.  On the request made by the Superintencent of Police,
Naravanper, wvide letter dated 29.09.2027, th: respondent
No.5 sent proposals for alienation of the subject property.
According to them, they have taken possessicn of land
admeasuring Ac.15.00 guntas for constructior. of District
Police Compl:x under the cover of panchanam:z dated

08.02.2022. 1 isalso alleged that they have taken |possession

- —
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and intending to start construction activity. Challenging the

same, the petitioners have filed W.P.No.1927 of 2023.

11. According to the petitioners, they are houseless poor
and pattas were issued in their favour in respect of land in
Sy. No.48/2 of Vallampally Village, Utkoor Mandal,
Mahaboobnagar. No resumption orders were passed.
According to the petitioners, there was no violation of terms
and conditions of patta certificates. An amount of
Rs.40,000/- was sanctioned under Urban Housing Scheme
and they have also paid Rs.10,000/- each to the contractor
for the purpose of construction of the houses. Respondents
have not pfovided minimum facilities like water, power supply
etc., therefore, they could not complete the construction.
However, if there is violation of any of the conditions of the
patta certificates, the respondents have to follow the due
procedure laid down under the law | including passing
resumption orders. In the present case, without passing
resumption orders, the respondents are trying to dispossess
the petitioners from their respective house sites, which is
illegal. On the other hand thé respondents have allotted the

said property for the purpose of construction of District Police
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Complex <ithout following the due proczdure. Therefore, the
Writ Petit on No.1927 of 2023 is filed, chal engiag the said

actior..

12, .1 is elevant to note that when W.P.Nc.33315 of 2022
came up  o- hearing, the Tahsildar, Utlkoor Mandal has
produced « ritten instructions, wherein t is stated that the
land adme suring Ac.19.29 guntas is a patta land in Sy.
No.48 of Ve lampally Village, Utkoor Mandal, cu” of which an
extent of /¢ 15.09 guntas was acquired under purchase
scheme -nder  Proceedings  of  District Collector,
Mahabubna ar vide Proceedings No.G2/117/20C6, dated
26.09.2006 ‘or providing house sites to B.C. and minority
Families of Narayanapet Town as the proposed land is’
situated adj: >ent to Narayanapet sivar. Instructions of RDO,
vide letter N . 1/1423/2006, dated 23.01.2007 were issued.
On physical erification of ground realities, it 1s found that
some houses have been constructed in an extent of Ac.1.30
guntas at b sement upto partly walls by th: Housing
Department, ndiramma Housing Scheme, which are also
dilapidated. 1 the remaining extent of Ac.12.10 guntas,

there is no cot s ruction and it is open land. As pe- the rules
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of G.0.Ms.No.546, Revenue (Q-2), dated 26.04.1975, the

beneficiaries have to make construction of the house within
six months of its allotment. The petitioners grossly violated
the said rules, as such the land was resumed to the
government custody and proposed for alienation of the same
for construction of the District Police Office/Complex in newly
formed Narayanpet in the area of Ac.15.00 guntas in Sy.No.48

of Vallampally Village, Utkoor Mandal.

13. It is further stated that the house site certificates were
issued by the Mandal Revenue Officer, Narayanpet instead of
Mandal Revenue Officer, Utkoor, who is competent authority
and there is jurisdiction lapse prevail. Therefore, the
certificates are manipulated, created by unsocial elements -
with a malafide intention. The petitioners failed to construct
a house at allotted place, even after lapse of 15 years from its
allotment. When the land was proposed for construction of
the District Police Complex, the petitioners have filed the

present Writ Petition with a malafide intention.

14. The very same Tahsildar has produced written

instructions dated 15.09.2022, wherein it is stated that the
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total are: to an extent of Ac.15.00 guntas hes been taken into

custodv « f Government and gave advance possession to the

District Pl ce Authority for construction of the District Police

Complex 1 the newly formed Narayanpet Distr ct.

15, In tl e counter filed by the Tahsilcar, Uti:oor Mandal, it
was admit ed with regard to acquisition >f ;ard from its owner
unde the a‘oresaid sale deed and further contended that the
very clam of the petitioners is fictitious and becgus.  The
patta cer if cates stated to have been issued by the
Narayanpce Mandal are forged and created and Yallampally
Village fals under the Utkoor Mandal. Therefore, the
petitioners have created the said parta certificates. A
clarificatior was sought from respondent No.4, wao in turn
furnished i formation stating that on enguiry of the available
records in his office, File No.B/1279/2007 iz maintained
distribution registered in the year 2007 Vol-l, Page 298,
SLLNo.1279 recorded as income certificate of Narayanpet
Mandal. Tt erefore, the petitioners have not approached the
Court witn clean hands and they have created ifabricated
documents. On the request made by the Supzarintendent of

Police, for c¢ nstruction of District Police Comp.ex within the

i ——



limits of Vallampally Village, Utkoor Mandal, proposals were
made and possession was handed over to Superintendent of
Police under the cover of panchanama way back on
08.02.20272 for construction of District Police Office /Complex.
The petitioners are aware of the same and even then they
have filed the present Writ Petitions based on forged and
fabricated documents. Hence, the claim of the petitioners is
misconceived and with the said submissions, the respondent

No.5 sought to dismiss the Writ Petitions.

16. The petitioners have filed reply to the said counter
denying the allegations made in the counter affidavit filed by

respondent No.5.

| 17. As discussed supra, a perusal of the record would reveal
that Sri Umakanth, S/o. Siddanna was absolute owner and
possessor of the land admeasuring Aé.lS.OO guntas in Sy.
No.481 of Vallampally Village, Utkoor Mandal and he has sold
the said property in favour of the Government of Andhra
Pradesh represented by Deputy Director, Social Welfare under
registered sale deed bearing document No. 1230 of 2007

dated 05.05.2007. In the said sale deed, it is specifically
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mentione  that the Government has purchascd the said
property “or the purpose of allotting house sites t¢ the weaker
sections.  The petitioners have filed copics ol the patta
certificate:  n File No. B/1279/2007 Aatec 7.08.2007 in
their favo.r. In the said patta certificales survey number is
mentionec as 48/2 and extent is meniioned as 75 square
yards and ’lot numbers are also specifically rientioned. The
following  onditions are mentioned :n the said patta

certificates.

al The I ouse should be completed in tie house site

allotteg.

b) The T ouse should be constructed in “he manner

approved by the concerned Department.

c) At leas five feet space shall be left in fron- of the house

and open pla e shall be left beside the house.

d) Partadz - shall not donate, let out, mortgasge or sell the

allotted prope rty without permission of the governrerit.

e) In "he e rent of failure of aforesaid conditions, the patta

certificate will be cancelled and the property will be resumed.

18. The pe itioners have also filed Proceedings No.

1/1423/2006 dated 23.01.2007 of RDO addressed to the
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MRO, Utkoor Mandal and also lay out. Along with the reply

to the counter filed by respondent No.5, the petitioners have
also filed list of eligible beneficiaries for allotting houses sites
for construction of houses under Indiramma - Phase -1
Programme at Narayanpet Municipality under ward Nos.5, 6,
10, 19 and 21. In the said lists, the names of the petitioners
are mentioned at Sl.Nos.28 and 35 (Ward No.6), 17, 34 and
71 (Ward No.21). The aforesaid facts would reveal that the
respondents are taking contrary stands i.e., on one hand the
respondents are contending that the petitioners have created
fictitious documents and on the other hand they are
contending that the petitioners failed to comply with the
conditions imposed in patta certilicates and therefore, the
land was resumed. The said contradictory statements cannot
go together. The respondents have to take one stand. They
cannot speak in two voices and the same is illegal as held by
the Honourable Apex Court in Lloyd Electric and
Engineering Limited v. State Of Himachal Pradesh and
othersl. In the present case, the respondents are speaking

two voices, which is impermissible.

12016 (1) SCC 560
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19.  As discussed supra. the respondents have acquired the
aforesaic property under the aforesaid sele deed from its
owner. Lona Kanth and in the said sale deed, it 1s specifically
mentione 1 that for the purpose of providing 1cus: sites to the
‘weaker s ctions the aforesaid propert’ was acquired. The
responcer t No.4 had issued patta certificates in favour of the
petitioner . When Vallampally Village falls under Utkoor
Mandal, here is no explanation from the Tahsildar,
Narayvanp: -, as to on what basis, he has signed the patta
certificates However, for their mistaxe, the rzspondents

cannot bla 1e the petitioners.

20.  Itis & so relevant to note that apart from a ‘oresaid patta
certificates, the petitioners have also filec' list of be neﬁciarieé
and the naties of the petitioners are speaifically mentioned at
serial num? =rs as stated supra. Therefore, tte respondents
cannot blow hot and cold together. If the petitioners violate
any of the « oaditions imposed in the parta ceriificates, the
respondents have to follow the due procedure laid down
under the lz v and pass resumption orders. I1 the present
case, no suct procedure was followed by the respond=nts. No

notices were issued to the petitioners alleging vio ation of

A et &
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terms of the patta certificates and explanations were not
called for from the petitioners. No resumption proceedings
were passed. Without following the said procedure laid down
under the law, the respondents cannot dispossess the
petitioners under the guise of allotting the said land to
Superintendent of Police for the purpose of construction of

District Police Complex / Office.

21. As held by Apex Court in Olga Tellis Vs. Bombay
Municipal Corporation’ and Yatam Bangaru Venkamma
and another v. State of Andhra Pradesh3, Article 21 of the
Constitution of India guarantees right to life, which includes
right to livelihood. Time and again the Courts not only held
that Article 21 is one of the great silences of the Constitution.
The right to livelihood cannot be subjected to individual
fancies of the persons in authority. The sweep of the right to
life conferred by Article 21is wide and far reaching. An
important facet of that right is the right to livelihood, because,
no person can live without the means of living, that is, the

means of livelihood. If the right to livelihood is not treated as

2 AIR 1986 SC 180

32020 (5) ALD 601 (AP)
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a part o ihe constitutional right to life. th¢ easiest way of
deprivin: a person of his right to life would e to deprive him
of his me us of livelihood to the point o abrcgaticn. The right
to Tive wi 1 human dignity, free from exploitetion i1s enshrined
in Article 21 and derives its life breadth from the Directive
Principles of State Policy and particula‘ly Causes (e) and (f)
of Article 9 and Articles 41 and 4?2 anc ar least, therefore, it
must inciv d2 the right to live with human dignity, the right to
take any : ction which will deprive a person of enjoyment of
basic righ to live with dignity as an integradl part of the
constitutio 1zl right guaranteed under Art cle 21 of the

Constitutic 1 of India.

22, As ¢ scussed supra, the said aspects were not
considered v respondents in handing over the lend to the
Superintenc ent of Police for construction of the District Police
Office/Comj lex. Viewed from any angle, handing over the
possession  of land admeasuring Ac.15.00 guntas in
Sy.No.48/2  of Valiampally  Village, Utkscr Mandal,
Narayanpet . Mstrict to the respondent No.6 for corstruction of
District Polic » Office vide letter dated 04.10.2021, 28.04.2022

and Panchar ama, dated 08.02.2022 is without following the
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procedure laid down under law and without passing any

resumption order and the same is illegal and arbitrary, as

such the same are liable to be set aside.

23. Accordingly, Writ Petition No0.33315 of 2022 and Writ
Petition No.1927 of 2023 are allowed. The letter dated
04.10.2021, 28.04.2022 and Panchanama, dated 08.02.2022
in handing over the possession of land admeasuring Ac.15.00
guntas in Sy.No.48/2 of Vallampally Village, Utkoor Mandal,
Narayanpet District to the respondent No.6 for construction of
District Police Office is set aside. The respondents are
directed not to dispossess the petitioners from their house
site plots bearing Nos. 236, 454, 376, 28, 35, 250, 127, 251,

410 and 270 in Sy. No0.48/2 of Vallampally Village, Utkoor |

Mandal, Narayanpet District, each plot admeasuring 75
square yards without following the due procedure laid down

under law. There shall be no order as to costs.

As a sequel, the Miscellaneous Petitions, pending if any,

- o

shall stand closed. e - S - f

SD/- K. AMMAJI /
ASSISTANT REGISTRAR

—y—

\ HITRUE COPY//

- SECTION OFFICER

To,

1. The Principal Secretary, Revenue (Assignment) Department, State of
Telangana, Secretariat, Hyderabad.




The Dist: ¢t Collector, Narayanpet District At Narayanpet.

The Rev: nue Divisional Officer, Narayanpet Division and District.

The: Tah: loar, Narayanpet Mandal, Narayangpet Dis:rict. /
The Tah¢ Idar, Utkoor Mandal, Narayanpet District.

The Sup rintendent of Police, Narayanpet District, £t.Narayanapet
One CC > Sri Nambi Krishna, Advocate [OPUC]

Two CCe to GP for Revenue, High Court for the State of Telangana at
Hyderab: 1. [OUT]

Two CCs to GP for Home, High Court for the State of Telangana at
Hyderabe 1. [OUT]

10. Two CD U onies
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HIGH COUR~

DATED:05/0/2023

COMMON OFDER

W.P.N0s.333 5 of 2022 &
1927 of 2023

ALLOWING T4E BOTH WRIT PETITIONS
WITHOUT CCSTS
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