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Mr. P. Mahipal Reddy, learned
counsel, representing Mr. P. Lakshma
Reddy, learned counsel for petitioners on
record, submits that that the subject
property in the writ petition is part of
T.S.No.3, Block ‘B’, which fell for
consideration before the Andhra Pradesh
Land Grabbing Tribunal and that the
Tribunal has held that petitioner (State
Government) therein was not entitled to
recover the possession of the land from the
respondents (vendors of petitioners). It is
further submitted that vendors of the
petitioners herein i.e., R.D.Bhopal and
Krishna Parathpar Rao were respondents
before the Tribunal and that the Tribunal
held that the property in T.S.Nos.2 and 3,
Block ‘B’ is not Government land and that
respondents therein were not land

grabbers.

It is the case of all petitioners that

they purchased an extent of land

before
corrections.
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admeasuring 180 square yards from their
vendors, namely, R.D. Bhopal and Krishna

Parathpar Rao.

Be that as it may, learned Assistant
Government Pleader for Revenue appearing
for respondents seeks time to get
instructions and also requested this Court
that the learned “Government pleader for

Assignment” be printed in the cause list.

Registry is directed to print the name
of learned Government Pleader for

Assignment in the cause list.

Post the matter on 15.06.2026.
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