
IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

(Special Original Jurisdiction)

FRIDAY, THE TWENTY SECOND DAY OF AUGUST
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FIVE

PRESENT

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE K.LAKSHMAN

WRIT PETITION NO:24972 OF 2025

[ 3168 ]

.....PETITIONERS

Between:

AND

'1 . B Satyanarayana Reddy, S/o. Late B. Venkat Reddy, aged about 30 years,
Occ. Agriculture

2. B. Amruthamma, W/o. Late B. Venkat Reddy, aged about 4g years, Occ.
Agriculture.

3 B Anil Kumar Reddy, S/o. Late B. Venkat Reddy, aged about 37 years, Occ.
Agriculture

4. B. Sirisha, D/o. Late B. Venkat Reddy, aged about 35 years, Occ. Agriculture.
5. Swathi, D/o. Late Venkat Reddy, aged about 32 years, Occ. Agriculture.

(All are Rl/o. Makthal Virrage and Mandar, Narayanapet District, Terangana
State).

1. The State of Telangana, Rep., by its principal Secretary, Revenue
Department, Secretariat, Hyderabad.

2. The District Collector, Narayanapet District at Narayanapet.
3. The Revenue Divisional Officer, Narayanapet, Narayanapet District.
4. The Tahsildar, lvlakthal Mandal, Narayanapet District.
5. B. Narsingamma, W/o. Late Narasimha Reddy, aged about 6g years, Occ.

House wife.
6. B. Krishna Veni, D/o. Late Narasimha Reddy, Wo. Baleswar Reddy, aged

aboul 42 years, Occ. House Wife
7. Satyanarayana Reddy, S/o. Late Mal Reddy, Aged about 52 years, Occ.

Agriculture.
B. Ananth Reddy, S/o. Late Mal Reddy, Aged about 4g years, Occ. Agriculture

(Respondents 5 to B are R:/o. IMakthal Village and Mandal, Narayanapet
District) l
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Petition Under Article 226 of the Constitution of ln Lia praying that in the

circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, tl-e: High Court may be

pleased to issue a writ, order, or direction more particular y one in the nature of

writ of Mandamus, declaring ihe action of the 4th respor-dent to ente(ain any

transactions over suit schedule property of A.S.No.2/2017 I Sy.Nos.1 26 and 127

an extent of Ac.24.00 situate at t\ilakthal village and nr:rndal of Narayanapet

district without knowledge of the petitioners as illegal,. a^l:itrary and viotative of

principles of natural justice and consequently direct the ,tth respondent not to
entertain any transactions over suit schedule propertv of A.S.No.2/2017 in

Sy.Nos.126 and 127 an extent of Ac.24.00 situate at Makti al village and mandal

of Narayanapet district without knowledge of the petitionerri

I.A.NO:1 OF 2025

Petition Under Section 151 CPC praying that in the lircumstances stated in

the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Col 1 may be pleased to

direct the respondents not to dispossess the suit Schedule property in
A.S.No.2/2017 in Sy.Nos. '126 and 127 total extent ot Ac.24.00 situated at

Makthal village and mandal of Narayanpet district, pendir I disposal of the writ
petition.

Counsel for the Petitioners : SRI A.SAI CHAKRAVARTHY

Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 to 4 : SRI L.RAVINDER, AGP FOR
REVENUE

Counsel for the Respondent Nos.5 to 8 : -
The Court made the following ORDER
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THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE K.LAKSHMAN

WRIT PETITION No.24972 of 2025

ORAL ORDER:

Hcard Sri A.Sai Chakravarthi, learned counsel fol the

petitioners and Sri L.Ravinder, learned Assistant Governrnent

Ploaclcr lbr Revenue

2. It is the specific contcntion o1'the petitioners hercin that

their fathcr, narncly, laLe Sri B.Venkat Reddy has I'lled a suit in

O.S.No.SS of 2006 on thc filc of the Junior Civil Judgc,

Narayanpet,, agair.rst Sri B.Narsirnha Reddy and others. The

said suit was dismissed on 30.11.20 16. Feeling aggrieved by

thc said judgment and decrec, petitioners herein have preferled

an appeal in A.S.No.2 ol 2017 on the file of the Senior Civil

Judge, Narayanpet. The sarne is pending.

3. According to lealned counsel for the petitioners,

lnterlocutory Application tiled by the petitioners in the said

appeal to restrain respondcnts frorn alienating the suit schedulc
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propefty, changing physical f-eatures and enculrbcring the said

suit schedule properly is pencling.

4. During pendency of the said 1.A., petitirurers flled the

present writ petition to dcclarc the acl-ion of t.cr;ltondent No.4

in errterlaining transactions ovcr the suit schech. Ie property as

illegal. Therelbre, petitioner.s rrr- tryirlg to get .rn order which

they could not get in the aloresaid appeal and LA. pctitioners

have to pursuc the saicl l.A. Illcd in A.S.No.l ol-2017 and

Appeal and on obtaining orders., they har,: 1o approach

respondent Nos.2 to 4 seeking irnplementation of the same.

Instead of doing so, t.hey have filed the prcseur rvrit petition.

Therefore, petitioners arc not e,titlecl fbr any r. icf much less

the relief sought in the prescnt rvrit petition anrl it is liable to

be dismissed.

5. In the light of the sarnc, this Writ petition s liablc to be

dismissed and accordingly, clismissed. Hower,..r.. liberty IS

granted to the petitiouers to pursue l.hc saicl [n l.erlocutory

Application in A.S.No.2 ot 2OIl and on obtainillr orcler.s, they

.;r"
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shall approach rcspondent Nos.2 to 4 for irnplementation of

the said order. There shall be no order as to costs.

Misccllaneous applications, if any, pending shall stand

closed.

//TRUE COPY//

- K. BTIAVANI SWAMY
SISTANT REGISTRAR

SECTION OFFICER
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1. Two CCs to GP FOR REVENUE, High Court for
Hyderabad. [OUT]

State of Telangana at
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HIGH COURT

DATED:2210812025

ORDER

WP.No.24972 of 2025

DISMISSING THE W.P
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WITHOUT COSTS.
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