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

WEDNESDAY ,THE SIXTH DAY OF APRIL

TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY TWO

PRESENT

HONOURABLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE SATISH CHANDRA SHARMA

WRIT PETITIO NNO : 3664 OF 2006

Between:
[,4acidulapalli Yellaiah S/o Late
Dharoor l\.4andal, RR.District.

Ananthaiah, Agriculture, R/o.l'/ylaram'

..PETITIONER

AND
I
2
?

The District Collector, Ranga Reddy at Lakdikapool,, Hyderabad'

ff," neuenu" Divisional Officer,, Vikarabad, Ranga Reddy District'

ThelVlandalRevenueOfficer,Dharoorlt'4andal,,RangaReddyDistrict'

,..RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the constitution of lndia praying that in the

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

;l";;; i" issue a writ, order or direction more particularly one in the nature of writ

Lf |\,,tandamus: declaring the action of the respondents in assigning the land in

i.Nos.23.24.25 ,26,27,28'29 and 30 (old) conespond.rng. ..,, to

;.N;.3;,i3:;,3S,io,i7,aa and 39 (new) situated at Kummarapalli Villase,

Dharoor lvlandal, RR.district to third parties as illegal and contrary to sec 13 of

A.P.Land reforms Ceiling on Agrl.Holdings Act 1975 and consequently direct the

respondent to cancel tne aisigriments and not to put the assignees in possession

in the above S.Nos.

WPMP. N O: 456 1 0F 2006

PetitionunderSectionl5lCPCprayingthatintheCircumstancesstatedin
the affldavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to direct

if," .".ponO"nts not io distrub the possession of the petitioner over the land in

a.Nos.23 24 25 ,26,27,28'29 and 30 (old) correspondi.ng . ..,, to

S.No.32.33,34,35,36,37,38 and 39 (new) situated at Kummarapalli Village

R.R.District excluding the land acquired by the South central Railway pending

disposal of W.P.

CounselforthePetitioner:SRI.VVENKATARAMANA(NoTPRESENT)

Counsel for the Respondents: GP FOR REVENUE

The Court made the following:
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THE I-ION 'BI-E'IIIE CHIEF IUST ICE SATISH CI.IAND RA SIIARN1A

W.P.No.3 661 of 2006

RDER:

This is an old mattcr of 2006. When the matter is taken up today,

rhcrc is no appcarancc on behtlf of the petidoner.

'Ihc Writ Pctitit>n is, thcrcfore, dismissccl lirr r.v'atrt of

prosecuton

,is a scqucl. niscellancous pcotions, pencling if anv, stancl

i/TRUE COPY//
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HIGH COURT

DATED:0610412022
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ORDER

WP.No.3664 of 2006

Dismissing the WP
Without costs.
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