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

FRIDAY, THE TWENTY FOURTH DAY OF OCTOBER
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENW FIVE

PRESENT

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE E.V. VENUGOPAL

WRIT PETITIO N NOs: 31998 and 32039 of 2025

WRIT PETITION NO: 31998 OF 202s

Between:
Basani (Beith) Swetha, Wo.Bharath Kumar Reddy Basani, Aged about 45
vrs. Oci. Software Enqineer, R/o. SHelen Ct.Parlin,N108859'USA. Rep by
b.P.R. Holder Sri KasiPrem Reddy,Wo.Kaspa Reddy, Aged about-55 yrs,

Occ. Teacher, R/o. H. No.'1-'1-g46,siddarthanagar,Kazipet,Warangal District,
Telangana State.

...PETITIONER

AND
1 The State of Telangana, Rep. by its Principal Secretary Revenue Department,

Secretariat, Hyderabad.

The District Collector, Hanumakonda District.

The Revenue Divisional Officer, Parkal Division, Hanumakonda District.

The Tahsildar and Joint Sub Registrar, Damera Mandal, Hanumakonda
District.

...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

pleased to issue writ order or direction more particularly in the nature of writ of

certiorari declaring the proceedrngs in Rf No. P,129412020, Dated.. 13.10.2025 and

received on 18.10.2025 passed by 4th respondent is against the principles of'

natural justice, which is illegal, arbitrary u nco nstitutiona l, bad in law and

consequentially set aside the proceedings Rf No. P,129412020, Dated. 13.',l0.2025

and recelved on'18-10.2025 in the interest of justice.
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Petition under Section 1 51 CpC praying that in the rlr -cumstances stated
in the affidavit fired in support of the petition, the High coul may be preased to
suspend the

received on

order in Proceeding Rf No. 8/29412020, Da,ed. 13.10.2025 and
18.10.2025 passed by 4th respondent herein, pending disposal of

main writ petition

Counsel for the petitioner: SRI VEERA BABU GANDU

counsel for the Respondents: sRr L.RAVTNDER, AGp FoR REVENUE

WRIT PETITION NO: 32039 oF 202s

...PETITIONER

J::,.:,tsfrili?3ir'#r1 Rep bv its Principar secretary R:venue Department,

The District Collector, Hanumakonda District.
The Revenue Divisional Officer, parkal Division, Hanumako rda District.

Between:

Pillalamarri pushoatatha, 
_Wo. Sathish Kumar. Aged a rout 36 vrs. Occ.House wife, R/b A.rI; ii_o_rlorzil,ildiilil o*g"."ui corony. HunterRoad, Hanumatonoa wiranaLrt tj;b;;d"fi.i,

AND

1.

2

3

4. The Tahsildar and
District.

Joint Sub Registrar, Damera Mand;al, Hanumakonda

.RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of lndia praying that in the
crrcumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to issue writ order or direction more particularly in thr: nature of Writ of
certiorari decraring the proceedings in Rf.No.B/2 g4t2o2o, Datec 13 10.2025 and
received on 19 10 2025 passed by 4th respondent is agains. the principres of
naturar justice, whrch is iregar, arbitrary u nco nstitutiona r, bad in raw and
consequentiary set aside the proceedings in Rf .No.B12,g4r2o2o, Dated.
13.10.2025 and received on 18.10.2025 in the interest of justice.
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Petrtion under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated

in the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the Hrgh Court may be pleased to

suspend the order in proceedings in Rf No.B/29412020,Dated. 13.10.2025 and

received on 18-'10.2025 passed by 4th respondent herein, pending disposal of

main writ petition.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI VEERA BABU GANDU

Counsel for the Respondents: SRI L.RAVINDER, AGP FOR REVENUE

The Court made the following: COMMON ORDER



THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE E.V.VENUGOPAL

WRIT PETITION Nos.31998 OF 2025 arl.d 32039 of 2025

COMMON ORDER:

Since the issue involved in both these Writ. Petitions is

one and the same, they are being heard together and disposed

of by way of a common order

2. Writ Petition No.31998 of 2025 is frled under Article 226

of the Constitution of India, seeking the followinil relief/s:
".-- to issue writ order or direction more particularly in the nature of Writ of
Certroran decianng the proceedings in Rf No.B/294/:1020, Dated
13.10.2025 and received on 18.10.2025 passed by 4th respondr.t is agarnst
the principles of natural justice, which is illegal, arbitrary, uncorLstitutional,
bad in law and consequentially set aside the proceedings Rf No B,/29412020,
Dated 13.10.2025 and received on 18.10.2025 in the interesr i)fJuslice and
pass such other oider or orders .-."

3. Writ Petition No.32039 of 2025 is frled under Article 226

of the Constitution of India, seeking the followin;g retef/s;-
" [o rssue q.rit order or direction more particularly in the naf,rre oI U/rit of
Ccrtiorari declanng the proceedings in Rf No.B/294 /'-10 20, Dated
13.10.2025 and recctved on 18.10.2025 passed by 4!h respond,rnt is against
thc principlesi of natural justice, which is illegal, arbitrary, uncrr stitutronal,
bad in law and consequentially set aside the proceedings Rf No 3, 294,i2020,
Dated 13.10-2025 and received on 18.10.2025 in the interest of justrce and
pass such other ordcr or orders .-."

4. Heard Mr.Veera Babu Gandu, learned counsel for the

petitioner and Mr. L. Ravinder, learned Assistanl Government

Pleader for Revenue representing learned Goverr.ntent Pleader

for Revenue appearing for respondents.
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For the sake of convenience, the facts in W.P.No.31998

of 2025 are discussed as hereunder:-

5. The brief facts of the case are that the petitioner,

represented by G.P.A. Holder is the owner and possessor of

the property admeasuring Ac. 1.2800 gts 1n Sy.No.255/6/ 1

having pattadar pass book vide No.T2203O100329 in Khata

No.565 as per old revenue records including the old pattdar

pass book vide Patta No. 2102370120368; that her name was

mutated in the revenue records vide proceeding

No.B/64/2016, dated 30.O3.2OI7 issued by the respondent

authorities; that the petitioner had acquired the above

property from her vendors by name Thota Kamalamma and

others vide registered document bearing No.4569 /2016, dated

O2.lL.2Ol6 in Sy.255/6/1 in respect of land admeasuring

Ac.0.28 guntas of Mustyalapally Village, Damera Mandal

(trrstwhile Athmakur Mandal), Hanumakonda District,

Erstwhile Warangal Rural District; that the vendor was also

having the valid title deed and patta passbook vide

No.2lO237Ol2O357 and same acquired by her husband; that

the petitioner had acquired another property from her by

name Manda Bhagra, W/o.Yugender vide registered



7

3

document bearing No.4SZO/2016, dated 02.11.2016 in
Sy.25S / 6 / 1 to an extent of land admeasuring Ac. 1 . OO guntas
situated at Mustyalapally Village of Damera Mandal
(Erstwhile Athmakur Mandal), Hanumakonda District,

that the petitionerr,s vendor

Thota Narsaial. who is a

Erstwhile Warangal Rurai District;

husband and father of petitioner,s vendor havinE; valid title
vide patta No.7 1 ; that before purchasing the abor.e property
from the

also acquired the property from

pahanies

petitioner,s vendor, the

clearl-y show that the

revenue re<:c rds and

lands are specifically
mentioned as patta lands and no where they are :rentioned
as assigned lands; that the petitioner never kner,r. that the
property purchased was assigned iand; that after purchase of
the said property, the respondent authority conver-ted the
lands to non-agricultural lands vide p;c,ceeding
No.22Oll4421O. dated, 27.12.2022 and in the irnpugned
notice the authorities stated that the said property is
transferred in contravention of the provisions of the Sub-
Section 3 of T.S. Assigned Land (pOT) Act,l9.7 (for short, ,,the

Act"); that the said lands are not assigned Iands cor.ered by
the provisions of Act No.9 of 79zz; that the said rancs are

l



4

mutated in the name of the petitioner under the provisions of

A.P. Rights in Land ard Pattadar Passbook Act, 1971 and

Rules made thereunder. Aggrieved by the same, the petitioner

filed the present Writ Petition.

6. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the

respondent authorities have no jurisdiction to enforce the

provisions of the Act against the petitioner herein who is the

second purchaser and that no orders of resumption are

passed invalidating the first transaction of the year, 2OO7 in

which the vendor of the petitioner has purchased the land;

that the impugned order is passed after nine (9) long years

from the date of purchase of the land and the same is barred

by limitation as well. He states that the impugned order is

unsustainable in the eye of iaw and to substantiate his

contention, he relied on the decision passed by this Court in

Dasari Narayana Rao Vs. Deputy Collector and Mandal

Revenue Officet, Sherlingampallyt and Renew Wind

Energy (TN2) Private Limited, Delhi Vs. Telangana

' zo r o 101 aLo sso

I
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Government and Othersz and sought to allow the Writ

Petition.

7. Opposing the same, learned Assistan._ Government

Pleader for Ilevenue contends that if at all the petitioner is

aggrieved by the impugned order, he is at libe rty to file an

Appeal before respondent No.3; that the petitioner, instead of

availing the said remedy, mshed to this Court at a premature

stage. Therefore, he seeks to dismiss this Writ pe:_ition.

8. Having regard to the submissions of both the learned

counsel and on perusal of the material availa b le orr record,

this Court wrthout making any observations on -he merits or

demerits of the case, deems it appropriate tc clirect the

petitioner to hle necessary application before the appellate

authority/ respondent No.3 and demonstrate his case. On

filing such application, respondent No.3 is dire,cted to cause

enquiry by putting all the interested parties on rotice and by

affording them sufficient opportunity of hearirLg and pass

appropriate orders, strictly in accordance lrith 1aw. Till

passing of such orders, both the parties are directed to

maintain status quo obtaining as on today, in alJ ztspect.

I
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9. With the above direction, these Writ Petition Nos.31998

and 32039 ol 2025 are disposed of. No costs.

Miscellaneous petitions pending, if any, shall stand

closed.

.PONNA KRISHNA
A TANT REGISTRAR

//TRUE COPY//
SECTION OFFICER

To,
1. The Principal Secretary, Revenue Department, Secretariat, Hyderabad, State

of Telangana.

2. The District Collector, Hanumakonda District.

3. The Revenue Divisional Officer, Parkal Division, Hanumakonda District.

4. The Tahsildar and Joint Sub Reglstrar, Damera Mandal, Hanumakonda
District.

5 One CC to SRI VEERA BABU GANDU, Advocate [OPUC]

6. Two CCs to GP FOR REVENUE, High Court for the State of Telangana at
Hyderabad [OUT]

7. Two CD Copies
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HIGH COURT

DATED: 2411012025

COMMON ORDER

WP.Nos.31998 and 32039 ot 2025
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DISPOSING OF BOTH THE WRIT PETITIONS,

WITHOUT COSTS
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