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ITEM NO.18+32 COURT NO.3 SECTION XA

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).11611/2011

(From the judgement and order dated 21/01/2011 in WP No.
20892/2008 of The HIGH COURT OF A.P AT HYDERABAD)
SYED KHADER Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
DIST.COLLECTOR RANGAREDDY DIST.& ORS. Respondent(s)

(With prayer for interim relief and office report )

WITH S.L.P.(C)...CC NO. 7689 of 2011

(With permission to file SLP, prayer for interim relief and

office report)

WITH

SLP(C)...CC NO.8206/2011

(With appln.(s) for permission to file SLP, with prayer for
interim relief and office report)

SLP(C) NO.13822/2011 (With prayer for interim relief and office
report)

Date: 11/05/2011 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE R.V. RAVEENDRAN
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE A.K. PATNAIK

For Petitioner(s)

In SLP 11611/11 Mr. Altaf Ahmed, Sr. Adv.

In SLP..CC 7689/11 Mr. R. Balasubramaniam, Sr. Adv.
Mr. G. Sivakumar Goud, Adv.
Mr. M.K. Srinivas, Adv.
Mr. S. Thananjayan,Adv.

Ms. Promila, Adv.

For Respondent(s)  Mr. K. Swami, Adv.
Mr. Nikhil Swami, Adv.
Mrs. Prabha Swami, Adv.

Mr. K. Maruthi Rao, Adv.
Ms. K. Radha, Adv.
Ms. Anjani Aiyagari, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
ORDER

Learned  counsel for the petitioner
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submitted that his entitlement to 15 acres of
land was recognised by order of the High Court

dated 18.9.1996 which  was affirmed by this
Court on 14.10.2003. On the other hand, it is
pointed  out by the Ilearned counsel for the

respondents that the High Court and this Court

had merely considered the question whether the

petitioner was a land grabber or not and the

issues of title and possession were not
considered.



Learned counsel for the petitioner next
stated that under a Panchnama dated 12.1.2008,
8 acres of vacant land were delivered to him by
showing it as part of 15 acres. The
respondents on the other hand submitted that
this land belonged to them and as there was
attempted interference with their  possession,
they filed the writ petitions.

The High court, after exhaustively
considering the matter has held that as far as
the petitioner was concerned, he had the
liberty to work out his remedy before the
Special Court for relief. Therefore, it is
open to the petitioner to approach the Special
Court for Land Grabbing Cases and point out
that in pursuance of its decision in Land
Grabbing Case N0.1/1988, symbolic possession
was taken by the Mandal Revenue  Officer and
that area may be symbolically returned to him.
If and when he approaches such  court, the
Special  Court  will hold an enquiry and pass
appropriate orders. He may also pursue such

remedies as may be open to him in regard to
physical possession, if he is able to identify
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and make out title.

In the circumstances, we find no reason
to interfere under Article 136 of the
Constitution of India.

Permission to file SLPS granted in
SLP(C) ..... CC 7689 of 2011 and SLP(C) .....
CC 8206 of 2011. Special leave petitions are
dismissed.

(Ravi P. Verma) (M.S.Negi)
Court Master Court Master



