
 

 

THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

 

W.P.No.23980 of 2012 

  

ORDER: 

 

Heard  Mr.K.Mura lidhar Reddy for petitioner, Assistant 

Government Pleader (Revenue) and  Mr.G.Vasanth Rayudu for 

6th respondent. 

Petitioner p rays for Mandamus dec la ring  the ac tion of 3rd 

respondent in effec ting  c hanges to sub -d ivision Sy.No.196/ 1 from 

225 links to 235 links in FMB without survey and  demarc a tion, as 

illega l and  beyond  the jurisd ic tion of 3rd  respondent. 

The Assistant Government Pleader has p lac ed  before the 

c ourt the xerox c op ies of rec ord  on the sub jec t matter from the 

offic e of 3rd  respondent. 

This Court finds it c onvenient to c hronolog ic a lly refer to the 

events from the rec ord  p roduc ed  by 3rd respondent instead  of 

getting  into the fac ts sta ted  by petitioner or 6th respondent. 

On 08-09-2011, the 5th respondent requested  for survey and  

fixa tion of boundaries of Sy.No.196/ 6 of Velivennu Village, 

Undra javaram Manda l, West Godavari Distric t.   

The Manda l Surveyor purporting  to ac t on the request, 

da ted  08-09-2011, issued  notic e to 5th respondent and   petitioner 

informing the da te of survey as 15-09-2011 a t 12-00 noon.  The 

notic e p roposes to fix bounda ries as per FMB ava ilab le with 
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Department. Admitted ly, on 15-09-2011 survey was not 

c onduc ted  muc hless bounda ries determined .  The c ase of 

petitioner is tha t in fac t no survey on any day was c onduc ted  

and  without ac tua lly surveying  the land  with referenc e to 

doc uments of pa rties, the extent is c hanged  from 225 links to 235 

links by the Manda l Surveyor on 20-09-2011.  On the other hand , 

the c ase of 3rd  respondent is tha t on 19-09-2011 survey was, in 

fac t, c onduc ted  and  FMB is c orrec ted  in the p resenc e of pa rties. 

After perusing the rec ord , this c ourt is sa tisfied  tha t the 

c omp la int made by petitioner aga inst c hange of links appears to 

be c orrec t and  the rec ord  does not d isc lose tha t petitioner was 

intima ted  of the da te of survey as 19-09-2011.  The survey or 

c hange therefore was not in the p resenc e of petitioner.  On the 

short g round  tha t 3rd  respondent is unab le to sa tisfy this c ourt tha t 

in the p resenc e of petitioner, the c hange or survey has been 

c a rried  out, the c hange/ survey a lleged ly c a rried  out on                

19-09-2011 is set aside. The  3rd  respondent is d irec ted  to p roc eed  

from notic e da ted  12-09-2011, verify the doc uments of petitioner 

as well as respondent No.6, c onsider the request of app lic ant 

and  take appropria te dec ision in ac c ordanc e with law. The 3rd 

respondent is a lso d irec ted  to issue fresh notic e to petitioner as 

well as 6th respondent by RPAD and  it is open to pa rties to c o-

opera te with 3rd  respondent in c onduc ting  survey and  fixing  
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boundaries.  If e ither one of the parties does not c o-opera te with 

surveyor, the surveyor is g iven liberty to p roc eed  in the matter in 

ac c ordanc e with law.  

The writ petition is ordered  ac c ord ing ly.  No order as to 

c osts. 

Misc ellaneous petitions, if any, pend ing sha ll stand  c losed .  

 

 

_____________ 

S. V. BHATT, J 

Dt: 14-09-2016 

Prv 
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