
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

 

W.P. Nos.1836 OF 2012 AND 26286 OF 2016 

 

COMMON ORDER: 

 

None appears for the petitioners in W.P. No.1836 of 2012.   

Heard  Mr.T.Ra jinikanth Reddy for petitioners in W.P. No.26286 

of 2016. 

  One Danava th Basha  son of Mangya  is pa rty- in- person and  

is rep resenting  petitioners 2 to 100.  For c onvenienc e, the p rayers in 

these two writ petitions a re exc erp ted  hereunder:  

 W.P.No.1836 of 2012: 

“..to issue a writ, order or direction more particularly one 

in the nature of writ of Mandamus, direct respondents 

herein to grant Agricultural pattas to the petitioners herein 

an extent of Ac.2.00 each petitioner in survey No.155, 

situated at Ragadapa, Tripuraram Mandal, Nalgonda 

District-A.P…”  

 

W.P.No.26286 of 2016: 

 

“..to issue a Writ of Mandamus, or any other appropriate 

writ, order or direction, declaring the inaction of the 

respondents in taking action against the representations 

06.12.2013, 25.02.2016 and 26.02.2016 as illegal, 

arbitrary, unconstitutional and consequently direct the 

Respondent Nos.2 to 4 to consider the representations 

and conduct enquiry..” 

 

 The averments in W.P.No.1836 of 2012 a re tha t the 

petitioners a re a ll land less poor persons eking out livelihood  by 

doing agric ulture.  Ac c ord ing to petitioners, Survey No.155 c overs 

an extent of Ac .181.4gts. of Government land  and  is ava ilab le for 

assignment to poor and  needy.  The petitioners c la im to be elig ib le 

persons for assignment and  have made representa tions for g rant of 
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assignment in Survey No.155.   One of the grievanc es in the writ 

petition is tha t the representa tions rema in una ttended  and  the 

petitioners a re suffering  enormously.  Henc e, the writ petition. 

 Tahsilda r,Tripura ram Manda l, Na lgonda  Distric t/ 3rd 

respondent filed  c ounter a ffidavit.  The c ase of 3rd  respondent is 

tha t the petitioners a re residents of d ifferent Tandas a t Ragadapa  

Village of Tripura ram Manda l, Na lgonda  Distric t.  The ava ilab le land  

in Survey No.155 of Ragadapa  Village ac c ord ing to c ounter 

a ffidavit is as fo llows: 

     1. Tota l Extent of Sy.No.155   Ac .128.04gts. 

     2. Assigned  in va rious phases up  to 2010  Ac .103.37gts. 

     3. Proposed  for assignment in 6th Phase  Ac .4.30gts 

     4. Tota l Assigned     Ac .108.27gts. 

     5. The rema ining un-assigned  land    Ac .19.17gts. 

 

 Therefore, ac c ord ing to 3rd  respondent, vast extent of land  

is not ava ilab le in Survey No.155.  On the other hand  an extent of 

Ac .19-17gts. is Government land  but c overed  by hilloc ks and  is unfit 

for c ultiva tion.  The further c ase of 3rd  respondent is tha t 45 

members/ assignees have sold  the land  a lready assigned  to them in 

Survey No.155, a  few enquiries and  issues a re pend ing in this beha lf.   

On the representa tions, a lleged ly g iven by the petitioners, it is 

rep lied  tha t no representa tion as on the da te sta ted  by the 

petitioners is rec eived , for the sta ff of 3rd respondent were on strike 

from 13.09.2011 to 24.10.2011.  Ac c ord ing  to 3rd  respondent, a  fake 

rec eip t is filed  by the petitioners. 
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 Be tha t as it may, in W.P. No.26286 of 2016, the petitioners 

c omp la in aga inst inac tion in d isposing of the rep resenta tions da ted  

06.12.2013, 25.02.2016 and  26.02.2016. 

 The Assistant Government Pleader p lac es on rec ord  the 

instruc tions  da ted  30.08.2016. The opera tive portion of the 

instruc tions reads thus: 

           “The representation of Wirt petitioner which are 

said to have been submitted to  2 to 4 respondents will be 

examined and will be disposed as per rules in force. 

           It is therefore requested to apprise the facts to 

Hon’ble Court and see that the W.P. be disposed of.” 

  

 The sta tement of Tahsilda r is taken on rec ord  and  the 

Tahsilda r is d irec ted  to d ispose of the representa tions referred  in 

W.P. No.26286 of 2016 in ac c ordanc e with law within a  period  of 

three months from the da te of rec eip t of a  c opy of this order.   

 Having perused  writ p rayer in W.P.No.1836 of 2012 and  the 

rep ly filed  by the 3rd  respondent therein, this Court is of the view tha t 

the petitioners have not made out any c ase for g rant of any relief in 

this writ petition.  Ac c ord ing ly, W.P. No.1836 of 2012 is d ismissed  and  

W.P.No.26286 of 2016 is d isposed  of.  No order as to c osts. 

 

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

 

                                                                                 ___________ 

                                                                                 S.V.BHATT,J 

 

Date:12.09.2016 

Stp  

 
 

 


