
THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHAhTT 

 

WRIT PETITION No.17348 of 2010 

  

ORDER: 

 

Heard  Sri M.V.S.Suresh Kumar, lea rned  Senior Counsel for 

petitioners, the Assistant Government Pleader for Revenue and  

Sri M.Damodar Reddy for respondent Nos.4 and  5. 

The issue a rises under the Andhra  Pradesh (T.A.) Abolition 

of Inams Ac t, 1955 (for short ‘ the Ac t’ ).  The petitioners 

c ha llenge orders of respondents 1 and  2 in Case 

Nos.F2/ 20/ 2010 da ted  07.05.2010 and  K/ 4746/ 2007 da ted  01-

03-2008 in the instant writ petition.  Respondents 4 and  5 c la im 

to be the purc hasers from the 3rd respondent and  respondents 

6 to 9 c la im to be the lega l rep resenta tives of the 3rd 

respondent.  

The c ounsel appearing for c ontesting  parties have 

c onfined  the submissions to the lega lity or otherwise of  

p roc edure followed  by 2nd respondent while d isposing of Case 

No.K/ 4746/ 2007.  The c ha llenge of petitioners is tha t the 2nd 

respondent d id  not g ive opportunity to them in the enquiry 

c onduc ted  under the Ac t, but g ranted  ORC in favour of 3rd 

respondent.  The further ob jec tion is tha t when insuffic ienc y or 

denia l of opportunity was c anvassed  before the 2nd 

respondent, the 2nd respondent stepped  into the shoes of the 
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1st respondent and  the 1st respondent while ac c ep ting  the 

inadequac y or denia l of opportunity by 2nd respondent, 

however, overruled  the ob jec tion, by rec ord ing the following  

find ing . 

“ The main content ion of the appellants herein is 

that  RDO has not  provided any opportunity to represent  

the case.  Without  serving not ices RDO has passed the 

orders.  Upon perusing the lower court  records, it  is 

clear that  RDO has not  provided reasonable opportunity 

to represent  the case. But  this Court  has provided 

ample opportunity to prove his case.  The available 

material on record goes to show that  respondent ’ s 

father and his successors are in possession of the suit  

lands and wrong ent ries in the revenue records are 

rect if ied accordingly.”  

 

The c ounsel c onsent to setting aside the orders 

impugned  in the writ petition and  remit the matter to the 2nd 

respondent for c onsidera tion and  d isposa l in ac c ordanc e with 

the Ac t. 

The sta tement is p lac ed  on rec ord . 

Considera tion of other ob jec tions inc identa lly ra ised  by 

the pa rties may invite a  deba te tha t this Court has expressed  a  

view in this beha lf and  is b ind ing on the authorities, henc e 

these ob jec tions a re not adverted  to but by p lac ing on rec ord  

the sta tement of c ounsel, the impugned  orders a re set aside.  

Case No.K/ 4746/ 07 is restored  to file. Respondent Nos.4 to 9 
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are g iven liberty to file an imp lead  petition seeking their 

imp leadment  in pend ing c ase by enc losing a  c opy of this 

order within four weeks from the da te of rec eip t of a  c opy of 

this order.  Therea fter, the 2nd respondent issues notic es to the 

petitioners herein and  d isposes of the c ase within three months 

therea fter. 

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 

 

Da te:10-08-2017 

Prv 
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