
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V. BHATT 

 

W.P.No.37292 OF 2014  

ORDER: 

 

Heard  Mr.P.Lakshma Reddy for petitioner, the Assistant 

Government Pleader (Revenue) for respondents 1 to 4 and  

Mr.V.Ravi Kiran Rao for 5th respondent. 

 

 

The petitioner c ha llenges order of Revenue Divisiona l Offic er, 

Manc heria l, Ad ilabad  Distric t/ 3rd  respondent in appea l c ase 

No.G/ 745/ 2004 da ted  28.06.2014, as illega l, a rb itra ry and  viola tive of 

p rinc ip les of na tura l justic e. 

 

Mr.P.Lakshma Reddy c ha llenges the order impugned  in the 

writ petition as passed  without notic e to the petitioner herein and  

the same is liab le to be set aside.   

 

On 18.12.2014, this Court passed  the following order: 

      “Notice before admission returnable in four weeks. 

      The learned counsel for the petitioner is permitted 

to take out notice on the respondents by registered 

post with acknowledgement due and file proof of 

service by the next date of hearing. 

       The learned Assistant Government Pleader for 

Revenue, State of Telangana, has produced the 

necessary record from the Revenue Divisional Officer, 

Mancherial.  The hearing is slated on 24.05.2014, but 

the Revenue Administrative Officer, who has signed 

those proceedings has noted the date as 24.03.2014, 

at the place where the date of hearing is to be noted 

as 24.05.20154.  One is left wondering whether the 

Revenue Divisional Officer has authorized the 

Revenue Administrative Officer to alter the date of 

hearing to 24.03.2014. 

      Normally, a notice served on the same day fixing 

the date of hearing cannot be appreciated.  Further, 



 2 

the notice itself is dispatched on 28.03.2014 as is 

made out from the dispatch entry. 

    The Revenue Divisional Officer is directed to 

respond to these observations in his reply. 

         Registry is directed to communicate a copy of this 

order to the respondents forthwith and list this matter 

for consideration after four weeks. 

         Status quo granted earlier on 04.12.2014 shall 

continue”. 

 

Mr.Ravi Kiran Rao, a fter taking  note of the da tes referred  in 

the order impugned  in the writ petition and  a lso tha t the  

3rd  respondent c ould  not p roduc e the rec ord ,  fa irly submits tha t the 

order impugned  in the  writ petition c an be set aside and  matter 

remitted  to 3rd  respondent for c onsidera tion and  d isposa l in 

ac c ordanc e with law.  

 

The sta tement is p lac ed  on rec ord  and  with the c onsent of 

lea rned  c ounsel, the writ petition is ordered  as follows: 

(a ) the impugned  order is set aside; 

(b ) matter is remitted  to 3rd  respondent for c onsidera tion of 

appea l c ase No.G/ 745/ 2004 da ted  28.06.2014 a fresh in 

ac c ordanc e with law; and  

(c ) the 3rd  respondent c onsiders and  d isposes of appea l 

c ase No.G/ 745/ 2004 da ted  28.06.2014  within three 

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

a fter g iving  opportunity to c ontesting  pa rties. 

 

There sha ll be no order as to c osts. 

 

Consequently, pend ing misc ellaneous petitions stand  c losed .  

  

 

 

____________ 

         S.V.BHATT, J 

                                                       

27th July, 2017 

Lrkm  


