
THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

WRIT PETITION No. 13176 of 2017 

O R D E R: 
 
Heard Mr.C.Naresh Reddy for pet it ioner and the Assistant  

Government  Pleader (Revenue) for Respondents.   

2. The pet it ioner challenges the order of 2nd Respondent  dated 

10.01.2017 in File No.D2/ 421/ 2016 confirming the order of 3rd 

Respondent  dated 20.05.2015.  One of  the grievances of pet it ioner 

is that  the order of 2nd Respondent  is too brief and the impugned 

order being brief the grounds urged by the pet it ioner are not  

adverted to by 2nd Respondent .  Therefore, it  is contended the 

pet it ioner has suffered prej udice.   

3. A reading of the order, no doubt , persuades one to express 

agreement  with the content ion raised by the pet it ioner.  However, 

what  is required to be noted in the instant  case is that  the 

pet it ioner challenges the order of 3rd Respondent  dated 

20.05.2015, which has remanded the mat ter to 4th Respondent  for 

enquiry afresh into the issue of pat tedar pass books and the nature 

of land.  The operat ive port ion of order of 3rd respondent  reads 

thus: 

 “ In view of  t he above fact s, t he mut at ion made by t he 

Tahasildar in favour of  Respondent  No.1 vide proceedings 

No.D/ 771/ 2004, dt . 17.11.2004 is set  aside and consequent ly t he 

ent ries made in t he records, PPB/ TDs issued in her favour shal l  

st ands cancel led.   
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 The case is remanded t o t he Tahsildar, Makloor for det ailed 

verif icat ion of  records f rom 1964-65 onwards, init iat e act ion 

against  t he concerned U/ s.4 of  A.P.Assigned Land (POT) Act , 

1977 and pass appropriat e orders wit hin a period of  t hree 

mont hs f rom t he dat e of  t his order.”  

 

4. I have perused the order of 4th Respondent .  Prima facie,                

I am sat isf ied that  the 4th Respondent  has taken note of all 

circumstances in this behalf  for remanding the issue to 4th 

Respondent  for considerat ion afresh. As the order of 2nd 

Respondent  is one confirming the order of 3rd Respondent , the fact  

that  reasons are not  assigned need not  be considered or gone into 

by this Court  at  this stage.   

5. The other content ion urged by the learned counsel is that  

when the enquiry is directed to be carried out  by 4th Respondent , 

pending such enquiry disturbing the ent ries in 1-B register or 

canceling those ent ries would prej udicially affect  the enquiry 

carried out  by 4th Respondent  and the content ion of the pet it ioner.  

6. Having regard to the above submissions, I am sat isf ied the 

writ  pet it ion can be disposed of by this order: 

 (i) The 4th Respondent  pursuant  to remand is directed to 

afford opportunity to the pet it ioner as well as the 5th Respondent ; 

examine the revenue records from 1963-64 onwards; and pass f inal 

orders within four months from the date of receipt  of this order, in 

accordance with law.   
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(ii)  The pet it ioner, 5th Respondent  and 4th respondents are 

directed to maintain status quo as regards ent ries in 1-B Register 

for a period of four months from today.    

7. The writ  pet it ion is disposed of accordingly.  As a sequel, the 

miscellaneous pet it ions pending, if  any, shall stand closed. There 

shall be no order as to costs. 

 
_____________ 
S. V. BHATT, J 

April 17, 2017 
Kv 
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