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JUDGMENT:  (Per Hon’ble the Act ing Chief Just ice Ram esh Ranganathan)  

  

 

Pursuant  to our order dated 18.07.2017, the Principal Secretary, 

Revenue Departm ent , Governm ent  of Telangana, is present  in Court  

today. The learned Governm ent  Pleader for Revenue has tendered his 

uncondit ional apology for his absence on the previous date of hearing. 

Heard Sri J. Kanakaiah, learned counsel for the appellant  and the 

learned Governm ent  Pleader for Revenue (Telangana)  and,  

with their  consent , this appeal is being disposed of. This appeal, under 

Clause 15 of the Let ters Patent , is preferred against  the order of the 

learned Single Judge in WP.No.11054 of 2011 dated 12.06.2017.  

 

The appellant  herein is the pet it ioner in the writ  pet it ion wherein 

he sought  a Mandam us to declare the order passed by the Assistant  

Director, Survey and Land Records dated 11.03.2011 as arbit rary and 

illegal. By the said order, the Assistant  Director had directed a survey 

to be caused and had thereafter classified the pet it ioner’s lands as 

Governm ent  lands in the survey and set t lem ent  record pertaining to 

year 2003. When the pet it ioner sought  to have the sam e corrected,  

the Assistant  Director, by endorsem ent  dated 11.03.2011, inform ed 

that  it  was not  possible to conduct  dem arcat ion in the old survey 

num bers again. I n the counter affidavit , filed by the second 

respondent  (Assistant  Director, Survey and Land Records) ,   

it  is stated that , in the pahani of the year 1975-76, the said lands were 
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shown as “Dasthagardavi”  in place of m ali Maqtha showing the nam e 

of the Maqthadari as owners, and Ram  Reddy and others as 

cult ivators;  in the year 1990-91 an extent  of Ac.15.20 guntas in 

Sy.No.23, and Ac.29.10 guntas in Sy.No.24, were t reated as pat ta in 

favour of Sri Ram aram  Raj  Reddy S/ o.Bal Reddy under I nam  Abolit ion 

Act  by issuing Occupancy Right  Cert ificate (ORC) ;  subsequent ly,   

the land was m utated in favour of the pet it ioner from  his father;  the 

Survey and Set t lem ent  Records were im plem ented in the Revenue 

Records in the year 2003;  as such the old survey num bers were 

superseded, and the new survey num bers are in force;  and since there 

was no survey pr ior to the survey done in 1356 F, there was no village 

m ap for the old survey num ber m aintained t ill the im plem entat ion of 

Survey Set t lem ent  in the year 2003. 

 

I n the order under appeal, the learned single Judge has 

relegated the appellant -writ  pet it ioner to the rem edy of invoking the 

jur isdict ion of the authority under Sect ion 87 of the Hyderabad Land 

Revenue Act , 1317 Fasli ( for short  ‘the Act ’) . 

 

Sr i J. Kanakaiah, learned counsel for the appellant , would 

contend, not  without  just ificat ion,  that  Sect ion 87 of the Act  only 

enables correct ion of a cler ical error;  and as the second respondent  is 

required to dem arcate the land, in the subject  survey num bers, no 

useful purpose would be served in the pet it ioner availing the rem edy 

under Sect ion 87 of the Act . While fair ly stat ing that  the scope of 

Sect ion 87 of the Act  is ext rem ely lim ited, learned Governm ent  Pleader 

for Revenue would contend that , on paym ent  of the prescribed fee,  
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the Assistant  Director, Survey and Land Records is em powered to 

conduct  a survey;  and to thereafter issue a supplem ent  Sethwar. 

 

We consider it  appropriate, therefore, to m odify the order of the 

learned Single Judge, and perm it  the pet it ioner to subm it  an 

applicat ion to the Assistant  Director,  Survey and Land Records, along 

with prescribed fee (which is stated to be Rs.1,372/ - )  for dem arcat ion 

of his land in the subject  survey num bers, and for a supplem entary 

sethwar to be issued pursuant  thereto.  

 

The appellant -writ  pet it ioner shall file such an applicat ion,  

along with prescribed fee, at  the earliest . The second respondent  shall 

consider the said applicat ion, cause a survey of the subject  land, 

and thereafter take necessary act ion in accordance with law. The 

ent ire exercise, culm inat ing in an order being passed and 

com m unicated to the pet it ioner, shall be com pleted with utm ost  

expedit ion, in any event , not  later than two m onths from  the date of 

receipt  of the appellant ’s applicat ion. 

 

The writ  appeal is disposed of accordingly. Consequent ly, 

pending m iscellaneous applicat ions shall stand closed. There shall be 

no order as to costs. 

 

_________________________ 
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