
 

 

THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

 

WRIT PETITION No.19601 of 2017 

  

ORDER: 

 

The petitioners c ha llenge show-c ause notic e  

No.Rc .F2/ 489/ 2017 da ted  01-06-2017 issued  by the 2nd  

respondent  as illega l and  without jurisd ic tion and  in the fac ts 

and  c irc umstanc es of the c ase,  issuing notic e is unsusta inab le.  

The 4th respondent forwarded  report to the 3rd respondent 

through p roc eed ings Rc .B.No.1122/ 2016 da ted  18-02-2017 on the 

unauthorized  or illega l assignment by a  few persons and  basing 

on suc h bogus pa ttas, severa l sa le and  purc hase transac tions of 

assigned  lands a re taking p lac e. The 3rd respondent in turn 

forwarded  report to the 2nd respondent.  Basing on the reports of 

respondents 3 and  4, it is sta ted  in notic e impugned  in the writ 

petition tha t enquiry is c onduc ted  to find  out the lega lity or 

p ropriety or whether fraud  or fab ric a tion of pa ttas had  taken 

p lac e or not. 

Learned  c ounsel for petitioners c ontends tha t issuing notic e 

to c onduc t enquiry into assignments made in the year 1992 is 

illega l and  unsusta inab le.  Ac c ord ing to him, ac tion of suo-motu 

revision c an be enterta ined  within reasonab le time but not a t this 

length of time.   



 2 

The c ontention, in the c onsidered  view of this Court, loses 

sight of one of the c irc umstanc es namely tha t the 2nd respondent 

p roposes to c onduc t enquiry into the fab ric a tion/ bogus D-Form 

pa ttas ob ta ined  for sub jec t lands.  Onc e the enquiry is into bogus 

pa ttas or tha t they a re fab ric a ted , the norma l rule tha t the 

power of suo-motu revision is exerc ised  within reasonab le time is 

not app lied . The matter requires fac tua l verific a tion and  tha t the 

petitioners should  be g iven fa ir and  reasonab le opportunity. 

This Court is in agreement with the submission of lea rned  

c ounsel tha t unless and  until a  c opy of 3rd respondent’ s report is 

g iven, the petitioners a re hand ic apped  and  if fina lly the order of 

the 2nd respondent is based  on 3rd respondent’ s report, the 

petitioners would  suffer p rejud ic e. 

The submission is taken note of and  to ensure fa irness in 

ac tion, the 2nd respondent is d irec ted  to furnish c opy of 3rd  

respondent’ s report, whic h is now trea ted  as a  basis for enquiry 

into the assignments made in favour of petitioners.  The same 

sha ll be made ava ilab le within two weeks from the da te of 

rec eip t of a  c opy of this order.  On rec eip t of report, the 

petitioners a re g iven further time of four weeks to file rep ly before 

the 2nd  respondent.  Therea fter, the 2nd  respondent examines the 

rec ord , a ffords opportunity to petitioners and  d isposes of the 

c ase in ac c ordanc e with law.  As a  notic e is issued  for looking  
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into the p ropriety or lega lity of assignments, it is need less to 

observe tha t possession or enjoyment of petitioners is                         

not d isturbed  till orders a re passed  and  c ommunic a ted  to 

petitioners. 

The writ petition is d isposed  of 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 

Dt: 16-06-2017 

Prv 
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