
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V. BHATT 

 

W.P.No.3733 OF 2010  

ORDER: 

 

Heard  Mr.D.Jagan Mohan Reddy for petitioners, the 

Government Pleader (Revenue) for respondents 1 to 3, 

Mr.G.Shashida r for 4th respondent and  Mr.M.Mura li Linc oln for 

respondents 5 to 21. 

 

The sub jec t ma tter of the writ petition is an extent of  

Ac s.4-32 Gts in Sy.No.293 of Atc hampet Village and  Manda l, 

Mahabubnagar Distric t.   The petitioners c la iming to be owners and  

possessors of sub jec t ma tter of the writ petition have filed  the 

p resent writ petition for the following relief: 

     “….this Hon’ble Court may be pleased to issue a writ, 

order or direction more particularly one in the nature of writ 

of Mandamus declaring (i) the action of the 2nd respondent 

in initiating proceedings in file No.E/608/2007 (ii) the action 

of the 1st respondent in passing the impugned order dt  

28-6-2008 in case No.E14/2007/E1/6279 insofar as finding 

a recording that the subject lands admeasuring Ac.4-32 

guntas situated in Sy.No.293 of Achampet Village  & 

Mandal, Mahabubnagar District, is an assigned land as 

arbitrary, illegal and violative of Article 14,21 and 300-A of 

the Constitution of India, contrary to the provisions of A.P 

Assigned Land (Prohibition of Transfers) act 1977,A.P 

Land Revenue Act 1317 Fasli, and pass………..” 

 

Through p roc eed ings impugned  in the writ petition, the  

2nd  respondent held  - (1) tha t the sub jec t ma tter of writ petition is 

assigned  land  (2) tha t the assignee was inelig ib le for getting  

assignment (3) tha t the assigned  land  has been transferred  in 

c ontravention of the A.P. Assigned  Lands (Prohib ition of Transfers) 

Ac t, 1977 and  (4) d irec ts the 3rd  respondent to initia te ac tion under 
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Sec tions 3, 4 and  7 of the Ac t.  The petitioners c ontend  tha t the  

2nd  respondent c ommitted  illega lity by trea ting  the representa tion 

g iven by Dr.C.Vamshi Krishna , MLA, Atc hampet as appea l or a  c ase 

to be taken up  by 2nd  respondent, a fter perusing the rec ord  

rec orded  prima  fac ie  find ings and  a fter rea lizing  the p roc edure to 

be followed  under the Ac t, had  issued  the following d irec tions: 

       “Therefore, the Tahsildar, Achampet is hereby directed 

to proceed under section 3, 4 & 7 of A.P. Assigned Land 

(Prohibition of Transfers) Act, 1977, immediately and to 

remove all encroachments and to take over Govt.land 

extent Ac.4-32 in Sy.No.293 situated within limits of 

Achampet Village into Govt. custody under cover of 

Pancahanama and report compliance.  The land should be 

safeguarded properly from all encroachments in future and 

also to enter the same in prohibitory order book (POB) duly 

keeping it reserve for public purpose in the interest of 

Government.” 

 

Therefore, these c onc lusions a re assa iled  by c ontend ing tha t the 

p roc eed ings c annot be susta ined  in law and  it is further sta ted   

by the c ounsel for the petitioners tha t even assuming without 

admitting  tha t the sub jec t ma tter of writ petition is assigned  land , 

still the petitioners herein or their p redec essors-in-interest have 

severa l defenc es in law or fac t and  passing orders behind  the bac k 

of petitioners who have subsisting  interest as on da te is a lso viola tive 

of p rinc ip les of na tura l justic e. 

 

The Assistant Government Pleader submits tha t ac c ord ing to 

respondents, the p roc eed ing impugned  in the writ petition is 

trea ted  as c ommunic a tion forwarded  by 2nd  respondent to  

3rd  respondent and  Tahsilda r will issue notic e to petitioners while 

taking  up  enquiry.  Mr.Jagan Mohan Reddy rep lying to this 
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c ontention submits tha t even the p roc eed ing impugned  in the writ 

petition is trea ted  as c ommunic a tion, still with the hiera rc hy 

p rovided  under the Ac t, it is d iffic ult to c omprehend  tha t the  

3rd  respondent would  follow the requirements of the Ac t and  

independently c onsider the ob jec tions tha t may be ra ised  by a  

c ontesting  pa rty and  p ronounc e orders. 

 

After perusing the p roc eed ings impugned  in the writ petition, 

without muc h delibera tion, this Court is of the view tha t the 

p roc edure followed  by the 2nd  respondent to remedy a  situa tion,  

if any, warranting  ac tion under the Ac t, does not c onform to  

the sc heme of the very Ac t or the p rinc ip les of na tura l justic e. 

Therefore, on this short g round , the p roc eed ings impugned  in the 

writ petition a re set aside.  This Court has not c onsidered  the issue 

on merits.  Henc e, it is open either to 3rd  respondent or persons 

interested  in the sub jec t ma tter to initia te steps in ac c ordanc e with 

law.  

 

The writ petition is ordered .  There sha ll be no order as to 

c osts. 

 

Consequently, pend ing misc ellaneous petitions, stand  c losed .  

  

                              
____________ 

         S.V.BHATT, J 

28th August, 2017 

Lrkm  
 

 


