
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V. BHATT 

W.P. No.21252 OF 2017  

ORDER: 

 Heard  Mr. Narender Reddy, lea rned  senior c ounsel for 

petitioner and  the lea rned  Assistant Government Pleader (Revenue) 

for respondents 1 to 6. 

The petitioner p rays for Mandamus dec la ring  the inac tion of 

respondent No.3 in p roc eed ing with the inspec tion/ survey of lands 

bearing  Survey Nos. 37, 38, 42, 43, 44 and  60 of Poc haram Village, 

Gha tkesar Revenue Manda l, Ranga  Reddy Distric t pursuant to 

notic e No.A5/ 443/ 2013 da ted  12.04.2017 as illega l and  a rb itra ry.  

The petitioner further refers to inac tion in d isposing of 

rep resenta tions da ted  24.01.2017 and  28.04.2017 as illega l.  The 

lea rned  c ounsel for petitioner a fter a rguing the writ petition for 

sometime, has fa irly submitted  tha t a  c itizen is c ompelled  to 

approac h the Court for imp lementa tion of administra tive orders or 

notic es for there is enormous laxity in imp lementing  dec isions taken 

by respondents 3 to 6.  Ac c ord ing  to him, a  writ for Mandamus 

norma lly is not enterta ined  aga inst notic e issued  for any purpose 

inc lud ing to c onc lude the survey.  The lea rned  c ounsel has tried  to 

demonstra te the d iffic ulty fac ed  by the petitioner by relying  upon 

the order in File No.A5/ 443/ 2013 da ted  06.01.2016.  Ac c ord ing  to 

him, the offic ers a re not c onduc ting  the survey and  demarc a tion as 

per rec ords and  doc uments but doing the same on the orders 

passed  from time to time. 
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I have perused  the doc uments/ p roc eed ings on whic h the 

grievanc e is c anvassed  by petitioner.  Though this Court is not in 

agreement with the p rayer for Mandamus, take up  the enquiry 

pursuant to notic e da ted  12.04.2017, but a t the same time, this 

Court is c ompelled  to take note of the inac tion in the matters of 

survey and  demarc a tion by respondents 1 to 6.  It is no doub t true 

tha t onc e a  notic e is issued , the notic e should  be b rought to its 

log ic a l end  by referenc e to the relevant doc uments but the notic e 

is not kep t as notic e for a ll times  to c ome.  This Court is of the view 

tha t if the 3rd  respondent is not moving in the matter, the petitioner 

c an c erta inly b ring  it to the notic e of 1st and  2nd  respondents or 5th 

respondent for appropria te dec ision in this beha lf.  Petitioner is 

g iven liberty to enc lose c opy of this order to enab le the authorities 

under the Ac t to remedy the grievanc e of petitioner. The writ 

petition is d ismissed  with the above observa tion.  

 Misc ellaneous petitions pend ing , if any, sha ll stand  c losed .                                        

      

                                                                                     ___________ 

                      S.V.BHATT, J 

 

Da te: 29.06.2017 
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