
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V. BHATT 

 

W.P.No.23410 OF 2017  

ORDER: 

 

 Heard  Mr.I.Koti Reddy for petitioner and  Assistant 

Government Pleader (Revenue) for respondents. 

 

 The petitioner c omp la ins aga inst inac tion of respondents in 

c onsidering  and  d isposing of app lic a tions da ted  03.05.2017 and  

21.06.2017 filed  for c hang ing the name of petitioner in revenue 

rec ords for the assigned  land  in an extent of Ac s.1-39 c ents in 

Sy.No.1975-7D of Dod ipa lli , Pileru Village and  Manda l, Chittoor 

Distric t, as illega l, a rb itra ry and  unc onstitutiona l. 

 

 The p rayer is substantia lly aga inst inac tion in c onsidering  and  

d isposing of app lic a tions da ted  03.05.2017 and  21.06.2017 filed  by 

petitioner. 

 

 Mr.Koti Reddy tried  to persuade this Court tha t the 

respondents a re under ob liga tion to pass orders within 45 days.  

Sinc e no order is passed , the writ petition is filed  c ompla ining 

inac tion aga inst respondents. 

 

 I have perused  the materia l filed  by the petitioner.  Prima 

fac ie , this Court is of the view tha t the inac tion c ompla ined  in the 

writ petition is c ompletely p remature and  unfounded .  Assuming the 

app lic a tions were filed  on 03.05.2017 and  21.06.2017, mere delay in 

taking  up  the app lic a tions or effec ting  muta tion in revenue rec ords 

does not enab le the petitioner for a  d irec tion to respondents under 

Artic le 226 of the Constitution of Ind ia .  The petitioner is well advised  

if reminders a re sent, the respondents a re demanded  to perform 



 2 

their sta tutory duty and  if inac tion still c ontinues for reasonab le time, 

then the jurisd ic tion of this Court is examined  on merits by this Court.  

In the c ase on hand , the assignment in favour of petitioner was 

made on 25.01.2000.  The a ffidavit is silent on the efforts the 

petitioner has taken for 16 years in getting  the petitioners name 

inc orpora ted  in revenue rec ords.  In c ases like this, it is for 

respondents to examine the rec ord  and  pass orders as a re 

warranted  in the fac ts and  c irc umstanc es of the c ase.  Therefore, 

the petitioner is g iven liberty to remind  the request made through 

the instant app lic a tions and  if inac tion c ontinues, then the 

petitioner c an work out the remed ies in ac c ordanc e with law. 

  

  The writ petition is, ac c ord ing ly, d isposed  of.   There sha ll be 

no order as to c osts. 

  

 Consequently, pend ing misc ellaneous petitions stand  c losed .  

  

                              
 

____________ 

         S.V.BHATT, J 

14th July, 2017 

Lrkm  


