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HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

W.P. No.10953 OF 2008 

ORDER: 

Heard  Mr.Srinivasa  Rao for petitioners and  the Assistant 

Government Pleader for Triba l Welfa re. 

The petitioners c ha llenge c ommunic a tion No.2138/ LTR-2/ 2008 

da ted  18.04.2008, whic h reads as follows: 

  “From: 
  The Secretary to Government, 
  Tribal Welfare Department, 
  A.P.Secretariat, 
  Hyderabad. 
  To 
  Sri Nanduri Srinivasa Rao, Advocate, 
  Bhadrachalam-507111. 
   
Sir,  
     Sub: Tribal Welfare-Khammam District-Revision 

Petition filed by Sri Kosa Raju Srinivas Rao s/o. Late 

Bapanaiah and Smt.Kosa Raju Lalithamma 

w/o.Bapanaiah dated 02.03.2008 r/o. Yathalakunta (V) 

Sathupalli (M) Khammam District against of the orders 

of the Additional Agent to Government in 

C.M.A.No.22/2005 dated 17.11.2007 in respect of 

Acres.20.00 in Survey No.54 & C.M.A. No.23/2005 

dated 17.11.2007 in respect of Acres 5.00 in survey 

No.54 of Yathlakunta (V) of Sathhupalli (M)-Reg. 

Ref: Revision Petition filed by Sri Kosaraju Srinivas Rao 

& Smt.Kosaraju Lalithamma dated 02.03.2008. 

                    ************ 

In the reference cited Sri Kosa Raju Srinivas Rao 

`s/o.Late Bapanaiah & Smt.Kosa Raju Laithamma, 

w/o.Bapanaiah have filed a Revision Petition  through 

their counsel aggrieved by the Orders of the Additional 

Agent to Government, Bhadrachalam in 

C.M.S.Nos.22/2005 & 23/2005 dated 17.11.2007 on 

02.03.2008 which is belated. 

After careful examination of the matter, Government 

hereby rejects the application as it is time barred.” 
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as illega l, amounts to a rb itra ry exerc ise of jurisd ic tion by the 1st 

respondent and  c onsequently  p ray for d irec tion to hear and  

d ispose of the revision on merits. 

The c irc umstanc es relevant for d isposa l of the writ petition a re 

sta ted  thus: 

The petitioners aggrieved  by the orders of 3rd  respondent in 

LTR c ase Nos. 998/ 94 da ted  26.02.1996 and  999/ 94 da ted  02.02.1996 

filed  C.M.A Nos.22 and  23 of 2005 before the 2nd  respondent.  The 

2nd  respondent, it appears from Ex.P2, has c onsidered  the c ase on 

merits, p ronounc ed  the order on 17.11.2007 d ismissing  appea ls filed  

by petitioners herein.  The c ase of petitioners is tha t the c opy of 

order da ted  17.11.2007 was not rec eived  by the petitioners even as 

la te as 22.02.2008.  On 11.03.2008, revision aga inst the c ommon 

order da ted  17.11.2007 in C.M.A. Nos. 22 and  23 of 2005 was filed  

and  the revision was rejec ted  through the c ommunic a tion 

impugned in the writ petition.   

The c ase of petitioners is tha t the 1st respondent c ommitted   

an illega lity in c a lc ula ting  the period  of limita tion to file revision, for 

ac c ord ing to petitioners,  till the c opy is rec eived  by petitioners on 

22.02.2008, the period  c annot be inc luded  and  therefore, the 

revision filed  on 11.03.2008 is within the period  of limita tion.  They 

further c ontend  tha t assuming without admitting  tha t there is delay, 

unless and  until the rec ord  is c a lled  for from the offic e of 2nd  

respondent, verified  the da tes of d ispa tc h and  the rec eip t of c opy 

of order by petitioners, the find ing on delay in filing  the revision 

should  not have been rec orded .  They further c ontend  tha t even if 
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delay has oc c asioned , the Government has power to c ondone the 

delay.  Therefore, for a ll the above reasons, they p ray for setting  

aside the c ommunic a tion and  c onsequentia l d irec tion to                          

1st respondent to hear and  d ispose of the revision on merits. 

The lea rned  Assistant Government Pleader for Triba l Welfa re 

submits tha t the petitioners c an be g iven liberty to rep resent the  

revision with an app lic a tion to c ondone delay and  the same will be 

c onsidered  by the 1st respondent.  The c ontention is merely noted                

to be rejec ted .  

The c hronolog ic a l referenc e to da tes and  events prima  fac ie  

shows tha t the rejec tion of revision filed  by the petitioners as time 

barred  is untenab le and  c onsequently the c ommunic a tion da ted  

18.04.2008 is set aside.  The 1st respondent is d irec ted  to number the 

revision filed  on 02.03.2008, hear and  d ispose of the revision within 

six months from the da te of rec eip t of a  c opy of this order.  The 

interim order granted  on 21.05.2008 is d irec ted  to be c ontinued  

pend ing revision. 

The writ petition is ordered  as ind ic a ted  above.  No order as 

to c osts.  

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

 

      

         ___________ 

     S.V.BHATT,J 

Date:09.03.2017 
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