
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V. BHATT 

W.P. Nos.15431 AND 15727 OF 2014  

COMMON ORDER: 

 Heard  Mr.G.Madusudhan Reddy for petitioner and  the 

Assistant Government Pleader. 

 The petitioner in these two writ petitions c ha llenges notic e in 

Form No. II in Proc eed ing A/ 154/ 2014 da ted  12.05.2014 and  the 

order of resumption No.A/ 154/ 2014 da ted  06.06.2014 as illega l, 

voila tive of p rinc ip les  of na tura l justic e and  unc onstitutiona l. 

 The 4th respondent in purported  authority and  jurisd ic tion 

under the A.P. Assigned  Lands (Prohib ition of Transfers) Ac t,1977 (for 

short ‘ the Ac t’ ) issued  the notic e and  passed  the order under 

c ha llenge.  The petitioner filed  W.P. No.15431 of 2014 questioning 

notic e da ted  12.05.2014 among other grounds tha t the notic e is 

bereft of reasons and  deta ils and  ac c ord ing to petitioner, the 

assumption of jurisd ic tion under the Ac t is c omp letely illega l, 

a rb itra ry and  unc onstitutiona l.  The fac tua l basis for the lega l 

c ontention is tha t even assuming the assignment of agric ultura l land  

in Survey No.5/ 19 of Peddanapa lly Village, Kasipet Manda l was 

made in favour of one Togari Ramulu, still the assignment was under 

Lavoni Rules and  sec ond ly without the c ond ition of non-a lienab ility.  

Unless and  until, the deta ils rela ting  to the sub jec t ma tter of notic e 

a re furnished  to petitioner, the petitioner is hand ic apped  and  a lso 

p rejud ic ed  to file effec tive representa tion before the 
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Tahsilda r/ respondent No.4.  This Court while ordering notic e on 

06.06.2014 d irec ted  as follows:  

          “Petitioner shall submit the explanation on the 

basis of the available information on or before 

10.06.2014.  The Tahsildar, however, shall not pass any 

orders adverse to the petitioner until he furnishes a 

certified  copy of patta of June,1955 referred to in the 

notice and give the petitioner one week time thereafter to 

submit his additional explanation, if any, and thereafter 

consider his case. 

            Learned Government Pleader for Revenue takes 

notice for respondents and he shall get inst ructions and 

file counter. 

             Post after three weeks in motion list.” 

 The 4th respondent passed  the order impugned  in writ petition 

No.15727 of 2014 on 06.06.2014. After going  through the notic e 

da ted  12.05.2014 and  the order da ted  06.06.2014, this Court has 

reason to believe tha t the 4th respondent in utmost haste, in 

devia tion of the p roc edure p resc ribed  under the Ac t and  in 

vio la tion of p rinc ip les of na tura l justic e,  issued  the notic e impugned  

in writ petition No.15431 of 2014 and  a lso passed  the order da ted  

06.06.2014.  The c ase of respondents is tha t the land  in Survey 

No.5/ 19 is assigned  land  and  justified  in initia ting  ac tion for 

resumption under the Ac t.  The c ha llenge of petitioner is not on the 

app lic ab ility or otherwise of the Ac t, but on the mode and  manner 

in whic h the authority c onferred  on 4th respondent is exerc ised  in 

this beha lf for to c ha llenge  the notic e  or impugned  order on any 

other ground , the petitioner does not know the deta ils.  The short 

g round  of c ha llenge is tha t the 4th respondent has not fo llowed  the 
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proc edure stipula ted  under Rule 3 of the A.P. Assigned  Lands 

(Prohib ition of Transfers) Rules, d id  not g ive fa ir and  reasonab le 

opportunity to petitioner, muc h less the order is passed  even before 

the time granted  by this Court for submitting  exp lana tion is over.  

Norma lly, this Court d irec ts a  pa rty who suffers an order under the 

Ac t to ava il the remedy of appea l.  In the c ase on hand , the writ 

petitions a re a lready admitted  and  interim orders a re a lso granted . 

Henc e, the writ petitions a re heard  and  on the grounds referred  to 

above, the notic e da ted  12.05.2014 as well as order da ted  

06.06.2014 a re set aside. 

  The writ petitions a re ordered  ac c ord ing ly.  The 4th 

respondent if so advised  and  c irc umstanc es warrant, c an initia te 

ac tion in ac c ordanc e with the p roc edure under the Ac t.   No order 

as to c osts. 

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

      

                                                                           

                        ___________ 

              S.V.BHATT, J 

 

Da te: 06.07.2017 
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