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   As per writ  averm ents, under the provisions of A.P.(A.A)  I nam s 

(Abolit ion and Conversion into Ryotwari)  Act , 1956 ( for short  ‘the Act ’)  

the then   Tahsildar/ Mandal Revenue Officer, passed order dated 

13.2.2007 confirm ing the ryotwari pat tas granted to the pet it ioners in 

respect  of subject  lands.    Against  the said order, the present  

Tahsildar – 5 th respondent , filed appeal under Sect ion 7(2)  of the Act  

before the 4 th respondent  – Revenue Divisional Officer for set t ing aside 

the sam e.  The 4 th respondent , vide proceedings in 

Rc.No.11026/ 2016/ C/ Dt  dated 14.10.2016 issued not ice to the 

pet it ioners to appear for hearing.  Challenging the sam e, the present  

writ  pet it ion has been filed. 

 

 The learned counsel for the pet it ioners subm it  that  pursuant  to 

the rem and order, the then Tahsildar, after considering all the aspects 

of the m at ter, passed order dated 13.2.2007 confirm ing the ryotwari 

pat tas granted earlier to the pet it ioners in respect  of the subject  land.  

After a lapse of nine years, appeal has been filed by the 5 th 

respondent .  Entertaining such an appeal by the 4 th respondent  – 

Revenue Divisional Officer, is erroneous.  Relying on the judgm ent  of a 

Division Bench judgm ent  of this court  in VEERAPPA  v .  REVENUE 



DI VI SI ONAL OFFI CER, CHI TTOOR
1 ,  he contended that  appeal 

against  the grant  of ryotwari pat ta under the Act , after a period of 60 

days, cannot  be entertained.   He further subm its that  pursuant  to the 

im pugned not ice, the pet it ioners have m ade their  appearance before 

the said authority.  However, having regard to the facts and 

circum stances and the law laid down by the Division Bench of this 

court , he sought  to set  aside the not ice and consequent ly to reject  the 

appeal. 

 

 The learned Assistant  Governm ent  Pleader for Revenue subm its 

that  the order dated 13.2.2007 was without  not ice and hence the 

appeal has been filed by the 5 th respondent  –Tahsildar and accordingly 

im pugned not ice has been issued, to which the pet it ioners have m ade 

their  appearance and hence the writ  pet it ion m ay be dism issed. 

 

 As per the subm ission of the learned counsel for the pet it ioners, 

pursuant  to the im pugned not ice, pet it ioners have m ade their  

appearance and as on date, no final orders have been passed.  I n view 

of these circum stances, without  expressing any opinion on m erits, the 

writ  pet it ion is disposed of at  the stage of adm ission, leaving it  open to 

the pet it ioners to file the relevant  m aterial and raise all the object ions 

available under law, including the one of lim itat ion;  and the 4 th 

respondent  – Revenue Divisional Officer, after giving opportunity to 

                                                 
1
 2002(5)ALD 121 (DB) 



the writ  pet it ioners and the 5 th respondent , shall pass appropriate 

orders in accordance with law.  No costs. 

 

 Miscellaneous pet it ions pending if any, shall stand closed. 
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