
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V. BHATT 

 

W.P. No.6925 OF 2018 

ORDER: 

  

 Heard  Mr.P.Venugopa l for petitioner and  the lea rned  

Assistant Government Pleader for Revenue. 

 The petitioner is freedom fighter and  a lso a  nonagenarian. 

The petitioner has been representing  for c onsidera tion of 

petitioner’s c ase for a llotment of house p lot or agric ultura l land  in 

terms of G.O.Ms.No.185 da ted  11.03.1997.  The petitioner on 

20.06.2017 rep resented  to the Distric t Collec tor, Distric t Waranga l 

(Urban) for a llotment of the house p lot.   

The Assistant Government Pleader p lac es on rec ord  memo 

No.E1/ 350/ 2018 da ted  10.03.2018 whic h reads thus: 

          “ Memo 

Sub:- Freedom Fighters- Warangal Rural District & 
Division- Parkal Mandal- Smt.Nalla Kanakamma, 
Freedom Fighter Spouse- Request to allot 
Agricultural land at Hanamkonda-Reg. 

                     

                    Ref:- A/o. Smt.Nalla Kanakamma /R/o.Puligilla (V), 
                             Parkal (M), Dated 02.03.2018. 
 

      It is to inform that, vide reference cited; you have 

submitted an application requesting to allot house 

site/agricultural land under Freedom Fighter Quota. 

  On verification of your application, you were 

requested to allot house site/agricultural land at 

Hanamkonda Mandal of Warangal Urban District. 

    Therefore, it is informed that, allotment of land from 

one District to another is not possible.  Hence, you are 

advised to apply before the District Collector, Warangal 

Urban. 

        Hence, your application cannot be processed.” 
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Now, it is c ontended  tha t the app lic a tion is not pend ing and  

the petitioner may be g iven liberty to rep resent before the Distric t 

Collec tor, Distric t Waranga l (Rura l), Telangana  Sta te/ respondent 

No.2 for c onsidera tion of petitioner’ s c ase under G.O.Ms.No.185 

da ted  11.03.1997.  The Distric t Collec tor, Waranga l (Urban) may be 

right in informing the Court tha t the app lic a tion filed  by the 

petitioner is not subsisting .  This Court is of the view tha t the 

administra tion and / or the Courts of law for tha t ma tter must not only 

see tha t justic e is done but a lso seem to have been done.  If we ask 

a  nonagenarian to sta rt the request a fresh then it is d iffic ult to 

c onc eive when the fruits of the efforts of petitioner would  be 

rea lised . It c annot a lso be ignored  tha t the Distric t Collec tor, 

Waranga l (Urban) d id  not a lso rep ly if he does not have jurisd ic tion 

within reasonab le time.  The request sinc e has to be c onsidered  by 

the respondents, to meet the ends of justic e and  in the fac ts and  

c irc umstanc es of this c ase, the writ petition is d isposed  of by this 

order: 

  The petitioner is g iven liberty to re-submit the rep resenta tion 

da ted  20.06.2017 by reg istered  post with ac knowledgement due by 

enc losing a  c opy of this order to 1st and  2nd  respondents within two 

weeks from today.  The 1st respondent c onsiders the rep resenta tion 

and  issue d irec tions as a re warranted  to 2nd  respondent for 

c onsidera tion of petitioner’ s c ase in terms of G.O.Ms.No.185 da ted  

11.03.1997 within four weeks therea fter.  The 2nd  respondent c an 

a lso independently take up  the exerc ise and  c onsider the c ase of 
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petitioner in terms of G.O.Ms.No.185 da ted  11.03.1997 within six 

weeks from today. 

 The writ petition is d isposed  of ac c ord ing ly. No order as to 

c osts.  

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

 

                                                                       _________________ 
                                                                              S.V.BHATT, J 

 

Da te:19.06.2018 

Stp  

 

 

 

 

 


