
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V. BHATT 

 

W.P. No.16070 OF 2018  

ORDER: 

 

 Heard  Mr.B.S.Shiva ji for petitioner and  the lea rned  Assistant 

Government Pleader for Assignment. 

 The petitioner c ha llenges order of resumption 

Roc .No.43/ 2018/ SA da ted  06.04.2018 passed  by 4th respondent as 

viola tive of p rinc ip les of na tura l justic e and  a lso the ra tio la id  down 

by this Court in Dasari Narayana Rao v. Deputy Collec tor and 

Mandal Revenue Offic er, Serilingampalli1 and  Sudalagunta Sugars 

Ltd., Chittoor Distric t, A.P. v. Joint Collec tor, Chittoor2, for the 

p roposition tha t the notic e issued  under the A.P. Assigned  Lands 

(POT) Ac t,1977 (for short ‘ the Ac t’ ) must bear the deta ils of 

assignment, name of assignee, da te of assignment, the c ond itions 

with whic h the assignment was issued  etc . and  tha t the notic e is 

required  to be served  in Form Nos.1 and  2 both to the assignee as 

well as the a lleged  transferee in c ase of c ontravention of c ond itions 

of assignment.  Mr.Shiva ji further c ontends tha t in the c ase on hand , 

resumption is ordered  by referring  to Manda l Revenue Inspec tor’ s 

report and  relianc e on sa id  report is impermissib le in law. He fina lly 

c ontends tha t suc h p roc edure is c ompletely fa llac ious, illega l and  

untenab le. 

 The Assistant Government Pleader ob jec ts to the 

ma inta inab ility of the writ petition and  submits tha t the petitioner 

ought to be relega ted  to the remedy of appea l before the 

Revenue Divisiona l Offic er and  ra ise a ll g rounds aga inst the order of 
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4th respondent.  On 01.05.2018, time was granted  to respondents to 

file c ounter a ffidavit or p roduc e the rec ord . The Assistant 

Government Pleader reports tha t he rec eived  instruc tions from the 

respondents. 

 After perusing the rec ord , p rima  fac ie, this Court is of the view 

tha t the 4th respondent exerc ised  his authority or jurisd ic tion under 

the Ac t firstly without p roperly examining c irc umstanc es under 

whic h the resumption p roc eed ings c ould  be initia ted  and  sec ond ly, 

even assuming without rec ord ing a  find ing tha t a  few a llega tions 

a ttrac ting  the misc hief sought to be p revented  by the Ac t a re 

p resent, the 4th respondent has not fo llowed  the p roc edure muc h 

less ac ted  in the manner whic h sa tisfies the requirements of law and  

p rinc ip les of na tura l justic e. 

 The p roc eed ings a re too vague and  it is c onc luded  tha t the 

p roc eed ings impugned  in the writ petition a re illega l and  a lso 

c ontra ry to the p rinc ip le la id  down by this Court in the dec isions 

referred  to above.  For the above reasons, the p roc eed ings 

impugned in the writ petition a re set aside.  The 4th respondent, if 

has reason to p roc eed  under the Ac t, the 4th respondent is required  

to keep  in view the p rinc ip les la id  down by this Court in the 

dec isions referred  to above and  ac t ac c ord ing ly.  The writ petition is 

ordered  as ind ic ted  above.  No order as to c osts. 

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

 

                                                                                           ___________ 

                       S.V.BHATT, J 

 

Da te:03.07.2018 

Stp  


