
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V. BHATT 

 

W.P. No.22303 OF 2018  

ORDER: 

 

Heard  Mr.T.Tejeswara  Rao for petitioners and  the lea rned  

Assistant Government Pleader for Revenue. 

The issue a rises under the A.P. (Andhra  Area ) Esta tes  

(Abolition and  Conversion into Ryotwary) Ac t, 26 of 1946 (for short 

‘ the Ac t’ ).  The Court of Esta tes Abolition Tribuna l-c um-Distric t Judge 

a t Srikakulam vide order da ted  04.02.2013 in T.A.S.No.1/ 2004 set 

aside the order of Settlement Offic er-c um-Joint Collec tor/ 2nd  

respondent da ted  05.02.2004 in SR 11(A) 56(1) 1/ 89.  The lea rned  

Princ ipa l Distric t Judge remitted  the matter to 2nd  respondent for 

c onsidera tion and  d isposa l in ac c ordanc e with law.  The 2nd  

respondent sinc e d id  not d ispose of file No. SR 11(A) 56(1) 1/ 89, the 

petitioners filed  W.P. No.21453 of 2016. The writ petition was 

d isposed  of as follows: 

“Without expressing any opinion on the merits, since it is 

stated that no orders are passed by respondent No.2 

pursuant to the order, dated 04.02.2013, respondent 

No.2 is directed to dispose of the matter in accordance 

with law in terms of remand order after issuing notice to 

the parties to the proceedings.” 

 

It is ma tter of rec ord  tha t c ompla ining  d isobed ienc e of order 

in W.P. No.21413 of 2016, the petitioners filed  c ontempt c ase. 

Above a re the c irc umstanc es p rec ed ing to the passing of the 

order impugned  in the writ petition. The 2nd  respondent passed  the 

order impugned  in the writ petition by hold ing  tha t suffic ient 

opportunity was a fforded  to petitioners to p roduc e the doc uments 



 2 

as d irec ted  by the Esta tes Abolition Tribuna l, but the petitioners d id  

not utilise the opportunity.  Therefore, the c la im was d ismissed .  

Henc e, the writ petition. 

The petitioners filed  annexure evidenc ing filing  of doc uments 

on 13.11.2017.  The petitioners c omp la in tha t the observa tion made 

aga inst the petitioners is c omp letely inc orrec t and  unsusta inab le, 

for the petitioners have p lac ed  the doc uments before the 2nd  

respondent but a re not c onsidered . The c ounsel for petitioners fa irly 

sta ted  tha t though remedy of appea l is ava ilab le aga inst the order 

impugned in the writ petition, as there is vio la tion of p rinc ip les of 

na tura l justic e and  a lso the d irec tion issued  by the Tribuna l, the 

petitioners a re c onstra ined  to invoke the jurisd ic tion of this Court 

under Artic le 226 of the Constitution of Ind ia .  The c ounsel submits 

tha t the petitioners a re c ontent if doc uments filed  a re c onsidered  

and  issue dec ided .  Keep ing in view the limited  grievanc e, on 

02.07.2018, this Court d irec ted  p roduc tion of rec ord  from the offic e 

of 2nd  respondent.  The rec ord  is made ava ilab le for inspec tion. 

After perusing  the rec ord , without deta iling  the va rious da tes of 

hearing  etc , it c an be c onc luded  by c omparing  page No.82 of the 

orig ina l file and  page 17 of the writ papers tha t in fac t the 

petitioners have on 13.11.2017 filed  the orig ina l doc uments.  Henc e 

it is unnec essary to examine how and  why the c onc lusions a lready 

noted  above from the order impugned  in the writ petition has been 

passed . The order is unsusta inab le as the order fa iled  to look into the 

doc uments p lac ed  on rec ord  by the petitioners. The c ounsel 

c onsent to ordering  the writ petition as follows: 
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The p roc eed ings SR.No.11(A)/ 56/ (1)1/ 89 Rc .No.1425/ 2017/ F3 

da ted  11.01.2018 a re set aside. File No. SR.No.11(A)/ 56/ (1)1/ 89 is 

restored  for hearing  and  d isposa l before the 2nd  respondent.  The 

2nd  respondent c onsiders d isposing of Case No. 

SR.No.11(A)/ 56/ (1)1/ 89 as exped itiously as possib le p referab ly within 

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

2nd  respondent issues notic e by RPAD to respondent Nos.4 to 6 

within four weeks from the da te of rec eip t of c opy of this order and  

c a lls upon them to p roduc e doc uments on whic h they wish to rely 

upon in support of their c la im.  

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 

 

Da te:16.07.2018 
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