
 

HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

 

WRIT PETITION No.16996 of 2018 

 

ORDER: 
 

 Heard  Dr.J.Vijaya  Lakshmi for petitioner and  the lea rned  

Assistant Government Pleader for Revenue. 

The petitioner c ha llenges the order of 2nd  respondent in File 

No.F2/ 5791/ 2017, da ted  15.02.2018 on severa l lega l and  fac tua l 

g rounds. 

One of the grounds, whic h requires c onsidera tion by this 

Court is tha t the 2nd  respondent passed  the order impugned  in the 

writ petition without hearing the petitioner.  In other words, the 

petitioner does not c omp la in tha t the petitioner was not put on 

notic e by the revisiona l authority, but the petitioner p leads 

ignoranc e of the da te of hearing , whic h resulted  in the order 

impugned in the writ petition. 

This Court would  have summoned  the file from the offic e of 

2nd  respondent and  examined  the grounds now c anvassed  by 

Dr.J.Vijaya  Lakshmi.  But, the fac t of the matter is tha t the 2nd  

respondent in exerc ise of his jurisd ic tion under Sec tion 9 of ROR Ac t, 

was sa tisfied  tha t the muta tion of name in 1-B Reg ister for Sy.No.79 

does not sa tisfy the requirement of lega lity, p rop riety etc .  The 2nd  

respondent refers to two c irc umstanc es i.e., information g iven by 

the Tahsilda r-4th respondent and  the admission of the Village 
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Revenue Offic er-5th respondent and  fina lly passed  the following 

order :- 

“ ……. 

In view of the above facts, the impugned mutat ion 

order B/ 2013/ 2014 dated 10.01.2015 is hereby set  aside and 

the Tahsildar, Nakrekal is hereby directed to enquire the 

mat ter and submit  the proposals to the Revenue Divisional 

Off icer, Nalgonda as per the physical possession for grant  of  

assignment  pat tas as per G.O.Ms.No.1406, Revenue 

(Assignment -I) dated 25.07.1958.  The Administ rat ive Off icer, 

Nalgonda is hereby directed to init iate necessary disciplinary 

act ion against  the VRO, Yadagiri Koppole Village of Kethepally 

Mandal.”  

 

The 2nd  respondent has not dec ided  the c la ims of the pa rties 

for the purpose of rec ord ing names in 1-B Reg ister for Sy.No.79 in an 

extent of Ac .3-09 g ts. 

The 2nd  respondent remanded  the c ase to p rimary authority 

on being  sa tisfied  tha t the 4th respondent is required  to c onduc t 

deta iled  enquiry before either ac c ep ting  c hange or entering  

names of any of the persons. 

The petitioner c la ims possession and  a lso entitlement to the 

sub jec t ma tter of writ petition.  The apprehension expressed  by the 

lea rned  c ounsel for petitioner is tha t the 4th respondent may not 

c onduc t enquiry, wherein the c la im of the petitioner is c onsidered  

a long with other c la ims. 

The ob jec tion is noted  and  this Court has no reason to doub t 

tha t the 4th respondent, if takes up  enquiry, pursuant to the order 

da ted  15.02.2018, fo llows the p roc edure p resc ribed  by law and  
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c onsiders eac h one of the c la ims by referenc e to rec ord  and  

passes appropria te orders in ac c ordanc e with law. 

The petitioner is g iven liberty to file deta iled  exp lana tion 

together with supporting  doc uments by enc losing a  c opy of this 

order within two weeks from today.  On filing  suc h exp lana tion, the 

4th respondent is d irec ted  to c omp lete the enquiry within three 

months therea fter. 

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

c osts. 

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

 

 

_____________ 

S. V. BHATT, J 

Dt: 27-06-2018 

Note: 

Issue C.C. in three days 

             (B/ o) 

               Prv 
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