
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V. BHATT 

 

C.R.P.Nos.943 &1609 OF 2011 
 

COMMON ORDER: 

Heard  Mr.V.Sreenivasa  Rao for revision petitioners and  the 

lea rned  Assistant Government Pleader for respondent. 

 

 The appellants in the Court of the Cha irman, Land  Reforms 

Appella te Tribuna l-c um-II Add itiona l Distric t Judge, West Godavari, 

Eluru a re the revision petitioners. 

 

The issue a rises under the A.P. Land  Reforms (Ceiling  on 

Agric ultura l Hold ings Ac t) 1973 and  the A.P. Land  Reforms (Ceiling  

on Agric ultura l Hold ings) Rules 1974 (for short ‘ the Ac t & the Rules 

respec tively’ ).  The deta ils of the c ivil revision petitions, the name(s) 

of revision petitioners and  the appea ls aga inst whic h the revisions 

a re filed  a re tabula ted  hereunder:- 

 

Sl.

No. 

C.R.P.No. L.R.A.No. Name of the Petitioner 

 

1. 943 of 2011 16 of 2008 Meka Meher Ram Venkatadri Appa 
Rao 
 

2. 1609 of 2011 15 of 2008 Damera Manga Sri 

 
 

The c irc umstanc es lead ing to the filing  of Revision/ Appea l a re 

same, henc e, a re adverted  ac c ord ing ly. However, both the 

revisions c an be d isposed  of by the find ings rec orded  in this beha lf. 

 

The sub jec t ma tter of c ivil revision petitions is R.S.No.483 of 

Nuzvid  Village. 

 

One Mr.M.V.S.V.K.Appa  Rao (land  owner) was the owner  

and  possessor of the lands in R.S.No.483.  The land  owner  

through unreg istered  sa le deed  da ted  09.07.1967 sold  an extent  
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of    Ac .7-00 c ents in R.S.No.483 in favour of one Smt. Meka  Lakshmi 

Devi (purc haser). The land  owner and  the purc haser have filed  

separa te dec la ra tions under the Ac t and  they a re taken on  

file as C.C.No.1104/ NZD/ 75 and  C.C.No.1094/ NZD/ 75 respec tively. 

Both the c ivil revisions a rise out of the orders passed  in 

C.C.No.1104/ NZD/ 75 filed  by land  owner. On 16.05.1976,  

the dec la ra tion filed  by Meka  Lakshmi Devi (purc haser)  

was ac c ep ted  by the Land  Reforms Tribuna l and  it was held   

tha t purc haser is a  non-surp lus holder of agric ultura l land   

under the Ac t.  On 02.11.1976, the Land  Reforms Tribuna l in 

C.C.No.1104/ NZD/ 75 held  tha t M.V.S.V.K.Appa  Rao (land  owner) 

was hold ing  Ac s. 158-65 Cts in exc ess of c eiling  limit. 

 

Mr.M.V.S.V.K.Appa  Rao/ dec la rant filed  L.R.A.No.494 of 1976 

and  on 08.03.1978, the Appella te Tribuna l mod ified  the order by 

exc lud ing Ac s. 38.98 Cts from the hold ing  of Mr.M.V.S.V.K.Appa  Rao 

(land  owner).  It is ma tter of rec ord  tha t on 18.04.1978, the revision 

filed  aga inst the sa id  order i.e., C.R.P.No.2194 of 1978 was d ismissed .  

The Land  Reforms Tribuna l, on 14.12.1982, issued  show-c ause notic e 

c a lling upon Mr.M.V.S.V.K.Appa  Rao to surrender c eiling  surp lus 

land .  Show-c ause notic e da ted  14.12.1982 was assa iled  in 

W.P.No.799 of 1983 and  on 09.10.1987, the writ petition was 

d isposed  of g iving  liberty to M.V.S.V.K.Appa  Rao/ dec la rant to ra ise 

ob jec tions in the surrender p roc eed ings initia ted  through notic e 

da ted  14.12.1982.  At tha t junc ture, Meka  Lakshmi Devi/ purc haser 

ava iled  the opportunity and  filed  ob jec tions aga inst taking 

possession of agric ultura l land , whic h was inc luded  and  held  to be 

within the c eiling  limit in C.C.No.1094/ NZD/ 75. 



 3 

The Primary Tribuna l rejec ted  the ob jec tions not only filed  by 

M.V.S.V.K.Appa  Rao (dec la rant) and  Meka  Lakshmi Devi 

(purc haser), but a lso a  few other ob jec tions ra ised  by purc hasers of 

the sub jec t ma tter from M.V.S.V.K.Appa  Rao.  The ob jec tors filed  

L.R. Appea l before the Appella te Tribuna l. The Land  Reforms 

Tribuna l, Krishna , Mac hilipa tnam, through c ommon judgment da ted  

24.04.1990, d isposed  of the appea ls. The Sta te aggrieved  by the 

c ommon order da ted  24.04.1990 filed  C.R.P.Nos.1089 and  1090 of 

1991.   The revision petitions filed  by the Sta te a re either d ismissed   

for default or otherwise.  At this junc ture, the c ontention of the 

revision petitioners is tha t the issue of hold ing  of land  both by 

M.V.S.V.K.Appa  Rao and  Meka  Lakshmi Devi was the sub jec t matter 

of Land  Reform Appea ls as well as Civil Revision Petition before this 

Court.  The find ings rec orded  in the earlier round  of litiga tion on the 

very same sub jec t ma tter c annot and  c ould  not be ignored  by the 

authorities while taking  possession of a lleged  c eiling  surp lus land  

liab le to be surrendered  in C.C.No.1104/ NZD/ 75.  On 23.06.1988, 

M.V.S.V.K.Appa  Rao/ dec la rant d ied  unmarried  and  Meka Meher 

Rama Venka tad ri Appa  Rao  is now shown as the lega l 

rep resenta tive of M.V.S.V.K.Appa  Rao and  the p roc eed ings a re 

c ontinued .  On 05.09.1989, the Land  Reforms Tribuna l/ respondent 

rejec ted  the ob jec tion petition of Meka  Lakshmi Devi/ purc haser 

whic h resulted  in filing  the appea l referred  above. 

 

 An extent of Ac s.33-00 is sta ted  to have been sold  through 

agreement of sa le da ted  09.07.1967 in favour of Smt.Meka  Lakshmi 

Devi and  in the p roc eed ings, the sa id  doc ument is marked  as  

Ex.X-4 and  aga in on 10.06.1969, an extent of Ac s.7-00 was 
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purc hased  by Meka  Lakshmi Devi and  the same is evidenc ed  as 

Ex.X-5.  The petitioner c ontends tha t Meka  Lakshmi Devi/ purc haser 

sinc e was hold ing  agric ultura l land  filed  dec la ra tion in 

C.C.No.1094/ NZD/ 75. The respondent vide order da ted  16.05.1976 

rec ognised  the hold ing and  possession of entire extent of 

agric ultura l land  and  held  tha t Meka  Lakshmi Devi/ purc haser is a  

non-surp lus holder of agric ultura l land .   

 

 The p rinc ip le of la id  down by the Apex Court in STATE OF 

ANDHRA PRADESH v. MOHD ASHRAFUDDIN1 has to be app lied  in its 

entirety and  the p rotec tion of possession granted  to Meka  Laskhmi 

Devi is extended  to persons who c la im through Meka  Lakshmi Devi 

of land , whic h is free from ob liga tion of surrender in 

C.C.No.1094/ NZD/ 75.  The basis for the sa id  c ontention is tha t Meka  

Lakshmi Devi a fter the c eiling  p roc eed ings in C.C.No.1094/ NZD/ 75 

have bec ome fina l, through reg istered  sa le deeds viz., reg istered  

sa le deed  da ted  12.08.1994 sold  in favour of one Bapana iah and  

the petitioner is purc haser of a  sma ll portion as ind ic a ted  above 

from Bapana iah.  Therefore, the revision petitioner, being  a  

purc haser of sma ll extent of land , the possession of whic h was 

p rotec ted  by L.R.A.No.42/ 82, the same p rotec tion enjoyed  by  

the revision petitioner is ava ilab le and  the revision petitioner c annot 

be d ispossessed  in the surrender p roc eed ings taken up  in 

C.C.No.1104/ NZD/ 75. 

 

                                                 
1AIR 1982 SC 913 
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 Reverting  bac k to the c ommon order da ted  24.04.1990, the 

Court finds it useful to exc erp t the opera tive portion of the order in 

L.R.A.No.42/ 89, whic h reads thus: 

“In pursuance of the remand order of the High 

Court of A.P., dt.9.10.87 passed in W.P.No.799/83, the 

declarant as well as the objectors 3 to 10 mentioned in the 

order of the primary Tribunal dt.5.9.89, filed objections by 

way of affidavits before the Land Reforms Tribunal, Bandar 

on 7.11.87. The father of the declarant viz., Meka 

Rangayappa Rao filed an affidavit before the primary 

Tribunal on 24.7.88.  In that affidavit, he stated that the 

declarant is his only unmarried son and he died due to 

Jaundice on 23.6.88 at Hyderabad.  He, therefore, prayed 

for substituting his name as legal heir of his deceased son 

and also as legal representative in the objection petition 

filed by his son in pursuance of the High Court remand 

order in W.P.No.799/83 dt.9.10.87.  The Land Reforms 

Tribunal, Bandar brought M.R.Appa Rao, the father of 

declarant herein on record as his legal representative and 

he is petitioner No.2 in the objection petition filed before 

the primary Tribunal.  The 2nd petitioner viz., M.R.Appa 

Rao also filed a petition on 21.8.88 authorising one 

Pallagani Pitchaiah, son of Gopalswamy of Nuzvid as his 

agent to act on his behalf in this case. 

xxxxxxxxxxx 

xxxxxxxxxxx 

In the result, the order of the Land Reforms 

Tribunal, Bandar in C.C.No.1104/NZD/75 dt.5.9.89 is 

modified to the extent that the land purchased by the 

vendee Meka Laxmi Devi who is the appellant in 

L.R.A.No.42/89 in an extent of Ac.7-00 covered by Ex.X-5 

dt.10.6.69 has to be excluded from the holding of the 

declarant and the appeal filed by the appellant in 

L.R.A.No.42/89 is partly allowed to the extent of the land 

covered by Ex.X-5 only has to be excluded from the 

holding of the declarant. 

The appeals in L.R.As.41, 43, 44/89 and 3/90 are 

dismissed with a direction that the lands covered by the 

transactions under Ex.X.1, X.11, X.14 and A-42 are to be 

included both in the holding of the vendors and the 
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vendees and in view of the decision of their Lordships of 

the Supreme Court reported in AIR 1982 SC page 913 at 

page 915 para 9, the possession of the vendees and 

Exs.X.1, X..4, X.11, X.14 and A.42 is protected and they 

are entitled to continue possession of the said lands.  

These appeals are accordingly disposed of”. 

 

 Mr.V.Sreenivasa  Rao c ontends tha t to the extent of land  

c overed  by Ex.X-5 da ted  10.06.1969 a  d irec tion is issued  to exc lude 

Ac s. 7-00 of agric ultura l land  from the hold ing  of M.V.S.V.K.Appa  

Rao and , therefore, no surrender p roc eed ings insofa r as the sa id  

extent is c onc erned  c an be pursued  in C.C.No.1104/ NZD/ 75.  To the 

extent of Ac s.33-00 c overed  by Ex.X-4, he c ontends tha t possession 

of Meka  Lakshmi Devi/ purc haser was p rotec ted  and  the p rotec tion 

of possession granted  to Meka  Lakshmi Devi enures to the benefit of 

either Bapana iah or through Bapana iah to the revision petitioner.  

The c ounsel lays emphasis on the opera tive portion of the d irec tion 

viz., “ the possession of the vendees under Exs.X-1, X-4, X-11, X-14 

and  A-42 is p rotec ted  and  they i.e., purc hasers a re entitled  to 

c ontinue possession of the sa id  land ” .  Therefore, the d irec tion 

c annot be d iluted  or benefit denied  to purc haser from purc haser.  

In other words, the submission is tha t the respondent is p revented  

from taking  possession of agric ultura l land  whic h is inc luded  in the 

hold ing of Meka  Lakshmi Devi and  c overed  by Exs.X-1, X-4,  

X-11, X-14 and  A-42.  Therefore, either by opera tion of order da ted  

15.05.1976 in C.C.No.1074/ NZD/ 75 or tha t the order da ted  

24.04.1990 in L.R.A.No.42 of 1989, the steps now taken for delivery of 

possession of land  now held  by the revision petitioners is illega l, 

beyond  jurisd ic tion and  c ontra ry to the p rinc ip le la id  down by the 

Apex Court in MOHD ASHRAFUDDIN c ase (supra ).  He c ontends tha t 
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the a rgument of respondents, if ac c ep ted , amounts to a llowed  

review of the d irec tion by sta tutory authority. Adverting  to the 

find ing rec orded  by the Appella te Tribuna l, he c ontends tha t the 

c onc ep t of app lic ab ility of benefit of c ommon judgment in 

L.R.A.No.42 of 1989 on the d istinc tion d rawn by referenc e to  

rem and  personam  is c omp letely misc onc eived  and  appears to be 

used  only to d ismiss the appea ls.  Ac c ord ing to him, the p rotec tion 

granted  by the Land  Reforms Appella te Tribuna l is possession of 

land  c overed  by Ex.X-4 etc .  The interferenc e with possession by  

1st respondent does not depend  on the person who enjoys the 

p roperty.  Therefore, he p rays for setting  aside the orders under 

revision, a llow the revisions and  p rotec t the possession of revision 

petitioners.  

 

 

 The lea rned  Assistant Government Pleader submits tha t 

M.V.S.V.K.Appa  Rao is under ob liga tion to surrender about  

140 ac res of land  in C.C.No.1104/ NZD/ 75.  The 1st respondent has 

p roperly understood  the d irec tion issued  by Appella te Tribuna l in 

L.R.A.No.42 of 1989 and  has c a lled  upon the petitioners herein to 

deliver possession of the c eiling  surp lus land .  Ac c ord ing  to her, the 

transac tions relied  on by the revision petitioners a re void  and  hit by 

Sec tion 17 of the Ac t.  She p rays for d ismissing  the revisions.   

 

 I have noted  the submissions and  perused  the rec ord . 

 

 The sub jec t ma tter of revisions is R.S.No.483 of Nuzvid  Village.   

In respec t of the sa id  survey number, dec la ra tions in 

C.C.No.1094/ NZD/ 75 filed  by Meka  Lakshmi Devi and  

C.C.No.1104/ NZD/ 75 filed  by M.V.S.V.K.Appa  Rao/ dec la rant a re 
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enterta ined .  The 1st respondent, while c onsidering  the respec tive 

dec la ra tions, examined  the hold ing  of agric ultura l land  by Meka  

Lakshmi Devi/ purc haser, through order da ted  16.05.1976, ac c ep ted  

the dec la ra tion and  held  tha t Meka  Lakshmi Devi is a  non-surp lus 

holder.  To the extent of possession and  hold ing  of agric ultura l land  

c overed  by C.C.No.1094/ NZD/ 75, the orders under the Ac t have 

bec ome fina l.  Sec ond ly, when the 1st respondent issued  show 

c ause notic e to take possession of the land  whic h is inc luded  in the 

hold ing of Meka  Lakshmi Devi, ob jec tions were filed ; rejec ted ; 

ma tter c a rried  by way of appea l; and  L.R.A.No.42 of 1989 was 

d isposed  of vide c ommon judgment da ted  24.04.1990.  At this 

junc ture, it is useful to note the effec t of eac h one of the find ings 

rec orded  on Exs.X-4 and  X-5.  The Land  Reforms Appella te Tribuna l 

held  tha t the possession pursuant to an agreement of transfer 

c annot be sa id  to be illega l and  the transferee is entitled  to rema in 

in possession of land  c overed  by the agreement.   In view of the 

ruling  of the Apex Court in MOHD ASHRAFUDDIN c ase (supra ), the 

transferees for the lands c overed  by Ex.X-4 and  Ex.A-42 a re entitled  

to be in possession of the sa id  land  and  the Primary Tribuna l c annot 

interfere with their possession. The Appella te Tribuna l while d isposing 

of L.R.A.No.42 of1982 left it open for inc lud ing  the sa id  extent in the 

dec la ra tions of M.V.S.V.K.Appa  Rao/ dec la rant and  Meka  Lakshmi 

Devi.   

 

 The c ommon judgment in Land  Reforms Appea l is da ted  

24.04.1990.  As a lready noted , as ea rly as 1975, Meka  Lakshmi Devi, 

by inc lud ing the land  purc hased  under Ex.X-4 etc ., in her 

dec la ra tion, filed  C.C.No.1094/ NZD/ 75.  It is not the c ase of  
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1st respondent tha t in the c eiling  dec la ra tion filed  by 

M.V.S.V.K.Appa  Rao in C.C.No.1104/ NZD/ 75, the land  c overed  by 

Ex.X-4 is not inc luded .  This aspec t may not be c ruc ia l a t this point of 

time in view of find ing by the L.R.A. Tribuna l in L.R.A.No.42 of 89 and  

ba tc h.  This Court is of the view tha t the c ommon judgment da ted  

24.04.1990 in L.R.As held  tha t the Land  Reforms Primary Tribuna l 

c annot interfere with their possession of purc hasers of land  c overed  

by Exs.X-1, X-4, X-11, X-14 and  A-42.    From the above d isc ussion 

wha t requires c onsidera tion is whether the restric tion granted  

aga inst 1st respondent is c onfined  to pa rties to c ommon judgment 

da ted  24.04.1990 or the persons c la iming through them.  Muc h 

delibera tion is not required  to c onc lude tha t the 1st respondent by 

the d irec tions in L.R.A. a lready exc erp ted  is p revented  from 

interfering  with the possession of land  c overed  by Ex.X-4 and  it is not 

c la rified  tha t the enjoyment of the persons deriving  the benefit 

under Ex.X-4 or a  purc haser c la iming from Meka la  Lakshmi Devi is 

a lso p rotec ted .   As a lready noted , further, the orders in L.R.A have 

bec ome fina l in C.R.P.Nos.1089 and  1090 of 1991.  The land  c overed  

by Ex.X-4 sinc e is a lready inc luded  in the dec la ra tion of 

M.V.S.V.K.Appa  Rao, the op tion ava ilab le to the 1st respondent is to 

searc h and  initia te surrender p roc eed ings aga inst the other 

agric ultura l land  inc luded  in the dec la ra tion of M.V.S.V.K.Appa  Rao, 

free from restric tion by the order of the Appella te Court.  This Court, 

if ac c ep ts the c ontention of 1st respondent tha t the possession of 

petitioner is void , the same would  be aga inst the find ing rec orded  

in L.R.A No.42 of 1989 and  amounts to taking away the p rotec tion 

of possession granted  in L.R.A.No.42 of 1989.   
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 This Court by taking  note of the find ings rec orded  in the 

earlier round  of litiga tion and  a lso tha t these orders have bec ome 

fina l with the d ismissa l of CRPs, is of the view tha t the orders under 

revision a re unsusta inab le and  a re, ac c ord ing ly, set aside.  In the 

instant revisions, this Court has c onsidered  the effec t of p rotec tion 

granted  by the Land  Reforms Appella te Tribuna l whic h is exc erp ted  

above and  not in respec t of any other land  whic h the  

1st respondent c an p roc eed  and  take possession in ac c ordanc e 

with law from the enjoyers of c eiling  surp lus land . 

 

 The revisions a re, ac c ord ing ly a llowed .  There sha ll be no 

order as to c osts. 

 

 Pend ing misc ellaneous petitions, if any, stand  c losed . 

 
 

                      ___________ 
         S.V.BHATT, J 

03rd Oc tober, 2018 

Lrkm  
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