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 The case of the pet it ioners is that  the subject  land was assigned to 

their  father in the year 1970, and ever since, he has been in possession and 

enjoym ent  by cult ivat ing the land, and after his dem ise on 25.05.1991, they 

are in possession, and subsequent ly, m ade applicat ion for m utat ion of their  

nam es in the revenuer records. The  4 th respondent  – Tahsildar, vide Mem o 

in Lr.No.B/ 1893/ 2019 dated 24.07.2019, rejected their claim  for m utat ion 

and for issuance of new pat tadar pass books, on the ground that  the 

Revenue Divisional Officer, Chevella Division vide proceedings 

No.D/ 3113/ 2014 dated 28.04.2016, cancelled the assignm ent  under Sect ion 

166 B of the Andhra Pradesh (Telangana Area)  Land Revenue Act  1317-Fasli 

on the ground that  assignm ent  was irregular and that  the or iginal assignee 

ie., the father of the pet it ioners, violated the condit ions of assignm ent .  

Aggrieved by the m em o dated 24.07.2019, the pet it ioners have filed the 

present  writ  pet it ion. 

 

 Learned counsel for the pet it ioners’ subm its that  before reject ing the 

claim  of the pet it ioners for m utat ion, 4 th respondent  has not  issued any 

not ice and the sam e am ounts to violat ion of pr inciples of natural just ice.  He 

further subm its that  for reject ing the claim  of the pet it ioners, 4 th respondent  

relied on the cancellat ion proceedings passed by the Revenue Divisional 

Officer,  Chevella Division dated 28.04.2016, but  before canceling the 

assignm ent  on the ground of alleged irregular assignm ent  and also violat ion 

of condit ions of assignm ent  by the father of the pet it ioners, no not ice has 

been issued to them  and the sam e also am ounts to violat ion of pr inciples of 

natural just ice.  He further subm its that  for canceling the assignm ent  under 

Sect ion 166-B of the Act , jur isdict ion is vested with Collector or Set t lem ent  

Officer, and under the said provision, the Revenue Divisional Officer has no 

jur isdict ion to cancel the assignm ent .  Therefore, he seeks to set  aside the 
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im pugned m em o and to direct  the 4 th respondent  to consider the case of the 

pet it ioners for m utat ion of their  nam es in the revenue records and for 

issuance of new pat tadar pass books and t it le deeds. 

 

 On the other hand, learned Assistant  Governm ent  Pleader for Revenue 

subm its the Revenue Divisional Officer vide proceedings dated 28.04.2016, 

has cancelled the assignm ent  m ade in favour of the father of the pet it ioners 

and the pet it ioners have not  challenged the sam e.  I n the light  of the said 

proceedings,  4 th respondent  cannot  consider the claim  of the pet it ioners. 

 

 I n this case, the specific case of the pet it ioners is that  before canceling 

the assignm ent  m ade in favour of the father of the pet it ioners, no not ice has 

been issued to them  and the cancellat ion proceedings of the Revenue 

Divisional Officer dated 28.04.2016, have also not  been served on them , and 

their fur ther case is that  under Sect ion 166-B of the Act ,  the Revenue 

Divisional Officer has no jur isdict ion to cancel the assignm ent  and the 

jur isdict ion is vested with the Dist r ict  Collector or the Set t lem ent  Officer.   

 

 I t  is to be further seen that  under Sect ion 5(1)  of the Telangana Rights 

in Land and Pat tadar Pass Books Act , 1971, before reject ing the applicat ion 

of the pet it ioners, the 4 th respondent  is required to issue not ice.  The case of 

the pet it ioners is that  no not ice has been issued to them  under Sect ion 5(1)  

of the said Act , before passing the im pugned m em o of reject ion, and the 

im pugned m em o also does not  refer to issuance of any not ice and 

opportunity to the pet it ioners.  I n view of the sam e, the im pugned order is 

liable to be set  aside on the ground of violat ion of pr inciples of natural 

just ice. 

 

 Accordingly, the im pugned m em o is set  aside and the m at ter is 

rem it ted back to the 4 th respondent  to reconsider the issue by taking the 

factors into considerat ion and pass orders afresh, after issuing not ice and 

opportunity of hearing to the pet it ioners.  I t  is open for the pet it ioners to 
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challenge the proceedings dated 28.04.2016 issued by Revenue Divisional 

Officer. 

 

 The writ  pet it ion is accordingly allowed to the extent  indicated above. 

 

 

 I nter locutory applicat ions pending, if any, shall stand closed.  No order 

as to costs. 
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