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 Vide the impugned order in ROR Revision Petition No.24 of 2012 

da ted  27.06.2019, the 5th respondent – Joint Collec tor, Bhadrad ri 

Kothagudem Distric t, d ismissed  the revision filed  by the writ petitioner, and  

c onfirmed the issuanc e of pa ttadar pass books and  title deeds on the 

names of unoffic ia l respondents herein, and  thereby upheld  the order of 

the Revenue Divisiona l Offic er, Pa lonc ha  in ROR Appea l No.B/ 447/ 2011 

da ted  23.06.2012.  Aggrieved  by the same, the p resent writ petition is filed . 

 

 Learned  c ounsel for the petitioner ma inly submits tha t before the   

5th respondent – Joint Collec tor, the matter was listed  on 01.03.2019, and  

on the sa id  da te, the writ petitioner was p resent and  as her c ounsel was 

not ava ilab le, she sought for ad journment, but without c onsidering  the 

sa id  request, the matter was reserved  for orders.  He submits tha t 

petitioner filed  app lic a tion on 08.03.2019 for reopening of the matter,  but 

the 5th respondent, without c onsidering  the sa id  request of the petitioner, 

passed  the impugned  order a fter three months on 27.06.2019, d ismissing  

the revision. Learned  c ounsel further submits tha t on the ea rlier oc c asion, 

written a rguments were filed  on beha lf of the writ petitioner, but without 

c onsidering  the same, the impugned  order has been passed .    Therefore, 

he seeks to set aside the impugned  order. 

 

 On the other hand  lea rned  c ounsel appearing  for unoffic ia l 

respondents 6 to 9 submits tha t the unoffic ia l respondents have a lso filed  

written a rguments.  He submits tha t though the 5th respondent has not 

referred  to the written a rguments of both the pa rties in the impugned 



order, has passed  the sa id  order based  on the materia l evidenc e 

ava ilab le on rec ord  and  on merits of the c ase, and  henc e, no exc ep tion 

c an be taken.    He submits tha t the 5th respondent, c onsidering  the entire 

materia l ava ilab le on rec ord , passed  a  deta iled  order and  the same may 

not be interfered  with.  

 

 Learned  Assistant Government Pleader for Revenue, on instruc tions, 

fa irly c onc edes tha t the written a rguments filed  by the pa rties have not 

been referred  to the impugn order. 

 

 Impugned  order sta rts with the words sta ting  tha t the matter c ame 

up  before the 5th respondent for hearing  on 01.03.2019 in the p resenc e of 

Sri M.A.Mazid , Advoc a te for the revision petitoner and  Sri R.Venka ta  

Ra tnam, Advoc a te for the respondents.  The c ase of the writ petitioner is 

tha t on the sa id  da te, her c ounsel was not ava ilab le and  therefore, she 

sought for ad journment, but without c onsidering  the sa id  request, the 

matter was reserved  for orders.   The petitioner filed  a ttested  c opy of the 

doc ket p roc eed ings in the revision. On 01.03.2019 the 5th respondent 

noted  the doc ket p roc eed ings as under: 

 
 “ Both pa rties a lready filed  written a rguments.  Reserved  for orders.  

Appellant + respondent a ttended .”  

 

 

 The above doc ket p roc eed ings, does not show tha t the advoc a tes 

for both the parties a re p resent and  made their ora l a rguments.  As noted  

above, the c ase of the writ petitioner is tha t her c ounsel was not ava ilab le 

and  she sought for ad journment.  The above doc ket p roc eed ings 

supports her c ase tha t her advoc a te was not ava ilab le on the sa id  da te, 

sinc e the p resenc e of the advoc a te is not noted , and  only the p resenc e 

of the parties is noted   in the doc ket p roc eed ings.  But in the impugned  

order, the 5th respondent mentioned  tha t the matter c ame up  for hearing  



on 01.03.2019 in the p resenc e of both the advoc a tes, whic h is quite 

c ontra ry to the sa id  doc ket p roc eed ings. 

 

 Further, as per the doc ket p roceed ings da ted  01.03.2019 noted  

above, both the parties filed  written a rguments.  Perusa l of the impugned  

order goes to show tha t the 5th respondent has not even referred  to 

written a rguments, let a lone p roper c onsidera tion. 

 

 The above c irc umstanc es goes to show tha t the 5th respondent in 

vio la tion of aud i a lterim pa rtem, whic h is the basic  c onc ep t of p rinc ip le of 

na tura l justic e, passed  the impugned  order, without p rovid ing  p roper 

opportunity to the writ petitioner,  and  a lso without c onsidering  the written 

a rguments filed  by the parties. 

 

 Therefore, without going into other merits of the c ase, and  only on 

the ground  of vio la tion of p rinc ip les of na tura l justic e, the impugned  order 

is set aside, and  the matter is remitted  bac k to the 5th respondent to 

rec onsider the revision, and  a fter a fford ing opportunity of hearing  to both 

the parties, sha ll pass orders a fresh in ac c ordanc e with law. 

 

 Writ petition is ac c ord ing ly a llowed  to the extent ind ic a ted  above. 

 

 Interloc utory app lic a tions pend ing, if any, sha ll stand  c losed .  No 

order as to c osts. 
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