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IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD
(Special Original Jurisdiction)

MOMNDAY, THE EIGHTH DAY OF SEPTEMBER
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FIVE

PRESENT
THE HONGOURABLE 3R JUSTICE E.V. VENUGOPAL

WRIT PETITION NO: 18116 OF 2021

Bebtweoen:

Vugjini Vamshidhar, S/o. Rama Rao, Aged about. 41 Years, Ooe. Agrculture &
Fvl, Employes, Rio GadiyaGowraram  Village, Chinthapally  Mandal,
Malgonda District.
...PETITIONER
AND

1. State of Telangana., Rep., by its Prncipal Secretary, Department of Revenue,
Secretanat Building. Hydaerabad.

2. The Special Revenues Tribunal, Malgonda District, Rep., by the District
Collector.

4. The Revenus Divisional Officer, Devarkanda Revenue Division. Devarkonda,

Nalgonda [hstrct

Tha Tahsildhar, Chinthapally Mandal, MNalgonda District.

Wujjini Bikshapathamma. Wo. V.SanjeevaRao, Aged about. 60 Years, Occ.

Epuawif&. Rfo. Gadiva Gowraram Village, Chinthapally Mandal. Nalgonda

1strict.

G. SmiVujjini Pulamma, Wio. Rama Rao. Aged about. 72 Years. Oco
Housewifa. Rio. Gadiya Gowraram Village, Chinthapaily Mandal. Nalgonda
District.

7. S.S5araswathi, W/o. 5. VenkaleshwarRao. Aged aboul. 49 Years, Oco
Housewife, Rio. Gadiya Gowraram Village, Chinthapally Mandal, Nalgonda

District
.RESPONDENTS

i

Petition undar Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therowith, the High Court may be
pleased to issue any dpproprate wril, arder or direction ong more padiculardy one
in the nature of Writ of Certiorari, by calling tor the records of appeaal on the file of
Special Tribunal Nalgonda District bearing OQld Case No.o B/BS6/2017 [Old
Revenue Court - Revenue Divisicnal Officer, Devarkondall Now Caso No.
F2i5pl.Tribunal/0464/2021) and conseqguently sel aside lhe order dated.
25/06:2021 by allowing the appeal in favour of the Petitioner hersin as prayed for

in the nlarast of justice.



1A NO: 1 OF 2021

Fetition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in suppor of the petitior, the High Courf may be pleased o
suspend the dismissal order dated . 25-06-2021 passed by the Respondent No.Z in
appeal hearing Old Case No, Biafafl2097 (Old Revonua Coun- Revenue
Divisional Officer, Devarkonda) [ New Case No. F2fSplTribunal/0464/2021) by
directing the Respondontz No. 5 to 7 nat to interfare with tha peaceful possession
of the Pelitioner over the subject land situated in Sy.No. 257 situated at Gadia

Gzowararmyillage, Chinthapalli Mandal, Nalgonda District

Counsel for the Petitioner: SEI NARESH REDDY CHINNOLLA

Counsel for the Respondent No. 1 to 4: RAKESH KUMAR, AGP FOR REVENUE

Counsel for the Respondent Mo, 5 to 7: SR P. VEMKATESHWER RAO

The Court made the following: ORDER



THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE E.V. VENUGOPAL

WRIT PETITION No.18116 of 2021

ORDER:

This writ petition is filed seeking to issue any
appropriate writ, order or direction more particularly onc in
the nature of Wril ol Certioran, by calling for the records of
appeal on the hle of Special Tribunal, Nalgonda District
bearning Old Case Neo.B/B96/2017 [0Old Revenue Court
Revenue [Mvisional CMficer, Devarkonda)/ New Case No,
F2/8plTribunal /0464 /2021) and consegquently set aside
the order dated 25.06.2021 by allowmg the appeal mn

favour of the Petitioner.

2. Learned counsel for the petitioner would submit that
the petitioner is possessor and cultivating the land to an
extent of Ac.0Y.00 guntas in Survey No.257 silualed at
(radia Gowararm Village, Chinthapalli Mandal, Nalgonda
District (subject land for brevity). He would further subinit
that the petitioner has inherited the property through

succession and the land in guestion was allotted L the
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it

fit

petitioner's grandfather by name Mr. Vujm Venkata
Ramaiah and the said land has been allotted on the part of
exchange by the then Nizam Government where the land
pertaining  to pelitivner’s grandlather to an extent of
Ac:15.00 in the said village has been acquired and since
then possession of the subject land has been granted in
favour of the grandfather of the petitioner, According to
revenue records, Ac V.00 puntas has been allotled to the
pettioner’'s prandfather and the revenue record would
clearly demonstrate that the said land has been recorded
as Mauza. Accordingly, the petitioner is in possession and
cultivating the =said property, Learned counsel for the
peiitioner would submit that the petitioner has mads an
application dated 04.05.2012 for rectification of entries
from Lavom Patta to Patta Land before respondent No.d.
Respondent No4 i lurn addressed a letter dated
24.07.2012 to Distnict Collector. In reply District Collector
addressed a letter dated 05.10.2012, to respondent No.3 to
ETIUre inta L'ni matter and to submit detailed report along

with necessary records.  Respondent No.3 addressed a

/



letter dated 07.02.2014 to District Collector briefing the
facts but ull now no action was initiated. Respondent Na.d
once again addressed a  letter dated 2010.2017  to
respondent No.3 to look into the martter, Accordingly,
respondent Mo.3 addressed a letter vide No.B/193/2014,
dated 28.10.2017 to the District Collector, Nalgonda
wherein it has been recorded that the land was given Lo the
petitioner's ancestors on exchange basis and since then, it
has been recorded as Government land and the pattadar 1s
facing lrouble in making transaction and hence, Tahsildar,
Chintapally Mandal has forwarded letter No.B/1612/2017
to  Revenue Divisional Officer, Devarlonda Division,
wherein it is stated that Tahsildar has conducted field
erguiry with Village Revenue Ollicer, Gadia Gowraram on
10.10.2017 and found that the petiioner is cultivating the
Survey No.25Y to an extent of Acs.7.00 puntas and so he 1s

possession of the land.

3.  The Government of Telangana ie vide G.0.Ms.No.4

Revenue [Assignment — [} Department, Dated 12.01.2021

| /



has constituted the Special Trbunal in every district
consisting of District Collector and  Additional Collector
(Revenue) as members for disposal of all cases pending
before Revenue authorities and the peutioner's case is
transferred from respondent No.3 to the Special Trbunal,
Nalponda and the Special ‘Tribunal wide new case
No.F2/5pl Tribunal /0464 /2021, dismissed the case on
04.02.2021, The learned Tribunal while dismissing the
said casc has observed thal "as verified from the records
avatlable in this tile the assignees got their certificates in
the wear 20035, vide Certificate No.B/4880/2004 dated
29.08,.2005 and B/4880,/2004 dated 11.08.2005 and they
have also been updated in the revenue records and have
also been given new E-Pattadar Pass hooks., Since, the
Division Bench of this Court in W.P{PIL).No2{0 of 2021 has
passed orders with a direction to all Special Tribunals in
the State to pass fresh orders after granting reasonable
opporiunily o the partics whenever a request for personal
hearing is received from the parties, agerieved by the order
dated (04.02.2021, the petitioner ha':t_‘:_?gﬂed review petition
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and same was laken on file and was dismissed on
25.06.2021. Learmed counscl for the petiboner would
submit that the review petilon was dismissed without
serving any notice upon the petitioner and without giving
aoppartunity of hearing. The Tribunal relied upon the
judgments of Division Bench of this Court in M.B.Ratnam
Vs, RDO reported in 2003 (1) ALD 826 and 2003 (1) ALT
688 stating that settled rights cannot be unsettled by a
KRevenue Court after a period of {28) yvears. [ is also
observed by the Tribunal that the request of the Review
peloner 15 for rectification of wrong entries from the year
1985 onwards but the Record of Rights was prepared in
the year 1993-94 read with rules in the year 1989 of
Telangana Rights in Land and Pattadar Pass Books Act,
1971(the Act, 19717 [or breviyy] and that, if any person
agerieved with the wrong entrics he oughrt to file an
objection under Rule 15 within one yvear from the date of
publication and the petitioner failed to awvail the said

remedy provided under Section 3{iii} of the Act, 197 L
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L5 Hawving pgonc by record, as per the order dated
b 02,2021, passed by the Special Tribunal, the pelitioner
has got assignment certificate in the year 20053 wvide
Certificate  No B/4BR0/2004  dated 20092000 and
E /4880 /2004 dated 11.08.2005 which would demonstirate
that the petitioner's name has been recorded 1 the
revenue records and E-Pattatdar passbook has been
sranted to the pelitioner, In the subsequent order passed
by the Special Tribunal, the learned Tribunal ought not to
have staled that the peliioner ought to have availed the
remedy as contemplated under Scction 3 (1i) of the Act,
1871 which is contrary to its own order. Learned Tribunal
has passed perverse order without any application of mind

and prayed to allow this wnt petition.

B On the other hand, learned counsel for unofficial
resporndents would submit that petitioners and unofficial
respondents are related to each other and ornginally the
subject land has been allotted by Nizam in exchange and

basing on the parufion made between the successors, the
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unofficial respondents are been recorded as successors of
the subject land and accordingly, they have been issued
Lavoni Patta. There 15 no perversity in the order and
hence, would submit that petitioners after long lapse of
time will not withhold any nght for claiming succession as
the petitioner’s grandfather has already parfitioned the
property and based on the said partition the unofficial
respondents have granted property and only to neck out
the unofficial respondents, the peliioner is claiming the
subject property through other means which does not hold
any foundation. In so far as service of notice 15 concerned,
notice has been served upon leamed counscl for the
petitioner as well as every necessary opportunily was given
by the Special Tribunal and there is no perversity in the
order and accordingly, would seel 1o dismiss the writ

petition,

Fi. Learned Assislant Govertiment Pleader for Revenuc
on the other hand would submit that learned Tribunal has

rightly obscrved that petitioner has not avalled the
\

“ o - /



opportumly of remedy as provided under law within
stipulated tme and secking rectification after a period. of
28 vears is perverse and the same is barred by limilation

and seek to dismiss the writ petition.

8 Having heard learned counsel for the petitioner,
learned Assistant Government Pleader for Revenue and
learned counsel for unofficial  respondents and upon
perusal of the record it reveals that the learned Special
Tribunal m its order dated 04.02.202]1 wvide new case
F2/8pl. Tribunal /04964 /2021 and Old case No.B/8926/2017
had observed as follows “As verified from the records
available i this file the assignees got their certficates in
the wear 2005, vide Certificate No.B/4880/2004 dated
29.09.2005 and B/4880,/2004 dated 11.08.2005 and they
have also been updated in revenue record and have also
been given new Eppbs.” In the subsequent order of the
Special Tnbunal, W.P[PIL).No.20 of 2021 is referred
wherein the Division Beneh of this Court had directed all

the Bpecial Tribunals in the State to pass fresh orders after
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granting the reasonable opportunily to the parties
whenever a request for personal hearing is received from
the parties. On the aspect of availing remedy provided
under Section 1id) of the Act, 1971 the Special Tnbunal has
not gone mto the merits of the earlier arder and came to a
different conclusion and passced perverse order and the
same does nol deserve any consideration and accordingly
the order passed by the learned Special Tribunal stands set
aside and in so0 far as claim of the petitioner is concerned,
in both orders learned Special Tribunal has not gone into
the aspect that whether land in possession is falls within
Mouza, in exchange of land which has been acquired by

the Nizam Governmernt.

8. It is under these circumstances, this Court deems it
appropriate to set aside the order passcd by the Special
Tribunal and remand the matter to Revisional Authority as
proviso 15(1] of the Telangana Bhu Bharati (Record of
Rights in Land] Act, 2025, who inturn shall examine the

zaid aspect based on record, granting opportunity ta all the




To,
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parties and pass appropriate orders, in accordance with

barwe,

0. With the above directions, this writ petiion is
disposed of. IL 15 open {or the petitioners and unofficial
respondents to claim their nght mm respect of subject
property at the time of hearing before Revisional Authonty
as proviso L5{1l] of Telangana Bhu Bharati (Record of
Rights m Land] Act, 2025. In =so far as possession in
respect of subject property, Siofus-Quo obtaining as on
tacday shall be maintained by all the parties. There shall be
no order as 1o costs,

As a sequel, miscellaneous petiions pending, if any,

shall stanrd closed,
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of Telangana. Hyderabad
[ he District Collector Special Revenue Tribunal, Nalgondas District.

Lans

Malgornds District
The T5h5|ll'lhar_ Chinthagaily Mandal, Nalgonda District.
Une CC to SRI NARESH REDDY CHINNOLLA, Advocate [OPLIC]
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| SECTION OFFICER

The Principal Secratary, Department of Revenus, Secretariat Building, State

The Revenue Divisional Officer, Devarkonda Rovenue Division, Devarkonda,

Twa CCs o GP FOR REVEMNUE (TG High Court far the State of Telangana
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HIGH COURT

DATED:08/09/2025

ORDER N2

< T /
WP.No.18116 of 2021 EEst et

DISPOSING OF THE WRIT PETITON
WITHOUT COSTS
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