
THE HON’BLE SRI  JUSTI CE C.PRAVEEN KUMAR 

W RI T PETI TI ON No. 3 5 3 4 4  o f  2 0 1 6  

 

ORDER:  

 

Heard learned counsel for the pet it ioners and learned 

Governm ent  Pleader for Revenue. 

 

2. With the consent  of both the part ies, the Writ  Pet it ion is 

disposed of at  the adm ission stage. 

 

3. The present  Writ  Pet it ion cam e to be filed seeking issuance 

of writ  of Mandam us declar ing the act ion of the second 

respondent  in m aking ent r ies in the revenue records as illegal 

and arbit rary and consequent ly pass an injunct ion order 

rest raining respondent  Nos.3 and 4, who are pr ivate part ies. 

 

4. A perusal of the m aterial placed on record would show that  

on 09.09.2015 the nam es of the pet it ioners were m utated in the 

records.   Subsequent ly, in the year 2016, the ent r ies cam e to be 

changed, by which the nam es of respondent  Nos.3 and 4 were 

sought  to be included by delet ing the nam es of the pet it ioners in 

pahanis.   The pet it ioners herein m ade a representat ion before the 

Mandal Revenue Officer on 04.07.2016, seeking cancellat ion of the 

m utat ion done in favour of respondent  Nos.3 and 4.   I t  is further 

stated that  on 27.07.2016, an applicat ion was also m ade by the 

pet it ioners before the Revenue Divisional Officer for cancellat ion of 

m utat ion done in favour of respondent  Nos.3 and 4.   While things 

stood thus, respondent  Nos.3 and 4 filed O.S.No.90 of 2016, 

basing on the online ent r ies seeking injunct ion against  the 
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pet it ioners.   I t  is stated that  no orders are passed in the above 

said representat ion.   But  the pet it ioners herein also gave a report  

before the Sub I nspector seeking act ion against  the respondent  

Nos.3 and 4.   That  being the posit ion, learned counsel for the 

pet it ioners m ainly subm its that  representat ion dated 04.07.2016, 

m ade before the Mandal Revenue Officer be considered and 

appropriate orders m ay be passed by hearing the part ies and t ill 

such t im e respondent  Nos.3 and 4 m ay be rest rained from  

interfer ing. 

 

5. I t  is to be noted that  insofar as interference by respondent  

Nos.3 and 4 are concerned, Civil Court  is already ceased of the 

m at ter and no interim  orders are passed in the said O.S.No.90 of 

2016.   That  being the posit ion, the quest ion of giving any inter im  

order rest raining respondent  Nos.3 and 4 m ay not  ar ise at  this 

stage.  

6.  The learned Governm ent  Pleader for Revenue states that  

these ent r ies cam e to be m ade without  any order being passed by 

any of the authorit ies.    

7.    Having regard to the circum stances stated above, the second 

respondent -Tahsildar, shall consider the representat ion dated 

04.07.2016, m ade by the pet it ioners seeking cancellat ion of 

m utat ion m ade in favour of respondent  Nos.3 and 4, in accordance 

with law, within a period of three weeks from  the date of receipt  of 

a copy of the order.  I t  is needless to m ent ion that  the second 

respondent -Tahsildar shall give an opportunity of hearing the 
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pet it ioners and also respondent  Nos.3 and 4, before passing any 

orders.  

 

8. Miscellaneous pet it ions, pending if any, shall stand closed in 

the light  of this final order.  No order as to costs. 

 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

      JUSTI CE C.PRAVEEN KUMAR 

 

20.10.2016, 
Notice: 

Issue CC tomorrow. 

 B/o. 

 vhb 


