
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

 

W.P.No.37698 OF 2014 

ORDER:  
          

Heard  Mr.K.Ramesh for petitioner, Assistant Government 

Pleader (Revenue) for respondents 1 to 4 and  Mr.G.Venka ta  Reddy 

for respondents 5 to 7. 

 

The issue a rises under the A.P. Rights in Land  and  Pa ttadar 

Passbooks Ac t, 1971 (for short, ‘ the Ac t’ ).   

 

The petitioner invokes the jurisd ic tion of this Court for a  

Mandamus dec la ring  the inac tion of respondent No.4 in 

imp lementing  the orders in R.C.(E) 2435/ 2012 da ted  22.05.2013  

of respondent No.3 as illega l and  a rb itra ry.   The petitioner p rays for 

a  c onsequentia l d irec tion to 4th respondent to imp lement the  

orders da ted  22.05.2013 of 3rd  respondent.   

 

The petitioner filed  appea l before 3rd  respondent aga inst  

the muta tion or grant of pa ttadar pass book in favour of 

respondent Nos.5 to 7.  The 3rd  respondent through p roc eed ings 

da ted  22.05.2013 ac c ep ted  the p lea  of petitioner and  fina lly held  

as follows: 

“The then Tahsildhar had issued pattadhar pass 

books and title deeds in favour of the respondents without 

making any enquiry. 

In view of the above reasons, the pattadhar pass 

books and title deed issued in favour of Venugopal Reddy, 

Sridevi and Sandeep Patil in respect of the lands in 

Sy.No.2 admeasuring Ac.24-46 cents, Sy.No.1/1 

admeasuring Ac.8-36 cents and Sy.No.1/2 admeasuring 

Ac.9-46 cents of Chirumandoddi Village, Aspari Mandal 

are hereby cancelled.  The Tahasildhar, Aspari is hereby 

directed to cancel forthwith the pattadhar pass books and 
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title deeds issued in favour of respondents and submit a 

report thereof.  He is further directed to take steps in 

accordance with the provisions of the R.O.R. Act”. 

 

The petitioner has p lac ed  on rec ord  the order  

RC.D5/ 2626/ 2013 da ted  15.11.2014 of 2nd  respondent wherein the 

revision filed  by respondents 5 to 7 herein was enterta ined  and  the 

2nd  respondent c onc luded  the revision as follows: 

     “Perused the connected records and considered the 

arguments put forth by both the counsels.  This is an issue 

on settlement of title over the property between the 

petitioners and respondent.  Further, the matter is already 

engaging the attention of the subordinate Court, Adoni in 

O.S.No.9/94.  As the matter involves dispute of civil nature, 

in the fits of things, dispute is to be settled in civil court 

only.  Accordingly the case is disposed of and the revision 

petitions and the respondent are advised to get their 

dispute settled in the civil Court”. 

  

 Counsel for petitioner c ontends tha t the 4th respondent has 

fa iled  to apprec ia te the d irec tions issued  by 3rd  respondent and  the 

c onc lusions rec orded  by the Joint Collec tor, for ac c ord ing to him, 

the pa ttadar passbooks/ title deeds issued  in favour of respondents  

5 to 7 a re required  to be c anc elled , even assuming tha t the issue  

is left open for c onsidera tion and  c a rrying  out the entries under 

Sec tion 8(2) of the Ac t.  Therefore, ac c ord ing to him, the 

c anc ella tion of pa ttadar passbook as d irec ted  by 3rd  respondent 

c ould  have been c a rried  out. 

 

Mr.Venka ta  Reddy, appearing  for respondents 5 to 7, 

c ontends tha t the pa rties have a lready joined  issue in O.S.No.9 of 

1997 in the Court of the Subord ina te Judge, Adoni.  The suit is 

pend ing and  in view of the overrid ing effec t of Sec tion 8 of the Ac t, 
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the c anc ella tion of pa ttadar pass book is ac ademic , ma intenanc e 

and  c orrec tion or c ontinua tion of rec ord  of rights sha ll be in 

ac c ordanc e with Sec tion 8(2) of the Ac t. 

 

I have perused  the writ p rayer and  the submissions of lea rned  

c ounsel appearing  for the pa rties.  Briefly sta ted , this Court is of the 

view tha t the p rayer of petitioner, if c irc umstanc es warrant and  

there is no c hange vis-à -vis the order da ted  22.05.2013, the same 

c ould  have been c onsidered  and  appropria te d irec tions issued .  

Now, the order of 3rd  respondent is c ond itioned  by the c onc lusions 

rec orded  by revisiona l authority/ 2nd  respondent.  The revisiona l 

authority, a fter notic ing  the issue for c onsidera tion and  dec ision, has 

left it open to the pa rties to get their d ispute settled  in the c ivil 

Court.  This evidently p re-supposes tha t the steps a lready taken in 

pursuanc e of or under the Ac t a re made sub jec t to the result of 

O.S.No.9 of 1997.  Issuing  d irec tion a t this stage of the matter, for 

any purpose, is unnec essary and  a lso not required .   

 

For the above reasons, by taking note of the sc ope and  

ob jec t of Sec tion 8(2) of the Ac t and  a lso pendenc y of the suit in 

O.S.No.9 of 1997 in the Court of the Subord ina te Judge, Adoni, the 

writ petition is d ismissed .  There sha ll be no order as to c osts. 

 

Consequently, misc ellaneous petitions, if any pend ing, stand  

c losed .                

 

           

         ___________ 

     S.V.BHATT,J 

27th July, 2017 

Lrkm  


