
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V. BHATT 

 

W.P.No.12653 OF 2017 

ORDER: 

 

The petitioner p rays for Mandamus dec la ring  the ac tion of 

respondent herein in issuing pa ttadar passbook and  title deeds to 

respondents 4 and  5 for the land  in Sy.No.105/ A admeasuring   

Ac .0-22 g ts a t Munaganoor Village, Haya thnagar Manda l, Ranga  

Reddy Distric t in sp ite of the ob jec tions da ted  08.03.2016, as 

a rb itra ry and  illega l. 

 

The petitioner c ha llenges the pa ttadar passbook granted  in 

favour of respondents 4 and  5.  The c hange of entries in 1B Reg ister, 

inc orpora tion of entries, issue of pa ttadar passbook etc ., a re 

c overed  by the A.P. Rights in Land  and  Pa ttadar Passbooks Ac t, 

1971 (for short ‘ the Ac t’ ).  The petitioner filed  O.S.No.820 of 2016 in 

the Court of the IV-Add itiona l Distric t Judge, Ranga  Reddy a t 

L.B.Nagar for the relief of dec la ra tion and  rec overy of possession.  

Respondents 4 and  5 a re shown as defendants 1 and  2 in the suit.  

Ac c ord ing to Sec tion 8(2) of the Ac t, the muta tion, ma intenanc e 

and  c ontinua tion of rec ord  of rights is sub jec t to the dec ision of a  

c ompetent c ivil Court.  Therefore, the writ remedy aga inst the issue 

of pa ttadar passbook is firstly misc onc eived  and  sec ond ly if  

the petitioner has reason to c omp la in tha t issuing pa ttadar 

passbook/ title deed , without ac tua l muta tion, the name of 

app lic ant or issuing pa ttadar passbook/ title deed  c ontra ry to the 

rec orded  entries, the appea l may not be ma inta inab le aga inst 

mere issuanc e of pa ttadar passbook/ title deed .  The aggrieved  

pa rty, if so advised , c an ava il the remedy of revision under  



 2 

Sec tion 9 of the Ac t before the Distric t Collec tor to ensure tha t the 

entries in 1B Register a re ma inta ined  in ac c ordanc e with the right, 

title and  possession of a  person and  a lso tha t pa ttadar passbooks 

a re issued  only a fter muta ting  the name of a  person elig ib le in this 

beha lf.  The petitioner, if so advised , is g iven liberty to work out the 

remedy of revision before the Distric t Collec tor aga inst pa tta  issued  

in favour of respondents 4 and  5 on the ground  tha t a  suit is a lready 

pend ing.  This Court is the view tha t effec tive remedy under the Ac t 

is not pursued . Writ fa ils. 

 

The writ petition is, ac c ord ing ly, d ismissed  with the above 

observa tions.   There sha ll be no order as to c osts. 

 

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

c losed .  

                              
____________ 

         S.V.BHATT, J 

                                                       

06th June, 2017 
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