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The specific plea taken in the writ  affidavit  is that  the Revenue 

Divisional Officer lacks jur isdict ion under Sect ion 5(5)  of the Andhra 

Pradesh Rights in Land and Pat tadar Pass Books Act , 1971 ( for short  

‘the Act ’)  to cancel the pat tadar pass books and t it le deeds. While the 

m at ter was, no doubt , rem anded by the Revenue Divisional Officer to 

the Tahsildar, the quest ion which arose for considerat ion was whether 

the Revenue Divisional officer (Appellate Authority)  had the power to 

entertain an appeal and cancel the pat tadar pass books and t it le 

deeds. 

 

Sri V. Mallik, learned counsel appearing on behalf of the 

appellant -writ  pet it ioner, would subm it  that  this quest ion is no longer 

res integra,  and is squarely covered by the judgm ent  of a Division 

Bench of this Court  in RATNAMMA v . REVENUE DI VI SI ONAL 

OFFI CER, DHARMAVARAM
1 .   

 

As the quest ion whether the Revenue Divisional Officer lacks 

jur isdict ion, in the exercise of his appellate power under Sect ion 5(5)  

of the Act , to cancel the pat tadar pass books and t it le deeds has not  

been exam ined by the learned Single Judge in the order under appeal, 

we consider it  appropriate to set  aside the said order, and restore the 

writ  pet it ion to file. 
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The writ  appeal is disposed of accordingly. Consequent ly, 

pending m iscellaneous applicat ions, if any, shall stand closed.  

There shall be no order as to costs. 
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