
THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

 

WRIT PETITION No.4390 of 2018 

 

ORDER: 

 

 Heard  Sri Naga  Praveen Vankaya lapa ti for petitioner and  the 

Assistant Government Pleader for Revenue.  

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

Pass Books Ac t, 1971 (for short ‘ the Ac t’ ).  The 5th respondent filed  

appea l aga inst the order of g rant of pa ttadar passbook and  title 

deed  in favour of petitioner.  The matter was dec ided  by the 

appella te authority and  la ter on c onfirmed  by the revisiona l 

authority under Sec tion 9 of the Ac t.  The petitioner filed  

W.P.No.32696 of 2017 aggrieved  by the orders of Joint Collec tor 

and  Revenue Divisiona l Offic er. On 09.11.2017, the sa id  writ petition 

was a llowed  and  the opera tive portion of the order reads as  

fo llows :- 

 “ Both counsel for respondent  No.6 and learned 

Government  Pleader for Revenue do not  dispute the legal 

posit ion that  appeal before the Revenue Divisional Off icer 

challenging grant  of pat tadar pass books and t it le deeds to 

pet it ioner and seeking cancellat ion of the same, is not  

maintainable, in view of the decision referred supra. 

Therefore, it  has to be held that  respondent  No.4 had no 

j urisdict ion to pass order dated 28.05.2016 and that  

respondent  No.3 could not  have confirmed the same in 

revision. 

 Accordingly, the Writ  Pet it ion is allowed and the order 

dated 11.09.2017 of respondent  No.3 as well as order dated 

28.05.2016 of respondent  No.4 are both set  aside; and 

respondent  No.6 is permit ted to avail appropriate remedy in 

the appropriate forum challenging issuance of pat tadar pass 
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book and t it le deed to the pet it ioner as well as survey report  

dated 02.12.2014 of respondent  No.2.”  
 

 

The 5th respondent now filed  an app lic a tion for g rant of 

pa ttadar passbook and  title deed  for the land  c overed  by 

Sy.No.28-A an extent of 0-62½ c ents and  Sy.No.37 an extent of  

Ac .1-37½ c ents, tota l Ac .2-00 c ents of Neerukonda  Village, 

Manga la lg ri Manda l, Guntur Distric t.  The petitioner filed  the p resent 

writ petition c ha lleng ing the notic e da ted  20.01.2018 issued  by the 

4th respondent.  

Learned  c ounsel for petitioner c ontends tha t enterta ining  of 

app lic a tion of 5th respondent by 4th respondent is an abuse of 

p roc ess of law and  for a ll purposes amounts to sec ond  round  of 

litiga tion under the Ac t before respondents 2 to 4. Ac c ord ing to 

petitioner, the 5th respondent ought to have filed  a  suit having  

regard  to the liberty granted  by this Court.  Therefore, p rays for 

appropria te reliefs. 

Learned  Assistant Government Pleader, on the c ontra ry, 

c ontends tha t the petitioner c ha llenges show-c ause notic e.  The 

earlier round  of litiga tion is aga inst g rant of pa ttadar pass book in 

favour of petitioner, whereas the 5th respondent now seeks issuanc e 

of pa ttadar passbook/ title deed  in her favour.  The petitioner c an 

c erta inly ra ise a ll ob jec tions inc lud ing the nec essity to go before the 

Civil Court for any relief vis-à -vis the land  in Sy.No.28-A an extent of 

0-62½ c ents and  Sy.No.37 an extent of  Ac .1-37½ c ents, tota l Ac .2-
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00 c ents of Neerukonda  Village, Manga la lg ri Manda l, Guntur 

Distric t. 

I have heard  the c ounsel and  perused  the order in 

W.P.No.32696 of 2017, da ted  09.11.2017 and  a lso show-c ause 

notic e impugned  in the writ petition.  The order in the writ petition 

has left open the remedy of moving appropria te forum for the relief 

under the Ac t.  There is d istinc tion between g iving liberty to a  pa rty 

to go before a  Forum and  taking note of the requirement of Sec tion 

8 of the Ac t relega ting  the parties to work out remed ies before the 

Civil Court.  The ob jec tion tha t the 5th respondent is required  to file 

suit a t this stage of the matter need  not be enterta ined  by this Court 

for show-c ause notic e is issued  under the Rules.  It is open to 

petitioner to ra ise a ll ob jec tions inc lud ing why and  how the 4th 

respondent c annot and  c ould  not dec ide this matter.  If suc h rep ly 

is filed  by petitioner, the 4th respondent, having regard  to the keen 

c ontest between the petitioner and  the 5th respondent, dec ides a ll 

the issues and  passes orders.  The petitioner, if has not submitted  

exp lana tion as yet, is g iven two weeks time from the da te of rec eip t 

of a  c opy of this order to submit exp lana tion. 

With the above observa tion, the writ petition is d ismissed . No 

order as to c osts. 

Misc ellaneous petitions, if any, pend ing , sha ll stand  c losed . 

   

______________ 

S. V. BHATT, J 

Dt: 12-02-2018 

Prv 
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