
HON’BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE  

SRI THOTTATHIL B. RADHAKRISHNAN 

AND 

HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

  

WRIT APPEAL No.976 OF 2018 

 

JUDGMENT: (Per the Hon’b le Sri Justic e S.V.Bha tt)  

 

 Heard  Mr.Venka tershwarlu Chakkilam for appellants, 

Mr.M.Jaganna tha  Sarma for respondents 1 and  2, the lea rned  

Government Pleader (Revenue) for respondents 3 to 5 and  

Mr.Bhavana  Rao for respondents 

 6 to 25. 

 Respondent Nos. 4, 7 to 9, 11 to 14, 34 and  35 in W.P. 

No.18147 of 2006 a re the appellants.  

 The writ appea l c ha llenges the order da ted  23.02.2018 in 

W.P.No.18147 of 2006. Respondents 1 and  2 herein filed  

W.P.No.18147 of 2006 and  c ha llenged  p roc eed ing 

D.Dis.No.1765/ 2006 da ted  25.06.2006, wherein the 4th respondent 

d irec ted  5th respondent to issue pa ttadar pass book and  title deed  

in favour of 1st appellant, as illega l, a rb itra ry and  viola tive of 

p rinc ip les of na tura l justic e and  unc onstitutiona l.   

The sub jec t ma tter of the p roc eed ings da ted  25.06.2006 is 

Ac s.4-86 c ents in Survey No.170 (old )/  812 (new) of Dasannapeta , 

Vizianagaram Distric t.   

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 order c ha llenged  in 

the W.P. was made under Sec tion 9 of the Ac t.   

The lea rned  Sing le Judge in the order under appea l has 

referred  to a ll the c irc umstanc es lead ing to the filing  of revision by 
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the 1st appellant before the 4th respondent and  the writ petition as 

well. We p refer to advert a  few of these deta ils for the purpose of 

d isposing of the appea l.  The 1st appellant app lied  to 4th respondent 

for issue of pa ttadar pass book and  title deed  for the sub jec t 

ma tter.  The 4th respondent, on 27.04.2006 c a lled  upon the 5th 

respondent to furnish sta tus report on the app lic a tion filed  by the 

appellant.  The 5th respondent through c ommunic a tion Rc .121/ 2006 

da ted  04.06.2006 forwarded  the report to 4th respondent.  The 4th 

respondent by referring  to the referenc es adverted  to above, 

passed  the following order: 

 “The Mandal Revenue Officer, Vizianagaram has further 

reported that Smt.Pillala Yellamma after death of her 

father misrepresented the facts and mis inter presented 

the judgment if Hon’ble High Court before the then 

Mandal Revenue Officer, Vizianagaram and fraudulently 

obtained PPB and TD to the land in T.S.No.812 of 

Maharajupeta South Ward of Vizianagaram MC Bit for 

which her father has no right over the title of the land. 

 Finally the Mandal Revenue Officer, Vizianagaram has 

requested that the pattadar pass book and title deed 

obtained by Smt.Pillala Yellamma  W/o.Babaji by 

misrepresentation of the facts need to be cancelled and 

requested to issue necessary orders in the matter to take 

further action. 

      Basing on the report of the Mandal Revenue Officer, 

Vizianagaram the pattdar pass book and title deed 

fraudulently obtained by Smt.Pillala Yellamma W/o.Babaji 

is hereby cancelled.  The Mandal Revenue Officer, 

Vizianagaram is directed to issue pattadar pass book and 

title deed in favour of the petitioner after thoroughly 

verifying the documents produced by the petitioner and 

as per the rules under A.P. Records of Rights in Land 

and Pattadar Pass Books Act, 1971 (Act 26 of 1971).”    
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          Henc e the writ petition a t the instanc e of respondents 1 and  

2. 

 The first and  foremost ob jec tion of respondents 1 and  2 

aga inst order da ted  25.06.2006 is tha t the impugned  p roc eed ing 

da ted  25.06.2006 is vio la tive of p rinc ip les of na tura l justic e and  

c ontra ry to the sta tutory manda te.  The 4th respondent through the 

impugned p roc eed ings c anc elled  the pa ttadar pass book/ title 

deed  issued  in favour of respondents 1 and  2 for the sub jec t ma tter 

and  d irec ted  issuanc e of pa ttadar passbook/ title deed  to 

appellants. The pa ttda r passbook/ title deed  was initia lly issued  in 

favour of respondents 1 and  2 long ago and  it is not under 

c ha llenge by filing  appea l, d irec tly revision was filed  by 1st 

appellant.  The further ob jec tion aga inst the order da ted  25.06.2006 

is tha t having regard  to the na ture of assertion of respondents 1 and  

2 namely, tha t they c ontinued  to be in possession of sub jec t ma tter 

in their own right and  keep ing in view the earlier ad jud ic a tion  the 

authorities under the Ac t would  not have enterta ined  the revision or 

passed  the order impugned  in the W.P.  

 The rep ly of appellants is tha t the pa ttadar pass book/ title 

deed  in favour of respondents 1 and  2 is c ontra ry to the 

ad jud ic a tion of the c ompetent Court, assuming without admitting  

tha t the opportunity was not a fforded  by 5th respondent before 

passing the order da ted  25.06.2006, the c ase ought to have 

remitted  to 4th respondent for d isposa l a fresh.  Instead , the order 

under appea l, a fter setting  aside the order da ted  25.06.2006 leaves 

the pa rties to work out the remed ies in ac c ordanc e with law both 

on title and  possession of sub jec t land . 
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 In the above bac kground , we have perused  the order under 

appea l. The lea rned  Sing le Judge had  taken note tha t there a re 

d isputes on title and  possession over sub jec t matter between the 

parties.  The order under appea l refra ins from going into these 

d isputed  questions of fac t muc h less the merits of the c ase p leaded  

by pa rties on title and  possession.  It is c onc luded  tha t the 

p roc eed ings da ted  25.06.2006 a re viola tive of p rinc ip les of na tura l 

justic e and  a fter the c hange of physic a l fea tures of land , the 

jurisd ic tion under the Ac t has been exerc ised .  The issue is required  

to be resolved  by the c ompetent c ivil Court.  Therefore, the issue is 

left open for c onsidera tion by the c ivil Court and  therea fter making 

entries under Sec tion 8(2) of the Ac t c ould  be c onsidered  by the 

authorities. 

 The appellants c ould  not point out an infirmity or illega lity in 

the order under appea l.  Mr. Venka teshwarlu Chakkilam sinc e 

made elabora te submissions on the order under appea l, if we a re 

c onvinc ed  tha t the doc uments relied  on by both the parties a re 

c onsidered  and  rec ord  a  find ing , still leave the pa rties to work out 

their remed ies before the c ompetent c ivil Court, then one party or 

the other would  be p rejud ic ia lly a ffec ted  by suc h find ing.  For the 

above reasons, the grounds urged  tha t there is no d isputed  

question of fac t or tha t the c ase ought to have been remitted  to 4th 

respondent for fresh c onsidera tion a re untenab le and  rejec ted . We 

a re in c omp lete agreement with the order under appea l. 

 The appea l fa ils and  is ac c ord ing ly d ismissed . No order as to 

c osts. 
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 As a  sequel thereto, misc ellaneous petitions, if any, pend ing 

stand  c losed . 

 

__________________________________ 

THOTTATHIL B. RADHAKRISHNAN, CJ 

 
 

 

____________ 

                                            S.V.BHATT, J 
 

 

 

Da te:14.09.2018 

Stp      


