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THE HON�BLE SRI JUSTICE M.SATYANARAYANA MURTHY 

 
   

WRIT PETITION No. 186 of 2016  

 

ORDER:  

   

This Writ Petition, under Artic le 226 of the Constitution of Ind ia , is 

filed  by the petitioner with the following reliefs :  

 

“  to dec la re the inac tion of Tahsilda r in not imp lementing the 

Orders of the Revenue Divisiona l Offic er, Guntur in Rc .No.5103/ 2012-A, d t. 

12.12.2015 and  ac tion of the Sub  Registra r in enterta ining the doc ument 

submitted  by on beha lf of respondent No.10 perta ining  to the land  in 

Sy.No.373/ 3 to an extent of Ac .5.09 c ents in Rayapud i Revenue Village, 

Tullur Manda l, Guntur Distric t, as illega l and  a rb itra ry and  c onsequently 

d irec t the Tahsilda r to rec tify a ll the revenue rec ords and  passbooks in line 

with the orders of the RDO in Rc .No.5103/ 2012-A, d t. 12.12.2015 and  

dec la re tha t the reg istra tion authorities c annot enterta in any doc ument 

perta ining to the land  in Sy.No.372/ 3 for an extent of Ac .5.09 c ents of 

Rayapud i Revenue Village, Ta llur Manda l, Guntur Distric t” .  

 

The c la im of the petitioner is tha t he is the owner of the land  in 

d ispute and  the petitioner being aggrieved  by an Order passed  by 

Tahsilda r for issuing pa ttadar passbooks under Andhra  Pradesh Rights in 

Land  and  Pa ttadar Passbooks Ac t, 1971, to the Respondent No.10 filed  

Appea l before Revenue Divisiona l Offic er and  the Revenue Divisiona l 

Offic er being the Appella te Authority passed  an Order d t. 12.12.2015, but 

Tahsilda r d id  not imp lement the Order and  in the meanwhile, fake 

pa ttadar passbooks were c rea ted  and  sold  the p roperty and  respondent 

No.5 enterta ined  the reg istra tion and  reg istered  the doc ument exec uted  

by the respondent No.10 in favour of 3rd pa rties.  Muta tion of the name of 
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son of 10th respondent is c ontra ry to the Orders passed  by the Revenue 

Divisiona l Offic er d t. 12.12.2015.  

 

Learned  Government Pleader for Revenue b rought to the notic e of 

this Court tha t a  revision was filed  under Sec tion 9 of the Ac t aga inst the 

Order passed  by the RDO in Revision No.5844 of 2015-D.5 and  the Joint 

Collec tor by Order d t. 25.12.2016 c onfirmed  the Order passed  by the 

Revenue Divisiona l Offic er and  now the Order of the RDO is merged  in the 

Order passed  by Joint Collec tor.  Aggrieved  by the same, Writ Petition 

No.6838 of 2017 was filed  before this Court and  in tha t petition, an interim 

order was passed  by this Court d irec ting  both pa rties not to a liena te the 

p roperty during  pendec y of the petition.  

 

During hea ring , lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioner b rought to the 

notic e of this Court tha t he filed  a  p riva te c omp la int under Sec tion 200 

Cr.P.C. for the offenc es punishab le under Sec tions 420, 468 and  471 of IPC 

based  on the Order passed  by the Revenue Divisiona l Offic er, and  the 

same was referred  to the Polic e by exerc ising  power under Sec tion 156(3) 

Cr.P.C. and  on the strength of the referenc e, the polic e reg istered  a  c ase 

aga inst respondent No.10 and  issued  FIR and  it is pend ing for 

investiga tion.  It is a lso b rought to the notic e of this tha t suit in O.S.No.246 

of 2017 before III Add itiona l Distric t Judge was a lso filed  for the relief of 

dec la ra tion of title and  possession and  it is pend ing.  

 

When there is a  d ispute with regard  to title, the pa rties a re a t liberty 

to approac h the Court and  the Order of the Authorities under the Ac t is 

only a  prima  fac ie  p roof of title.  In view of Sec tion 6 of the Ac t , if title 

deed  is issued  and  it is in d ispute, the pa rties may approac h the Civil 

Court for dec la ra tion of their title and  the entries made in the revenue 

rec ords a re sub jec t to result of the suit.  Therefore, the rights of the pa rties 

have to be determined  in the Civil Court only and  the c omp la int if any 
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lodged  and  pend ing for investiga tion with the polic e is an independent 

p roc eed ings.  

 

In view of the pendenc y of the suit, the Writ Petition does not 

survive for c onsidera tion.  However, this Order will have no bearing  on the 

c omp la int pend ing before the polic e for investiga tion for va rious offenc es 

referred  supra .  Henc e, the petition is c losed  as it bec omes infruc tuous in 

view of the pendenc y of the suit in O.S.No.246 of 2017  and  the Polic e a re 

liberty to investiga te pend ing c omp la int uninfluenc ed  by the Order of this 

Court.  

 

With the above observa tion, this Writ Petition is d isposed  of.   

 

As a  sequel, misc ellaneous app lic a tions pend ing, if any, sha ll stand  

c losed . 

   

                                              
________________________________________ 

                                                  M. SATYANARAYANA MURTHY, J  
Dat e:   2 3 - 0 4 - 2 0 1 8  

eh a 



  

 

                                                            4 

 

 

 

THE HON�BLE SRI JUSTICE M.SATYANARAYANA MURTHY 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
  

WRIT PETITION No.186 of 2016 

 

   

 

     Dt .  23-04-2018 

 

 

 

 

eha 

 

 


