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WRIT APPEAL No.1385 OF 2018 AND WRIT PETITION No.32272 OF 2018 

 

COMMON JUDGMENT:  

 

          We have heard  the lea rned  c ounsel for the appellant and  the 

lea rned  c ounsel for 5th respondent/ writ petitioner.   

         With the c onsent of c ounsel, the writ petition is a lso d isposed  of 

by this Common Judgment. 

          This appea l is aga inst an interloc utory order made a t the 

stage of admission of writ petition No.32272 of 2018.    

  

 The parties a re referred  as a rrayed  in the writ petition. 

 The writ petition is filed  c ha lleng ing the order Rc .No. 2792018-

C da ted  28.08.2018 made by the Revenue Divisiona l offic er, 

Gura ja la , Guntur Distric t/ 3rd  respondent under the A.P. Rights in 

Land  and  Pa ttadar Pass Books Ac t,1971 (for short ‘ the Ac t’ ). The 

petitioner substantia lly c ha llenges the order da ted  28.08.2018 as 

illega l and  without jurisd ic tion.  In the sense tha t the Revenue 

Divisiona l offic er does not have jurisd ic tion to enterta in the appea l 

aga inst g rant of pa ttadar pass book in favour of writ petitioner.  For 

the sa id  p roposition, the petitioner relies on the dec ision of this Court 

in Ratnamma v. Revenue Divisional Offic er, Ananthapur Distric t 1 

and  Katta Andamma  v. Joint Collec tor, Warangal Distric t 2. 
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 Mr.K.Srinivas appearing  for 5th respondent submits tha t the 

5th respondent having regard  to the view taken by this Court in 

Kuruva  Hanumanthamma v. State of A P.3 c an work out the  

remedy ava ilab le under Sec tion 9 of the Ac t before the Joint 

Collec tor.  In other words, he seeks indulgenc e of this Court to 

p reserve the right of the 5th respondent to work out the remedy 

of revision before the Joint Collec tor, Guntur/ 2nd respondent 

instead  of trying  to susta in the order of respondent No.3.  

Keep ing in view the above submission, we a re of the view tha t 

the order Rc .No.2792018-C da ted  28.08.2018 of 3rd respondent 

c ould  be set aside and  is set aside.  

Therefore, to meet the ends of justic e, the appellant/ 5th   

respondent in the writ petition is granted  liberty to move the 

c ompetent revisiona l authority under Sec tion 9 of the Ac t aga inst 

the grievanc es ava ilab le in granting  muta tion or issuing Pa ttadar 

Pass Books to writ petitioner.  This means tha t the order impugned  

in the writ petition c ould  be vac a ted  by ordering  the writ petition 

without dec id ing  the issues inter se the pa rties and  leaving the 

matter open for ad jud ic a tion before the c ompetent authority 

under the Ac t in revisiona l  jurisd ic tion.  We may a lso rec ord  tha t 

it is the submission on beha lf of the parties tha t there is some 

litiga tion pend ing inter pa rtes as well before the c ivil Court. It is 

a lso submitted  tha t there is an order of tempora ry injunc tion as 

between the parties from the c ivil Court. These submissions a re 

merely rec orded  and  no view is expressed . 
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 The impugned  order is set aside.  The writ appea l and  the 

writ petition a re, ac c ord ing ly, ordered .  As and  when a  revision is 

filed  by 5th respondent, the revisiona l authority c onsiders and  

d isposes of the revision as exped itiously as possib ly p referab ly 

within three months from the da te of filing . No order as to c osts. 

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

stand  c losed . 

 

 

__________________________________ 

THOTTATHIL B. RADHAKRISHNAN, CJ 

 
 

 

____________ 

                                            S.V.BHATT, J 
 

 

 

Da te:13th Dec ember,2018 
Stp      


