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 The c ase of the petitioners is tha t they a re the owners and  

possessors of the sub jec t p roperty and  their names were a lso entered  in 

the revenue rec ords.  Aga inst the sa id  entries, the unoffic ia l respondents 

filed  revision before the Joint Collec tor, a t Mahabubnagar in Case 

No.D1/ 01/ 2013 and  file No.D1/ 115/ 2013 and  Case No.D1/ 60/ 2013 and  file 

No.D1/ 1775/ 2013, and  by order da ted  09.03.2018, the revision was 

a llowed .  Aggrieved  by the same, petitioners filed  W.P.Nos.12424 and  

12457 of 2018.  However, in order to avoid  multip lic ity of litiga tion, 

petitioners filed  suit in O.S.No.48 of 2018 on the file of II Add itiona l Distric t 

Judge a t Mahaboobnagar for dec la ra tion of tile, permanent injunc tion 

and  pa rtition of the sub jec t p roperty and  the same is pend ing 

ad jud ic a tion.  This c ourt in the sa id  writ petitions, by c onsidering the fac t 

tha t petitioners filed  suit, d ismissed  the writ petitions.  The grievanc e of the 

petitioners is tha t when the  suit is pend ing, 4th respondent – Tahsilda r, 

without issuing any notic e and  following  the p roc edure,  vide p roc eed ings 

17.08.2018 ordered  for muta tion of the names of the unoffic ia l 

respondents in the revenue rec ords as pa ttadars, and  tha t when the 

petitioners filed  appea l before the 3rd  respondent – Revenue Divisiona l 

Offic er, a long with app lic a tion seeking for interim stay of the order passed  

by the Tahsilda r da ted  17.08.2018, the sa id  respondent has not passed  

any order and  pend ing the appea l, the 4th respondent muta ted  the 

names of unoffic ia l respondents in the revenue rec ords.  Aggrieved  by the 

same, the p resent writ petition is filed . 
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 Heard  the lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioners and  the lea rned  

Assistant Government Pleader for Revenue. 

 

 From the above fac ts and  c irc umstanc es and  the materia l on 

rec ord , it c ould  be seen tha t in W.P.Nos.12424 and  12457 of 2018, filed  by 

the petitioners aga inst the orders of the Joint Collec tor da ted  09.03.2018, 

this c ourt while d ismissing  the writ petitions by order da ted  25.07.2018, 

made the following observa tions: 

 

 “ Keep ing in view the sc ope of Sec tion 8 of the Ac t and  the view 

taken by this c ourt in MUSKU MALLAIAH’s c ase {(2004(6)ALT 155 

(DB)} , this c ourt is c onvinc ed  tha t a t this stage of the matter, 

examina tion of lega lity or otherwise of the order of 2nd  respondent 

impugned in writ petitions ought to be avoided .  

 

 Now adverting  to the request of Mr.Ac huta  Reddy tha t the 

interim order granted  by this c ourt on 30.04.2018 may be d irec ted  

to be ma inta ined  during  the pendenc y of the suit, this c ourt is of 

the view tha t the petitioners herein sinc e a re p la intiffs in O.S.No.48 

of 2018, the petitioners a re well advised  to work out a ll the 

interloc utory p rayers rela ting to the sub jec t ma tter of the suit 

before the lea rned  tria l Judge.  On the other hand , if this c ourt 

ac c ep ts the request of the petitioners, it results in an anoma lous 

situa tion namely the lis for a ll purposes is examined  by the tria l 

c ourt, but interloc utory orders a re passed  by this c ourt. This c ourt is 

not adop ting  suc h p roc edure.   

 

 Henc e, the writ petitions fa il and  the same a re ac c ord ing ly 

d ismissed .  The d ismissa l of writ petitions sha ll not be understood  as 

this c ourt has refused  to c onsider any of the p rayers made by the 

petitioners herein.  It is made c lea r tha t sinc e the lis is pend ing 

before the tria l c ourt, it is for the lea rned  tria l judge to examine the 

c ase on its own merits.”  

 

 

 From the above order, it is c lea r tha t this c ourt, while c onsidering  

the c ha llenge to the p roc eed ings of the Joint Collec tor da ted  09.03.2018, 

held  tha t sinc e the suit is pend ing in respec t of the sub jec t p roperty, 

examina tion or otherwise of the sa id  impugned order, is to be avoided , 

and  further d irec ted  the parties to work out their remed ies before the c ivil 

c ourt.  This order has a tta ined  fina lity, as no writ appea l is sta ted  to have 

been filed . In pursuanc e of the orders of the Joint Collec tor da ted  
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09.03.2018, and  as there a re no orders staying  the sa id  p roc eed ings, 4th 

respondent, vide p roc eed ings da ted  17.09.2018, muta ted  the names of 

the unoffic ia l respondents.  When this c ourt, spec ific a lly hold ing tha t 

examina tion of lega lity or otherwise of the order da ted  09.03.2018 is to be 

avoided  and  d ismissed  the writ petitions filed  by the petitioners and  

d irec ted  the parties to work out their remed ies before the c ivil c ourt, 

question of  filing  appea l, aga inst the orders of the 4th respondent – 

Tahsilda r, muta ting  the names of the unoffic ia l respondents, whic h ac tion 

was in c onsequenc e to the orders passed  by the Joint Collec tor, da ted  

09.03.2018; does not a rise, and  simila rly, p resent writ petition, filed  

c ha lleng ing the ac tion taken in pursuanc e of the orders of the Joint 

Collec tor da ted  09.03.2018, a lso c annot be enterta ined . 

 

 In view of the  fac ts and  c irc umstanc es of the c ase and  the order of 

this c ourt in 25.07.2018 in W.P.Nos.12424 and  12457 of 2018, writ petition is 

d isposed  of, leaving it open to the petitioners to work out their remedy 

before the c ivil c ourt in the suit pend ing ad jud ic a tion between the pa rties. 

 

 Interloc utory app lic a tions pend ing, if any, sha ll stand  c losed .  No 

c osts. 
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