
HON’BLE SRI  JUSTI CE P. NAVEEN RAO 

 

W RI T PETI I TI ON No .2 8 1 0 9  o f  2 0 1 9  

ORDER:   

 
 

 The pet it ioner claim s to be the owner of the land to an extent  of 

Ac.1.19 guntas in Sy.No.2 and Ac.0.17 guntas in Sy.No.8 of Ootpally 

Village, Sham shabad Mandal, Ranga Reddy Dist r ict . However, in the 

revenue records, the ent r ies of third part ies are m ent ioned by delet ing 

the nam e of the grand father of the pet it ioner. Having com ing to know 

about  the delet ion, the pet it ioner preferred appeal before the Revenue 

Divisional Officer. The RDO rem anded the m at ter to the Tahsildar.  

On rem and the Tahsildar passed orders on 03.04.2017 direct ing 

restorat ion of the old ent r ies by delet ing the nam es of  

K. Bhaskar Rao and K. Lakshm an Rao sons of Laxm i Narasaiah. 

Aggrieved thereby, the respondent  No.5 preferred appeal before the 

RDO. The RDO rejected the appeal. Thereupon, a revision is preferred 

and the sam e is pending. 

 

2. The pet it ioner now contends that  the subject  property was sold 

by third part ies and the persons who purchased the propert ies are now 

undertaking developm ent  act ivity. I n such an event , great  prejudice 

would be caused to the pet it ioner. The pet it ioner claim s that  he filed 

O.S.No.1045 of 2019 on the file of the V Addit ional Dist r ict  Judge, 

Ranga Reddy Dist r ict ,  against  the respondent  No.5 herein and his late 

vendees for cancellat ion of the registered sale deeds executed by him  

and the said suit  is pending.   

 

3. This writ  pet it ion is filed praying to direct  the respondent  No.2 – 

m unicipality not  to accord building perm ission in respect  of the above 

extent  of land pending disposal of the revision. 
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4. I t  appears from  the m aterial on record that  certain sale 

t ransact ions took place by way of registered sale deeds and the 

pet it ioner filed a suit  for cancellat ion of the registered sale deeds.  

I t  appears that  no injunct ion is granted by the t r ial Court .  That  being 

so, at  this stage, no direct ion can be given rest raining the respondent  

– m unicipality from  entertaining applicat ion for building perm ission as 

long as the person sat isfies prim a facie t it le to the property and fulfills 

all the requirem ents for obtaining perm ission m akes an applicat ion.  

The relief prayed for cannot  be granted, and it  is left  open to the 

pet it ioner to work out  his rem edies including prosecut ing the pending 

suit . 

  

The writ  pet it ion is accordingly dism issed. As a sequel,   

the m iscellaneous applicat ions, if any pending, shall stand closed. 

There shall be no order as to costs. 

 
________________ 

P. NAVEEN RAO, J 
January 9, 2020 

DSK  


