HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA AT HYDERABAD
{Special Original Jurisdiction)

THURSDAY, THE FIFTEENTH DAY OF JULY
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY ONE

PRESENT

THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE P. NAVEEN RAD
WRIT PETITION NO: 15933 OF 2021

Betwean:

N. Venkat Ramulu, S'o N, Bandappa, Aged about 59 years, Occ: Retd employee,

Ric H. No. §-3-228/1124/3, Rahmath Nagar, Yousufguda, Hyderabad, T.5.
..PETITIONER

AND

.

. The State of Telangana, Reptd. by its Principal Secratary, Revenue Deparment,
Secrelarial, Hyderabad

The District Collector, Vikarabad, Ranga Reddy District

The Revenue Divisional Qfficer, Vikarabad, Ranga Reddy District,

The Tahsiidar. Doma Mandal, Vikarabad, Ranga Reddy District,

M. Sujatha, Wio late N, Ramesh Babu. Agec about 31 years, Dcc housewfe, Rio
2-5-16, Zaheerabad, Medak District.

(A g 03 3

-..RESPONDENTS

Petition urdar Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circumstances stated in the afficavit filed therewith, the High Court may be pleased
to issue any writ, order or direction more particularly one in the nature of writ of
mandamus declaring the action of the respondents Nos, 2 to 4 herein for not
considering  petitioner's  representation  dated 13411/2017, January 2018,
Z9/01/2018, 0B/0B/2018 and 03/08/2021 deleting the name of the 5th respondent
and her hushand's name and consequently direct the official respondents to
continue the petitioner's mother's name as Pattadar in the revenue records in
raspact of land admeasuring Ac 03-08 guntas in Survey No.58, Patta No. 34,
situated at Khammam MNacharam village, Doma Mandal, Vikarabad, Ranga Redcy
Ciztrict.

IA NO: 1 OF 2021

Patition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pieased to direct
the official respondents not entertain any third party sale transaction in respect of
land admeasuring Ac 03-06 guntas in Survey Mo, 58, Patta Ne. 34, situated at
Khammam Macharam village, Doma Mandal. ‘Vikarabad, Ranga Recddy Distric
pending disposal of main writ petition,
Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI. V. DURGA NAGESWARA RAD

Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 to 4: GP FOR REVENUE

Counsel for the Respondent No.5: NONE APPEARED

The Court made the following: ORDER



HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE P.NAVEEN RAD

WRIT PETITION No.15933 of 2021

ORDER :
This writ petition is fled praying to grant follewing reliel:

@t iseue any writ, order or direction mare parl cularly amnge m
the mature of wrie of mandsmus declaring the aciion ol tas
responglent Nos, 2 o 4 hemsin for not considering potitioner’s
repregentation dated 13.11.2017. Januery 2818, 22.01,2018,
QROE 2018 and 03.062081 deleting the name of the o
respandent and ner husband's name and conseguently direcl The
nfficial respondencs o oontinue 2 petitionss’s mother's name as
patLadar in the reverue records in respect of land admessuring
A 03-06 purias in Survey No.58, Patta 2o A4, siuastec at
wremInam Macharam Yilage, Doma Mandal, Vikerabacd, Rangs
REecdy Digtrct in the intecest of juatios and pass sud h atlier croer
or orders, . °

2 Heard Sri V. Durga Nageswars Rao, learned counsel for the
petitioner amd learned Assistant Governmen! Pleacer lor Revenue,

According lo petitioner, his mother was the owner ol larwl to
am extent of Acs.3.06 guntas in Sy, Mo 58 of Khammam Nacharam
Village, Doma Mandal, Vikarabad District, His mother aequired the
above land on a gift given by her father sl the dme of her HiarTiage
my “Pasupu Kumbkuma®. Her name was mutated in the rovenue
records. Petitioner statcs that his mother was blessed with hve
children. She died on 14.03.2007, Petitioncr claims that aller the
dealh of his mother, he is also cntitled to a snere in tac lamd
belonging Lo his mother. He further allegss  Lna without
apporlioning his share, his clder brother by pame Gangappa,
murtazed the name of his son N, Ramesh Babu, i the revenue
recorés, causing goeat njustice and hardship e the potitioner
Paririoner further siates that after the death of M. Ramesh Baind,
_the name of his wife N.Sujurha-5% respondent was mutated m the
revonue records and authorities ere now contcmplialing lo issue

@
patzacar passbook to the 5t Regpondent. Petitloner also conlends



thel hie made several representations against the illegal mutation
of name of N. Ramesh Babu-and rthat his name should also be
mutated in the revenue records and slso to include the Property in
the hist of disputed properties,

4 in pther words, the grievance of petitisner is thal even
trough he is entitled to & share in the property slanding in the
name of his mother, his share was not determined and his name is
not entered in the revenue records, causing hardship and suffering
to him. The representation also highlights the same fact of alleged
injustice cavsed to him by his brother and got the revenue records
mutated in his name,

3 Though the averments m the affidavit and representation do
not disclose exactly when the mulation cxcrcise was undertszken,
apparently, it must have been some Hime in the vear 2007 or soon
thereafier, afler the demise of the mother of petitioner, It is not
known woy petitoner has not prosecuted his grievance to gst a
share in the joint family property in accordance with law instead of
going belore the Tahsildar-4% Respondent and other revenue
officials who are nol competent to decide the entitlernent of his
share 1in the property belonging to his mother. Since, N. Ramesh
Habu namec was already mutated, afller his death his wife is
entitled 10 seek mutation of her name in the revenue records.
Thus, unicss and until petitioner succeeds in establishing his right
and claim over the property stood in the name of his mother in
sppropriate ol proceedings, he cannot ask the revenue
aurhorities 1o change the entries in revenue records nor can

provent the revenue authorities from issuing pattadar passbook in



the name of the person, whose name is reflected in the revenue
records.

6: Therefore, granting liberty to the petitioner o avail civil law

remady, iT any, available, the Writ Petition is dismissed. Pending
miscellaneous petitions, if any, shall stand closed.
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HIGH COURT

DATED:15/07/2021
:,'_“ 1
W.P.No.15933 of 2021 Rt

DISMISSING THE WRIT PETITION
WITHOUT COSTS
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