IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH AT AMARAVAT:

(SPECIAL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION)
TUESDAY, THE SEVENTEENTH DAY OF JUNE

TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FIVE

:PRESENT:

HONOURABLE SRi JUSTICE VENKATESWARLU NIMMAGADDA
'W.P. Nos.15026, 16982, 17008, 17009, 17011, 17023, 19744, 19745, 19746,
19751, 19752, 19753, 19755, 19756, 19767, 19798, 19801, 19873, 19878,
19881, 19950, 19959, 19960 of 2024 and 6507 and 6509 of 2025

WRIT PETITION NO: 15026 OF 2024
Between: -
M/s. Hayagreeva Farms and Developer s, A registered Partnership firm under
the provisions of Indian Partnershih’ Act, 1932, Having its Office at Door.No.G—
20-20/1, Flat.No.502, 4" Floor, Sukshetra - East Point, East Point Colony,
Visakhapatnam- 530017, Rep. by the Power of Attorney/ Agent
G.Venkateswara Rao, Aged 44 years, S/o. G. Janardhana Rao,
...Petitioner
~ AND |
1. The State of Andhra Pradesh, Rep. by its Prl.Secy, Department of MA &
UD, Secretariat, Velagapud’i;-‘Amaravati, Guntur Distriét.
2. The Greater Vishakhapatnam Municipal Corporation, Vishakhapatnam,
Rep by its Commissioner. |
3. Vishakhapatnam MetrOpSIft‘én Region Development, Authority
Visakhapatnam, Rep by Metropolitan Commissioner
4. The State of Andhra Prades;'h, Rep. by its Prl.Secy, Department of
Revenue, Secretariat, Velagap:Udi, Amaravati, Guntur District
5. The District Collector of Visakhapatnam, Visakhapatnam.
6. The Revenue Divisional Officer,Bheemunipatnam, Visakhapatnam

7. The Tahsildar,V-isakhapatngm Rural, Visakhapatnam




8. Ch. Jagadeeswarudu, S/';o”.Rama »Rao, Aged about 64 vyears,
Occ:Business, R/o D.No.2£?§49/1, Krishna Poultries, Old Dairy Farm;,
Adarsh Nagar, Visakhapatna'ntém

SR ...Respondents

Petltnon under Article 226 of the Constitution of India is filed praymg that

in the circumstances stated in tha+affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may '
be pleased to issue an appropriate Writ or order or direction more particularly
in the nature of Writ of Mandarmius declaring the action of the Respondents
more particularly the action of more ‘particularly the action of Respondent No.2

herein in issuing proceedings vide B.A.NO.1OS6/3960/B/Z1/YDA/2021 (e-

office-299800) dated 06.07.2024.(;’,_Served upon the Petitioner on 11.07.2024)

by which the Building permission gtanted to the Petitioner is kept in abeyance

and further directing the Petmoner to stop the work and not to proceed WIth
any further construction activity as being illegal, arbitrary, unjust, w:thout
jurisdiction, violative of Principles® of Natural Justice, violative of the prowsmns

of the Greater Hyderabad l\/lumc;pal Corporatlon Act, 1955, Contrary to the

Order Dt. 14.03.2022 of this H&ivble Court in W.P.N0.6394 of 2022, and

violative of Articles 14, 21 and>300A of the Constitution of India and

Consequently, set aside the p?peeedings vide B.A.No0.1086/3960/B/Z1A

DA/2021 (e office- 299800) dated 06 07.2024 (Served upon the Petitioner on

11 07 2024) issued by the Respondent No.2; ‘ ‘

iA NO: 1 OF 2024:
Petition under Section 151 of CPC is filed praying that |nthe

circumstances stated in the afﬂdawt filed in support of the writ petition, the-
'ngh Court may be pleased to suspend the operation of proceedings VIde
B A.No. 1086/3960/B/Z1/YDA/2021 (e office- 299800) dated 06.07. 2024
(Served upon the Petitioner on’ 11 .07.2024) issued by Respondent No.2:

pending disposal of WP.N0.15026 'of 2024, on the file of the High Court.




1A NO: 2 OF 2024: N A
Petition under Section 151 of CPC is filed praying that inthe

circumstances stated in the afﬂdawt filed in support of the writ petition, the
ngh Court may be pleased to- Dlrect the Respondents not to interfere W|th
constructlon activity being undertaken by the Petitioner in schedule property
admeasurmg an extent of Ac. 12 ‘31 cents in Sy.No.92/3 of Endada Village,
Visakhapatnam Rural Mandal, \Atsakhapatnam Dlstnct, pending disposal of
WP.No.15026 of 2024, on the file p‘f the High Court. |

The petition coming on for h:earing, upon perusing the Petition and the
affidavit filed in support thereof and the order of the High Court order dated
26.07.2024, 01.08.2024, 08.08. 2‘024-' 22.08.2024, 12.09.2024, 21.10. 2024,
14.11.2024, 28.11.2024, 12.12. 2024 03.01.2025, 09.01.2025, 24.01.2025'
06 02.2025, 13.02.2025, 19.02. 2095 18.03.2025 & 09.05.2025 made herem
and upon hearing the arguments ‘of Sri Ajay Kumar Kanaparthi, Advocate for
the Petitioner and GP for MunICIpal Admlmstratlon & Urban Development for
the Respondent No.1 and Sri K\/ladhava Reddy, Standing Counsel for the

No.3 and GP for Revenue for the Respondent Nos.4 to 7,

WRIT PETITION NO: 16982 OF 2024

Between:

Javvadi Gopala Krishna 'Murthy, S/o Late Sri J Krishna Rao, .Aged about 66
years R/o Plot No. 18, Justice Coteny, Road No. 10, Banjara Hills, Hyderabad-
500034

Petitioner

““AND
1. The State of AP., Rep.: by its Pri.Secy.Department of MA& UD,
Secretariat.Velagapudi, Amaravatt Guntur District.
2. The Greater Vlsakhapatnam‘»i\/lunlupal Corporation, Vishakhapatnam,

Rep by its Commissioner.




3. M/s.Hayagreeva Farms and  Developers, Door.No.6-20-20/1,
FlatNo.502, 4" Floor, Sikshetra East Point, East Point Colony,
Visakhapatnam- 530017. Repiby its Managing Partner

4. Ch. Jagadeeswarudu, S/cf;"‘fRama Rao, Aged about 64 years, Occ.
Business. R/o D.No.2-349/1, Krishna Poultries, Old Dairy Farm, Adarsh
Nagar, Visakhapatnam. = °

Respondents
Petition under Article 226 of fn"e‘Constitution of India is filed praying that
in the circumstances stated in the efﬁdavit filed thereWith, the High Court may
be pleased to issue an appropriat-e Writ or order or direction more particularly
in the nature of "Writ of Manda'nﬁifs""“declaring the action of the Respondents
| more particularly the action of Re?"sii“)e"ndent No.2 herein in issuing proceedings
vide B .A‘No.1086/3960/B/Z1NE§7§\{2021 (e-office-299800) dated 06.07.2024
keeping the Building permission -Z"jfﬁ}i-ted to the Respondent No.3 in abeyance
and further directing the Responc::iént' No.3 to stop the work and not to proceed
with any further construction aéﬂi/ity solely because of the civil disputes
pending between the Respondent"N'os 3& 4 as being illegal, arbitrary, unjust,
violative of Principles of Natural Justlce violative of the provisions of the
Greater Hyderabad Municipal Corporatlon Act, 1955 and violative of Articles
14, 21 and 300A of the Constltutlon of India and Consequently set aside the
proceedlngs vide B.A.No. 1086/3960/B/Z1IY DA/2021 (e-office- 299800) dated
06 07.2024 issued by the Respondent No.2.

IA NO: 1 OF 2024: :
Petition under Section 151 of GPC is filed praying that in the

circumstances stated in the afﬂdavnt filed in support of the petition, the High
Court may be pleased to suspend the operation of proceedings vide
B.A.No.1086/3960/B/Z1 /YDA/2021(e office-299800) dated 06.07.2024 issued
by Respondent No.2, Pending dlsposal of WP 16982 of 2024, on the file of the
High Court.




The petition coming on fofrfhiearing, upon perusing the Petition and the
affidavit filed in support therécﬁ' ia,hd the order of the High Court dated
28.11.2024, 12.12.2024, 03.01.'2:025, 09.01.2025, 24.01.2025, 06.02.2025,
13.02.2025, 19.02.2025 , 18.03. 2025 & 09.05.2025 made herein and upon
hearing the arguments of SRI: KALEPU YASHWANTH, Advocate for the
Petitioner and of GP MUNCIPAL‘{}ADMN AND URBAN DEV AP for the
Respondent No.1 and of SR]"%":":J:D-ILEEP KUMAR, Advocate for the
Respondent No.2 and of SRI SB_I;NI:\"/AS RAO BODDULURI, Advocate for the
Respondent Nos.3 & 4. o

WRIT PETITION NO: 17008 OF 2024

Between: ,4

Mullapudi Anasuya, W/o Mullapu;é;i;;\/enkata Rao, Aged about 78 years R/o H
No 220, 1% Ward, Near Cinem}éﬁiﬁ‘Hall Center, Jangareddygudem Mandal,
Lakkavaram, West Godavari-5344'5;‘,_; :

Petitioner

' ++ - zAND .
1. The State of A.P., Rep by its Prl.Secy.Department of MA& UD,
Secretariat.Velagapudi, Amaravatl Guntur District.
2. The Greater Vlsakhapatnam Mun|C|pal Corporation, Vishakhapatnam,
Rep by its Commissioner. .
3. M/s.Hayagreeva Farms,.-,: }tand Developers, Door.No.6-20-20/1,
 Flat.No.502, 4" Floor, 'Sfﬁ'ljkshetra East Point, East Point Colony,

Visakhapatnam- 530017 R%y its Managing Partner

4. Ch. Jagadeeswarudu, S/o Rama Rao, Aged about 64 years, Occ:
Business. R/o D.No.2- 349/1 Knshna Poultries, old Dairy Farm, Adarsh
Nagar, Visakhapatnam. %"

. '. - Respondents
Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India is filed praying that
|n the circumstances stated in the affldawt filed therewith, the High Court may

be pleased fo issue an appropnate ert or order or direction more particularly




in the nature of 'Writ of Mandamg‘g't-ideelaring the action of the Respondents
more particularly the action of Respdndent No.2 herein in issuing proceedings
vide B.A No.1086/3960/B/Z1IYDA/?2;§21 (e-office-299800) dated 06.07.2024
keeping the Building permission gre,n;fed to the Respondent No.3 in abeyance
and further directing the Respondent No.3 to stop the work and not to proceed
with any further construction actlwty solely because of the civil disputes
pending between the Respondent.:‘:r\'l“bs 3& 4 as being illegal, arbitrary, unjust,
violative of Principles of Natura! Justlce violative of the provisions of the
Greater Hyderabad Municipal Corporatlon Act, 1955 and violative of Articles
14, 21 and 300A of the Constltut-len. of India and Consequently set aside the
proceedings vide B.A.No. 1086/3;9§é0/B/Z1/YDA/2021 (e-office-299800) dated
06.07.2024 issued by the Respondent No.2. '
IA NO: 1 OF 2024: SO A
Petition under Section 151 of CPC is filed praying that |n the

circumstances stated in the affldawt filed in support of the petition, the High
) Court may be pleased to suspend the operation of proceedings vide
B.A.No.1086/3960/B/Z1/Y DA/2021(e office-299800) dated 06.07.2024 issued
by Respondent No.2, Pending dlsposal of WP 17008 of 2024, on the file of the
High Court. R

The petition coming on fofi"i’ﬁ":e"aring upon perusing the Petition and the
affidavit filed in support theredf and the order of the High Court dated
28.11.2024, 12.12. 2024, 03.01 2025 09.01.2025, 24.01.2025, 06.02.2025,
13.02.2025, 19.02.2025 , 18.03. 202’5 & 09.05.2025 made herein and upon
hearing the -arguments of Sri Kalepu Yashwanth Advocate for the Petitioner
and of GP for Muncipal Admn .and,Urban Dev AP for the Respondent No.1
and of Sri J.Dileep Kumar, Advecate for the Respondent No.2 and of Sri
' érinivas Rao Bodduluri, Advocate:%fei*..the Respondent Nos.3 & 4.




WRIT PETITION NC: 17009 OF 2024 '

Between: O

Kuchipudi Satyanarayana, S/o Rarﬁarao, Aged about 62 years R/o D No 257,
Tandku Mandalam, Maddapurandifi?tj\lest Godavari-534146. '

T Petitioner
~'AND |
1. The State of AP, Rep'usby its Prl.Secy.Department of MA& UD,
Secretariat.Velagapudi, Amaravatl Guntur District.

2. The Greater Vlsakhapatnam Munlmpat Corporation, Vlshakhapatnam

Rep by its Commissioner.

3. M/s.Hayagreeva Farms x Developers, Door.No.6-20-20/1,
Flat.No.502, 4"Floor, Sukshetra East Point, East Point- Colony,
Visakhapatham- 530017. Rep by its Managing Partner

4. Ch. Jagadeeswarudu, /6" Rama Rao, Aged about 64 years, Occ
Business. R/o D.No.2- 349/1 Krushna Poultries, Old Dalry Farm, Adarsh
Nagar, Visakhapatnam. ’

Respondents

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India is filed praying that -

in the circumstances stated in the afﬂdawt filed therewith, the High Court may
be pleased to issue an appropnate Wnt or order or direction more partlcularly
in the nature of 'Writ of Mandamus declarmg the action of the Respondents
more particularly the action of Respondent No.2 herein in issuing proceedings
v1de B .A No. 1086/3960/8/21/YDA/2021 (e-office-299800) dated 06.07.2024
keeplng the Building permlssmn granted to the Respondent No.3 in abeyance
and further directing the Respondent No 3 to stop the work and not to proceed A
with any further construction actuvxty solely because of the civil disputes
pending between the Respondent Nos 3& 4 as being illegal, arbitrary, unjust,

violative of PnnCIples of Naturai" ustlce violative of the provisions of the

Greater Hyderabad Municipal Corporat|on Act, 1955 and violative of Articles

14, 21 and 300A of the Constltutlon'{ f tndla and Consequently set aside the




proceedings vide B.A.No. 1086/3960/B/Z1NDA/2021 (e- office- 299800) dated
06.07.2024 issued by the Respondent No.2.
IA NO: 1 OF 2024: :. g

Petition under Section =1~5?1.-’~\' of CPC is filed praying that inthe

circnmstances stated in the affid-'é_i_yi-t filed in support of the petition, the High
Court may be pleased to s-u'ég'pié’;nd the operation of proceedings vide
B.A.No. 1086/3960/B/Z1/YDA/2021(e office-299800) dated 06.07.2024 issued
by Respondent No.2, Pending dlspo&:al of WP 17009 of 2024, on the file of the
High Court.

The petition coming on fO'l-’,. neering, upon perusing the Petition and the
effidavit filed in support theredf::,jénd the order of the High Court dated
528.11.2024, 12.12.2024, 03.01.20'25, 09.01.2025, 24.01.2025, 06.02.2025,
13.02.2025, 19.02.2025 , 18.03.2025 & 09.05.2025 made herein and upon
hearing the arguments of SRIKALEPU YASHWANTH, Advocate for the
Petitioner and of GP MUNCIPAL ADMN AND URBAN DEV AP for the
Respondent No.1 and of SRI J DILEEP KUMAR, Advocate for the
Respondent No.2 and of SRI SRINIVAS RAO BODDULURI Advocate for the

Respondent Nos.3 & 4.

WRIT PETITION NO: 17011 OF 2024
Between
Lavudya Rambai, W/o Sri Ramulu Aged about 67 years R/o H No 7156,

4 Pandurangapuram, Khammam- 50?@(31.

o ...Petitioner
L AND

1. The State of AP., Rep. by its' Prl.Secy.Department of MA& UD,

Secretariat.Velagapudi, Amaravatl ‘Guntur District. '

2. The Greater Vlsakhapatnam Mumc;pal Corporation, Vlshakhapatnam

Rep by its Commissioner.




3. M/s.Hayagreeva Farmsf‘::’ﬁ:‘and Developers, Door.No.6-20-20/1,
Flat.No.502, 4" Floor, Stjkshetra East Point, East Point CoIony,
~ Visakhapatnam- 530017. Rep by its Managing Partner
4. Ch. Jagadeeswarudu, S/o Rama Rao, Aged about 64 years, Occ.
Business. R/o D.No.2- 349/1 Knshna Poultries, Old Dairy Farm, Adarsh
Nagar, Visakhapatnam. o
...Respondents
. Petition under Article 226 6f the Constitution of India is filed praying that :
m the circumstances stated in the afﬂdav:t filed therewith, the High Court may
be pleased to issue an appropnate Writ or order or direction more particularly
in the nature of "Writ of Mandarntjs"-'declaring the action of the Respondents
more particularly the action of Respondent No.2 herein in issuing proceedings '
vide B .A No. 1086/3960/8/21/YDA/’2021 (e- ofﬂce 299800) dated 06.07.2024
keeping-the Building permission granted to the Respondent No.3 in abeyance
and further directing the Respondent No 3 to stop the work and not to proceed
with any further construction aotlvaty solely because of the civil disputes
pending between the Respondent Nos.3& 4 as being illegal, arbitrary, unjust,
violative of Principles of Naturai Justice, violative of the provisions of the
iGreater Hyderabad Municipal COtpo'ration Act, 1955 and violative of Articles
?-'14, 21 and 300A of the Constitut’i’dn‘; of India and Consequently set aside the
proceedings vide B.A.No. 1086/3;9560/8/21/YDA/2021 (e-office-299800) dated -
06.07.2024 issued by the Respondent No.2. ‘
1A NO: 1 OF 2024:
Petiton under Section 151 of CPC is filed praying that in the

circumstances stated in the affida\}"’it*"f'filed in support of the petition the High
B.A.No. 1086/3960/B/Z1NDA/2021(8 office-299800) dated 06.07.2024 issued
_‘by Respondent No.2, Pending dlshosal of WP 17011 of 2024, on the file of the
ngh Court.




The petition coming on foﬁj'ﬁlé'éring, upon perusing the Petition 4and the.
affidavit filed in support thereo'f"'{a@d-the order of the High Court dated
28.11.2024, 12.12.2024, 03.01.2Q§5;*;09.01.2025, 24.01.2025, 06.02.2025,
13.02.2025, 19.02.2025 |, 18.’03.2025 & 09.05.2025 made herein and upon
hearing the arguments of SR!;;_KAI-_EPU YASHWANTH, Advocate for the
Petitioner and of GP MUNCIP:;!%L.;ADMN AND URBAN DEV AP for the
Respondent No.1 and of SR‘E'”J DILEEP KUMAR, Advocate for the
Respondent No.2 and of SRI SRIN!VAS RAO BODDULURI, Advocate for the
Respondent Nos.3 & 4. '

WRIT PETITION NO: 17023 OF 2024
Between: : "
Ainampudi Nageswara Rao, '~’5'8?/"§7“-Ayyanna, Aged about 68 vyears,
R/0.H.N0.71409, Koyavaripalem, Enamadala, Guntur-522019.

...Petitioner

¢ AND

1. The State of AP, Rep."fby-' its Prl.Secy.Department of MA& UD,

Secretariat.Velagapudi, Amaré%ﬁ, Guntur District.:

2. The Greater Visakhapatné}h .Municipal'Corporation, 4Vishakhapatnam,
Rep by its Commissioner. .

3. M/s.Hayagreeva Farrﬁs*}gz"‘% d Developers, Door.No.6-20-20/1,
Flat.No.502, 4"Floor, Sukshetra East Point, East Point Colony,
Visakhapatnam- 530017. Rep by ItS Managing Partner

4. Ch. Jagadeeswarudu, S/o Rama Rao, Aged about 64 years, Occ.

| Business. R/o D.No.2- 349/1 Knshna Poultries, Old Dairy Farm, Adarsh
Nagar, Visakhapatnam. =

Respondents
in the circumstances stated in thejgfﬂdavnt filed therewith, the High Court may
be pleased to issue an approp_ria;_t?;;\xlfvrit or order or direction more particularly

in the nature of 'Writ of Mandamﬁé&'ﬁ?declaring the action of the Respondents




more particularly the action of Resp:dndent No.2 herein in issuing proceedings
vide B .A No. 1086/3960/B/Z1IYDA/2021 (e-office-299800) dated 06.07.2024
keeping the Building perm1ss:on granted to the Respondent No.3 in abeyance
and further directing the Respondent No.3 to stop the work and not to proceed
with any further construction actlwty solely because of the civil disputes
pending between the Respondent Nos 3& 4 as being illegal, arbitrary, unjust,
violative of Principles of Naturai Justtce, violative of the provisions of the
Greater Hyderabad Municipal C'oﬁﬁporation Act, 1955 and violative of Articles
14, 21 and 300A of the Constltutlon of India and Consequently set aside the
proceedings vide B.A.No. 1086/3966/B/Z1IY DA/2021 (e-office-299800) dated
06.07.2024 issued by the Respondent No 2.
IA NO: 1 OF 2024: L

Petition under Section 151 of CPC is filed praying that in the

circumstances stated in the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High
Court may be pleased to suspend the operation of proceedings vide
B.A.No.1086/3960/B/Z1/Y DAIZOﬁz’tti‘é. office-299800) dated 06.07.2024 issued
by Respondent No.2, Pendlng dlsposal of WP 17023 of 2024, on the file of the
High Court. e ‘

The petition coming on fo'n"t?{ifearing, upon perusing the Petition and the
affidavit filed in support thereof and 'the order of the High Court dated
28.11.2024, 12.12.2024, 03.01 2025 ©09.01.2025, 24.01.2025, 06.02.2025,
13.02.2025, 19.02.2025 , 18. 03. 2025 & 09.05.2025 made herein and upon

Petltloner and of GP MUNCIPAL ADMN AND URBAN DEV AP for the
Respondent No.1 and of SR 'J.,DILEEP KUMAR, Advocate for the
Respondent No.2 and of SR SR!NIVAS RAO BODDULURI, Advocate for the
Respondent Nos.3 & 4. : '




WRIT PETITION NO: 19744 OF 1024
BehNeen : o

Vallabhaneni Satyanarayana, s/o Subba Rao, Aged about 69 years, R/o Door |
No 4133, Korumamidi, Nrdadavolu West Godavari- 534305.

Petitioner

- AND

1. The State of AP. Rep. by its Prl.Secy.Department of MA& UD.

Secretariat. Velagapudi Amara\iéti' Guntur District.

2. The Greater Vrsakhapatnam Munlcrpal Corporation, Vishakhapatnam,
Rep by its Commissioner. -~

3. M/s.Hayagreeva -Farms. .:ig‘and Developers,  Door.No.6-20-20/1,
Flat.No.502, 4"Floor, Su"fﬁf'h'etra East Point, East Point Colony,
Visakhapatnam- 530017. Rep by its Managing Partner.

4. Ch. Jagadeeswarudu, S/o*"Rama Rao, Aged about 64 years, Occ.
Business. R/o D.No.2- 349/1, Krlshna Poultries, Old Dairy Farm, Adarsh
Nagar, Visakhapatnam. e

Respondents

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India is filed praying that

in the circumstances stated in the afﬂdavut filed therewith, the High Court may
be pleased to issue an approprlate ert or order or direction more particularly
in the nature of "Writ of Mandamus declanng the action of the Respondents
more patrticularly the action of R,e:s,pendent No.2 herein in issuing proceedings
vide B A No.1086/3960/B/Z1/YI§fA/}2021 (e-office-299800) dated 06.07.2024
keeping the Building permission granted to the Respondent No.3 in abeyance
and further directing the Respondent No.3 to stop the work and not to proceed
with any further construction actrvrty solely because of the civil disputes
pending between the Respondent No 3 and Respondent No.4 as being |Ilegat
arbitrary, unjust, violative of Prmc;ples of Natural Justice, violative of the
provnsxons of the Greater Hyderabad Municipal Corporation Act, 1955 and
wolatrve of Articles 14, 21 and 300A of the Constitution of India and




Consequently set a31de the proceedings = ¢ vide
B.A.No. 108613960/B/Z1/YDA/2021 (e -office-299800) dated 06.07.2024 issued
by the Respondent No.2. R ' '
IA NO: 1 OF 2024: : ,
Petition under Section 151of CPC is filed praying that in the

circumstances stated in the afﬂdawt flled in support of the petition, the High
Court may be pleased to suspend the operation of proceedings vide
B A.No.1086/3960/B/Z1/Y DA/2021(e office- 299800) dated 06.07.2024 issued
by Respondent No.2, Pending dlsposal of WP 19744 of 2024, on the file of the
High Court. “f :

The petition coming on for- hearmg, upon perusing the Petition and the °
affidavit filed in support thereof and the earlier Order of the High Court
dt.28.11.2024, 12.12.2024, 03. 01 2025 09.01.2025, 24.01.2025, 06.02.2025,
13.02.2025, 19.02.2025 , 18.03. 2025 & 09.05.2025 made herein and upon
hearing the arguments ofSRI KALEPU YASHWANTH, Advocate for the
Petitioner and of GP MUNCIPAL;;ADMN AND URBAN DEV AP for the
Respondent No.1 and of SRI J DILEEP KUMAR, Standing Counsel for the
Respondent No.2. T

WRIT PETITION NO: 19745 OF 2024
Between: |
Pilla Narasingarao, S/o Pilla Baﬁgéréyya, Aged about 63 years R/o Door No

520, PM Palem, Chandrampaleiﬁi?{f Pothinamallayapalem, Visakhapatnam-
530041. Lo

Petitioner

. AND ,
1. The State of AP, Repigf{-*';b{ its Prl.Secy.Department of MA& UD,
Secretariat.Velagapudi, Amaré:;/-{éti, Guntur District.
2. The Greater Visakhapatnahﬁ Municipal Corboration, Vishakhapatnam,

Rep by its Commissioner. i 57




3. M/s.Hayagreeva Farms -and Developers,  Door.No.6-20-20/1,
Flat.N0.502, 4"Floor, Suksﬁejcra East Point, East Point Colony,
Visakhapatnam- 530017. Reb By;its Managing Partner

4. Ch. Jagadeeswarudu Slo Rama Rao, Aged about 64 years, Ocec.
Business. R/o D.N0.2-349/1;; Knshna Poultries, Old Dairy Farm, Adarsh
Nagar, Visakhapatnam.

Respondents
Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India is filed praying that
in the circumstances stated in the afﬂdav:t filed therewith, the High Court may
be pleased to issue an appropnate Wnt or order or direction more particularly
in the nature of "Writ of Mandamu‘sl ‘declaring the action of the Respondents
more particularly the action of Resp‘ehdent No.2 herein in issuing proceedings
vide B A N'o.1086/3960/B/Z1IYDA/2021 (e-office-299800) dated 06.07.2024
keeping the Building permission *gré"n-ted to the Respondent No.3 in abeyance
and further directing the Res-pond"enf‘No{.S to stop the work and not to proceed
with any further construction acfiﬁty solely because of the civil disputes .
pending between the Respondent:Ne.B and Respondent No.4 as being illegal,
arbitrary, unjust, violative of Prinéiples of Natural Justice, violative of the
provisions of the Greater Hyderabed ‘Municipal Corporation Act, 1955 and
violative of Articles 14, 21 and- 300A of the Constitution of India and
Consequently set asnde . the proceedings vide
B.A.N0.1086/3960/B/Z1/YDA/2021- (e offlce -299800) dated 06 07. 2024 issued
by the Respondent No.2. o
"IANO: 1 OF 2024:
Petition under Section 151 of CPC is filed praying" that in the

gircumstances stated in the affidé\iif'filed in support of the petition, the High
Court may be pleased to suspend the operation of proceedings vide
B.A.No.1086/3960/B/Z1/Y DA/202"’(e office-299800) dated 06.07.2024 issued
by Respondent No.2, Pending d|sps:)sai of WP 19745 of 2024, on the file of the

High Court. '




The petition coming on for h"eéring upon perusing the Petition and the-
afﬂdaVIt filed in support thereof and the order of the ngh Court " dated
28 11.2024, 12.12.2024, 03.01 2025 09.01.2025, 24.01.2025, 06.02.2025,
13 02. 2025 19.02.2025 , 18.03. 2025 & 09.05.2025 made herein -and upon
- hearing the arguments of Ms. Kalﬂpu Yashwanth, Advocate for the Petitioner
and of GP MUNCIPAL ADMN ANQ__URBAN DEV AP for the Respondent No.1
and of SRI J.DILEEP KUMAR, Advdcate for the Respondent No.2 and of SRl
- SRINIVAS RAO BODDULURI, Advoéate for the Respondent Nos.3 & 4.

WRIT PETITION NO: 19746 OF 2024

Between: '

Abbina Hanumantha Rao, S/o Abbma Subba Rao, Aged abcut 64 years R/o
Door No0.2146, Near Water Tank Sangayagudem Devarapalli Mandal West
-Godavari-534313. g

- ...Petitioner
" AND |

1. The State of AP, Repby its Prl.Secy.Department of MA& UD,

Secretariat.Velagapudi, Amaravati, Guntur District.

2. The Greater Visakhapatnam:;Municipal Corporation, Vishakhapatnam,
Rep by its Commissioner. "

3. M/s.Hayagreeva Farms;_is 'ahd Developers, Door.No.6-20-20/1,
Flat.No.502, 4™ Floor, S‘&i’kéhetra East Point, East Point Colony,
Visakhapatnam- 530017. Rep by its Managing Partner.

4. Ch. Jagadeeswarudu, S/o Rama Rao, Aged about 64 years, Occ.
Business. R/o D.No.2- 349” Krlshna Poultries, Old Dairy Farm, Adarsh
Nagar, Visakhapatnam. ‘

s , ...Respondents
Petition under Article 226‘df~’fﬁé‘Constitution of India is filed praying that

_ in the circumstances stated in th_e é’fﬁda’vit filed therewith, the High Court may

be pleased to issue an ap'propriate.-Writ or order or direction more particularly

in the nature of 'Writ of Manda‘mﬂé‘fdeolaring the action of the Respondents




«-hore particularly the action of Re’ébbn‘dent No.2 herein in issuing proceedings
- vide B .A No. 1086/3960/8/21/YBA/2021 (e-office-299800) dated 06.07.2024
keeping the Building permlssmn granted to the Respondent No.3 in abeyance
and further directing the Respond@r‘-}t No.3 to stop the work and not to proceed
with any further construction activity solely because of the civil disputes
pending between the Respondenif"'li;%‘ES and Respondent No.4 as being illegal,
arbitrary, unjust, violative of Prinéifglé's of -Natural Justice, violative of the
provisions of the Greater Hyderabad Municipal Corporation Act, 1955 and
violative of Articles 14, 21 and“300A of the Constitution of India and
Consequently set aé’fde the proceedings vide
B.A.No. 1086/3960/B/Z1/YDA/202“E (e office- 299800) dated 06.07.2024 issued
by the Respondent No.2. it
IA NO: 1 OF 2024: N

Petiton under Section 154 of CPC is filed praying that in the

circumstances stated in the affldawt filed in support of the petition, the High
Court may be pleased to suspend the operation of proceedings vide
B.A.No. 1086/3960/B/Z1IYDA/2021(ewofﬁce -299800) dated 06.07.2024 issued
by Respondent No.2, Pending dlsposal of WP 19746 of 2024, on the file of the
High Court. SR

" The petition coming on for hearlng, upon perusing the Petition and the
affidavit filed in support thereor and the order of the High Court dated
28.11.2024, 12.12.2024, 03.01 ?025 09.01.2025, 24.01.2025, 06.02.2025,
13.02.2025, 19.02.2025 , 18. 03. 2025 & 09.05.2025 made herein and upon
hearing the arguments of Sri Kafepu Yashwanth, Advocate, Advocate for the
Petitioner and of GP MUNCIPA'”': ADMN AND URBAN DEV AP for the
Respondent No.1 and of Sri J"’DI ep Kumar, Standing Counsel for the

Respondent No.2 and of Sri Boddulurl Srinivas Rao, Advocate for the
Respondent Nos.3 & 4. -




WRIT PETITION NO: 19751 OF 2024

Between: &

Vallabham Bujjiraju, S/o Subbanna Aged about 72 years R/o H.N0.538,
‘est Godavari-534316.

Vedullakunta, Gopalpuram Mandal‘{_;
Petitioner
- AND
1. The State of A.P., Rep.iby its Prl.Secy.Department of MA& UD,
Secretariat.Velagapudi, Amarayati, Guntur District.
2. The Greater Visakhapatnam: Municipal Cofporation, Vishakhapatnam,
Rep by its Commissioner. | |
3. M/s.Hayagreeva Farm“sf}fg}end Developers, Door.No.6-20-20/1,
Flat.No.502, 4"Floor, Su‘k!fs'h’etra East Point, East Point Colony,
Visakhapatham- 530017. Rep“by its Managing Partner
4. Ch. Jagadeeswarudu, S/o ?fRafha Rao, Aged about 64 years Occ.
Business. R/o D.No.2- 349/1 Krlshna Poultries, Old Dairy Farm, Adarsh
Nagar, Visakhapatnam.
Respondents
Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India is filed praying that
in the circumstances stated in the affldawt filed therewith, the High Court may
be pleased to issue an approprlate Wnt or order or direction more particularly
in the nature of 'Writ of Mandamgts;_-.declarlng the action of the Respondents
more particularly the action of Reépd'n'dent No.2 herein in issuing proceedings
vide B .A No.1086/3960/B/Z1/YI-5. 021 (e-office-299800) dated 06.07.2024

keeping the Building permission g}amed to the Respondent No.3 in abeyance

and further directing the Respond*e’h"t" No.3 to stop the work and not to proceed
with any further construction actlwty solely because of the civil- disputes
~ pending between the Respondent No 3 and Respondent No.4 as being illegal,
arbitrary, unjust violative of Pnndlples of Natural Justice, violative of the
provisions of the Greater Hyderabad Mummpal Corporation Act, 1955 and
violative of Articles 14, 21 ‘and- 3OOA of the Constitution of India and

Consequently . set asl,de - the proceedings vide




B.A.No. 1086/3960/8/21/YDA/2021 (e office- -299800) dated 06.07.2024 issued
by the Respondent No.2. S
IA NO: 1 OF 2024:

Petition under Section 151 of CPC is filed praying that in the

circumstances stated in the afﬂdavnt filed in support.of the petition, the High
Court may be pleased to suegend the operation of proceedings vide
B.A.No.1086/3960/B/Z1/Y DNZOé‘ﬁ':(e office-299800) dated 06.07.2024 issued
by Respondent No.2, Pendlng dlsposal of WP 19751 of 2024, on the file of the
High Court. o

The petition com’ihg on for'hjearing, upon perusing the Petition and the
affidavit filed in support thereof’é:f%id"the earlier Order of the High Court
dt.28.11.2024, 12.12.2024, 03. Oi 2025 09.01.2025, 24.01.2025, 06.02. 2025,
13.02.2025, 19.02.2025 ', "18. 03 '?025 & 09.05.2025 made herein and upon
hearlng the arguments of SRI-KALEPU YASHWANTH, Advocate for the
Petitioner and of GP MUNCIPAL ADMN AND URBAN DEV AP for the
Respondent No.1 and’ of SRE J DILEEP KUMAR, Advocate for the
Respondent No.2 and of SRI BC}DDULURI SRINIVAS RAO, Advocate for the
| Respondent Nos.3 & 4. T

WRIT PETITION NO: 19752 OF 2024 '

- Between:

Gadde Lakshmana Rao, S/o G Ramachandra Rao, Aged about 80 years R/o
Door No 1247, GaddeVari Streei uttayagudem Ganapavaram Mandal, West
Dlstrlct-534447 ‘ oy

_\
1

Petitioner

1. The State of AP, Rep 'by its Prl.Secy.Department of MA& UD,
Secretariat.Velagapudi, Amaravatl Guntur District.
2. The Greater Vlsakhapatnam Mumc:pal Corporation, Vishakhapatnam,

Rep by its Commissioner. '




3. M/s.Hayagreeva Farms and Developers, Door.No.6-20-20/1,:
Fiat.No.502, 4™"Floor, Sdiisnetra East Point, East Point Colony,
Visakhapatnam- 530017. Rep by its Managmg Partner.

4. Ch. Jagadeeswarudu, S/o Rama Rao, Aged about 64 years, Occ.
Business. R/o D.No.2- 349/1 Knshna Poultries, Old Dairy Farm, Adarsh

. Nagar, Visakhapatnam.  “75

| | T Respondents
Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India is filed praying that

in the circumstances stated in thea‘fﬁdavit filed therewith, the High Court may
be pleased to issue an appropnate Wnt or order or direction more particularly
in the nature of 'Writ of Mandamus declanng the action of the Respondents:
more partlcu,larly the action of Respondent No.2 herein in issuing proceedings
vide B .A No.1086/3960/Bl’Z1N§ﬁJ?2021 (e-office-299800) dated 06.07.2024
keeping the Building permission éra}nted to the Respondent No.3 in abeyance
and further directing the Respondent No.3 fo stop the work and not to proceed
with any further construction actmty solely because of the civil disputes
pending between the Respondent No 3 and Respondent No.4 as being lllegal
arbitrary, unjust, VIOIatlve of Pnnc:!ples of Natural Justice, violative of the
provisions of the Greater Hyder'"’aliiad Municipal Corporation Act, 1955 and
violative of Articles 14, 21 and'_@f?g_OOA of the Constitution of India and
Consequently set a's‘é‘de the proceedings vide
B.A.No. 1086/3960/B/Z1IYDA/2021 (e -office-299800) dated 06.07.2024 issued
by the Respondent No.2.
JA NO: 1 OF 2024: .
Petition under Section 151 of CPC is filed praying that in the

“circumstances stated in the affldawt filed in support of the petition, the ngh
Court may be pleased to suspend the operation of proceedlngs vide
B.A.No. 1086/3960/B/Z1IYDA/2021(e ofﬂce 299800) dated 06.07.2024 issued
by Respondent No.2, Pending dlsposal of WP 19752 of 2024, on the file of the
High Court.

R IS




‘ The petition coming on for' .ﬁteéring, upon perusing the Petition and the
affidavit filed in support thereo?"i'é;iﬁd the earlier Order of the High Court
dt.28.11.2024, 12.12.2024, 03.01: 7025 09.01.2025, 24.01.2025, 06.02.2025,
13.02.2025, 19.02.2025 , 18.03. 2025 & 09.05.2025 made herein and upon
hearing the arguments of Sri KALEPU YASHWANTH, Advocate for the
Pefitioner and of GP MUNCIPALZADMN AND URBAN DEV AP for the
Respondent No.1 and of SR! J. DILEEP KUMAR, Standing Counsel for the
Respondent No.2.

WRIT PETITION NO: 19753 OF 2024

Between: :
Gadde Muniswara Rao, S/o IQamachandra Rao, Aged about.68 years R/o

...Petitioner

1. The State of A.P, Rep by lts Pri.Secy.Department of MA& uD,

Secretariat.Velagapudi, Amarevatl Guntur District.

2. The Greater Visakhapatnam ‘Municipal Corporation, Vishakhapatnam,
Rep by its Commissioner. - . - |

3. M/s.Hayagreeva Farms and Developers, Door.No.6—20—20/1,
Flat.No.502, 4"Floor, Sukshetra East Point, East Point Colony,

~ Visakhapatnam- 530017. Rep by its Managing Partner. .

4. Ch. Jagadeeswarudu, S/o Rama Rao, Aged about 64 years, Occ.
Business. R/o D.N0.2-349/1;*Kiishna Poultries, Old Dairy Farm, Adarsh

Nagar, Visakhapatnam.

...Respondents

~ Petition under Article 226 ¢fthie Constitution of India is filed praying that

i'n fhe circumstances stated in thé affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may
be pleased to issue an appropria;e_ \Writ or order or direction more particularly

in the nature of 'Writ of Mandarq'u'ef"'declaring the action of the Respondents




more particularly the action of Respondent No.2 herein in issuing proceedings
vide B .A No. 1086/3960/B/Z1IYDN2021 (e- ofﬂce 299800) dated 06.07:2024
keeping the Building permission gra;n‘tgad. to the Respondent No.3 in abeyance
~ and further directing the Respondehtleo.:B to stop the work and not to proceed
-with any further construction .Aa‘r_gté_‘\:/_,_i}:y' solely because of the civil disputes
pending between the Respondleﬁkf{;;'{,;l}glz‘).IB and Respondent No.4 as being illegal,
érbitrary, unjust,” violative of Prip,cipl,es of Natural Justice, violative of the
provisions of the Greater Hydecéﬁéd Municipal Corporation Act, 1955 and
violative of Articles 14, 21 ahd:;3OOA of the Constitution of India and
.Consequently set aside the pr’oceedings- vide B.A.No.1086/3960/B/Z1
[YDA/2021 (e-office- 299800) dated - 06.07.2024 issued by the Respondent
No.2. vt
1A NO: 1 OF 2024: _
Petition under Section 151 of CPC is filed praylng that in the

circumstances stated in the affidavit-filed in support of the petition, the High
Court may - be pleased to suspend the operation of proceedings vide
" 'B.A.N0.1086/3960/B/Z1/Y DA/20211:‘(:e’~—office 299800) dated 06.07.2024 issued
by Respondent No.2, Pending dlsposal of WP 19753 of 2024, on the file of the
High Court.

The petition coming on for: hearlng upon perusing the Petition and the
affidavit filed in support thereof-and the order of the High Court dated
28.11.2024, 12.12.2024, 03.01. 2045 09. 01.2025, 24.01.2025, 06.02.2025,
13.02.2025, 19.02.2025 , 18.03. ZOM, & 09.05.2025 made herein and upon
hearing the arguments of Ms._KaI'e'p‘u ‘Yashwanth, Advocate for f‘h? Petitioner-
and of GP MUNCIPAL ADMN ANDURBAN DEV AP for the Respondent No.1

“é‘nd of SRI J.DILEEP KUMAR, Standlng Counsel for the Respondent No.2.

WRIT PETITION NO: 19755 OF 2@24
Between

Achanta Venkateswar Rao, S/o /.x 'atyanarayana Aged about 62 years R/o

Door No 3/17 Sangayagudem Devarapalh Mandal, West Godavari-534313.




...Petitioner

1. The State of AP., Rep.” by its Prl.Secy.Department of MA& uD,

Secretariat, Velagapudl Amara\/atl Guntur District.”

2. The Greater V|sakhapatnam Mun:cupal Corporation, Vishakhapatnam,
Rep by its Commissioner. .

3. M/s.Hayagreeva Farms f':; “and Developers,  Door.No.6-20-20/1,
FlatNo.502, 4" Floor, su.ke’hetré East Point, East Point Colony,
Visakhapatnam- 530017. Rep ny its Managing Partner

4. Ch. Jagadeeswarudu, S/o Rama Rao, Aged about 64 years, Occ.
Business. R/o D.No.2- 349/1 Knshna Poultries, Old Dairy Farm, Adarsh
Nagar, Visakhapatnam. .~ '

...Respondents

Petition under Article 226 oT the Constltutlon of India is filed praying that

in the circumstances stated in the effldawt filed therewith, the High Court may
be pleased to issue an appropriate Writ or order or direction more particularly
in the nature of "Writ of Manda‘mus}-édeclaring the action of the Respondents
more partlcularly the action of Respondent No.2 herein in issuing proceedings

vide B .A No. 1086/3960/B/Z1NDA/L021 (e-office-299800) dated 06.07.2024

keepmg the Bualdlng permission granted to the Respondent.No.3 in abeyance

and further directing the Respondent No.3 to stop the work and not to proceed
with any further construction ac avsty solely because of the civil disputes
pendlng between the Respondent Nos 3& 4 as being illegal, arbitrary, unjust,
violative of Principles of Natura1 dUStICG violative of the provisions of the

Greater Hyderabad Municipal Cotporatlon Act, 1955 and violative of Articles

14, 21 and 300A of the Constltutgen of India and Consequently set aside the
proceedings vide B.A.No.1086/3960/B/Z1/YDA/2021 (e-office-299800) dated

06.07.2024 issued by the Respondaiit No.2.




IA NO: 1 OF 2024:
Petition under Section 151 -of CPC is filed praying that in the

curcumstances stated in the affldawt filed in support of the petition, the High
Court may be pleased to susgend the operation of proceedings vide
B.A.N0.1086/3960/B/Z1/Y DA/2021(@~«off|ce 299800) dated 06.07.2024 issued
by Respondent 'No.2, Pending dlsposal of WP 19755 of 2024, on the file of the
. High Court. o .

The petition coming on for heaﬂng, upon perusing the Petition and the
affidavit filed in support thereof and the order of the High Court dated
28.11.2024, 12.12.2024, 03012625 09.01.2025, 24.01.2025, 06.02.2025,
13.02.2025, 19.02.2025 , 18.03.2025 & 09.05.2025 made herein and  upon
hearing the arguments of SRI KALEPU YASHWANTH, Advocate for the
Petitioner and of GP MUNCIPA- ADMN AND URBAN DEV AP for the
Respondent No.1 and of SRi ”J DILEEP KUMAR, Advocate' for the
Respondent No.2 and of SRI SRINEVAS RAO BODDULURI, Advocate for the
Respondent Nos.3 & 4. o

WRIT PETITION NO: 19756 OF 2024'
Between: St

Golla Mohan Rao, S/o Goila Subbarayudu Aged about 81 years R/o Door No
1307, Plot no 44, Kailasagiri road Cooperatlve Layout, Visalakshi Nagar,
Vlsakhapatnam 530043 o

Petitioner

1. The State of AP, Rep - y.fft its Prl.Secy.Department of MA& UD,

Secretariat.Velagapudi, Amaravatl Guntur District.

2. The Greater Vlsakhapatnam:-‘Munlmpal Corporation,” Vishakhapatnam,
Rep by its Commissioner. [

3. M/s.Hayagreeva Farms " .A'and Developers, Door.No.6-20-20/1,
Flat No.502, 4"Floor, Sukshetra East Point, East Point Colony,

Vlsakhapatnam 530017. Rep by its Managing Partner




- 4. Ch. Jagadeeswarudu, S/o"’z"‘?zama Rao, Aged about 64 years, Occ.
Business. R/o D.No.2- 349/1 Knshna Poultries, Old Dairy Farm, Adarsh
Nagar, Visakhapatnam. =~

Respondents

Petition under Article 226 of the Constltutlon of India is filed praying that

in the cnrcumstances stated in the afﬂdavut filed therewith, the High Court may
be pleased to issue an appropnate Wnt or order or direction more particularly
in the nature of 'Writ of -Mandamus declaring the action of the Respondents
more particularly the actlon of Re apcndent No.2 herein in issuing proceedings
vide B A No.1086_/3960/B/Z1IYDA/2021 (e-office-299800) dated 06.07.2024
keeping the Building permission'btanted to the Respondent No.3 in abeyance
and further directing the Respondent No.3 to stop the work and not to proceed
with any further construction act!wty solely because of the civil disputes
pending between the Respondent Ne_.S and Respondent No.4 as being illegal,
arbitrary, unjust, violative of Pnnmples of Natural Justice, violative of the
provisions of the Greater Hyderabad Municipal Corporation Act, 1955 and
violative of Articles 14, 21 -amd é“OOA of the Constitution of India and
Consequently set adide - the proceedings vide

B.A.No. 1086/3960/8/21/YDA/2021 (e office-299800) dated 06.07.2024 issued

by the Respondent No.2.

1A NO 1 OF 2024:

Petition under Section 151 of CPC is filed praying that in the

circumstances stated in the affldawt filed in support of the petition, the High
Court may be pleased to suspend the operation of proceedings vide
B.A.No. 1086/3960/B/Z1 Y DA/202t(e~ofﬂce -299800) dated 06.07.2024 issued
by Respondent No.2, Pending dlsposal of WP 19756 of 2024, on the file of the
ngh Court.

k The petition coming on for’ heanng, upon perusing the Petition and the

aff|daV|t filed in support thereot' ‘and the order of the High Court dated
28.11.2024, 12.12.2024, 03. 01 7025 09.01.2025, 24.01.2025, 06.02.2025,
13.02.2025, 19.02.2025 , 18. 03 2025 & 09.05.2025 made herein and upon




hearing the arguments of SRI KALEPU YASHWANTH, Advocate for the -
Petitioner and of GP MUNCIPAL’5¥"‘ADMN AND URBAN DEV AP for the
Respondent No.1 and of SRi~ JD“_EEP KUMAR, Advocate for the
Respondent No.2 and of SRI BODDULURI SRINIVAS RAO, Advocate for the
Respondent Nos.3 & 4. '

WRIT PETITION NO: 19767 OF2024

Between: -

Gadde Someswara Rao, S/o G Ramachandra Rao, Aged about 62 yeers R/o
Door No 1247, Gadde Vari Street Buttayagudem, Ganapavaram Mandal,
West Godavari District-534447.

= Petitioner
1. The State of AP, Repbylts Prl.Secy.Department of MA& UD,
Secretariat.Velagapudi, Améte\ilati Gtmtur District.

2. The Greater Vlsakhapatnam Mumcnpal Corporation, Vishakhapatnam,

Rep by its Commlsswner

3. M/s.Hayagreeva Farms i'f-and. Developers, Door.No.6-20-20/1,

Flat.No.502, 4"Floor, S:Ltté_s;h‘etra East Point, 'East Point Colony,
Visakhapatnam- 530017Rep by its Managing Partner

4. Ch. Jagadeeswarudu, S/o Rama Rao, Aged about 64 years, Occ.

Business. R/o D.No.2- 349/1 Krtshna Poultries, Old Dairy Farm, Adarsh

Nagar, Visakhapatnam. o

Respondents

Petition under Article 226 et the Constitution of India is filed praying that

in the circumstances stated in the affldawt filed therewith, the High. Court may

be pleased to issue an approprlage “Writ or order or direction more particularly

in the nature of "Writ of Mandamfj:"""declaring the action of the Respondents

more particularly the action of Respondent No.2 herein in issuing proceedings

vide B .A No. 1086/3960/B/Z1/YDA/9021 (e-office-299800) dated 06.07.2024 =

keeping the Building permission gre.'g_.:ted to the Respondent No.3 in abeyance



and further directing the Responde(nf;No.S to stop the wcrk and not to proceed
with any further construction acti\iify solely because of the civil disputes
pending between the Respondentfs.3 and Respondent No.4 as being illegal,
arbitrary, unjust, violative of Princi‘ples of Natural Justice, violative of the
provisions of the Greater Hyderabad Municipal Corporation Act, 1955 and
violative of Articles 14, 21 ard: 300A of the Constitution of India and
Consequently . set asmie~ the proceedings vide
B.A.No.1086/3960/B/Z1/Y DA/2021 (e office-299800) dated 06.07.2024 issued
by the Respondent No.2.
1A NO: 1 OF 2024:

Petition under Section 151 of CPC js filed praying that in the

circumstances stated in the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High
Court may be pleased to suspend the operation of proceedings vide
B.A.No. 1086/3960/B/Z1/Y DA/2021 (e—ofﬂce -299800) dated 06.07. 2024 issued
by Respondent No.2, Pending dlsposal of WP 19767 of 2024, on the file of the
High Court. L

The petition coming on forgﬁéaring, upon perusing the Petition and the
affidavit filed in support theresf ahd the order of the High Court dated
28.11.2024, 12.12.2024, 03.01.2'0':;’42:'5:, 09.01.2025, 24.01.2025, 06.02.2025,
13.02.2025, 19.02.2025 , 18.03. 2025 & 09.05.2025 made herein and upon
hearing the arguments of Sri | alepu Yashwanth Advocate for the Petitioner

and of GP MUNCIPAL ADMN AND URBAN DEV AP for the Respondent No.1
and of SRI J.DILEEP KUMAR, Advocate for the Respondent No.2. ‘

WRIT PETITION NO: 19798 OF 2024

Between: o .

Lakamsani Krishnaveni, W/o Cﬁ?ﬁﬁf‘i}adhara Rao, Aged about 71 years R/o
Door No 8482, Sri Satya Sai vaasOld CBI Down, Visakhapatnam-530 017.

| . Petitioner




e eyt

1. The State of A.P., Rep. by its Prl.Secy.Department of MA& UD,
- Secretariat, Velagapudi, Amara};;ati, Guntur District.
2. The Greater Visakhapatn—afé-?n?!l\‘/lunicipal Corporation, Vishakhapatnam,
Rep by its Commissioner. . ‘

3. M/s.Hayagreeva Farms and Developers, Door.No.6-20-20/1,

FlatNo.502, 4" Floor, Sukshetra East Point, East Point Colony,

Visakhapatnam- 530017. Red by its Managing Partner
4. Ch. Jagadeeswarudu, Slo. Rama Rao, Aged about 64 years, .Occ.
Business. R/o D.No.2-349/1, Krishna Poultries, Old Dairy Farm, Adarsh
Nagar, Visakhapatnam.
Respondents
Petition under Article 226 c:? *"re Constitution of Indla is filed praying that
in the circumstances stated in the afﬂdavnt filed therewith, the High Court may
be pleased to issue an appropnate ert or order or direction more particularly
in the nature of 'Writ of Mandamus declaring the action of the Respondents
more particularly the action of Respjendent No.2 herein in issuing proceedings
vide B A No.1086/3960/8/21/YDA72:.:0'21 (e-office-299800) dated 06.07.2024
Akeeping the Building permission granted to the Respondent No.3 in abeyance
and further directing the Respon‘d,en’bN‘o.B to stop the work and not to proceed
With any further construction activity solely' because of the civil disputes
pendlng between the Respondent No.3 and Respondent No.4 as being illegal,
'arbltrary, unjust, violative of Pranc:lples of Natural Justice, violative of the
provisions of the Greater Hyderabad MunICIpaI Corporation ‘Act, 1955 and
violative of Articles 14, 21 andj;;’éOOA of the Constitutidn .of India and
Consequently set aside- the proceedings vide  B.A.No.1086/
3960/B/Z1/YDA/2021 (e-office- 299800) dated 06.07.2024 issued by the
Respondent No.2. R
IA NO: 1 OF 2024: |
Petition under Section “¥5%“of CPC is filed praying that in the

tircumstances stated in the affidai:"\*/i'tb filed in support of the petition, the High

Court may be pleased to suspend the operation of proceedings vide




B.A.N0.1086/3960/B/Z1/Y DA/202V‘*5-(:e' office-299800) dated 06.07.2024 issued
by Respondent No.2, Pending dlspma! of WP 19798 of 2024, on the file of the
. High Court. o .

The petition coming on for: hearmg, upon perusing the Petition and the
affidavit filed in support thereof and the "order of the High Court dated
28.11.2024, 12.12.2024, 03.01 2025 09.01.2025, 24.01.2025, 06.02.2025,
13.02.2025, 19.02.2025 , 18. 03. 2025 & 09.05.2025 made herein and upon
hearmg the arguments of SRI KALEPU YASHWANTH, Advocate for the
Petitioner and of GP MUNCIPAL ADMN AND URBAN DEV AP for the
Respondent No.1 and of SR‘ J DILEEP KUMAR, Advocate for the
Respondent No.2 and of SRI SRINIVAS RAO BODDULURI, Advocate for the
Respondent Nos.3 & 4. HearE ‘

WRIT PETITION NO: 19801 OF 2024

Between: '

Eedala Narayana Rao, S/o. E. Verraju Aged about 67 years, R/o. Door. No.
21311, Munisibu Gari Veedhi, Katheru, East Godavari - 533105,

...Petitioner

AN D
1. The State of AP, Rep by its Prl. Secy.Department of MA & UD,
- Secretariat, Velagapudi, Amaravatl Guntur District.
2. The Greater Vlsakhapatnam lVIunICIpal Corporation, Vishakhapatnam,

Rep by its Commissioner.

3. M/s.Hayagreeva Farms , Developers, Door.No.6—20-20/1,.
Flat.No.502, 4"Floor, Sukshetra East Point, East Point Colony,
Visakhapatnam- 530017.;R§pj7by its Managing Partner.

4, Ch. Jagadeeswarudu, S/éf':,-,i%"ama Rao, Aged about 64 years, Occ.
Business. R/o D.No.2-349_/.x1f,,'»Krishna Poultries, Old Dairy Farm, Adarsh
Nagar, Visakhapatnam. L

..;Respondents




Petition under Article 226 of tne Constitution of India is filed praying that
in the circumstances stated in the afndawt filed thereWIth the High Court may
be pleased to issue an approprlate ert or order or dlrectlon more particularly
in the nature of 'Writ of Mandamds declanng the action of the Respondents
* more particularly the action of Résp"o‘ndent No.2 herein in issuing proceedings
vide B .A No.1086/3960/B/Z1/Y DAJ2021 (e-office-299800) dated 06.07.2024
keeping the Building permission ét'énted to the Respondent No.3 in abeyance
and further dlrectlng the Respondent No.3 to stop the work and not to proceed
with any further construction actwity solely because of the civil disputes
pending between the Respondent. No.3 and Respondent No.4 as being illegal,
arbitrary, unjust violative of Prmosples of Natural Justice, violative of the
provisions of the Greater Hyderabad ‘Municipal Corporation Act, 1955 and
violative of Articles 14, 21 an'd'~ 300A of the Constitution of India and
Consequently set as:de B the proceedings - vide
B.A.No. 1086/3960/B/Z1/YDA/2021 (e offlce 299800) dated 06.07.2024. issued
by the Respondent No.2. g |
IA NO: 1 OF 2024: S

Petition under Section 151 :‘ of CPC is filed praying that in the

circumstances stated in the affid‘zfi{‘lit;filed in support of the petition, the High
Court may be pleased to suspend the operatlon of proceedings vide
B.A.No0.1086/3960/B/Z1/YDA/2021 “;':’;‘:offlce 299800) dated 06.07.2024 issued
by Respondent No.2, Pending dlsposal‘of WP 19801 of 2024, on the file of the
High Court. S

The petition coming on f'or‘h'eanng, upon perusing the Petmon and the

affldawt filed in support thereof and the order of the High Court dated
28.11.2024, 12.12.2024, 03.01 2025 09.01.2025, 24 01.2025, 06.02.2025,

13.02.2025, 19.02.2025 , 18.03. 2025 & 09.05.2025 made herein and upon

hearlng the arguments of SRI- KALEPU YASHWANTH, Advocate for the
Petitioner and of GP MUNCIPAL 'ADMN AND URBAN DEV AP for the
. Respondent No.1 and of SRI J.DILEEP KUMAR, Standing Counsel for the




Respondent No.2 and of SRI BQDDULURI SRINIVASA RAO, Advocate for
. the Respondent Nos.3 & 4.

WRIT PETlTION NO: 19873 OF 2624

Between:

Alluri Rao Venkata, S/o Alluri Ra*halah Aged about 72 years, R/o Door No
1230, - Kornagndam, Buttayagudem Ganapavaram Mandal, West Godavari-
5344471, |

Petitioner
AND

1. The State of A.P., Repi<by its Prl.Secy.Department of MA& UD.

Secretariat.Velagapudi, Amaré‘\'/ati Guntur District.

2. The Greater Vlsakhapatnam i\/lumcnpal Corporation, Vishakhapatnam,
Rep by its Commissioner.-#3:"..

3. M/s.Hayagreeva Farms - and Developers, Door.No.6-20—20/1,
Flat.No.502, 4"Floor, - Sukshetra East Point, East Point Colony,
Visakhapatnam- 530017. Re'p“‘by its Managing Partner

4. Ch. Jagadeeswarudu S/o Rama Rao, Aged about 64 years, Occ.
Business. R/o D.No.2- 349/1 Knshna Poultries, Old Dairy Farm, Adarsh
| Nagar, Visakhapatnam.

Respondents

Petition under Article 226 ofthe Constitution of India is filed praying that -
in the circumstances stated in the afﬂdavnt filed therewith, the High Court may
be pleased to issue an approprlafe Writ or order or direction more particularly
in the nature of 'Writ of Mandamds declaring the action of the Respondents
more particularly the action of Resp‘endent No.2 herein in issuing proceedings
vide B .A No. 1086/3960/B/Z1/YDA/2021 (e-office-299800) dated 06.07.2024
keeping the BUIIdIng permission granted to the Respondent No.3 in abeyance
_ and further directing the Respondent‘No 3 to stop the work and not to proceed
with any further construction actlvrty solely because of the civil disputes

pendmg between the Respondent No 3 and Respondent No.4 as being illegal,




arbitrary, unjust, violative of Pri;iéibles of Natural Justice; violative of the
provisions of the Greater Hyderabad ‘Municipal Corporation Act, 1955 and"
violative of Articles 14, 21 and” 3OOA of the Constitution of India and
.Consequently set —
B.A.No. 1086/3960/B/Z1/YDA/2021 (e offlce 299800) dated 06:07.2024 issued-
by the Respondent No.2. e C
IA NO: 1 OF 2024: , . ,
Petition under Section 1’%1 of CPC is filed praying that in the

as the proceedings -~  vide

circumstances stated in the afﬁda&it filed in support of the petition, the High
Court may be pleased to suspend the operation of proceedings vide
B.A.No.1086/3960/B/Z1/Y DAIZOZT(e'office 299800) dated 06.07.2024 issued
by Respondent No.2, Pending dlsposal of WP 19873 of 2024, on the file of the
High Court.

The petition coming on for':':":ﬁeéring upon perusing the Petiticn and the

affidavit filed in support thereof: and the order of the High Court dated
28.11.2024, 12.12.2024, 03.01 2025 09.01.2025, 24.01 2025 06.02.2025,
13.02.2025, 19.02.2025 | 18.03.2025 & 09.05.2025 made herein and upon
hearing the arguments of SRIKALEPU YASHWANTH,. Advocate for the
Petitioner and of GP MUNCIPAL ADMN AND URBAN DEV AP for the
Respondent No.1 and of SRI' J.BILEEP KUMAR, Standing Counsel for the
Respondent No.2 and of SRI BGDDULURI SRINIVASA RAO, Advocate for
the Respondent Nos.3 & 4. 77 '

WRIT PETITION NO: 19878 OF 2024
Between:
Achanta Ramarao, S/o Jagadee$3&é§érao, Aged about 72 years R/o Door No
3146, Gandhi Nagaram, Yernagu{:{em, West Godavari-534313.

Petitioner

‘1. The State of Andhra Pradesh Rep. by its Prl.Secy. Department of MA

and UD, Secretariat. Velagapu Ai"fAmaravatl Guntur District.




2. The Greater Visakhapatna’ﬁf*'i\/lunicipai Corporation, Vishakhapatnam,
Rep by its Commissioner. | |
3. M/s.Hayagreeva,  Farms and Developers, Deor.No.6-20-20/1,
Flat.No.502, 4™ Floor, Sukshetra East Point, East Point Colony,
Visakhapatnam- 530017. Repby its Managing Partner
4. Ch. Jagadeeswarudu, S/e;,_Rema Rao, Aged about 64 years, Occ.
Business. R/o D.No.2-349/1,~Krishna Poultries, Old Dairy Farm, Adareh
Nagar, Visakhapatnam.
. Respondents
Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India is filed praying that
in the circumstances stated in the{?effidavit filed therewith, the High Court may
be pleased to issue an appropriate Writ or order of direction more particularly
in the nature of "Writ of Mandamus declarmg the action of the Respondents
more particularly the action of Respondent No.2 herein in issuing proceedings
vide B .A No. 1086/3960/B/Z1NDAJ2021 (e-office-299800) dated 06.07.2024
keeping the Building permission ‘granted to the Respondent:No.3 in abeyance
and further directing the Respo'r;_dént No ,3 to stop the work and not to
proceed with any further constrtiction activity solely because of the civil
disputes pending between the R'eepondent No.3 and Respondent No.4 as
being illegal, arbitrary, unjust, vro!atlve of Principles of Natural Justice,
, wolatlve of the provisions of the Greater Hyderabad MunICIpal Corporation
Act 1955 and violative of Articles 14 21 and 300A of the Constitution of India
and - Consequently set as;de the proceedings vide B
A.No. 1086/3960/B/Z1/YDA/2021 (e oﬁ"ce -299800) dated 06.07. 2024 issued
by the Respondent No.2. L
IA NO: 1 OF 2024: ,
Petltlon under Section 15: -of CPC is filed praying that in the

Circumstances stated in the afﬂdavﬁ filed in support of the petition, the High
Court may be pleased to suspend the operation of proceedings vide B.A.
No. 1086/3960/B/Z1/YDA/2021(e f\ffsce 299800) dated 06.07.2024 -issued by




Respondent No.2, Pending dispoeaf%f WP 1_9878 of 2024, on the file of the
High Court.. o a '

. The petition coming on for hearmg, upon perusing the Petition and the
afﬂdawt filed in support thereof and the order of the High Court dated
28 11.2024, 12.12.2024, 03:01 2025 09.01.2025, 24.01.2025, 06.02.2025,
13.02.2025, 19.02.2025 , 18.03. 025 & 09.05.2025 made herein and upon
hearing the arguments of KALEPU YASHWANTH Advocate for the Petitioner
and of GP MUNCIPAL ADMN AND URBAN DEV AP for the Respondent No.1
and-of SR! J.DILEEP KUMAR, Sta:nding Counsel for the Respondent No.2
and of SRI BODDULURI SRINIVAS‘A RAO, Advocate for the Respondent
Nos.3 & 4.

WRIT PETITION NO: 19950 OF 2024
Between

' Lanka Snnlvasa Rao, S/o Srlramulu Aged about 66 years, R/o Door No 313130
Saibaba Street, Dabagardens, Vlsalihapatnam -530001.

o | Peﬁﬁoner
' ‘AND
1. The State of AP, Rep by its Prl.Secy. DepartmentA of i\/iA& uD,
Secretarlat Velagapudi, Amaravaﬂ Guntur District. |
| -2.‘The Greater Vlsakhapatnam Mummpal Corporatlon Vlshakhapatnam
Rep by its Commissioner. .

3. M/s.Hayagreeva ' Farms ' and Developers, Door.No.6-20-20/1,
Flat.No.502, 4" Floor, Sukshetra East Point, East Point Colony,
; Visakhapatnam- 530017. Rep by its Managing Partner o
4. Ch. Jagadeeswarudu, S/o Rama Rao, Aged about 64 years Occ

Busmess R/o D.No.2- 349/i Knshna Poultries, Old Dairy. Farm, Adarsh

A'Nagar Vlsakhapatnam SR
: : Respondents
' Petition under Article 226 of: the Constltutlon of india is f|led praying that

in the circumstances stated in the afﬁdawt filed therewith, the High Court may




be pleased to issue an appropriaie Writ or order or direction more particularly
in the nature of 'Writ of Mandamzue" -declaring the action of the Respondents
more particularly the action of Reéﬁendent No.2 herein in issuing proceedings
vide B .A No. 1086/3960/B/Z4IYDA/2021 (e-office-299800) dated 06.07.2024
keeping the Building permlssmn granted to the Respondent No.3 in abeyance
and further directing the Responaent No.3 to stop the work and not to proceed
with any further construction actlv:ty solely- because of the civil disputes
pending between the Respondent. No 3 and Respondent No.4 as being illegal,
arbitrary, unjust, violative of Principles of Natural Justice, violative of the
provisions of the Greater Hyderabad Municipal Corporation Act, 1955 and
violative of Articles 14, 21 an'“d* 300A of the Constitution of India and
- Consequently ~ set as‘é'd'"e" the proceedings vide
B.A.No. 1086/3960/B/Z1/YDA/2021 (e office-299800) dated 06.07.2024 issued
by the Respondent No.2. ;
IA NO: 1 OF 2024: S

Petitien under Section - 151 of CPC is filed praying that in the

circumstances stated in the affida{fi'}iffifiled in support of the petition, the High
Court may be pleased to suspend the operation of proceedings vide
B.A.No.1086/3960/B/Z1/YDAI202 }{e-office- -299800) dated 06.07.2024 issued
by Respondent No.2, Pending dlsposal of WP 19950 of 2024, on the file of the
H|gh Court. ,

The petltlon coming on for’hearlng, upon perusmg the Petition and the
affidavit filed in support thereof and the order of the High Court dated
28.11.2024, 12.12.2024, 03.01.21025, 09701.2025, 24.01.2025, 06.02.2025,
13.02.2025, 19.02.2025 , 18.03. 2025 & 09.05.2025 made herein and upon
hearing the arguments of Sri Srlkalepu Yashwanth, Advocate for the Petitioner
and of GP MUNCIPAL ADMN AND URBAN DEV AP for the Respondent No.1
and of SRI J.DILEEP KUMAR, Standlng Counsel for the Respondent No.2
and of SRI BODDULURI SRIN!VASA RAO, Advocate for the Respondent
Nos 3 &4. ‘




- WRIT PETITION NO: 19859 OF 2024 ,
Between: e
Potluri Narasimha Rao, S/o Late £
Door No 281410, Opp Melody Theal,re Suryabagh Visakhapatnam-530020.

Petitioner

T:ishnamurthy; Aged about 63 years R/o

| I AND

1. The State of A.P., Rep.:by its Prl.Secy.Department -of MA& UD,

Secretariat.Velagapudi, Amaravati, Guntur District.

2. The Greater Visakhapatnam:;‘Municipal Corporation, Vishakhapatnam,
Rep by its Commissioner. |

3. M/s.Hayagreeva Farmsw and Developers, Door.No.6-20-20/1,
Flat.No.502, 4" Floor, Sukshetra East Point, East Point Colony,
Visakhapatnam- 530017. Re.‘ by its Managing Partner

4. Ch. Jagadeeswarudu, S/o ama Rao, Aged about 64 years, Occ.
Business. R/o D.No.2-349_/A1:,-_‘Krishna Poultries, Old Dairy Farm, Adarsh
Nagar, Visakhapatnam. Lo

Respondents
Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India is filed praying that
_in the circumstances stated in the affldawt filed therewith, the High Court mayl
be pleased to issue an appropriateert or order or direction more particularly
in the nature of "Writ of Mandarﬁﬁ%ﬁisdeclaring the action of the Respondents
more particularly the action of Resié'p?ndent No.2 herein in issuing proceedings -
vide B .A No.1086/3960/B/Z1/.YDA ”;"0'2'1 (e-office-299800) dated .06.07.2024

s

keeping the Building permission gr ited to the Respondent No.3 in abeyance
and further directing the Respond""e’n'f‘NoG to sfop the work and not to proceed
with any further construction actIVIty solely because of the civil disputes
pending between the Respondent No 3 and Respondent No.4 as being illegal,
arbitrary, unjust, violative of Pnnmples of Natural Justlce violative of the
provisions of the Greater Hyderabad Municipal Corporatlon Act, 1955 and

violative of Articles 14, 21 an"d"' 300A of the Constltutlon of India and

ek 4.'55’5,{..




Consequently -set asnde the proceedings vide
B.A.No. 1086/Q960/B/Z1IYDA/2021 (e ofﬂce -299800) dated 06.07.2024 issued
by the Respondent No.2.
IA NO: 1 OF 2024:

Petition under Sectlon 1‘?1 of CPC is filed praying that in the

Circumstances stated in the afﬂdawt filed in support of the petition, the High
Court may be pleased to suspend the operation of proceedings vide
B.A.N0.1086/3960/B/Z1/YDA/202 .(e -office-299800) dated 06.07.2024 issued
by Respondent No.2, Pending dlsposal of WP 19959 of 2024, on the ﬂle of the
High Court. - ‘

The petition coming on for: hearmg upon perusing the Petition and the
affidavit filed in support thereof and the order of the High Court dated
28.11.2024, 12.12.2024, 03.01.2025, 09.01.2025, 24.01.2025, 06.02.2025,
13.02.2025, 19.02. 2025 1.8 03. 26”5 & 09.05.2025 made herein and upon
Petltloner and of GP MUNCIPAL;ADMN AND URBAN DEV AP for the
Respondent No.1 and of SRI“JDILEEP KUMAR, Advocate for the
Respondent No.2 and of SRI SRINIVAS RAO BODDULURI Advocate for the
Respondent Nos 3&4. e

WRIT PETITION NO: 19960 OF 2094

Between: ‘ - g
Daparthi Satyanarayana, S/o D N’;alréyana, Aged about 66 years R/o Door No
231, Ramalayam Veedhi, Gowrlpatnam West Godavari-534313.

Petitioner

1. The State of A.P.. Repﬂby its Prl.Secy.Department of MA& UD,
Secretariat.Velagapudi, Amaravat: Guntur District.
2. The Greater Vlsakhapatnan‘“ Mumc;pal Corporation, Vishakhapatnam,

Rep by its Commissioner. -




3. M/s.Hayagreeva Farms end Developers,  Door.No.6-20-20/1,
. Flat.No.502, 4™ Fioor, Sukshetra East Point, East -Point*'Colony,
Visakhapatnam- 530017. Rep by its M.anagmg Partner .

4. Ch. Jagadeeswarudu S/o"" Réma Rao, Aged about 64 years, Occ.- -~
-Business. R/o D.No.2- 349/1 Knshna Poultries, Old Dairy Farm, Adarsh’

Nagar Visakhapatnam.
Respondents

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India is filed praying that-
in the circumstances stated in the. é%ﬁdavit filed therewith, the High Court may = -
be pleased to issue an appropriate Writ or order or direction more particularly
in the nature of 'Writ of Mandamus'-declaring the action of the Respondents
more particularly the action of Respondent No.2 herein in issuing proceedings -
Qide B .A No.1086/3960/B/Z1IYD}A/"2_021 (e-office-299800) dated 06.07.2024
keeping- the Building permission g_rénted to the Respondent No.3 in abeyance
and further directing the Respondent No.3 to stop the work and not to proceed
with any further construction ac’uv;ty solely because of ‘the civil disputes
pending-between the RespondenttNosB& 4 as being iliegal, arbitrary,' unjust,
violative of Principles of Natural §-§Stice, violative of the provisions of the
Greater Hyderabad Municipal COrpgf;ra'tion Act, 1955 and violative of Articles" |
14, 21 and 300A of the Constitutio'n of India and Consequently set aside the
proceedings vide B.A.No. 1086/3960/B/Z1IYDA/2021 (e-office- 299800) dated
06.07.2024 issued by the Respondent No.2.
IA NO: 1 OF 2024: AN

Petltlon under "Section 1 51 of CPC is filed praying that in the

circumstances stated in the afﬂda_y_:t filed in support of the petition, the High
Court may be pleased to suspend the operation of proceedings - vide
B.A.N0.1086/3960/B/Z1/Y DN20216eioffice-299800) dated 06.07.2024 issued
by Respondent Noc.2, Pending dlsposal of WP 19960 of 2024, on the file of the:
High Court. ‘ ‘




The petition coming on for hearmg upon perusing the Petition and the
affidavit filed in support thereoi'fﬂ.’ end the order of the High Court dated
128.11.2024, 12.12.2024, 03.01 2025 09 01.2025, 24.01.2025, 06.02.2025,
13.02.2025, 19.02.2025 , 18. 03. 2@20 & 09 05.2025 made herein and upon
“hearing the arguments of SRI KALEPU YASHWANTH, Advocate for the
Petitioner and of GP MUNCIPAL%ADMN AND URBAN DEV. AP for the
Respondent No.1 and of SRI’ J DILEEP KUMAR, Advocate for the
Respondent No.2 and of SRl SR;I‘{\“\,{AS RAO BODDULURI, Advocate for the
Respondent Nos.3 & 4; S

WP NO: 6507 OF 2025:

Between:

M/s.Hayagreeva Farms and Devei;eers, A registered Partnership firm under
the provisions of Indian Partnersh.jé.ﬁct, 1932, Having its Office at Door.No.6-
20-20/1, Flat.No.502, 4™ Floor, Sukshetra - East Point, East Point Colony,
Visakhapatnam- 530017 Rep. byits Managing Partner, Gadde Brahmaji,
Aged 45 years, S/o. Sri Muneswe.re Bao.

Petitioner
L .;‘j:AND

1. The State of Andhra Pradesh Rep. by its Principal Secretary,
Department of Revenue Secretanat Velagapudi, Amaravati, Guntur
District.

2. The District Collector of Vis.akhh patnam Visakhapatnam. ,
3. The Revenue Divisional Ofﬂcer Bheemumpatnam Vlsakhapatnam

4, The Tahsildar, Visakhapatnam Rural Vlsakhapatnam

Respondents




Petition under Article 226 ef%-tﬁ%e Constitution of india praying that-in the
“circumstances stated in the' affidavit filed therewith, the High. Court.may be:
pleased to issue an appropriate Wmor order or direction more particularly.in.
the nature of Writ of Mandamus deciéﬁng the action of the Respondents more
particularly the action of Respondent'No.Z herein in issuing proceedings vide
' Rc.No.3037/2006/E2, Dt. 10.03.2025 (Served upon the . Pefitioner on”
- 11.03. 2025) by which the Respo"ndents are seeking to resume the land -
- admeasuring.an extent of Ac. 12. 51 Cents in Sy.N0.92/3 of Yendada Village, .
Vishakhapatnam Rural Mandal,. Vlshakhapatnam District--as being illegal,
arbitrary, unjust, without junsdlctlon, violative of Principles of Natural Justice,
violative of the provisions of the Tratisfer of Property Act, 1881 Contrary to the
Order Dt. 19.12.2017 of this Hon’,bté Court in W.P.Nos.36413 of 2014 and
26653 of 2015, and violative of Attidies 14, 21 and 300A of the Constitution of
“India and Consequently, set asnde the proceedings proceedings vide
Rc.N0.3037/2006/E2, Dt. 10.03: 2025 (Served upon the Petitioner on
11 .03. 2025) issued by the Respondent No.2.

!A NO: 1 OF 2025

Petition under Section 15‘1" éPC praying that in the circumstances
stated in the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be
pleased to suspend the operatlon of proceedmgs V|de proceedlngs vide
Rc.N0.3037/2006/E2, Dt.10.03.2020 (Served upon the Petitioner -
11.03.2025) issued by Respondentﬂj'}t ;2,A Pending disposal of WP. N0.6507 of
2025, on the file of the High Court... e

IA NO: 2 OF 2025

Petition under Section 151 -,CPC praying that in the circumstances
stated in the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be
pleased to Direct the Respondents not to interfere with ‘the possession,

occupation of the Petitioner and the construct|on activity being undertaken by




- the Petitioner in SChedlee property 'a;é'rineasuring an extent of Ac. 12.51 cents
in  Sy.No.92/3 of Endada ‘Villagje ‘Visakhapatnam Rural Mandal,
Vlsakhapatnam District, Pending. disposa! of WP No0.6507 of 2025 on the file
of the High Court. '

The Petltlon coming on for heanng, upon perusing the Petition and the
affidavit filed in support thereof and the earlier order of the High Court dated
 13.03.2025 , 18.03.2025 & 09. 05 2025 made herein and upon hearing the
| arguments of Sri Ajay Kumar Kanaparthl Advocate for the Petitioner, and of

GP for Revenue for the Responden_te;

WP NO: 6509 OF 2025:

Between:

Ainampudi Nageswara Rao, Slo Ayyanna, Aged about 68 years R/o
H.No.71409, Koyavaripalem, Ehasfgtéa%gala, Guntur-522019

‘ Petitioner
;_.;{‘_LAND
1. The State of Andhra Prad'egh, Rep. by its Prl.Secy, Department of
Revenue, Secretariat, Velagate‘ti'ldi; Amaravati, Guntur District.
2. The District Collector of Vi.saélft{tapatnam, Visakhapatnam.
| 3. The Tahsildar, Visakhapatﬁétﬁ Rural, Visakhapatnam

4. M/s.Hayagreeva Farms ‘ and Developers,  Door.No.6-20-20/1,
Flat.No.502, 4" Floor, Sukshetra - East Point, East Point Colony,
Visakhapatnam- 530017. Rep by its Managing Partner

Respondents

Petition under Article 226 of tt*e Constttutlon of India praying that in the

circumstances stated in the affldaVIt filed therewith, the High Court may be




pleased to issue an appropriate Wit or order or direction more particularly in -
‘the nature of Writ of Mandamus declaring the action of the Respondents more
: p‘articuiarly the action of 2™ Res‘r"ﬁond’ent herein in issuing proceedings vide
Rc.Nc.3037/2006/E2, Dt. 10032025 (Served upon the Petitioner "on
11.03.2025) by which the Res'“ri:o‘ndents are seeking to resume the land -
' admeasurrng an extent of Ac.124.'5‘(i".Cents in Sy.N0.92/3 of Yendada Village.,
Vishakhapatnam Rural Mandal, Vis'hakhapatnam District, more particularly an
extent of 385 Sq.Yds in Plot No. 14as being illegal, arbitrary, unjust, without
jurisdiction, violative of Principles: of Naturalb Justice, violative of the provisions
of the Transfer of Property Act; 1881 Contrary to the Order Dt.19.12.2017 of
this Hon'ble Court in W.P.Nos. 36413 of 2014 & 26653 of 2015, and violative of
Articles 14, 21 and 300A of the Constltutron of India and Consequently, set .
aside the proceedrngs vide proceedrngs vide Rc.No0.3037/2006/E2; Dt.
-10.03.2025 issued by the Respondent No.2

1A NO: 1 OF 2025

;"‘:',;PC praying that in the circumstances

Petition under Section 15:'1;“
stated in the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court.-may be
pleased to suspend the operatron of proceedrngs vide Rc.N0.3037/2006/E2,
Dt 10.03.2025 issued by 2™ Respondent more particularly to an extent of
385 Sq.Yds in Plot No. 14, Pendlng dlsposal of WP No0.6509 of 2025, on the
frle of the High Court. C

‘The Petition coming on forhearlng upon perusing the Peﬁtion and the
affidavit filed in support thereof andthe earlier order of the High Court dated
13.03.2025 , 18.03.2025 & 09.0'_5;."2025 made herein and upon hearing the
arguments of Sri Javvaji Sarath Chandra Advocate for the Petitioner, and of

GP for Revenue Advocate for the Rféébondent, the Court made the following;




COMMON ORDER:

“For filing counter-affidavit, list these matters after three (03)
weeks along with W.P. Nos. 8256 8309, 8332, 8336, 8337, 8338, 8351,
8385, 8406 9391, 9108, 9104, 9110 9112 9114, 9113, 9111, 9103 and 9105
of 2025.

Interim order(s) granted earlier is extended fill the next date of

hearing.”
SD/- K.SRINIVASA RAJU
ASSISTANTIREGISTRAR
HITRUE COPYf SEETION OFFICER
To

1. One CC to Sri. Ajay Kumar Kanaparthi, Advocate [OPUC]

2. One CC to Sri. M.R.K. Chakravarthy, Advocate [OPUC]

3. Two CCs to GP for Municipal Administration & Urban
Development,High Court of Andhra Pradesh. [OUT]

One CC to Sri K.Madhava Reddy, Standing Counsel [OPUC]
One CC to Sri V.Surya Kiran, Standing Counsel [OPUC]
One CC to Sri Kalepu Yashwanth, Advocate [OPUC]

One CC to Sri J.Dileep Kur’h’ar, Advocate. [OPUC]

One CC to Sri Javvaj-i Sarath Chandra, Advocate [OPUC]

N o ol s

9. One CC to Sri Srinivas Rao'Boddquri Advocate. [OPUC]

10. Two CCs to-GP for Revenue, High Court of AP [OUT]

11. Two CCs to Advocate C@neral High Court of Andhra Pradesh
[OUT] ‘

12. One spare copy




HIGH COURT

NV,J

DATED: 17/06/2025

LIST THESE MATTERS AFTER THREE (03) WEEKS ALONG WITH W.P.
NOS. 8256, 8309, 8332, 8336, 8337, 8338, 8351, 8385, 3408, 9391, 9108,
9104, 9110, 9112, 9114, 9113, 9111, 9103 AND 9105 OF 2025.

ORDER
W.P. Nos.15026, 16982, 17008, 17009, 17011, 17023, 19744, 19745, 19746,

19751, 19752, 19753, 19755, 19756, 19767, 19798, 19801, 19873, 19878,
19881, 19950, 19959 & 19960 of 2024 AND 6507 AND 6509 OF 2025

INTERIM ORDER EXTENDED




