
IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH AT AMARAV

(SPECIAL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION)

TUESDAY, THE SEVENTEENTH  DAY OF JUNE

TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FIVE

:PRESENT.-

HONOURABLE SRI  JUSTICE VENKATESWARLU  NIMMAGADDAT+bl9 -tJj

W-P.  Nos.15026116982]  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 2'024

Between:

M/s.  Hayagreeva Farms and  Devieiloper s, A.registered  Partnership firm  under

the provisions of Indian  Partnersh`ib Act,1932,  Having  its  Office at  Door.No.6-

20-20/1,   Flat.No.502,   4th  Floor,   Sukshetra  -East   Point,   East  Point  Colony,

Visakhapatnam-     530017,     Rep.     `by     the     Power     of     AtJtorney/     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, Velagapudi-;``Amaravati,  Guntur District.

2.   The  Greater Vishakhapatnam  Municipal  Corporation,  Vishakhapatnam,

Rep by its Commissioner.

3I   Vishakhapatnam       Metrop6Iit`an       Region       Development,       Authority

Visakhapatnam,  Rep by M5tro~poli{an Commissioner

4.   The  State  of  Andhra   Pradesh,   Rep.   by  its   Prl.Secy,   Department  of

Revenue, Secretariat, Velagapudi, Amarava{i, Guntur District

5.   The District Collector of Visakhapatnam, Visakhapatnam.

6.   The Revenue Divisional Ot'Ficer,Bheemunipatnam, Visakhapatnam

7.   The Tahsildar,VIsakhapatriam  Rural, Visakhapatnam
•;    '..,?      .-_,-.-..-



8.   Ch.    Jagadeeswarudu,    s/Q    Rama    Rao,    Aged    about    64    years,

Occ.'Business,   R/o   D.No.21549/1,   Krishna   Poultries,   Old   Dairy   Farm,t`

Adarsh  Nagar, Visakhapatnam
•.\  _'   ,.\

`I`~  +

--|Respondentsi
Petition  under Article 226 of t`he ¢onstI'tutiOn Of India  is filed  praying that

in the circumstances stated  in the;affI-davit filed therewith,  the  High  Court may

be pleased to  issue an  appropria{le writ or order or directI-On  more  Particularly

in  the  nature  of Writ  of  Mandam'us  declaring  the  action  of the  Respondents

more particularly the action of more I-particularly the action of Respondent No.2

herein   in   issuing   proceedings   vide   B.A.NO.1086/3960/B/ZlrvDA/2021    (e-

office-299800)  dated  06.07.2024  I(Served  upon  the  Petitioner on  1 i.07.2024)

by which the  BuI'Iding  permission granted  to the  petitioner is kept in abeyance

and  further  directing  the  Petitioner-rto  stop  the  work  and  not  to  proceed  with

any  further   construction   activity   a;`  being   illegal,   arbitrary,   unjust,   without

jurisdiction,  violative  of principles`-o`f`NaturaI  Justice,  violative  of the  provisions

of  the  Greater  Hyderabad  MunJi-6i'b'a`-I  Corporation  Act,   1955,  Contrary  to  the

Order   Dt.   14.03.2022   of  this   H'6ih'ble   Court  in   W.P.No.6394   of  2022,   and

Violative   of   Articles    14,    21    ah`d~--3bOA   of   the   Constitution    of   India   and

Consequently,    set   aside   the    bFoceedings   vide    B.A.No.1086/3960/B/ZIA

DA/2021  (e-offI'Ce-299800)  dated  06.07.2024  (Served  upon  the  Petitioner on

1 i`:07.2024) issued by the Respori'drent No.2;
I   ..,I

IA  NO:  1  OF  2024:                                        ''rr_?;

petition     under    section     1'5-1t~   c}f    CPC    is    filed    praying    that    inthe

circumstances  stated  in  the  affid'a'vi{  filed  in  support  of the  writ  petition,  the
jh'.

High  Court  may  be  pleased  I-o-I;tispend  the  operation  of  proceedings  vide

B.A.No.1086/3960/B/Z1/YDA/202i f''--I(e-office-     299800)     dated     06.07.2024

(served   upon   the   petitioner  oh'-'i1`.07.2024)   issued   by   Respondent   No.2,I

pending disposal of wp.No.15026`of 2024,  on the fI'le Of the High Court.

.-i   `-`r`.'.



IA NO:  2 OF 2024:

|   I

Petition    under    Section    151'    of    CPC    is    filed    praying    that    inthe

circumstances  stated  in  the  affidavit  filed  in  support  of the  writ  petition,  the`

High  Court  may  be  pleased  to, Di+ect  the  Respondents  not  to  interfere  with

6onstruction  activity  being  undert`aken  by  the  petitioner  in  schedule  property

admeasuring  an  extent  of  Ac.12.51;  cents  in  Sy.No.92/3  of  Endada  Village,

visakhapatnam   Rural   Mandal,  VIsakhapa{nam   District,   pending   disposal  of

wp.No.15026 of 2024, on the file of the High Court.

The  petition  coming  on  for hearing,  upon  perusing  the  Petition  and  the

affidavit filed  in  support  thereof and  the  order  of the  High  Court  order  dated

26.07.2024101.08.2024108.08.2024122.08.20241    12.09.2024l.   21.10.2024I

14.ll.2024]    28.ll.2024I    12.12..2024;    03.01.2025I    09.01.2025)    24.O1.2025li

o6,02,2025,13.02.2025,19.02.2-025,18.03.2025  &  09.05.2025  made  herein
'a

nd  upon  hearing  the  arguments -`o'f Sri  Ajay  Kumar  Kanaparthi,  Advocate for

the  Petitioner  and  GP  for  Municipal:. Administration  &  Urban  Development  for

the  Respondent  No.1   and  Sri  k'-.Madhava  Reddy,  Standing  Counsel  for  the

Respondent No.2 and Sri V.SuryaKiran,  Standing Counsel for the Respondent

No.3 and GP for Revenue for the Respondent Nos.4 to 7;
•     i.-.'=?

WRIT PET!T[ON  NO:  16982 OF 20'24:7

Between :

Javvadi  Gopala  Krishna  Murthy,'S~/6. Late  Sri  J  Krishna  Rao,  Aged  about  66

years  R/o Plot No.18,  Justice C6~!o'riy,  Road  No.10,  Banjara Hills,  HyderabadJ

500034

Petitioner
i,,.-AND

.,-.`€     .i

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

secretariat.velagapudi, Amalravati,  Guntur District.

2.   The  Greater  Visakhapatnam"unicipaI  Corporation,  Visha'khapatnam,

Rep by its Commissioner.       `J+"



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

FIat.No.502,    4th    FIoor,    S'ukshetra    East    FJoint,    East    PoI'nt    Colony,

Visakhapatnam-530017.  Rep by its Managing Partner

4.   Ch.   Jagadeeswarudu,   s/o`'l''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 of the`ConstitutI'On Of India  is filed  praying that

in the circumstances stated  in the affidavit fI'Ied therewith,  the  High  Court may

be  pleased to  issue  an  appropriate writ or order or direction  more  particularly

in  the  nature  of  'writ  of  Mandarinin§l;-`declaring  the  action  of the  Respondents

more particularly the action  of R6§b6ndent No.2  herein  in  issuing  proceedings

ivide  B  .A-No.1086/3960/B/ZlrvD'A/2021   (e-office-299800)  dated  06.07.2024

keeping  the  Building  permission Thgranted  to the  Respondent  No.3  in  abeyance

and further directing the Respohdant No.3 to stop the work and not to proceed

with   any  further   constructI'On   a6tivity   solely   because   of  the   civil   disputes

pending  between  the  Responderit  Mos.3&  4  as  being  illegal,  arbitrary,  unjust,

violative  of  principles   of  Natural  J'ti-slice,   violative  of  the   provisions   of  the

Greater  Hyderabad  Municipal  Corp6fation  Act,1955  and  violative  of Articles

14,  21  and  300A of the  Constituti'on  of India  and  Consequently set  aside  the

proceedings  vide  B.A.No.1086/3'9'66/B/ZlrvDA/2021   (e-office-299800)  dated

06.d7.2024 issued  by the Respoh;`d`:ant No.2.
<Q>:.     .?.*     .-

I.*      \

lANO:  1  OF2024:
.\     i-.

Petition    under    Section   -1-'51`+   of    CPC    is    filed    praying    that    in    the

circumstances  stated  in  the  affide`'vi{  filed  in  support  of the  petition,  the  High
I    i.i.

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 dis`pdsrallof WP  16982 of 2024, on the file of the

High  Court.
-?       '>`

t  .*



I

The  petition  coming  on  for`'hearing,  upon  perusing  the  Petition  and  the

affidavit   filed   in   support   thereof  ahd   the   order   of  the   High   Court   dated

28.ll.2024I    12.12.2024,   03.01..2025I   09.01.2025124.01.2025106.02.2025I

13.02.2025,19.02.2025  ,18.03.2-6-2'5  &  09.05.2025    made  herein  and    upon

hearing   the   arguments   of  sRl  -_`KALEPU   YASHWANTH,   Advocate   for   the

petitioner   and   of   GP   MUNCIPA[-,`flADMN   AND   URBAN   DEV   AP   for   the

Respondent    No.1     and    of    SRjr`--I.:DILEEP     KUMAR,    Advocate    for    the

Respondent No.2  and  of SRI  SRINIVAS  RAO  BODDULURl,  Advocate for the

Respondent Nos.3 & 4.

WRIT PETITION  NO:  17008 OF 2024

Between :

Mullapudi Anasuya,  W/o  Mullapllq,.il"Venkata  Rao, Aged  about 78 years  R/o  H

No   220,   1st  Ward,   Near   Cinema..,,``HaII   Center,   Jangareddygudem   Mandal,
I-/

Lakkavaram, West Godavari-534451 I.
i,*i-..=L.`

I_.-`     )`-

i,_AND

Petitioner

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

secretariat.velagapudI', Ainaravati, Guntur District.

2.   The  Greater  Visakhapatna'in  Municipal  Corporation,  Vishakhapa{nam,

Rep  by its  Commissioner.  ,,t|_'`v.J ',. `

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

FIat.No.502,    4th   FIoor,    Stikshetra    East    Point,    East    Point    Colony,

visakhapatnam-530017.  R-!6'P'lby its Managing  Partner

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

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

Nagar,  Visakhapatnam.             -I ''*i`,''

Respondents

petition  under Article 226  of'th'e constitution of India is filed  praying that

in  the  circumstances  stated  in  the:I-affidavit filed  therewith,  the  High  Court  may

be  pleased to issue  an appropriate-Writ or orc]er or direction  more  particularly



t

I.`-?

in  the  nature  of 'Writ  of  Mandam#§l'pdeclaring  the  action  of the  Respondents

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

vide   B.A  No.1086/3960/B/ZWDA/2b21   (e-office-299800)  dated  06.07.2024
'',nd       .

keeping  the  Building  permission granted to the  Respondent  No.3  in  abeyance

and further directing the Responde'nt No.3 to stop the work and not to proceed

with   any   further   construction   a.§tiv.ity   solely   bec.ause   of  the   civil   disputes

pending  between  the  Respondent ~Nos.3& 4  as  being  illegal,  arbitrary,  unjust,

viola{ive   of  principles   of  Naturai`  Justice,   violative   of  the   provisions   of  the
•L'':±'

Greater  Hyderabad  Municipal  Corporation  Act,1955  and  violative  of Articles

14,  21  and  300A  of the  Constitu{I'On  Of  India  and  Consequently  set  aside  the

proceedings  vide  B.A.No.1086/39:6o/B/Z1/YDA/2O21   (e-office-299800)  dated

06.07.2024 issued by the Respon-dent No.2.

lA  NO:  1   OF  2024:                                          I+t'`-;.`'

Petition    under    Section    15i:£JV!:of    cpc    is    filed    praying    that    I-n    the

circumstances  stated  in  the  affici-a'vit  filed  in  support  of the  petition,  the  High

Court   may   be   pleased   {o   suspend   the   operation   of   proceedings   vide

B.A.No.1086/3960/B/ZWDA/2021 (e-offl|ce-299800)  dated  06.07.2024  issued
.    I

by Respondent No.2,  Pending dig-p6§al of WP  17008 of 2024,  on the file of the

High  Court.

The  petition  coming  on  foF~¢,fi6aring,  upon  perusing  the  petition  and  the

afflldaVit   filed   in   Support   thereCj¥1';'`+:`5thd   the   order   of   the   High   Court   dated

28.ll.2024)    12.12.2024,   03.01.2b;2.5I   09.01.2025I   24.01.2025I   06.02.20251

13.02.2025,19|02.2025  ,18.03.202-5 '&  09.05.2025    made  herein  and  upon

hearing  the  arguments  of sri  Kalabu-``Yashwanth,  Advocate  for the  PetitI-Oner

and  of  GP  for  MuncipaI  Admn 'ahd :Urban  Dev  AP  for  the  Respondent  No.1

and  of  sri  J.Dileep  Kumar,  AdVac`ate  for  the  Respondent  No.2  and  of  Sri

§rinivas Rao Bodduluri, Advocate-'fo-r the Respondent Nos.3 & 4.
•-i..I.  '    -.-`.   I

--?i;:.  I.{

(`.J`   .

i+\`.+..i:`i `...I   ..~`_rI-.   `  `~



I..`      :     i,-

I     .;.I

WRIT PETITION  NO:  17009 OF 202`4+

-    .   -\

Between :

Kuchipudi  Satyanarayana,  S/o  R,amarao, Aged  about 62 years  R/o-D  No 257,

Tanuku Mandalam,  Maddapura'mf,i:;W'est Godavari-534146.

Petitioner
-'AND

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

secretariat.velagapudi, Amarav-ati,  Guntur District.

2.   The  Greater  Visakhapatna`m  Municipal  Corporation,  Vishakhapatnam,

Rep by its Commissioner.

3.   M/s.Hayagreeva       Farms
-r``=+taind         Developers,         Door.No.6-20-20/1,

Flat.No.502,    4thFloor,    Sukshetra    East    Point,    East    Point'   Colony,

visakhapatnam-530017.I-'R:6]b`--by its Managing  Partner

4.   Ch.   Jagadeeswarudu,   S/6'c''u`J'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  a.i-:i''tl1-e  Constitution  df India  is filed  praying  that

in  the  circumstances  stated  in th`e'!affidavi{ filed  therewith,  the  High  Court  may

be  pleased {o issue  an  appropriate writ or order or direction  more  particularly,

in  the  nature  of 'writ  of  Mandamu;'o;`''ldec,aring  the  action  of the  Respondents

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

vide  i  .A  No.1086/3960/B/Z1/Y:i;+-ivl2-o21   (e-office-299800)  dated  06.07.2024
.    3=-r.    r..

keeping the  Build'lng  permission gfa'-nted to the  Respondent No.3  in abeyance

and further directing the Respond6nt-`No.3 to stop the work and not to proceed

with   any  .further   construction   actjv.ity   solely   because   of  the   civil   disputes

pending  between  the  Respondent  Nos.3& 4  as  being  illegal,  arbitrary,  unjust,

violatjve   of   principles   of   Naturai!',;,lr-~±`ristice,   vio[ative   of  the   provisions   of  the

Greater  Hyderabad  Municipal  C'6-r'$6'ration  Act,1955  and  vidlative  of Artic'es-

14,  21  and  300A of the  Constitutiori''of  india  and  Consequently set aside  the
-..-:..++~`   -    .

..   j'  .

-\|



'i   i       i_

proceedings  vide  B.A.No.1086/3`§60`;B/Z1/YDA/2021   (e-office-299800)  dated

06.07.2024 issued by the Respond6n{ No.2.

IANO:1 OF 2024--

Petition    under    section    15`1``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    s-u§p`ehd   the   Operation    Of   Proceedings   Vide

B.A.No.1086/3960/B/ZlrvDA/2021 (e-office-299800)  dated  06.07,2024  issued

by Respondent No.2,  Pending disposal of wp 17009 of 2024, on the file of the

High  Court.

The  petition  coming  on  for, hearing,  upon  perusing  the  petition  and the

affidavit   filed   in   support   thereof'  Hand   the   order   of  the   High   Court   dated

28.ll.2024I    12.12.2024)    03.01.2025,   09.01.2025I   24.01.2025I   06.02.2025I

13.02.2025,19.02.2025  I   18.03.2'025  &  09.05.2025    made  herein  and  upon

hearing   the   arguments   of  sRI''`kALEPU   YASHWANTH,  Advocate  for  the

Petitioner   and   of   GP   MUNCIPAE',ADMN   AND   URBAN   DEV  AP   for   the

Respondent     No.1     and     of    SRi'``'':I--i.DILEEP    KUMAR,    Advocate    for    the

Respondent  No.2  and  of SRI  SRl'N'l`vAS  RAO  BODDULURI,  Advocate for the

Respondent  Nos.3  & 4.                             '`-:;:''^'

WRIT PETITION  NO: 17011  OF.20'24

Between:

Lavudya  Rambai,  W/o  Sri   Ramulu,  Aged  about  67  years  R/o  H   No  7156,

Pandurangapuram,  Khammam-56`37bo1.

tt     `r ..lPetitioner
•',.--AND

-i-,l
.I      _     \\{

•=!.     .~=..:`.¢

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

secretariat.velagapudi, Ama-raviafi,I Guntur District.

2.   The  Greater  Visakhapatnani.' `wiunicipaI  Corporation,  Vishakhapatnam,

Rep by its Commissioner.
``r+,I-:



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

FIat.No.502,    4th   FIoor,    Srikshetra    East    Point,    East    Point    Colony;

Visakhapatnam-530017. P\ep Ply its Managing  Partner

4.   Ch.   Jagadeeswarudu,   S/o   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 6f the  Constitution of India is filed  praying  that

in the circumstances  stated  in the 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  Mandainus'  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/ZWDA/2o21   (e-office-299800)  dated  06.07.2024

keeping'the  Building  permission`grarlted  tO the  Respondent  No.3  in  abeyance

and further directing the ResponderfeJ'''No.3 to stop the work and not to proceed
\E

with   any  further   constructI-On   activity   solely   because   of  the   civil   disputes

pending  between  the  Respondent  Nos.3& 4  as  being  illegal,  arbitrary,  unjust,

yiolative  of  Principles   of   Na{uTaI`  Justice,   violative   of  the   provisions   of  the

Greater  Hyderabad  Municipal  Corporation  Act,1955  and  violative  of Articles

14,  21  and  300A of the  Consti{uti6n'of  India  and  Consequently  set aside the

proceedings  vide  B,A.No.1 O86/3-960/B/ZlrvDA/2021   (e-office-299800)  dated

06.07.2024 issued by the Respoh;d'e'nt No.2.
i'=._SISr.'€

lA  NO:  1  OF  2024:                                      ,J`J¥`;.,:i -

petition    under   section    151't.  6f    CPC    is    filed    praying    that   jn    the
t;-

circumstances  stated  in  the  affidavi[ii!-`;`filed  in  support  of  the  petition,  the  High

Court   may   be   pleased   to   su§`pelhd    the   operation    of   proceedings   vide

B.A.`No.1086/3960/B/ZlrvDA/2021 {e-office-299800)  dated  06.07.2024  issued

by Respondent No.2,  Pending disposal of WP  17011  of 2024, on the file of the

High Court.

I    .*I      `\
|'.|     ,-~.I



The  petition  coming  on  for hearing,  upon  perusing  the  petition  and  the

affidavit   filed   in   support   thereof-rand   the   order   of  the   High   Court   dated

28.ll.2024,12.12.2024)   03.01.202§I   09,01.2025)   24.01.2025)   06.02.2025I

13.02.2025,19.02.2025  ,18.03.2025  &  o9.05.2025    made  herein  and     upon

hearing   the   arguments   of  SRL:KALEPU   YASHWANTH,   Advocate   for  the

Petitioner   and   of   GP   MUNCIP-AL: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  SRIN!VAS  RAO  BODDULURl, Advocate for the

Respondent Nos.3 & 4.

WRIT PETITION NO:  17023 OF 2@'2`4

Between :                                                           ¢-^'

Ainampudi     Nageswara     Rao,   `-S:#+@`l    Ayyanna,     Aged     about     68     years,

R/o.H.No.71409,  Koyavaripa.lem,  Ehamadala,  Guntur-522019.
`..~

...Petitioner
6};.I i.+,I: - ..A N D

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

secretariat.velagapudi, Amarabiti, Guntur District.

2.   The  Greater  Visakhapatna_m  Municipal  Corporation,  Vishakhapatnam,

Rep by its Commissioner.

3.   M/s.Hayagreeva        Farms`'{-:.-~a`nd        Developers,         Door.No.6-20-20/1,

FIat.No.502,    4thFloor,     Suksh``atra    East    Point,     East    Point    Colony,
..i-?.I;-:+      --

Visakhapatnam-530017.  R6-blaby its Managing  Partner

4,   Ch.   Jagadeeswarudu,   S/o!~R-aina   Rao,   Aged   about   64  years,   Occ.

Business.  R/o  D.No.2-349/`1 ;^``Krishna  Poultries,  old  Dairy  Farm,  Adarsh

Nagar,  Visakhapatnam.        -;':'^-`|`

...Respondents
I,`-y..         .    _

petition  under Article 226  6:f=j'ih;-6 constI-tutiOn  Of India  is filed  praying that

in the circumstances stated  in  the' 'affidavit filed therewith,  the  High  Court may

be  pleased to  issue  an  appropriate lvyrit or order or direction  more  particularly

in  the  nature  of 'writ  of Mandamus'-~ideclaring  the  action  of the  Respondents



i.

more  particularly the  action  of Resp`O--n'dent No.2  herein  in  issuing  proceedings

vide  B  .A  No.1086/3960/B/ZlrvDA/2021   (e-office-299800)  dated  06.07.2024

keeping  the  Building  permission-+g.ranted 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`ti.,vi{y   solely   because   of  the   civil   disputes
.i.i..~`~-3'

pending  between  the  Responden,`t Nos.3& 4  as  being  illegal,  arbitrary,  unjust,

violative   of  Principles   of  Naturai`+Justice,   violative   of  the   provisions   of  the

Greater  Hyderabad  Municipal  C6`rporation  Act,1955  and  violative  of-Articles

14,  21   and  300A  of the  ConstitutiJC;`n  Of  India  and  Consequently  set  aside  the

proceedings  vide   B.A.No.1086/36`66}B/ZlrvDA/2021   (e-office-299800)  dated

o6.07.2024 issued by the Respon`den`t No.2.

lANO:  10F2024:

petition    under    section    1`,`51-i   of    CPC    is    filed    praying    that    in    the

6ircumstances  stated  in  the  affida`Vit filed  in  support  of the  petition,  the  High

Court    may   be    pleased   {o   suS'be`nd   the   operation    of   proceedings   vide

B.A.No.1086/3960/a/zlrvDA/202'1 (a-office-299800)  dated  06.07.2024  issued

by Respondent No.2,  Pending diSiposal of WP 17023 of 2024, on the file of the

High  Court.                                                               -i,I.``   ,,

The  petition  coming  on  fo+'h`6aring,  upon  perusing  the  Petition  and  the

affidavit   filed   in   support   thereof''arh'd   the   order   of  the   High   Court   dated
.,       `.`,-Ll--`    .

28.ll.2024112.12.2024103.01.2025109.01.2025124.01.2025106.02.2025)

13.02.2025,19.02.2025  ,18.03.2025  &  09.05.2025    made  herein  and    upon

hearing   the   arguments   of  sRl :+''-KALEPU   YASHWANTH,   Advocate   for  the

petitioner   and   of   GP   MUNCIPAL+``ADMN   AND   URBAN   DEV  AP   for   the

Respondent    No.1     and    of    SF€;-F`;::J,DILEEP     KUMAR,    Advocate    for    the

Respondent  No.2  and  of SRI  SR:IN'1vAS  RAO  BODDULURI, Advocate for the

Respondent Nos.3 & 4.

<.     .._|

`  +--:.I   S



`.I`.  =`T`.

WRIT PETITION  NO:
i,.1=&.`

19744 OF '2'62'4

Between:
I..,.'r   -I--I    -

VaIIabhaneni Satyanarayana,  s/o ,su'bba  Rao, Aged about 69 years,  R/o  Door
-i-,I+    ..

No 4133,  Korumamjdi,  Nidadavolu.,,:West Godavari-534305.

Petj{joner

., I.,AN D

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

Secretariat.Velagapudi, Amaravati, Guntur District.

2.   The  Greater  Visakhapatn?qu   Municipal  Corporation,  Vishakhapatnam,

Rep  by its  Commissioner.   '``Jc,`'   ~
¢   '\

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

FIat.No.502,    4thFIoor,    S_u.kS'h'6tra    East    Point,     East    Point    Colony,
..    .i     \'

Visakhapatnam-530017.Rep by its Managing  Partner.

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

Business.  R/6  D.No.2-349/1,  Krishna  Poultries,  Old  Dairy  Farm,  Adarsh

Nagar, Visakhapa{nam.                `-I

Respondents
Petition  under Article 226 o`f.th.e Constitution  of India  is filed  praying  that

i.n the circumstances  stated  in {ha-I,_?ffidavit 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 Mandanqu.§'.-declaring  the  action  of the  Respondents
A.

more particularly the  action  of R6_§p6ndent No.2  herein  in  issuing  proceedings

vide  B  .A  No.1086/3960/B/ZlrYb,fA/2o21   (e-office-299800)  dated  06.07.2024

keeping the  Building  permissio-n  §'-+anted to the  Respondent  No.3  in abeyance

and further directing the Respondep't'.:No.3 to stop the work and not to proceed

with   any  further   construction   actil;,ity   solely   because   of  the   civil   disputes

pending between the Respondent ly6.3 and  Respondent No.4 as being illegal,

arbitrary,   unjust,   violative   of  PrihCiples   of   Natural   Justice,   vI'OIative   of  the

provisions  of  the  Greater  Hydef:abed  Municipal  Corporation  Act,   1955  and

viio'ative   of   ArtI-CleS    14,   21    and  '300A   of   the   Constitution    of   India   and



I,,\'£*

)

•     `,        `J+

conseq uently              set              a;lira-e              the               proceed ings              vide

B.A.No.1086/3960/B/ZlrvDA/2021 `-(e-office-299800)  dated  06.07.2024  is'sued

by the Respondent No.2.
I..    |\+    i..`

lANO:  1  OF2024:

petition    under    section    163+++z+lot   cpc    is    filed    praying    that    in    the

circumstances  stated  in  the  affidavi't  filed  in  support  of the  petition,  the  High
|        \     .`       -,I-=

court   may   be   pleased   to   sri§p6hd   the   operation   of   proceedings   vide
.1<=

B.A.No.1086/3960/B/ZWDA/202i`-{e-office-299800)  dated  06.07.2024  issued

by Respondent No.2,  Pending disposal of WP  19744 of 2024,  on the file of the

High  Court.

The  petition  coming  on  for-hearing,  upon  perusing  the  Petition  and  the

affidavit   filed   in   support  thereof--.,and   the   earlier   order   of  the   High   Court

dt.28.ll.2024)  12.12.2024]  03.01.2025I  09.01.2025I  24.01.2025I  06.02.2025I

13.02.2025,19.02.2025  ,18.03.2O2'5, &  09.05.2025    made  herein  and  upon

hearing   the   arguments   ofsRI   KALEpu   yASHWANTH,   Advocate   for   the

petitioner   and   of   GP   MUNCIPAL-.ADMN   AND   URBAN   D7EV  AP   for   the

Respondent  No.1   and  of  SRI  IJ.-DI-L^EEP   KUMAR,   Standing   Counsel  for  the

Respondent No.2.

WRIT PETITION  NO:  19745 OF 2o.24

Between:

Pilla  Narasingarao,  S/o  Pilla  Bariga\rayya,  Aged  about 63  years  R/o  Door  NQ

520,    PM    Palem,   Chandrampaleml-, ~  PothinamaIIayapalem,   Visakhapatnam-

530041. (   *'+
I\.`?|`

r  -` Petitioner
•',I   AND

1.   The   State   of   A.P.,    Rep.tr,by   its   PrI.Secy.Department   of   MA&   UD,
'\  .'

secretariat.velagapudi, Amaravati,  Guntur District.

2.   The  'Greater  Visakhapatna.in   Municipal  Corporation,  Vishakhapatnam,

Rep  by  its  Commissioner. ` _t{.-: I..  .I

( a.i..   I:.\t  :



i_

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

Flat.No.502,    4thFloor,    SukSfaetra    East    Point,    East    Point    Colony,

Visakhapatnam-5.30017.  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,`,I Krl-shna  Poultries,  old  Dairy  Farm, Adarsh

Nagar, Visakhapa{nam.
i

It5'-i Respondents
Petition  under Article 226 o'f the  Constitution of India is filed  praying that

in the circumstances stated  in the a.ffidavit filed therewith,  the  High  Court may

be pleased to  issue an  appropriat6 writ or order or direction  more particularly

in  the  nature  of  IWrit  of  Mandamus'-----declaring  the  actI-On  Of the  Respondents

more  particularly the action  of Resp-6hd~ent  No.2  hereI-n  in  issuing  Proceedings

vide  B  .A  No.1086/3960/B/ZlrvDA/2021   (e-office-299800)  dated  06.07.2024

keeping the  Building  permissI-On  gralited  tO the  Respondent  No.3  in  abeyance

?nd further directing the RespondenfNo.3 to stop the work and not to proceed
with   any   further   construction   ac{iivity   solely   because   of  the   civil   disputes

pending  between the Respondent 'ito.3 and  Respondent No.4 as being illegal,

arbitrary,   unjust,   violative   of  principles   of  Natural   Justice,   violative   of  the
`   .

provisions  of  the  Greater  Hyderabad   Mlinicipal  Corporation  Act,   1955  and

violative   of   Articles    14,    21    and    3OOA   of   the   Constitution    of   India   and

Consequently               set               aside J             the               Proceedings              Vide

B.A.No.1086/3960/B/Z1/YDA/2021 -i``g'-`6'ffice-299800)  dated  06.07.2024  issued

by the Respondent No.2.

lA  NO:   1   OF  2024:                                           'i:'d`+i:'`  ;'h```'

y-           petl'tion    under   section    f6ct:i`t  of   cpc    is   filed    praying    that   in    the

5ircumstances  stated  in  the  affide`viit  filed  in  support  of the  petition,  the  High

Court   may   be    pleased    to   su§bend    the   operatI-On    Of   Proceedings   Vide

B.A.No.1086/3960/B/ZWDAV202:'1`(e-office-299800)  dated  06.07.2024  issued
I   t'

by Respondent No.2,  Pending dispi3§ai Of WP 19745 of 2024, on the file of the

High  Court.

L`\

•' _.i



The  petition  coming  on  for_ h`earing,  upon  Perusing  the  Petition  and  the

affidavit   filed   in   support   thereo'f   and   the   order   of  the   High   Court   dated
:?::..

28.ll.2024]    12.12.2024103.01.2025109.01.2025]   24.01.2025]    06.02.2025]

13.02.2025,19.02.2025  ,18.03.2`0'2`5  &  09.05.2025     made  hereinoand  upon
.,I

hear'lng  the  arguments  of Ms.  Ka!epu  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,  A'd'via`:date  for the  Respondent  No.2  and  of SRI

SRINIVAS RAO  BODDULURI, Advocate for the Respondent Nos.3 & 4.

WRIT PETITION  NO:  19746 OF 202-4

Betwee n :

Abbina  Hanumantha  Rao,  S/o -Abbina  Subba  Rao,  Aged  about 64  years  R/o

boor  No.2146,  Near Water  Tank`,',S.angayagudem,  DevarapaIIi  MandaI  West
.   h,   ..

Godavari-534313.

...Petitioner
-i.  ,AND

1.   The   State   of   A.P.,    Rep.-"bJy~   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   I   and        Developers,        Door.No.6-20-20/1,

Flat.No.502,    4th    Floor,    S'--L!kshetra    East    Point,    East    Point    Colony,

4-

Visakhapatnam-530017.Re'~b'`:.-by its  Managing  Partner.

ch.   Jagadeeswarudu,   S/a--:Rama   Rao,   Aged   about   64   years,   Occ.

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

Nagar, Visakhapa{nam.

...Respondents

petition  under Article 226 ot'ife`c6 constitution  of India is filed  praying that

in the circumstances stated  in the a+ffidavit 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



I

-more particularly the action  of Re-spondent 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  Building  permissI'On  d.ranted 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   activity   solely   because   of  the   civil   disputes

pending  between the Respondent''*;f'6i3 and  Respondent No.4 as being  illegal,
A.|\

arbitrary,   unjust,   violative   of  prin6i¢I6s   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               aside               the               proceedI-ngS               Vide

B.A.No.1086/3960/B/Z1/YDA/2d21 i(6-office-299800) dated  06.07.2024 issued

by the  Respondent  No.2.                     I-`i-:I-I

lANO:  1  OF2024:

Petition    under    Section    lLFiJ.4:{l  of    cpc    is    filed    praying    that    in    the

circumstances  stated  in  the  affida-viit-:filed  in  support  of the  petition,  the  High

court   may   be   pleased   to   susb-`£Lid   the   operation   of   proceedings   vide

B.A.No.1086/3960/B/ZWDA/2021 (-6{`i;6ri`ice-299800)  dated  06.07.2024  issued

by Respondent No.2,  Pending disp~6Sal of WP  19746 of 2024, on the file of the

High  Court.I                                                          I-"

The  petition  coming  on  for~hearing,  upon  perusing  the  petition  and  the

affidavit   filed   in   support   thereofi.'ahd   the   order   of   the   High   Court   dated
..     I.

28.ll.2024112.12.2024)   03,01..2irO25109.01.2025I   24.01.2025)    06.02.2025I

13.02.2025,19.02.2025  ,18,03,2''025  &  09.05.2025    made  herein  and     upon

hearing  the arguments  of sri  KafGpqu  yashwan{h,  Advocate,  Advocate for the

petitioner   and   of   GP   MUNCIPA[.JJADMN   AND   URBAN   DEV  AP   for  the
.*_.'.l

Respondent   No.1    and   of   Sri   J.-`Dhi'ie-ep   Kumar,   Standl-ng   Counsel   for   the

Respondent   No.2   and   of   Sri-   Bod'~a;riluri   Srinivas   Rao,   Advocate   for   the

Respondent Nos.3' & 4.



WRIT PETITION  NO: 19751  OF 2o24
rX-.

Between :

vallabhani   Bujjiraju,   S/o   Subba-hria;  'Aged   about   72   years   R/o   H.No.538,
`'\*     .

vedullakunta,  Gopalpuram  Mandal,`¢`wiSst Godavari-534316.

Petitioner

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

secretariat.velagapudi, Amaraviati, 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,

FIat.No.502,    4thFloor,     Sukshetra    East    Point,     East    Point    Colony,
i..~  -.

visakhapatnam-530017.  R-eP:`~by its  Managing  Partner

4.   Ch.   Jagadeeswarudu,   S/o`;`Rbaina   Rao,   Aged   about   64   years,   Occ.
'.       :'.i

Business.  R/o  D.No.2-349/1,  Krishna  poultries,  old  Dairy  Farm,  Adarsh

Nagar, Visakhapatnam.
`.        ` Respondents

petition  under Article 226  c)f`-'th'e Constitution of India  is filed  praying  that

in  the  circumstances  stated  in th6€'''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  Mandamu`S''~';declaring  the  action  of the  Respondents

more  particularly the action  of ResPO'ndent No.2  here'In  in  issuing  Proceedings

vide  B  .A  No.1086/3960/B/ZlrvD&:+2,o21   (e-office-299800)  dated  06.07.2024
=+={r^.``'

keeping  the  Building  permission  g+a~in¢igd  to the  Respondent  No.3  in  abeyance

and further directing the Respond`en't No.3 to stop the work and not tO Proceed
't`,

with   any  further   construction   aciivi'ty   solely   because   of  the   civil   disputes

pending  between the Respondent fu6.3 and  Respondent No.4 as being  illegal,

arbitrary,   unjust,   violative   of   pritfiei'bles   of   Natural   Justice,   v'lolative   of  the

provisions  of  the  Greater  Hydefab;d  Municipal  Corporation  Act,   1955  and

violative   of   Articles    14,   21    anal-~  300A   of   the   Constitution   of   India   and

consequently                set               aSiiJdre'`-              the               proceed ings               vide
\   `+   ..._...



€..-*

`}+ =...i+`

B.A.No.1086/3960/B/Z1/YDA/2021  ~(i.-office-299800)  dated  o6.07.2024  issued

by the Respondent No.2.

IANO:  1  OF2024:

PetitI'On    under   Section    1'5jJ,of   cpc    is    filed    praying    that    in    the

circumstances  stated  in  the  affidavit  filed  in  support.of the  petition,  the  Hl-gh

Court   may   be   pleased   to   susie:'a'hd   the   operation    of   proceedings   vI-de

B.A.No.1086/3960/B/ZlrvDAI2021 (e--office-299800)  dated  06.07.2024  issued
''~  -\\

by Respondent No.2,  Pending disposal of wp  19751  of 2024,  on the file of the

High  Court.                                                       :'J I"

The  petitI'On  COniing  On  fOr'hearing,  upon  perusing  the  PetI-lion  and  the

affidavit   filed   in   support  thereof  art-a   the   earlier   order   of  the   High   Court

dt.28.ll.2024,12.12.2024I  03.Oi.2Q25)  09.01.2025,  24.01.2025]  06.02.2025I

13.02.2025,19.02.2025 ',-18.03.2Q25  &  09.05.2025    made  herein  and  upon

hearing   the   arguments   of  sRl-`KALEPU   YASHWANTH,   Advocate   for  the

petitioner   and   of   GP   MUNCIPA'L:  ADMN   AND   URBAN   DEV  AP   for   the

Respondent    No.1     and    of    SR~l`.-t'J.DILEEP     KUMAR,    Advocate    for    the

Respondent No.2 and of SRI  BdbbULuRI  SRINIVAS  RAO, Advocate for the

Respondent 'Nos.3 & 4.                    "
•i

•.I     i

WRIT PETITION NO:  19752 OF 20-214
I    Between :                                                                          .,I;.:`T`i'.,;

Gadde  Lakshmana  Rao,  S/o G  Raniachandra  Rao, Aged  about 80 years  R/o

Door  No  1247,  GaddeVari  Streeulf,+.-ritiayagudem,  Ganapavaram  MandaI,  West

District-534447.                                               -` 1

Pet:itioner
i'.!::..I..'{AND
.       \---.

1.   The   State   of   A.P.,    Re'b.4'-~:by   its   prl.secy.Department   of   MA&   UD,

secretariat.velagapudi, Ama+avati,  Guntur District.

2.   The  Greater  Visakhapatnam  Municipal  Corporation,  Vishakhapatnam,

Rep  by  its  Commissioner.-  ,   :-,IIj`'f-I-i'l
i   S.`?.

..   _`-.,.`



*_'`  `'=.

3.   M/slHayagreeva        Farm;``~l'|  a'nd        Developers,        Door.No.6-20-20/1,

Fiat.No.502,    4thF!oor,    Sukshetra    East    Po-lnt,    East    Point    Colony,

visakhapatnam-530017.Re`p` by its Managing  Partner.

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

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

I  Nagar, Visakhapatnam.

Respondents

petition  under Article 226 of trJta constitution  of India  is filed praying that

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

be  pleased to issue  an  appropriate Writ or order or direction  more Part-lCularly

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

vide  B  .A  No.1086/3960/B,JZlrvDAJ~2o21   (e-office-299800)  dated  06.07.2024

keeping  the  Bu'llding  permission gra-hted to the  Respondent No.3 in abeyance

and further directing the Respon'd-ent No.3 to stop the work and not to proceed
•.?J€   .

with   any  further  construction   a;tivity   solely   because   of  thJe   civil   disputes

pending  between th`e  Respondent No.3 and  Respondent No.4 as being  illegal,
`.y||

arbitrary,   unjust,   violative   of   print;ibles   of   Natural   Justice,   violative   of  the

provisions  of  the  Greater  Hydef`ab;--a   Municipal   Corporation  Act,   1955  and

violative   of   Articles    14,    21    arid   t3_00A   of   the   Constitution   of   India   and

consequently              set              a-side              the              proceedings              vide

B.A.No.1086/3960/B/Z1/YDA/2021-"(e-office-299800)  dated  06.07.2024  issued
I.  r[     ..

by the  Respondent No.2.                    I:'~`'

IA  NO:   1   OF  2024:                                         i-r='J+rl=..i.

petition    under   section    151    of   CPC    is    filed    praying    that    in    the
i+J-

circumstances  stated  in  the  affidaivit  filed  in  support  of the  petition,  the  High

court   may   be   pleased   to   suspemd   the   operation   of   proceedings   vide

B.A.No.1086/3960/B/Z1/YDA/2021'(`'3:i-;6-ff ice-299800)  dated  06.07.2024  issued

by Respondent No.2`,  Pending disposal of WP  19752 of 2024,  on the file of the

High Court.



The  petition  coming  on  for h`earing,  upon  perusing  the  petition  and  the

affidavit  filed   in   support   thereof'`;nd   the   earlier   Order  of  the   High   Court

dt.28.ll.2024I   12.12.20`24,  03.01.:2.025,  09-01.2025,  24.01.2025106.02.20251

13.02.2025,19.02.2025  ,18.03.2`o25  &  09.05.2025    made  herein  and  upon

hearing   the   arguments   of  sri  idi'-i-EPU   YASHWANTH,   Advocate   for  the

petitioner   and   of   GP   MUNCIPALi'LrA`DMN   AND   URBAN   DEV  AP   for   the

Respondent  No.1   and  of  SRI  J.DILEEP  KUMAR,  Standing  Counsel  for  the

Respondent No.2.

i.

WRIT PETITION  NO:  19753 OF 2®24

Betwee n :
-   S'--.

Gadde  Mun.iswara  Rao,  S/o  Ram`achandra  Rao,  Aged  about.68  years  R/o
^*  __.i.

Door No  1101,  Bollina VariVeedhi',,, Yernagudem, West Godavari-534313.

i    ~l     .I
•.€`.`.i,-..`.`
-->-\

.    `   .\  \'  ~   .~

I.i--:.:A, RE, D
.'..\  i

...Petitioner

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

secretariat.velagapudi, Amaravati,  Guntur District.

2.   The  Greater  Visakhapatna`m  I-Municipal  Corporation,  Vishakhapatnam,

Rep  by its  Commissioner..  `-,;I
..>|i   i   =.

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

FIat.No.502,    4thFIoor,    Sukshetra    East    Point,    East    Point    Colony,

Visakhapatnam-530017.Reie`-.l'',by its  Managing  Partner.  .

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

Business.  R/o  D.No.2-349/1-, -+Krishna  Poultries,  Old  Dairy  Farm, Adarsh
'    _.*-.

Nagar,  Visakhapatnam.              : |r,:-I;i), ,

.uRespondents
Petition  under Article 226`'r6f'-`i`the ConstjtutI'On  Of India  iS filed  praying that

in the circumstances  stated  in th6`;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  Mandamus-I-~declaring  the  action  of the  Respondents



~7

I,i.I.I,.Jl

.~   .-,

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

vide  B  .A  No.1086/3960/B/Z1/YDiv2.021   (e-6ftice-299800)  dated  06.07.2024
*'.,,_

keeping the  Building  permission gra.n,ted  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   a,.9_tiYity   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    anc!'  30OA   of   the   Constitution   of   India   and

consequently    set    aside    the    p.roceedings'   Vide     B.A.No.1086/3960/B/Zl

rvDA/2021   (e-office-299800)  dated   06.07.2024   issued   by  the   Respondent

No.2.                                                                                      .  `-,.

lA  NO:  1   OF  2024:                                             .:,J,S`'S:i'i ,;

p'etition    under    section    151,,;,of    CPC    is    filed    pray-lng    that    in    the

circumstances  stated  in  the  affidavit.,--filed  in  support  of the  petition,  the  High

court   may   be   pleased   to   susp`e|nd   the   operation   of   proceedings   vide

B.A.No.1086/3960/B/ZlrvDA/2021 (--eLOffiCe-299800)  dated  06.07.2024  issued

by Respondent No.2,  Pending disr}d`§al of WP 19753 of 2024, on the file of the

High Court.

The  petition  coming  on  for-<hea'ring,  upon  perusing  the  Petition  and  the

affidavit   filed   in   support   thereof':--'a''nd -the   order   of   the   High   Court   dated

28.ll.20241    12.12.2024103.01.2d'.,25109.01.2025124.01.2025106.02.2025I
'...|>

13.02.2025,19.02.2025  ,18.03.2d2`5`:a  o9.05.2025    made  herein  and    upon

heari,ng  the  arguments  of  Ms.Kalepu  Yashwanth,  Advocate  for {r`e  Petitioner

and of GP  MUNCIPAL ADMN AN'ir-URBAN  DEV AP for the  Respondent No.1

and of SRI J.DILEEP  KUMAR,  St`a'Fl-d'lng  counsel for the Respondent No.2.

WRIT PETITION  NO:  19755 OF •2''02r4

Between :

Achanta Venkateswar  Rao,  S/a `/{`'§-atyanarayana,  Aged  about  62  years  R/o

Door No 3/17,  Sangayagudem,  D;-viarapalli Mandal, West Godavari-534313.



_`     _c
i-'' .  ±`..

...Petitioner

I-.;i:.:''.:...,.AND

1.    The   State   of   A.P.,    Rep.-`|_by   I'tS    PrI.Secy.Department   of   MA&   UD,
`+-.x4I

Secretariat, Velagapudi, Amarava`ti,  Guntur District.
I.1i.i.

2.   The  Greater  Visakhapatnafr-  Municipal  Corporation,  vishakhapatnam,

Rep by its Commissioner.

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

FIat.No.502,    4th   FIoor,    Sukshetra    East    Point,    East    PoI-nt    Colony,

Visakhapatnam-530017.  Re¢'Py I-tS  Managing  Partner

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

Business.  R/a  D.No.2-349/1,  Krishna  Poultries,  old  Dairy Farm, Adarsh

Nagar, Visakhapatnam.

...Respondents
petition  under Article 226 of``the Constitution  of India  is filed  praying that

\.`r

in  the  circumstances  stated  in  {he'-ra.ffidavit file.d therewith,  the  High  Court may

be  pleased to  issue  an  approprI-ate WrI'{ Or Order Or direction  more  Particularly

in  the  nature  of  'Writ  of Manda'mriS'!declaring  the  action  of the  Respondents

more particularly the action  of R6sp6'ndent No.2 herein  in  issuing  proceedings

vide  B  .A  No.1086/3960/B/ZlrvDA/2`621   (e-office-299800)  dated  06.07.2024
i....keeping the  Building  permission  granted to the  Respondent  No.3  in  abeyance

and further directing the Responc!ent No.3 to stop the work and not to proceed

vyith   any  further   construction   a?ti.vjty   solely   because   of  the   civil   disputes

pendI'ng  between  the  Respondent'.Mos.3& 4  as  being  illegal,  arbitrary,  unjust,

violative  of  Principles  of  Naturai'!-;j'ustice,   violative   of  the   provisions  of  the
i    `    a.

Greater  Hyderabad  Municipal  C6f¢oration  Act,1955  and  violative  of Articles

14,  21  and  300A of the  Constitint.ion'of  India  and  consequently  set  aside the

proceedings  vide  B.A.No.1086/396d/B/Z1,JYDAI2021   (e-office-299800)  dated

06.07.2024 issued by the Respond5~ht No.2.



IANO:  1  OF2024:

i  -:.+{    .'|

_i,h..~.I.l

petition    under    section    t5'1.'z`aof   CPC    is    filed    praying    that    in    the

circumstances  stated  in  the  affid&vit'filed  in  support  of the  Petition,  the  High

court   may   be    pleased   to   su^`sh:Sahd   the   operation    of   proceedings   vide

B.A.No.1086/3960/B/ZlrvDA/202`*~{la,-office-299800)  dated  06.07.2024  issued
--'|

by Respondent No.2,  Pending disbos-al of WP  19755 of 2024,  on the file of the

`   High  Court.

The  petition  coming  on  for h'eari`ng,  upon  Perusing  the  Petition  and  the

affidavit   filed   in   support   thereof   and   the   order   Of.  the   High   Court   dated

28.ll.2024112.12.2024!    03.01,..2b25I    09.01.2025!   24.01.2025106.02.20251

13.O2.2025,19.02.2025  ,18.03.2`025  &  09.05.2025    made  herein  and     upon

hearing   the   arguments   of  SRI  `RALEPU   YASHWANTH,   Advocate   for  the
-.'   'Z-..

petitioner   and   of   GP   MUNCIPAL-`'`,ADMN   AND   URBAN   DEV   AP   for   the

Respondent     No.1     and    of    SRl--i~J.DILEEP     KUMAR,    Advocate    for    the

Respondent No.2  and  of SRI  SRi:^iviVAs  RAO  BODDULURl,  Advocate for the

Respondent Nos.5 & 4.                       ,  r ,-,
.'_.>_c-'.\r._..'w.='.|'.-

--\>

WRIT PETITION  NO:  19756 OF 20:2`4,i

Betwee n :

Golla  Moha-n  Rao,  S/o Goi!a  Su'b`'b`arayudu, Aged  about 81  years  R/o  Door No

i307,   Plot   no  44,   Kailasagiri  'ro`aa~.`   Cooperative   Layoull,   Visaiakshi   Nagar,

Visakhapa{nam-530043.

Petitioner
•.I    AND

•.      :s,,...-i,   ,-`;,    :

1.    The   State   of   A.P.,    Rep.-,i;bay   its   PrI.Secy.Department   of   MA&   UD,

secretariat.velagapudi, Amarava{i, Guntur District.

2.   The  Greater  Visakhapatnam, Municipal  Corporation,I Vishakhapatnam,

Rep by its Commissioner.   _     '~J'i

3.   M/s.Hayagreeva       Farms`,     and        Developers,        Door.No.6-20-20/1,
•.=\  `.:--..I

Flat.No.502,    4thFloor,     Slik§hetra    East    Point,     East    Point    Colony,

visakhapatnam-530017.  Rep by 'its Managing Partner



4.   Ch.   Jagadeeswarudu,   s/Q,:-'R'ama   Rao,   Aged   about   64   years,   Occ.

Business.  R/o  D.No.2-349/1,,I Krishna  PouI{ries,  Old  Dairy  Farm,  Adarsh

Nagar, Visakhapatnam.
\.(`   .I+ Respondents

petition  under Article 226 of t'h6 constl'tution of India  is filed praying  that

in the circumstances stated  in the affidavit fI'Ied {herewith,  the  High  Court may

be  pleased to  issue  an  appropria.te writ or order or direction  more  particularly

jn  the  nature  of 'Writ  of MandamL!S'  declaring  the  action  of the  Respondents

more particularly the action of Re`?Tpondent No.2  herein  in  issuing  proceedings

vide  B  ,A  No.1086/3960/B/ZlrvD:A/2021   (e-office-299800)  dated  06.07.2024

keeping the  Building  permission ~granted to the  Respondent  No.3  in  abeyance

and fu'rther directing the Respond.el1+No.3 to stop the work and not to proceed

with   any  further  construction   activity   solely   because   of  the   civil   disputes

pending between the  Respondent N'6.3 and  Respondent No.4 as being  illegal,
L          =<:

arbitrary,   unjust,   violative   of   PrinciP`Ies   of   Natural   Justice,   violative   of  the

provisions  of  the  Greater  Hyderabad   Municipal  Corporation  Act,   1955  and

violative   of   Articles    14,    21    arld'`-13`00A   of   the   Constitution    of   India    and

Consequently               set              a§`ide              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.                     -+:-''``:t'``''J

IANO:  1  OF2024:

Petition    under   Section    1,5Flof   cpc    is   filed    praying    that    in    the

circumstances  stated  in  the  affida'vit`filed  in  support  of the  petition,  the  HI'gh

Court   may   be   pleased   to   susp,§!nd   the   operation   of   proceedings   vl-de

B.A.No.1086/3960/B/ZlrvDA/202.1' (~`d;:office-299800)  dated  06.07.2024  issued
rf:+i_.ife

by Respondent No.2,  Pending disJp6_gal of WP  19756 of 2024, on the fI-Ie of the

High  Court.                                                          .`~:i-i.-i     I:`

"            The  petition  coming  on  fo earlng,  upon  Perusing  the  Petition  and  the

affidavit   filed   in   support   thereo-f''``-a-hd   the   order   of   the   High   Court   dated

28.ll.2024112.12.2024I    03.01.2,6!25l   o9.01.2025124.01.2025106.02.20251

13.02.2025,19.02.2025  ,18.03.2b25  &  09.05.2025    made  herein  and  upon
--\   a,._   ,  .`   i..`.



-<      r

`\I\

hearing   the   arguments   of  SRI   KALEPU   YASHWANTH,   Advocate   for  the

petitioner   and   of   GP   MUNCIPA-I:I.-I-ADMN   AND   URBAN    DEV   AP   for`'the

Respondent    No.1     and    of    SRE    -i-.-DILEEP     KUMAR,    Advocate    for    the

Respondent No.2  and  of SRI  BdbbULURI  SRINIVAS  RAO,  Advocate for the
:_`..=:,j'.           .=r_``

5'    \

Respondent Nos.3 & 4.
.   .\`.(

WRIT PETITION  NO:  19767 OF 2~024

Between I.

Gadde Someswara  Rao, S/o G  Ramachandra Rao, Aged about 62 years,  R/o

Door  No   1247,   Gadde  Vari  Street,   Buttayagudem,   Ganapavaram   Mandal,

West Godavari  District-534447.

Petitioner
•:   .,I-,I:AND

1.   The   State   of   A.P.,    Rep.:`_,'by`  its    PrI.Secy.Department   of   MA&   UD,

secretariat.velagapudi, Amaravati,  Guntur District.
=.`.A,i

2.   The  Greater  Visakhapatnam  Municipal  Corporation,  Vishakhapatnam,

Rep  by its  Commissioner.   `:l':;_:''1

3.   M/s.Hayagreeva        Farms-I.I:I,land        Developers,        Door.No.6-20-20/1,

FIat.No.502,    4thFloor,    SlikShetra    East    Point,     East    Point    Colony,

visakhapatnam-530017.p R`'6b-by its Managing  Partner

4.   Ch.   Jagadeeswarudu,   S/ol  Rama   Rae,   Aged   about  64  years,   Occ.
I~`.

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

Nagar, Visakhapatnam.

Respondents

Petl-lion  under Article 226''G-f`:.I,the  Constitution  of India  is filed  praying  that

in  the  circumstances  stated  in the€.`'\affidavit filed  therewith,  the  High.Court may

be  pleased to issue  an  appropria±-§``writ or order or direction  more particularly

in  the  nature  of 'writ  of  MandamriS'''~declaring  the  action  of the  Respondents

more  particularly the  action  of Re.Sbd'nden{  No.2  herein  in  issuing  proceedings

vide  B  .A  No.1086/3960/B/ZWb`-iv2o21   (e-office-299800)  dated  06.07.2024

keeping the  Building  permission  grainted to the  Respondent  No.3 in  abeyance
•.<.t|,     I



:     .+`=..-==
\     .

and further directing the Respondent,~No.3 to stop the work and not to proceed

with   any   further   constructI-On   aC{i-Vi{y   solely   because   of  the   civil   disputes

Pending  between the  R,esponden`t`:No.3 and  Respondent No.4 as being  illegal,

arbitrary,   unjust,   violative   of  principles   of  Natural   Justice,   violative   of  the

provisions  of  the  Greater  Hydergbdd   Municipal   Corporation  Act,   1955  and

vI|OIatI'Ve    Of   Articles    14,    21    an`d':300A   of   the    Constitution   of   India   and

Consequently              set              aside              the               proceedings              vide

B.A.No.1086/3960/B/ZlrvDA/202i` I(e-office-299800) dated  06.07.2024  issued

by the Respondent No.2.

IANO:  1  OF2024:

Petition    under   section    151l  of   CPC    is    fI'led    Praying    that   in    the

circumstances  stated  in  the  affidatvit'filed  in  support  of the  petition,  the  High

Court   may   be   pleased   to   su§b`5nd   the   operation   of   proceedings   vide

B.A.No.1086/3960/B/ZlrvDAI2021'+(-Iei£office-299800)  dated  06.07.2024  issued

by Respondent No.2,  Pending di§'|'SJ6Sal of wp  19767 of 2024, on the file of the

High Court.

The  petI-lion  coming  On  for;i'fi'e`aring,  upon  Perusing  the  Petition  and  the

affidavit   filed   in   support   thereof-  a`hd   the   order   of  the   High   Court   dated

28.ll.2024I    12.12.2024103.01.2025109.01.2025I   24.01.2025I    06.02.20251

13.02.2025,19.02.2025  ,18.03.202~6  a  o9.05.2025    made  herein  and  upon

hearing  the  arguments  of sri  Kalepri  Yashwanth,  Advocate for the  petitioner

and of GP  MUNCIPAL ADMN Aid-b'` URBAN  DEV AP for the  Respondent No.1
-i`-.to..-I,.?;.`-.I \.    _'i`~..-.

nd of SRI J.DILEEP  KUMAR, Adj6-date for the Respondent No.2.
<.l€:.

•i.;+'

WRIT PETITION NO:  1979.8 OF.'.2'3,24

Between :

Lakamsani   Krishnaveni,  W/o  Ch'£k-fadhara  Rao,  Aged  about  71   years  R/o

Door No 8482, Sri Satya Sai  Nivas .Old CBI  Down, Visakhapatnam-530 017.
o     i     +'  `                                                              Petitioner

•'.,I -:AN D

•.'+..-.=   \     .



t<

'lI,.'Sj

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

secretariat, velagapudi, Amara\Ja.ti,  Guntur District.

2.   The  Greater  Visakhapatnam' -Municipal  Corporation,I Vishakhapatnam,

Rep by its Commissioner.
.J.`

i

3.   M/s.Hayagreeva        Farms   ~-`iland        Developers,        Door.No.6-20-20/1,

Flat.No.502,    4th   Floor,    Sukshetra    East    Point,    East    Point   Colony,
~-----vISakh-Spat-nam-530O17. Rep by its Managing Partner

4.   Ch.   Jagadeeswarudu,   S/o   R;ma  -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''t!ie Constitution  of India is filed  praying that

in  the circumstances  stated  in {h'6 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  Mandam`ri;' -declaring  the  action  of the  Respondents

more particularly the action  of ResP:ondent No.2  herein in issuing  proceedings

vide  B  .A  No.1086/3960/B/Z1/YDA/2ro21   (e-office-299800)  dated  O6oO7.2024

keeping the  Building  permission  granted to the  Respondent  No.3  in  abeyance

and`further directing the  Responc!antrcNo.3 to stop the work and not to proceed

vyith   any  further   construction   ac,+livity   solely   because   of  the   civil   disputes

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

arbitrary,   unjust,   violative   of   prin`^afilples   of  Natural   Justice,   violative   of  the
•L`     -_+          a,.

provisions  of  the  Greater  Hyder`abad   Municipal   Corporation  Act,   1955  and

violative    of   Articles    14,    21    and-c'_.:.3OOA   of   the    Constitution  ,of    India    and

consequently        set        aside        thle        proceedings        vide        B.A.No.1086/

3960/B/ZlrvDA/2021    (e-office-29SaOO)    dated    06.07.2024    issued    by   the

Respondent No.2.

IA NO:  1  OF2024:

pet-ltion     under    section  '`1-7'''5-1`'I':I-Of    CPC    is    filed    praying,   that    in    the

circumstances  stated  in  the  affid'a-'vi€  filed  in  support  of the  petition,  the  High

Court   may   be   pleased the   operation   of   proceedings   vide



.-_        ~\

'{    €i'-.

B.A.No.1086/3960/B/ZlrvDAI202'1 (e-office-299800)  dated  06.07.2024  issued

by Respondent No.2,  Pending dis`bosal of WP 19798 of 2024,  on the file of the

High  Court.

The  petition  coming  on  for' hJ-:6';aring,  upon  perusing  the  petI-lion  and  the
-t.'

affidavit   filed   in   support   thereof   atld   the   Order   Of   the   High   Court   dated

28.ll.2024I    12.12.2024I    03.01.2o25109.01.2025I   24.01.2025!   06.02.2025,

13.02.2025,19.02.2025  I  18.03.2`625  &  o9.05.2025    made  herein  and     upon

hearing   the   arguments   of  SRI   KALEPU   YASHWANTH,   Advocate  for  the

petitioner   and   of   GP   MUNC'PAL   ADMN   AND   URBAN   DEV  AP   for   the

Respondent    No.1     and    of    SR'!,'f   J.DILEEP    KUMAR,    Advocate    for    the

Respondent  No.2  and  of SRI  SRiNIVAS  RAO  BODDULURl, Advocate for the

Respondent  Nos.3  & 4.                         -.,i.,.-.i v-.

.|`

WRIT PETITION  NO:  19801  OF 20+24[:

Between:                                                         -; -

Eedala  Narayana  Rao,  S/o.  E.  V'erraju,  Aged  about 67  years,  R/o.  Door.  No.

21311,  Munisibu Gari Veedhi,  Kaiheru,  East Godavari -533105.
`         -\  .-+   i

...Petitioner
•'.,..,. ,. ...:, 'A N D

1.   The   State   of  A.P.,    Rep.--^,i-by'its   PrI.Secy.Department   of   MA   &   UD,

secretariat, velagapudi, Amarav-a{i, Guntur District.

2.   The  Greater  Visakhapatnain  Municipal  Corporation,  Vishakhapatnam,

Rep  by its  Commissioner.    ,.I.,_.
.€-I

3.   M/s.Hayagreeva        Farms. -''rj,Larhd        Developers,        Door.No.6-20-20/1,

Flat.No.502,    4thFIoor,     Suksh`;Ira    East    Point,     East    Point    Colony,

Visakhapatnam-530017.R.I.e:p:-by its Managing  Partner.

4.   Ch.   Jagadeeswarudu,   a/®^  Rama   Rao,   Aged   about   64  years,   Occ.

Business.  R/o  D.No.2-349/`1`,.-Krishna  Poultries,  Old  Dairy  Farm,  Adarsh
l\.   .

Nagar, Visakhapatham.
`.\\._  \ ...Respondents



;:I    `

petition  under Article 226  of-th6 Constitution of lnc]ia is filed  Pr.aying that

in the circumstance's stated  in the a`fi:idav'lt 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  Mandain`us'+i-declaring  the  action  Of the  Respondents

more  particularly the  action  of R6`SP`6ndent No.2  herein  in  issuing  proceedings

vide  B  .A  No.1086/3960/B/ZlrvDIA/2o21   (e-office-299800)  dated  06.07.2024

keeping the  Building  permission gri-anted to the  Respondent No.3  in  abeyance

and further directing the Respond-ant No.3 to stop the work and not to proceed

with   any  further   construction   adfti`vity   solely   because   of  the   civil   disputes

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

arbitrary,   unjust,   violative   of   Prindi`S`Ies   of   Natural   Justice,   viola{ive   of  the
-I-.

provis-Ions  of  the  Greater  Hyderaba{di Municipal   Corporation  Act,1955  and

violative   of   Articles    14,    21    an-dJ''3-00A   of   the   Constitution   of   India   and

consequently                set               -+aJ§i-a:;I f             the                proceedings               vide

B.A.No.1086/3960/B/ZlrvDA/202'i`:i(;-office-299800)  dated  06.07.2024  issued

by the  Respondeht No.2.                   ,,I  ,``'

lA  NO:  1   OF  2024:                                        ,h€-:.`,;c,`...

petition    under   section    1:5i    of   cpc    is   filed    praying    that   in   the

circumstances  stated  in  the  affidadit~filed  in  support  of the  petition,  the  High

court    may   be    pleased   to    susp'e'+hd   the   operation    Of   Proceedings   Vide

B.A.No.1086/3960/B/Z1/YDAI2021 (i6-J.=C6ffice-299800)  dated  06.07.2024.  issued
•~,     ;...,..:    {`    I

by Respondent No.2,  Pend'lng disp6:Sa' of wp 19801  of 2024, on the file of the

High  Court.

The  petition  coming  on

._

I
I.. 'to:''.;a.: I:;Ei '',t9

-~-\
-i

ng,  upon  perusing  the  Petition  and  the

affidavit   filed   in   support   thereof`---and   the   Order   Of   the   High   Court   dated

28.ll.2024112.12.2024I   03.01.2b.25I   09.01.2025124.01.2025106.02.2025I
`{¢'`!   .r''r

13,02.2025,19.02.2025  ,18.03.2-o25  &  09.05.2025    made  herein  and  upon

hearing   the   arguments   of  sRl   ''RALEPU   YASHWANTH,   Advocate   for  the

petitioner   and   of   GP   MUNCIPAEr:`ADMN   AND   URBAN   DEV   AP   for   the

Respondent'  No.1   and  of  SRI  J.D!J`L'EEP  KUMAR,  Standing  Counsel  for  the
-'.\J    .

'', .--t.i  '



Respondent  No.2  and  of  SRI  BQ`DDULURI  SRINIVASA  RAO,  Advocate  for

the Respondent Nos.3 & 4.

WRIT PET[T]ON
`    .-.   .\+

NO:  19873 OF £i5'24

Between:
.J.

Alluri  Rao  Venkata,  S/o  AIlun'  Rathaiah,  Aged  about  72  years,  R/o  Door  No
t'..- , ..

•_.~J

1230,   Kornaqndam,   Buttayagudem,-Ganapavaram  Mandal,  West  Godavari-

5344471.

AND

Petitioner

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

Secretariat.Velagapudi, Amaravati,  Guntur District.

2.   The  Greater  Visakhapatnam  Municipal  Corporation,  Vishakhapatnam,

Rep  by  its  Commissioner.   I+-,--:-:iTj`-''

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

FIat.No.502,    4thFIoor,    Su'k';hetra    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,  Kiishna  Poultries,  Old  Dairy  Farm, Adarsh

Nagar, Visakhapatnam.

Respondents
Petition  under Article 226  o`f`the  ConstI'tutiOn  Of India  iS filed  Praying that

in the circumstances stated  in th6`l`affidavit filed therewith,  the  High  Court may

be  pleased to  issue  an  appropria_±6~ writ or order or direction  more  particularly
=t-.is'=   .`    .

in  the  nature  of lwrI-t  Of  Mandamus'  declaring  the  action  of the  Respondents

more  particularly the action of Rd5`S'6ndent No.2  herein  in  issuing proceedings

vide  B  ,A  No.1086/3960/B/ZlrvD'A}2o21   (e-office-299800)  dated  06.07.2024

keeping the  Building  permission ~gra''nted to the  Respondent  No.3 in  abeyance
•-'\\

and further directing the  Responderi+ti:'yNo.3 +lo stop the work and  not to proceed

with   any  further  construction   activity  solely   because   of  the   civil   disputes
'`,.._1

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



arbitrary,   unjust,   violative   of   Priinciples   of   Natural   Justice`,   Violative   of  the

provisions  of  the  Greater  Hyderalbad   Municipal   Corporation  Act,   1955  and `

violative   of   Articles    14,    21    and{-300A   of   the   Constitution   of   India   and
-j''<.'     .I,_;..

conseq uently               set               ;s`i`d:eL              the               proceedings               vide

B.A.No.1086/3960/B/ZlrvDA/202,1  {±-office-299800)  dated  06.07.2024-issued

by the Respondent No.2.

lANO:  1  OF2024:

Petition    under    Section   -I,1.I+5,-1-..  of    CPC    is    filed    praying    that    ih    the

circumstances  stated  in  the  affic!avit  filed  in  support  of the  petition,  I-he  High

Court   inay   be   pleased   to   suspend   the   operation   of   proceedin-gs   vide

B.A.No.1086/3960/B/ZlrvDA/202i3(e--office-299800)  dated  06.07.2024  issued

by Respondent No.2,  Pending  die-`'-b'6Sa[ of WP  19873 of 2024,  on the file of the

High  Court.                                                         f''l
`~'€          -.I

|:?>

The  petition  coming  on  for-he'.aring,  upon  perusing  the  Petition  and  the

affidavit   filed   in   support   theredf`  a'1ird   the   order   of  the   High   Court   dated
<I      .     +

28.ll.2024I    12.12.2024103.01.20'25I   09.01.2025]   24.01.2,025I   06.02.20251

13.02.2025,19.02.2025  ,18.03.2025  &  09.05.2025    made  herein  and  upon

hearing   the   arguments   of  sRl``r,''KALEPU   YASHWANTH,   Advocate   for  `the

petitioner   and   of   GP   MUNCI+-P-A'E''rADMN   AND   URBAN    DEV   AP   for   the

Respondent  No.1   and  of  SRI  J.DIL-EEP  KUMAR,  Standing  Counsel  for  the

Respondent  No,2  and  of  SRI B6bbuLURI  SRINIVASA  RAO,  Advocate  for

the  Respondent Nos.3 & 4.             ````"̀
)

WRIT PETITION  NO:  19878 OF 20124

Betwee n :                                                                        ..'::`:;`::, I

Achanta  Ramarao,  S/o Jagadeeswafarao,  Aged  about 72  years  R/o  Door No

3146,  Gandhi  Nagaram, Yernagude'in, West Godavari-53431-3.
|=)

Petitioner
i.                                                                                                                                          i`£-I;T^`''-I:    'AN D

I:     1.  The  State  of Andhra  Prade§h,'j'Rep.  by  its  Prl.Secy.Department  of  MA
I £.-  ill  i:.  ,i,:.-I.

and  uD,  Secretariat.VelagapLIrqi, Amaravati,  Guntur District.



2.   The  Greater  Visakhapatnain'  Municipal  Corporation,  Vishakhapatnam,

Rep by its Commissioner.

3.   M/s.Hayagreeva,       Farms       ~an`d        Developers,        Door.No.6-20-20/1,
-J''r4

FIat.No.502,    4th    FIoor,    Srik`Shetra    East    Point,    East    Point    Colony,

Visakhapatnam-530O17.  Re.p by its.Managing  Partner

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

I            Business.  R/o  D.No.2-349/1,  KrI-Shna  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-:af[idavit filed therewith,  the  High  Court may

be  pleased to  issue an  appropriate vyrit or order or dI-reCtiOn  more  Particularly

in  the  nature  of 'writ  of  MandamusI-`l:t: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/ZlrvE}AV2o21   (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   constr_uction   activity   solely   because   of  the   civil

disputes  pending  between  the  Respondent  No.3  and  Respondent  No.4  as

being    illegal,    arbitrary,    unJ-uSt,-vii6!ative   of   principles   of   Natural   Justice,

violative  of  the  provisions  of  the` `e`reater  Hyderabad  Municipal  Corporation

Act,1955  and violative of AliicleS: 14-i'f'21  and  300A of the Constitution  of lndI'a

and         consequently         set         a-si'rie         the         proceedings         vide         B

A.No.1086/3960/B/ZlrvDA/2021   -(e--6fflce-299800)   dated   06.07.2024   issued

by the  Respondent  No.2.                   { ,.-I-.,':|!.IC.`..i,;

[A  NO:  1   OF  2024:                                     ....![..I,

Petitl'on    under    Section    1:5--i-:-`of    CPC    is    filed    praying    that    in   -the

circumstances  stated  in  the  affidalfii®  filed  in  support  of the  petition,  the  High

Court  may  be  pleased  to  susp6n-ci  the  operation  of  proceedings  vide  B.A.

No.1086/3960/B/Z1/YDA/2021 (e-¢fiice-299800)   dated   06.07|2024 I issued   by



i
i.

+I+=l.

Respondent  No.2,  Pending  disposal-I:of WP  19878  of 2024,  on  the  file  of the

High  Court. .

The  petition  coming  on for he.aring,  upon  Perusing  the Petition  and  the

affidavit   filed   in   support   thereof   and   the   order   of  the   High   Court   dated
i..'                                                                                                                                                                                                   '\   xp   -

28.ll.20241    12.12.2024103l.01.2-025I    09.01.2025I   24.01.2025l,   06.02.2025l
|t''`   t-

13.02.2025,I  19.02.2025  ,18.03.2d25  &  09.05.2025    made  herein  and  upon

hearing  the arguments of KALEPrU--YASHWANTH,  Advocate for the Petitioner

and of GP  MUNCIPAL ADMN AND-!ljRBAN  DEV AP for the  Respondent No.1

and,of  SRI  J.DILEEP  KUMAR,  Standing  Counsel  for  the  Respondent  No.2

and  of  SRI   BODDULURI   SRINIVA'sA  RAO,  Advocate  for  the   Respondent

Nos.3 &4.                                                                                                                               ..

WRIT PETITION  NO:  19950 OF 2Cj24

Betwee n :

Lanka  Srinivasa  Rao,  S/o  Sriramulu,  .Aged  about  66  years,  R/o  Door  No.  313130,

saibaba street,  Dabagardens, Visak`hapatnam-530001.

Petitioner
I..,I  'AND

1.   The   State   of   A.P.,    Rep.  ,..by   its   PrI.Secy.Department   of   MA&   UD,
i    .'.^Li.

Secretariat.Velagapudi, Amaravat`i:,  Guntur District.

2.  The  Greater  Visakhapatnam   Municipal  Corporation,  Vishakhapatnam,

Rep by its commissioner.

3.   M/s.Hayagreeva        Farm`;I``'l,  -and        Developers,        Door.No.6-20-20/1,
ri`€4`L*._

FIat.No.502,    4th    FIoor,    S~ukshetra    East    Point,    East    Point    Colony,

Visakhapatnam-530017.  R`§p by its Managing  Partner
I.LT|

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

Business.  R/o  D.No.2-349/I:l'',--Krishna  Poultries,  Old  Dairy. Farm,  Adarsh

I   Nagar, Visakhapatnam.  ,

Respondents
+I

petition  under Article  226  of'.i;ht''.e.,Constit-ution  of India  is filed  praying  that

in the circumstances stated  in the' af'fi'davit filed therewith,  the  High  Court may



--  .`¢,``    +
_     I

Pe pleased to  issue an  appropriate-Writ or order or direction  more  particularly

in  the  nature  of  'writ  of Mandam.us'  declaring  the  action  of the  Respondents

more particularly the  action  of Re.sbondent  No.2  hereI'n  I-n  issuing  Proceedings

vide  B  .A  No.1086/3960/B/Z1/Y5iv2021   (e-office-299800)  dated  06.07.2024

keeping the  Building  permission g.r.an`ted  to the  Respondent No.3  in  abeyance

and further directing the ResponQ'ent No.3 to stop the work and not to proceed
\-:

with   any   further   construction   activi'ty   solely   because   of  the   cI'Vil   disputes

pending  between the  Responden.I.N'9`.3 and  Respondent No.4 as being illegal,

?rbitrary,   unjust,   violative   of   Principles   of   Natural   Justice,   violatI'Ve   Of  the

provisions  of  the  Greater  Hyderabad   Municipal  Corporation  Act,   1955  and

violative   of   Articles    14,    21    an`d   ~3ooA   of   the   Constitution   of   India   and

Consequently               set               asia-a -             the               proceedings               vide

B.A.No.1086/3960/B/ZlrvDA/202i1:``(6-office-299800)  dated  06.07.2024  issued

by the Respondent No.2.

IANO:  1  OF2024:

Petition    under   Section-1'51"   of   CPC    is   filed    praying    that    in    the

circumstances  stated  in  the  affidavj't:-filed  in  support  of the  petition,  the  High

court    may    be    pleased    to    suspe--'``nd    the    operatI-On    Of   Proceedings   Vide

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

by Respondent No.2,  Pending diS:boSal of WP  19950 of 2024,  on the file of the

High  Court.                                                           {`-'`'

The  petition  coming  on  for`Ih:Caring,  upon  perusing  the  petition  and  the
.=\.-..`     '*

affidavit   filed   in   support   theredf:r  a'nd   the   order   of   the   High   Court   dated

28.ll.2024I    12.12.2024103.Oi.2b25,   09'01.2025124.01.2025]    06.02.20251

13.02.2025,19.02.2025  ,18.03.2~625  &  09.05.2025     made  herein  and     upon

hearing the arguments of sri srikalepu yashwanth, Advocate for the Petitioner
i   -~-

and of GP  MUNCIPAL ADMN ANDl`4!JRBAN  DEV AP for the  Respondent No.1

and  of  SRI  J.DILEEP  KUMAR,  Stahding  Counsel  for  the  Respondent  No.2

and   of  SRI   BODDULURI   SRINiVA~SA   RAO,  Advocate  for  the   Respondent

Nos.3 &4.
\  .--/

`..     `        -



WRIT PETITION  NO:  19959 OF

I  .I    .  i  `tQ.:.i  `t    't--i-i

`,|`

2024

Between :

potluri  Narasimha  Rao,  S/o  Late '|Kiishnamurthy,  Aged  about  63  years  R/o
\.       .+_-

Door No 281410,  Opp.  Melody Th6a4lre,  S-uryabagh, Visakhapatnam-530020.
•==..I  ~.      ¢-    .-

`.    `   -,y.SL--.

Petitioner

_.a   AND

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

secretariat.Velagapudi, Amarava.ti, Guntur District.

2.-The  Greater  Visakhapa{nam-Municipal  Corporation,  Vishakhapatnam,

Rep by its Commilssioner.   ^

3.   M/s.Hayagreeva        Farms€-`f~i`,and        Developers,        DoorINo.6-20-20/1,

FIat.No.502,    4th   Floor,    Sukshetra    East    Point,    East    Point    Colony,
iv   +`.J.

visakhapatnam-530017.  Reb`?!by its  Managing  Partner
..t

4.   Ch.   Jagadeeswarudu,   S/a:-F{-;lama   Rao,   Aged   about   64   years,   Occ.

Business.  R/o  D.No.2-349/1,  Kr-lshna  Poultries,  Old  Dairy  Farm,  Adarsh
i--'

'.Ill

Nagar, Visakhapatnam.
<  \ Respondents

petition  under Article 226 'c}-f1't±he  Constitution  of India is filed  praying  that

in  the circumstances  stated  in th6''-t'~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  Mandam-ri--SI`;r,sdeclar'lng  the  action  of the  Respondents

more particularly the action of Res'Bchden{ No.2 herein  in issuing  proceedings

vide  B  .A  No.1086/3960/B/Z1/YbA:i.2+ivO2'1   (e-office-299800)  dated `06.07.2024

keep-lng  the  Building  permission  graTi-ted  tO the  Respondent  No.3  in  abeyance

and further directing the Respond';nt` No.3 to stop the work and not tO Proceed

with   any  further   construction   a6tiviJty   solely   because   of  the   civil   disputes

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

arbitrary,   unjust,   violative   of   pr-lh'6iples   of   Natural   Justice,   violative   of  the
I:.      ,<     I

provisions  of  the  Greater  Hyde-i.a'bad   Municipal  Corporation  Act,   1955  and

violative   of   Articles    14,    21    and'-300A   of   the   Constitution   of   India   and
•   --+ -._:i.-  .gr: .i:,'.. :

|>.<+i



1`        1_

Consequently               set              aside.` the               proceedings               vide

B.A.No.1086/3960/B/ZlrvDA/2021  -(G'-office-299800) dated  06.07.2024  issued
._.-`€      .,5.I-:i.a-I

by the Respondent No.2.

!A NO:  1  OF 2024-.

petition    under    section    1-61`   of   CPC    is    filed`   praying    that    in    the

6ircumstances  stated  in  the  affI-davit  filed  in  Support  Of the  Petition,  the  High

Court   may   be   pleased   to   susp`end   the   operation   of   proceedings   vide

B.A.No.1086/3960/B/ZWDA/202i (e-offI'Ce-299800)  dated  06.07.2024  issued

by Respondent No.2,  Pending disposal of WP  19959 of 2024, on the file of the

High  Court.

The  petition  coming  on  for-`h6`aring,  upon  perusing  the  petition  and  the

affidavit   filed   in   support   thereof  `a--'hd   the   order   of  the   High   Court   dated
.   L=   .

28,ll.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  sRI'`'kALEPU   YASHWANTH,   Advocate   for  the

Petitioner   and   of   GP   MUNCIPAtLr.ADMN   AND   URBAN    DEV  AP   for   the

Respondent     No.1     and    of    SRrI:`'--`-^'J.DILEEP     KUMAR,     Advocate    for    the

Respondent No.2  and  of SRI  SR-lit-lvAS  RAO  BODDULURl,  Advocate for the

Respondent  Nos.3  & 4.                         ,-..i.+. ,, -i-

WRIT PE"TION NO: 19960 OF 2.d,24,
\    ~'.-

Between :                                                                   ..:-:.I;:; i

Daparthi  Satyanarayana,  S/o  D  Nar'ayana, Aged  about 66 years  R/o  Door No

231,  Ramalayam Veedhi, Gowrib`atham, West Godavari-534313.
+J{...

Petitioner
t..I; .''-i:..-. .A N D

1.   The   State   of  A.P.,   Rep'.:tb}   its   PrI.Secy.Department   of   MA&   UD,

secretariat.velagapudi, Amaraiv'a{i,  Guntur District.

2.   The  Greater  Visakhapatnari!:  MunI-CiPal   Corporation,  Vishakhapatnam,

Rep by its Commissioner.
.'    &1.*'.     ...-

`\   i..

:  i{..-`..I

`     i..   --



*       I

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

-FIat|No,502,    4th    Floor,    SiJkShetra    East    Point,    East   -Point-lColony,

visakhapatnam-530017.  R?p by its Managing  Partner

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

\--.\..-.

Nagar, Visakhapatnam. ).I_

Respondents

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

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

be  pleased to  issue  an  appropriat; writ or order or direction  more  particularly

in  the  nature  of 'writ  of Mandamus':,cleclaring  the  action  of the  Respondents

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

vide  B  .A  No.1086/3960/B/ZlrvDA/2021   (e-office-299800)  dated  06.07.2024

keeping  the  Building  permission  grarited {o the  Respondent No.3 in  abeyance

and further directing the Respontd';n`t No.3 to stop the work and not tO Proceed

with   any  further   construction   <activi,ty   solely   because   of Jthe   civil   disputes

pending  between  the  Respondent  Nos.3& 4  as  being  illegal,  arbitrary,  unjust,

violet-lve   of  principles   of  Natural  :J'ri-slice,   violative  of  the   provisions   of  the

Greater  Hyderabad  Municipal  Corporation  Act,1955  and  violative  of Articles

14,  21  and  300A of the  Constitution  oTi  India  and  Consequently  set  aside  the

proceedings  vide  B.A.No.1086/3`-96o/B/Z1/YDA/2021   (e-office-299800)  dated

o6.07.2024 issued by the Respoh`'treht No.2.

IANO:  1  OF2024=                                    ```

petit'lon    under    section    1:`--51'ts`of   c~pc    is    filed    praying    that    in    the
I

circumstances  stated  in  the  affidevi{  filed  in  support  of the  petition,  the  High

court   may   be   pleased   to   susplepd   the   operation   of   proceedings  -vide

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

by Respondent No.2,  Pending di§'po§Jal of WP  19960 of 2024, on the file of the

High  Court.

a?=   ~



={..I

The  petitI'On  coming  On  for  hearing,  upon  Perusing  the  Petition  and  the
Tr'.:.-....              l

affidavit   filed   in   support   thereof.:and   tile   Order   Of  the   High   Court   dated

28.ll.20241    12.12.2O24?    03.Q1.2.02510b.01.2025,   24.01.2025I    06.02.20251

13.02.2025,19.02.2025  ,18.03.2b!,25  &  09,05,2025    made  herein  and    upon

hearing   the   arguments   of  SRI   KALEPU   YASHWANTH,   Advocate  for  the
|    \I`

I. . i.i i_.::-

Petitioner   and   of   GP    MUNCIPAL`'1::;''.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  BODDULURl,  Advocate for the

Respondent Nos.3 & 4;

wp NO: 6507 OF 2025:

Between :
.       _I_       I__

.i

M/s.Hayagreeva  Farms  and  Deve!.epers,  A  registered  Partnership  firm  under

the  provisions of Indian  Partnership Act,1932,  Having  its  Office at  Door.No.6-
`-\      ``-.

.I

20-20/1,   FIat.No.502,   4th   Floor,   Su`k``Szhetra  -East   Point,   East   Point  Colony,

VI'SakhaPatnam-530017   Rep.   by   its   Managing   Partner,   Gadde   Brahmaji,

Aged 45 years, S/o. Sri Muneswa.ra Rao.
i      \..

Petitioner
•AND

.r.-i

1.   The    State    of   .Andhra    P[9deSh,    Rep.    by    its    Principal    Secretary,

Department  of  Revenue,

District.

':.:-.;̀ 9`91retarjat,   Velagapudi,   Amaravati,   Gun{ur

-```.'.

2.   The District Collector ofVisakfeapatnam, Visakhapatnam.  ,

:.:'

3.   The Revenue Divisional Officer,  Bheemunipatnam, Visakhapatnam

4.   The Tahsildar, Visakhapatnain  Rural Visakhapatnam

Respondents



:!i!!        tl''L£'.     -,.;rr

petition  under Article  226  oftt_r`fl-`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  wr}{i:;Qr  Order  Or  direCt'lOn  more  Part-ICularly  in

the nature of writ of Mandamus declaring the action Of the Respondents inore

part'lcularly the  action  of  Respond~6nt  No.2  herein  in  issuing  proceedings  Vide

Rc,No.3037/2006/E2,     Dt.     10.03.2025     (Served     upon    the    Petitioner    on

ll.03.2025)   by   which   the   Resp;~ndents   are   seeking   tO   resume   the   land

admeasuring  an  extent  of Ac.12.51  Cents  in  Sy.No.92/3  of Yendada V-lllage,
ri

vishakhapatnam   Rural   Mandal,   Vishakhapatnam   District'  as   being   ille'gal,

arbitrary,  unjust,  without jurisdictior,,  violative  of  Pr'lnciples  of  Natural  Justice,

violative of the provisions of the Tr+`±'h:Sfer of property Act,  1881  Contrary to the

order  Dt.   19.12.2017  of  this  HonJble  Court  in  W.P.Nos.36413  of  2014  and

26653  of 2015,  and violative of Arti-gieas  14,  21  and  300A of the Constitution  of

India    and    Consequently,    set   -asi`de    the    Proceedings    Proceedings    Vide

Rc.No.3037/2006/E2,     D{.     10.03.2O25     (Served     upon    the     Petitioner    on~

ll.Oo3.2025) issued  by the  Resp6hd`ent No.2.

]ANO:  1  OF2025

pet-ItiOn   under   Section   151   6pc   praying   that   in   the   circumstances

stated  in  the  affidavit  filed  in  sup'`p.Qr{  Of  the  Petition,  the  High  Court  may  be
+.:.:v.:=..

pleased   to   suspend   the   operation   of   proceedings   vide   proceedings   vide

Rc.No.3037/2006/E2,      Dt.10.03.2o``2-5     (Served      upon     the      Petitioner   . On
I:::::?`,. `tt_`'

ll.0312025) issued  by  Respondent  N6.2,  Pending  disposal  of WP  No.6507  of

2025,lan the file of the  High  Courto,.I,,                                                                      "

IANO: 2OF2025

petition   under   section   151,CPC   praying   that   in   the   Circumstances

stated  in  the  affidavit  f'lled  in  support  of the  petition,  the  High  Court  may  be
_-     .'<

pleased   to   Direct  the   Respond-e-nts   not  to   interfere   With   the   possession,
'`.

occupation  of the  pet|l{ioner and  tife§,:construction  activity being  undertaken  by



+..
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the  petitioner  in  schedule  property aldmeasuring  an  extent of Ac.12.51  cents

in      Sy.No.92/3      of     Endada      Village,      Visakhapatnam      Rural      Mandal,

Visakhapatnam  District,  Pending  disposal  of wp  No.6507  of 2025,  on  the file

6f the High Court.

The  Petition  coming  on for hearing,  upon  perusing  the  petition  and the

affidavit filed  in  support thereof ahd  the  earlier order of the  High  Court dated
i

13.03.2025    ,18.03.2025  &  09.0`5.2025    made  herein  and  upon  hearing  the
(|`_---

arguments  of sri  Ajay  Kumar  Kahaparthi,  Advocate  for the  Petitioner,  and  of

GP for Revenue for the Respondent§';

WP NO.. 6509 OF 2025:

Between: '+   r..

Ainampudi    Nageswara    Rao,    S/o   Ayyanna,   Aged    about   68   years    R/o

H.No.71409,  Koyavaripalem,  Ehaina.dala,  Guntur-522019
.i-=\.:i

Petitioner
I..;,....-  .AN D

:     .<_..|`,   -.

1.   The   State   of  Andhra   Prad6;S-h,   Rep.   by   its   Prl.Secy,   Department  of

Revenue,I Secretariat, Velaga¢udi', Amaravati,  Guntur District.

2.   The District Collector ofVI-§a_khaPatnam, Visakhapatnam.

3.   The Tahsildar, Visakhapatnain  Rural, Visakhapatnam

4.   M/s.Hayagreeva        Farms.,`.i:_  and        Developers,        Door.No.6-20-20/1,

FIat.No.502,   4th   Floor,   Sl!Kshetra   -   East   PoI'nt,   East   Point   Colony,

Visakhapatnam-530017.  Rep. by its Managing  Partner

Respondents
',,i(:

petition  under Article  226  of {h'e  Constitution  of India  praying  that  in  the
.\'+.I..1.

.._,,.      ...

circumstances  stated  in  the  affidavit  filed  therewi{h,  the  High  Court  may  be



I
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•|l'i

./I

pleased  to  issue  an  appropriate `¥A`/ri`t  or order or direction  more  particularly  in
I the _nature of writ of Mandamus declaring the action Of the Responden`ts more

particularly  the  action  of  2nd  Resp6nden{  herein  in  issuing  proceedings  vide

Rc.No.3037/2006/E2,     Dt.10.d3:I.`2025     (Served     upon    the     Petitioner  Ion

ll.03.2025)   by   which   the   Res-bdnden{s   are   seeking   to   resume   the   land

admeasuring  an  extent  of Ac.12.51  Cents  in  Sy.No.92/3  ofYendada  Village,

vishakhapatnam  Rural  MandaI,  Vishakhapatnam  District,  more particularly an

extent  of 385  Sq.Yds  in  Plot  No.  14'.''as  being  illegal,  arbitrary,  unjust,  Without

jurisdiction,  v'lolative of principles of Natural  Justice,  violative of the  provisions

of the  Transfer  of  Property  Act;18,81,,I  Contrary to  the  Order'Dt.19.12.2017  of

this  Hon'ble Court in W.P.Nos.364:1+:|3'i'`of 2014 & 26653 of 2015,  and violative of

Articles  14,  21   and  300A  of the''eonstitution  of  India  and  Consequently,  set
:_,..-l.'.'T._:

aside    the    proceedings    vide    -p'rfo`c.eedings    vide    Rc.No.3037/2006/E2,--    Dt.

10.03.2025 issued by the Respori``-d'ght No.2
.i{}         -....

lANO:  1  OF202+5
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petition   under   section   151l`CPC   praying   that   in   the   circumstances

stated  in  the  affidavit  filed  in  supp6`ri``of the  petition,  the  High  Court  may  be

pleased  to  suspend  the  operatioh--of-proceedings  vide  Rc.No.3037/2006/E2,
-`L-.''`....i     I

Dt.10.03.2025  issued  by  2nd  Respondent,  more  particularly  to  an  extent  of
\*,-a    I   ..

385  Sq.Yds  in  Plot  No.  14,  Pend`ing  disposal  of WP  No.6509  of 2025,  on  the
.il

file  of the  High  Court-                                I.t*:j,~  _

.\J   -.r

The  Petition  coming  on  fQ+~.`hearing,  upon  Perusing  the  Petition  and the

affidavit filed  in  support. thereof aha '{he  earl'ler order  of the  High  Court  dated

13.03.2025    ,18.03.2025  &  09.05;2025    made  herein  and  upon  hearing  the

arguments of sri  Jawaji  Sarath  Ch|Ja'ndra,  Advocate for the  Petitioner,  and  of
\.1|

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



COMMON ORDER_-

ff For  filing   counter-affidavit,   list   these   matters   after   three   (o3)

weeks  along  with  w.p.  Nos.  8256,  8309,  8332,  8336J  8337,  8338,  8351,

8385,  8406,  9391,  9108J  9104,  9110,  9112,  9114,  9113,  9111,  9103and  9105

of 2025.

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

hearing."

sD/-  ,K.SRINIVASA RAJU

//TRUE COPY//

To

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

2.   One CC to Sri.  M.R.K.  ChakraJ`varthy, Advocate [OPuC]

3.   Two CCs to GP for Municipal `Adminl-stration &  urban

Development,High Court of Andhra  Pradesh.  [OUT]

4.   One CC to Sri  K.Madhava  F3.eddy,  Standing Counsel  [OPUC]

5.   One CC to Sri V.Surya  Kiran,  Standing  Counsel  [OPUC]

6.   One CC to   Sri  Kalepu Yashwanth, Advocate [OPuC]

7.   One CC to Sri J.Dileep  Kumar, Advocate.  [OPUC]

8.   One CC to Sri Jawaji Sarath 'Chandra, Advocate [OPUC]

9.   One CC to Sri Srinivas Rao  Bodduluri, Advocate.  [OPUC]

10.             Two CCs to GP for Rev_enue,  High  Court ofAP [OUT]

ll.             Two CCs to Advocate G,eneral,  High Court ofAndhra Pradesh

[OUT]

12`.             One spare copy



HIGH  COURT

NV,J

DATED:  17/06/2025

LIST  THESE  MATTERS  AFTER  TriREE  (03)  WEEKS  ALONG  WITH  W.P.

NOS.  8256,  8309,  8332,  8336,  8337)  8338,  8351]  8385,  8406]  9391,  9108]

9104,  9110]  9112,  9114]  9113,  9111,  9103AND  9105  OF2025.

ORDER

WIP-Mos-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

lNTERIM ORDER EXTENDED €AND

tJ
a    7ti,jut    €/#!ir=

ry_ *  tr,\.ti,.

I      )


