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IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

TUESDAY, THE TWENTY SEVENTH DAY OF JANUARY
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY SIX

PRESENT

THE HONOURABLE THE SRI CHIEF JUSTICE APARESH KUMAR SINGH

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE G.M. MOHIUDDIN

AL NO OF

writ Appeal under clause 1s of the Letters patent Appeal preffered Agaianst the
order Dated 0B-12-202s passed in wpNo 15is5 of 2015on the fite Jr th. Hign
Court.

Between:

p[rj nelay^!1ngaiah, S/o Ramaiah age about 65 years, Occ. Business, Rl/o
H. No. 1 -7-495 Daya ra Market, Zamistaripu r, Hydera6ad.

...APPELLANT
D

1. The state of relangana, Represented by its principal Secretarv. Municioar
Acrministration and Urban Development Departmeht, Telangana Secretiriat,
Hyderabad (TS)

2. The Commissioner, Greater Hyderabad Municipal Corporation, Tank Bund
Road, Hyderabad,

3. The.Assistant.city Planner, Greater Hyderabad Municipal corporation, circle
lX, Abids, Hyderabad

4. The
Circl

S. !ft._[ !l-qlq!hq,Wo K.,Anit Kumar, aged about 55 years, Occ. Housewife,No 1-7-496112,Dayara Market, Mushee-rabad, UyderlOad-'SOO O2O 
- -- -'

Director, Greater. Greater Hyderabad Municipal Corporation,el , Hyderabad

...RESPONDENTS

Petition under section 1s1 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 respondent no.2 to 4 to take immediate steps to remove the illegal
encroachment of the road in respect of H.No.1-7-49sl18/1 (old 1-7-4gsl1}),
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Dayara Market, Zamistanpur, Mushirabad, Hyderabad made by respondent no.S,
pending disposar of the writ appear in the interest of justice.

lA NO: 2 OF 2026

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 Stay
all further proceedings in the order dated B-12-2025 passed in w.p. No.15155 of
2o15 pending in disposar of the writ Appear in the interest of justice.

counselfor the Appeilant: sRr MOHD rsMArL ASHFAQ REPRESENTS
SRI R. A. ACHUTHANAND

counsel for the Respondent No 1: sRr E. VENKATA REDDY,
GP FOR MCPL ADMN URBAN DEV

counsel for the Respondents No 2To 4: MS T. KANYA KUMARI
REPRESENTS SRt G. MADHUSUDHAN REDDY, SC FOR GHMC

counsel for the Respondent No 5: sRl E. AKASH REDDY REPRESENTS
SRI S. SRIDHAR

The Court made the following: ORDER
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Dated:27.01.2026

Between:
Shri Reddy Sangaiah

And
The State of Telangana,

Rep., by its Principal Secretary,
Municipal Administration and Urban Development
Telangana Secretariat, Hyderabad and 4 others.

Department,

... Appellant

Respondents

Jt]DGMENT:

Heard Ivrr. Mohd ismail Ashfaq, rearned counser represents

IVIr. R.A. Achuthanand, learned counsel for the appellant; Mr. E. Venkata

Reddy, learned Government preader for Municipar Administration and

urban Development Department appears for respondent No. r;

Ms. T. Kanya Kumari, rearned counser represents lvfu. G. Madhusudhan

Reddy, learned standing counsel for the Greater Hyderabad Municipal

corporation appears for respondent Nos.2 to 4 and Mr.. E. Akash Reddy,
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learned counsel represents IvIr. S. Sridhar, learned counsel for respondent

No.5

2. The dispute before the learned writ Court raised by the writ

petitioner/appellant claiming to be the neighbour of respondent No.5 was

against the illegal constructions encroaching upon a public road. The writ

petition was preferred in the year 2015

3. After consideration of the case of the parties, the learned writ Court

was persuaded to issue the following directions:

"14. In the instant case, since the grievance of the petitioner
remains unredressed due to the pendency of the BRS application of
respondent No.5, in the light of the aforesaid order dated
28.04.2021 passed by a Division Bench of this Court in WP(PL)
No.63 of 2013 and its batch, as well as the directions issued by the
Hon'ble Suprente Court in Rajendra Kumar Barjatya's case (cited
supra), the respondent Nos.2 to 4 (GHMC) are directed to process
the application dated 19.12.20L5 vide reference No. 2000019171,
submitted by respondent No.5 for regularization of
unauthorized/illegal construction, and to pass appropriate orders in
accordance with the interim order dated 18.06.2016 passed in
WP(PIL) No.63 of 2016, within a period of three months from the
date of receipt of a copy of this order. Subject to result of the BRS
application filed by respondent No.5, the respondent Nos.2 to 4 are
directed to take appropriate action to redress the petitioner's
grievance strictly in accordance with law.

15. Subject to above directions and observations, the writ petition
is disposed of. There shall be no order as to costs."
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4. The grievance of the writ petitioner/appellant is that for an illegal

construction whose regularization has earlier been rejected, the learned writ

Court instead of directing demolition of the structure has permitted the

respondent Corporation to take a decision on the application for

regularization of the unauthorized/illegal construction under Building

Regularization Scheme, 2015 (for short, "the Scherne"), whereas the

request for regularization by respondent No.5 was already rejected before

coming into force of the Scheme.

5. on the part of respondent No.5, it is submitted thar an appeal against

the rejection of regularization application was pending, but in view of the

Scheme for regularization being notified, respondent No.5 also made an

application to avail of the regularization scheme.

6. Learned counsel for the respondent corporation submits that a

Special Leave Petition filed against the Scheme is pending before the

Hon'ble Supreme Court. She further submits that appropriate decision

would be taken upon any appeal, if pending before the Corporation in

accordance with law. They would also take a decision on the regularization

application of respondent No.5 within the time stipulated by the learned

writ Court and in case regularization is not allowed, take steps for
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demolition of the unauthorized/illegat construction, if it is not removed

voluntarily by respondent No.5 within the specified period.

1. Having heard the learned counsel for the parties and in the facts and

circumstances notecl atrove. while upholding the order of the learned writ

Court, we also direct the respondent Corporation to decide the appeal, if

any. prefened by respondent No.5 within the same time period as has been

granted for taking a decision on the application for regularization under the

Scherne. In case the said application is rejected, the respondent

Corporation ',r,ould proceed to remove the unauthorized structure if

respondent No.5 fails to remove it in the time stipulated by the Corporation,

however subject to outcome of such matter pending before the Apex Court.

8. With the above additional directions, the present appeal is disposed

of. No order as to costs.

Miscellaneous applications pending, if any, shall stand closed.

SD/. A.V.S. PRASAD
DEPUITY REGISTRAR
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SECTION OFFICER

To,

1. The Principal Secretary, Municipal Administration and Urban.Development
Department, State of Telangana, Telangana Secretariat, Hyderabad (TS)

2. The Commissioner, Greater Hyderabad MunicipalCorporation, Tank Bund
Road, Hyderabad,

3. The Assistant
lX, Abids, Hyd

City Planner, Greater Hyderabad tvlunicipal Corporation, Circle
erabad

The Deputy Director, Greater. Greater Hyderabad Municipal Corporation,
Circle lX, Abids. Hvderabad
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5. One CC to SRt R. A. ACHUTHANAND, Advocate IOpUC]
6. TWO CCS tO GP FOR IUCPL ADMN URBAN DEV ,High COUrt fOr thE StAtE OfTetangana at HyderabuO . tOUff
7. ONE CC tO SRI G. MADHUSUDHAN REDDY, SC FOR GHMC, TOPUC]
8. One CC to SRt S. SRIDHAR, Advocate tOpUCl9. Two CD Copies

DAN
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HIGH COURT

DATED i2710112026

ORDER

WA.No.68 of 2026
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DISPOSING OF THE WRIT APPEAL

WITHOUT COSTS
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