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IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA

AT HYDERABAD
(Special Originat Jurisdiction)

TUESDAY, THE THIRTY FIRST DAY OF MARCH
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY SIX

PRESENT

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE SUDDALA CHALAPATHI RAO

WRIT PETITION NOS:33699 33s86 33687 33709 33788 33790 33796 AND
33817 0F 2015

W.P.No.33699 ot 2015

Between:

G.Narayana, S/o Anjaiah, A"/a 64 years, Occ Ex-employee, R/o MIG 53 APHBColony, Balaji Nagar, 
'Kukatpally, 

HvrieraOaO. 
-

AND 
.....PET|TIONER

Ihq.PV. Commissioner, Circle Xll Greater Hyderabad Municipal Corporation,Serilingampally, Hyderabad.

IPj-.lll.+:ner and,s.qeciat Officer, Greater Hyderabad Municipatuorporatron, I ank Bund, Hyderabad.

Hyderabad Metropolitan Development Authority, Swarna Jayanti Complex, SR Nagar, Hydera6ad 500038.

Dy Collector and Tahsildar, Sherilingampally Mandal, !ladinaguda, Miyapur,Sherilingampally, Hyderabad 500 0i9. '

1

2

J

4

RR3 and 4 are impleaded as per Court Order dated 29.10.2025 in lANo.1l2l2s.

.....RESPONDENTS
Petition Under Articre 226 of the constitution of India praying that in the

circumstances stated in the affidavit fired therewith, the High court may be
pleased to issue an appropriate writ, order or Direction particurarry one in the
nature of certiorari caling for the records pertaining to the proceedings No.
939/TPS/C12MZ GHMcr 2o14-1s dated 17-08-20'15 of the 1st respondent
herein and quash the same being ilegar, arbitrary, unreasonabre and viorative of
Articles 14, 21 and 300-A of the constitution of lndia and also provisions of
GHMC Act.i
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|.A.NO:1 OF 2015 (WPMP.NO:43439 0F 2015)

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

issue a direction to the 1't and 2nd respondents herein to grant the permission for

construction of a House in plot No. 236 of the HUDA sanctioned lay-out bearing

No. 54241 MP2/HUDAJg1 admeasuring 267 sq Yrds, in sy No. 100 of Miyapur

Village, Serilingampally Mandal, GHMC Circle Xll' R R -Dist pending disposal of

the writ Petition.

Counsel for the Petitioner : SRI M'M'ALl

Counsel for the Respondent Nos'1 & 2 : SRI G'MADHUSUDHAN REDDY (SC

iOn CHUC SERTL|].iGAMPALLY AND SECUNDERABAD ZONES AND HEAD

oFFrcE CASES)

Gounsel for the lmplead Respondent No'3 : SRI V'NARASIMHA GOUD' SC FOR

HMDA

Counsel for the lmplead Respondent No'4 : G'P FOR REVENUE

w.P.NO: 33586 OF 2015

Between:

K.Venkateshwarlu,S/oKRathnaiah,A'/a51.years'OccPvtServiceRi'/oHNo24'
iiril# ill#i,'opi Lpr.r rl"gri Mivaplr, serilingampallv t\itandal' R R Dist- 500049

.....PETITIONER

AND

1 The Dv, Commissioner, Circle Xll, Greater Hyderabad Municipal Corporation,

SerilinqamPallY, HYderabad

The Commissioner and Special Officer, Greater Hyderabad Municipal

Corporation, Tank Bund, HYderabad.

Hvderabad Metropolitan Development Authority, Swarna Jayanti Complex'

SR Nagar. Hyderabad 500038.

Dv Collector and Tahsildar, Sherilingampally Mandal' Madinaguda' Miyapur'

Sherilingampally, Hyderabad 500 019.

(BR3 and 4 are impleaded as per Court Order dated 29 10 2025 io l'A'
No.112025).
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.....RESPONDENTS
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Petition Under Nticre 226 0f the constitution of India praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to issue an appropriate writ, order or Direction particurarry one in the
nature of Certiorari calling for the records pertaining to the proceedings No.
936/TPS/ C12r WZGHM, 2014-15 dated 17-08-2015 0f the lst respondent
herein and quash the same being ilegar, arbitrary, unreasonabre and viorative of
Articres 14, 2'r and 300-4 of the constitution of rndia and arso provisions of GHMC
Act.

Petition Under Section 151 CpC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit fired in support of the petition, the High court may be preased to issue
a direction to the 1st and 2nd respondents herein to grant the permission for
construction of a house in plot No. 452 of the HUDA sanctioned layout bearing
No.7048/MP2IHUDA/90 admeasuring 261 sq. yds, in Sy No. 100 of Miyapur
Village, Serilingampally Mandal, GHMC Circle Xll, RR District, pending disposal of
the writ petition.

Counsel for the petitioner : SRI M.M.ALI

l.A.NO:1 OF 201s (wPMP. NO: 433050F 201s)

W.P.NO: 336870F2015

Between:

Counsel for the Respondent Nos.l & 2 : SRI G.MADHUSUDHAN REDDY(SCFOR GHMC SERILINGAMPALLY AND securuoEilni.Ii zor,res AND HEADoFFTCE CASES)

!g-T-set for the tmptead Respondent No.3 : SRt V.NARASTMHA GOUD, SC FORHMDA

Counsel for the lmptead Respondent No.4 : G.p FOR REVENUE

Ch. Haragopal, S/ o Ch Venkaiah, A,/a 53 years, Occ Business, FyO plot No. 154.

ffilS[?e9Sfnv, 
Phase t, no Nto.z,-eesidt uri'c6 i,i"pitar Gajuraramaram Road,

.....PETITIONER
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AND

'1 . The Dy. Commissioner, Circle Xll Greater, Hyderabad Municipal Corporation'

SerilingamPallY, HYderabad.
z in" CJ.mi.sionei and Special Officer' Greater Hyderabad Municipal

Corporation, Tank Bund, HYderabad.

s iyO:,irbrJ fuletropolitan Development Authority' Swarna Jayanti Complex' S

R Nagar, HYderabad 500038
n. Dy CJttector and Tahsildar, Sherilingampally Mandal, Madinaguda' Miyapur'

Sherilingampally, Hyderabad 500 0'19.

(RR3 and 4 are impleaded as per Court Order dt 29 10 2025 in

l A No l/2025) 
.....RES'.NDENTS

Counsel for the Respondent Nos.'l & 2 : SRI G-MADHUSUDHAN REDDY (SC

FOR GHMC SERILINGAMPALLY AND SECUNDERABAD ZONES AND HEAD
oFFrcE cASES)

Counsel for the tmptead Respondent No.3 : SRI V.NARASIMHA GOUD, SC FOR
HMDA

Petition under Article 226 of the constitution of lndia praying that in the

circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High court.may be

pleasedtoissueanappropriateWrit,orderorDirectionparticularlyoneinthe

natureofCertioraricallingfortherecordspertainingtotheproceedingsNo.
1054/IPS/ CI2/WZ]GHMCI 2014-15 dated 1 7-08-201 5 of the 1st respondent

herein and quash the same being illegal, arbitrary, unreasonable and violative of

Articles 14, 21 and 300-4 of the constitution of lndia and also provisions of GHMC

Act.

l.A.NO:1 OF 201 5 (WPMP.NO:43427 OF 2015)

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 issue

a direction to the 1st and 2nd respondents herein to grant the permission for

construction of a House in plot No. 170 of the HUDA sanctioned lay-out bearing

No. 7048/MP2/HUDtu90 admeasuring 278 Sq Yrds, in Sy No 100 of Miyapur

Village, Serilingampally Mandal, GHMC Circle Xll, R R Dist pending disposal of

the writ petition.

Counsel for the Petitioner : SRI M.M.ALI

Counsel for the lmplead Respondent No.4 : G.p FOR REVENUE
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W.P.NO:33 709 0F 201s

Between:

Slrr.Tala Gyaneshwar, S/o G.parandhamulu, Occ Service, R/o Flat No.201, MAA
r<esrdency, Sairam Nagar, Opp JpN Nagar, Miyapur, Serilingampally Mand;|, R.R
Dist.

AND 
.....PET|TIONER

1 . The Dy. Commissioner, .Circle Xll Greater Hyderabad Municipal Corporation,
Serilingampally, Hyderabad.

2. The Commissioner and.Special Officer, Greater Hyderabad Municipal
Corporation, Tank Bund, Hyderabad.

3. H):derabad Metropolitan D^ev^elopment Authority, Swarna Jayanti Complex,
S R Nagar, Hyderabad SOOO38.

4. Dy C_ollector and Tahsildar, Sheritingampally Mandal,, Madinaguda, Miyapur,
Sherilingampatty, Hyderabad 500 Oi9.

RR3 and 4 are impleaded as per Court Order dated 29.1O.2025 in
lA.No.1/2025.

.....RESPONDENTS

Petition Under Articre 226 of the constitution of rndia praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High court may be
pleased to issue an appropriate writ, order or Direction pa(icurarry one in the
nature of Certiorari calling for the records pertaining to proceeding
No.1053/TPS/c12twzGHMcl2014- r5 dated 1r-o}-201s of the 1st respondent
herein and quash the same being iltegar arbitrary, unreasonabre and viorative of
Articles 14, 21 and 300-4 of the constitution of lndia and also provisions of GHMC
Act.

l.A. NO:1 OF 201s(WPM P. NO: 43450 OF 2015)

Petition under section 151 cpc praying that in the cirtumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High court may be pleased to issue
a direction to the 1st and 2nd respondents herein to grant the permission for
construction of a House in plot No.386 of the HUDA sanctioned lay-out bearing
No.7048/MP2IHUDA/90 admeasuring 197 Sq yrds, in Sy No.100 of Miyapur
village, Serilingamparly Mandar, GHMC circre XIl, RR Dist pending disposar of the
writ petition.
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Counsel for the Petitioner : SRI M.M.ALI

Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 2 : SRI G'MADHUSUDHAN REODY (SC

ion cHrrrc sERtLtticAMPALLY AND sEcUNDERABAD zoNES AND HEAD

oFFlcE CASES)

Counsel for the lmplead Respondent No'3 : SRI V'NARASIMHA GOUD' SC FOR

HMDA

Counsel for the lmplead Respondent No'4 : G'P FOR REVENUE

w.P .NO: 33788 OF 2015

Between:

AND

Modugu Shyamala Rao, S/ o M. Sundaram, Na 47 years, Occ Pvt Service' R/o Plot

iii". ii rr6t No. 204, r-armir.irvan Apts, Bhag'yanagar colony' opp KPHB'

Serilingampally Mandal, R,R District -72.

.....PETITIONER

1. The Dv Commissioner, Circle Xll Greater Hyderabad Municipal. corporation,

Serilinga.npally, HYderabad.

2. The Commissioner and Special Officer, Greater Hyderabad Municipal

Corporation, Tank Bund, HYderabad.

3. Hvderabad Mekopolitan Development Authority, Swarna Jayanti Complex' S

R-Nagar, Hyderabad 500038

4. Dv Collector and Tahsildar, Sherilingampally Mandal, Madinaguda, Miyapur'

Sherilingampally, Hyderabad 500 019.

RR3 and 4 are impleaded as per Court Order dated 29-10'2025 in l A'

No. 1/2025

.....RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the constitution of lndia praying that in the

circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High court may be

pleased to issue an appropriate Writ, Order or Direction pa(icularly one in the

nature of certiorari calling, for the records pertaining to the proceedings No.

902/TPS/ C12l WZt GHMC/ 2014-15 dated 17-08-2015 of the 1st respondent

herein and quash the same being illegal, arbitrary, unreasonable and violative of

Articles..14, 21 and 300-A of the Constitution of lndia and also provisions of GHMC

Act.
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10F 2015 MP. NO: 43555 0F 20151

W.P.NO: 33790 oF 2015

Between

AND

Counsel for the Respondent-Nos.1 & 2 : SRI G.MADHUSUDHAN REDDY (SC
19! GIIMC SERILINGAMPALLY AND SCCtJr.rriEirEb'iD ZONES AND HEADoFF|CE CASES)

8flffi", 
for the lmplead Respondent No.3 : SRt V.NARASTMHA GOUD, Sc FoR

Counsel for the lmplead Respondent No.4 : G.p FOR REVENUE

I.ANO:

petition under section'r51 cpc praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit fired in support of the petition, the High court may be preased to issue
a direction to the -'st and 2nd respondents herein to grant the permission for
construction of a House in plot No. 365 of the HUDA sanctioned lay_out bearing
No. 7048/ MP2IHUDN 90 admeasuring 267 Sq yrds in Sy No. 100 of Miyapur
Village, Serilingampally Mandal, GHMC Circle Xll, R R Dist pending disposat of
the writ petition

Counsel for the petitioner : SRI M.M.ALI

Smt. M. Laxmi, Wo M. pochaiah, Occ housewife, R/o H.No 14_Sg,t4l,lndira Nagar,New Bakaram, Hyderabad -4g.

..PETITIONER

1' The Dy' commissioner. circre X, Greater, Hyderabad Municipar corporation,Serilingampally, Hyderabad.

2. The Commissioner and Soecial Officer,, Greater Hyderabad MunicipalCorporation, Tank Bund, HVO"rcOaU.- " 
vrvYavr I,uvr(

3. Hyderabad Metrooolilan Development Authority, Swarna Jayanti Complex,SR Nagar, Hyderibad so6g3S. ' 
' -' " ' re! rvi i\' ' vvvqr I x

4. Dy Collector and Tahsildar, Sherilinglrmpally Mandal,, Madinaguda, Miyapur,Sherilingampally, Hyderabad SOO Oi9. ' '

-RR3 
and 4 are impteaded as per C.O.dt.2g.1O.2O2S in IA No.1/2025.

.....RESPONDENTS

:
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PetitionUnderArticle226oftheConstitutionoflndiaprayingthatinthe

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

pleased to issue an appropriate Writ' Order or Direction particularly one A/- in the

nature of Certiorari calling for the records pertaining to the proceedings No'

938/TPS/C12/}V ZtGHMCt2Ol4-15 dated 17 -O8-2O15 of the '1st respondent herein

and quash the same being illegal' arbitrary' unreasonable and violative of Articles

14,21 and300-A of the Constitution of lndia and also provisions of GHMC Act'

A.NO 2015 MP. NO: 435570F2015)
:1 OF

Petition Under Section 1 51 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit filed in suPPort of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to issue

a direction to the 1st and 2nd respondents herein to grant the permission for

construction of a house in Plo t No. 174 of the HUDA sanctioned layout bearing No

7048/MP2/HUDtu9O admeasuring 240 sq yds' in Sy No. 100 of MiYaPur Village'

Serilingampally Mandal' GHMC Circle Xll' RR D istrict, pending disposal of the writ

petition.

Counsel for the Petitioner : SRI M'M'ALI

counsel for the Respondent Nos"l & 2 : SRI G.{49!YPUDHAN REOOY (SC

FoR GHMC SERILINGAMPAiLYiiHi SCCUT.TOERABAD ZONES AND HEAD

oFFlcE CASES)

Counsel for the lmplead Respondent No'3 : SRI V'NARASIMHA GOUD' SC FOR

HMDA

Counsel for the lmplead Respondent No'4 : G'P FOR REVENUE

W.PN O: 337960 F 2015

Between:

Smt. G.Bhagyamma, W/o Gunti An;aneyoulu A'la 36 Y!aq, O"" Housewife R/o H'No

;lrl5; "#i;;i Nlrs,', opp':Pil N;s;r' Mivapur'-serilinsampallv Mandal Ransa

ReddY District -49
...PETITIONER

The Dy. Commissioner, Circle Xll Greater, Hyderabad Municipal Corporation,
'serilingamPallY, HYderabad.
ir,. CJrnil"siijnei and Special Officer, Greater, Hyderabad Municipal

Corporation, Tank Bund, HYderabad.

AND

1

2

I

.....RESPONDENTS
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Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in thecircumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Cou,* may bepleased to issue an appropriate writ, order or Direction particularly one in thenature of writ of certiorari ca,ing for the records pertaining to the proceedings No.937r rpsrcl2r wztcHMct 2014-15 dared 17-08-2015 0f the 15t respondent
herein and quash the same being illegal, arbitrary, unreasonable and violative ofA,,icres 14' 21 and 300-4 of the constitution of rndia and arso provisions of GHMC
Act.

Petition Under section 151 cpc praying that in the circumstances stated inthe affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High court may be pleased to issuea direction to the lst and 2nd respondents herein to grant the permission forconstruction of a House in plot No. .l 1g of the HUDA sanctioned lay-out bearingNo. 7O4\tMp2lHUDAl 90 admeasuring 267 Sq yrds, in Sy No. 100 of Miyapur
Village, Serilingampally Mandal, GHMC Circle Xll, R R Dist pending disposal ofthe writ petition.

l.A.NO :1 OF 2015tWPMP. NO:43564 0F 2015t

W.P.NO: 3381 7 0F 201s

Counsel for the petitioner : SRI M.M.ALI

Counsel for the Respondenll: 
.!Et G.MADHUSUDHAN REDDY (SC FOR GHMCSERILINGAMPALLYAND SECUr,rOEiEiE;'O-N;Sfi D HEAD OFFICEcAsES)

Between:

Mil[xf 
.}[ffi.#l#ft f ffi,ii:e],9;,1?,{'ii,ff:,=,HJirR,,fl"?#il,[

AND .....PET|T|oNER

The Dy. Commissioner. Circle Xll Greater, Hyderabad Municipal Corporation,Serilingampally, Hyderabad.
The Commissionei and Soecial Officer, Greater, Hyderabad MunicipalCorporation, Tank Bund, Ayderabad.

...RESPONDENTS

1

2
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Petition Under Article 226 of the Constitution of lndia praying that in the

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

pleased to issue an appropriate Writ' Order or Direction particularly one in the

natureofwritofCertioraricallingfortherecordspertainingtotheproceedingsNo'

1055/TPS/C12/vV ZlGHMClZOl4-15 dated 17 -O8-2O15 of the 1st respondent herein

and quash the same being illegal, arbitrary' unreasonable and violative of Articles

14,21 aod 300-A of the constitution of lndia and also provisions of GHMC Act'

l.A.NO:1 oF 2015 (WPMP.NO: 43584 OF2015)

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 issue

a direction to the 1st and 2nd respondents herein to grant the permission for

construction of a House in plot No 448 & 44g of the HUDA sanctioned lay-out

bearing No. 7048/ MP2/HUDA'/ 90 admeasuring 478 Sq Yrds' in Sy No 100 of

Miyapur Village, Serilingampally Mandal, GHMC Circle Xll' R R Dist pending

disposal of the writ Petition

Counsel for the Petitioner : SRI M'M'ALI

Counsel for the Respondents : Counsel for the Respondents : SRI

e.uabiusuonAN iEDDY (sc FoR GHMc SERILINGAMPALLY AND

sicuNoeRAeAD zoNES AND HEAD oFFlcE cASES)

The Court made the following COMMON ORDER

I
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IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA AT
HYDERABAD

HON'BLE SRI IUSTICE SUDDALA CHALAPATHI RAO

WRIT PETITION NOs.33699 33s86 33687 33709 33788
33796 & 33817 0F 2015

DATE:31.03.2026

33790

Petitioner
and

Between:

G.Narayana, s/o. Anjaiah,
R/o. MIC 53, APHB Cotony,
Ealaji Nagar, Kukatpally, Fiydcra bad

The Deputy Commissioner, Circle_Xll,
Creatcr Hy dcrabad Municipal Corporation.
Serilingarn pally, HyrieraLrad .rnd thrce otlrers

Respondents

COMMON ORDER:

Heard Mr. M.M-Vali, Iearned counsel for petitioners in all writ

petitions, Mr. V.Sidclardh Goud, learned counsel representing Mr.

V.Narasimha Goud, learned Standing Counsel for HMDA and Mr.

G.Madhu Sudhan Reclcly, learned Standing Counsel for GHMC.

2. All these writ petitions are though filed by the different

petitioners, however, the subject matter of the propertli in all the writ

petitiols is one and the same, and the factual matrix and the

principle contentions made by the petiiioners are same and their

permissions for construction of building were rejected by the

./

W.P.No.33699 of 2015:
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responclents Nos'1 to 3' thus' all the writ petitions are heard together

and the issue is decided by this common order'

3. The w.P.No'3 3699 0f2015 is taken as the lead writ petition and

the order in this writ petition will also cover ali the other writ

petitions, as such' the averments and contentions raised by the

petitioner in the lead writ petition is taken for deciding the batch of

writ petitions.

4. The present petrtion is filed questior-ring the impugned

proceedings issued by the respondent Nos'1 to 3 herein' wherein the

building permissions were rejected by proceedings No 939/TPS/

812/WZ/GHMC/20t4-15 dated 77'08'2015 (1't respondent) and to

quash the same as illegal,, arbitrary' unreasorlable' and violative of

Articles 1,4, 21' and 300-,{ of the Constitution of India' and also

violative of provisions of the Greater Hyderabacl Municipal

Corporation Act 1955 (for short''Act' 1955')'

5. The brief facts of the case are that' the petitioner is the absolute

owner and possessor of open plot No'236 issued by the then HUDA

o ide s;anctionlayout bearin g N o'5 424 / MP2 / HU D A / 91' admeasuring

267 sqtrate yards in Sy.No.100 of Miyapur village, Serilingampally

Mandal, Ranga Reddy District, having purchased the same ttide
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registered sale deed bearing document No.9365 /.1992, registered in

the Office of Joint Sub-Registrar-I, Ranga Reddy District, and

likewise, the other respective writ petitioners have alleged to have

purchased the respective plot numbers in the very same layout

sanctioned by the then HUDA. It is stated by the petitioner that the

said localify is well developed, which is popularly known as

'Prashanth Nagar Colony' and many houses were built with the due

sanction accorded by the respondent Nos.1 to 3 herein, consisting of

about 750 plots. Further, it is stated that the HUDA has sanctioned

the said layout in the said Sy.No.100 at Miyapur village,

Serilingampally Mandal, Ranga Reddy District, and during the

period from 1990 to 1995 at about 150 houses alleged to have been

constructed by various persons by obtaining loans from the Banks,

LIC and other financial institutions. It is arso stated that assessment

of the houses is also done by the CHMC in the said cases.

6. It is stated that the petitioner so as to construct a house has

prepared a plan through licensed Engineer and planner for stilt plus

two flqors consisting of total floor area of 1455 square feet over the

plot admeasuring 267 square yards as per the building rules and

regulations and accordingly, the Dcmand Draft bearing No.3g2699,

F*.-.

2026:TSHC:16492



4

dated 09.05.2014 drawn on State Bank of Hyderabad' IDPL'

Kukatpally Branch was obtained towards the building Permission fee

and submitted the same before the 1't respondent along with the

application and necessary documents, however' the respondents

have refused to accePt the application and directed the petitioner to

go to the Office of Torrun Planning Section' Subsequently as the Office

ofTownPlanningSectionalsodid.notentertainhisapplication,the

petitioner alleged to have sent the application to the 1't respondent

oide rcgistered post with acknowledgement due on 20'06'201'4' which

wasdeliveredtothel'trespondenton21.06.20l.4.Thereafter,the

petitionerallegedtolravemadepersonalvisitstotheofficeofthel't

respondent on numerous occasions, and as the said application was

not considered, the petitioner had filed W'P No 23487 of 2014' which

was disposed of by this Court on 27.08.2014 along with batch of writ

petihons, directing the 1"t respondent to consider the application of

the petitioner for grant of building permission within a period of two

weeks from the date of recerpt of the copy of the said order in

accordance with law. Further, even after the directions of this Court,

the 1'r respondent has not considered the said applicatiory

consequent upon which, a contempt case in C.C.No.1661 of 2015 was

filed by the petitioner on 26.0g.2015. a,d at that juncture, rhe 1st,

\
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respondent has passed the impugned proceedings dated 17.0g.2015

by refusing to grant building permission to the petitioner (likewise in

other cases), and dispatched the same to the petitioner, which was

received on 01.09.2015, and the said orders along with respective

orders pertaining to the other peiitioners are challenged in these

instant batch of writ petitions.

7. The short grievance of the petitioner is tha! the proceedings

dated 17.08.2015, wherein the building permission was refused

stating that the Deputy Collecror & Tahsildar, Serilingampally

Mandal has informed oide retter No.B/60/2013-20, dated 17.04.2013

to the 1"t respondent stating the land in Sy.Nos.100 and 101 of

Miyapur village belongs to the Government and that the sl-p is filed

by the Government before the Hon'ble supreme Court. Further, it is

contended by the counsel for the petitioner that pursuant to the said

Ietter issued by the 4m respondent, the building application was

rejected by the 1"t respondent. The learned counsel for the petitioner

contended that the findings of the special Court in LGC Nos.131 of

1995 and' 136 of 1995 though chalrenged betbre the Hon,ble supreme

Court and, though status quo is granted, the same cannot be applied

to the case of petitioners as they have considered for other persons

and many houses are built.

/
,/

)
1

I

I

i

I

\.
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8. It is also stated by the petitioner that the [and in Sy.No.100 of

Miyapur village is per-rding before the Hon'ble Supreme Court and

the total survey number consists of 277 acres of [and, but onli' 100

acres of land was in dispute before the Lat'rd Grabbing Court in LGC

Nos.131 and 136 of 1995, but the 4th respondent issued a letter as if

claiming the total Ac.277 in Sy.No.100. However, the then HUDA has

granted layout by proceedings No.5424/MP2 /HUDA/91 1n

Prashanth Nagar Colony, admeasuring only 30 acres, which is not

part of the scheduled property in the said LGC Nos.131 and 136 of

1995 and that the purchasers of the plots in Prashanth Nagar Colony

are neither parties to the LGC Nos.131 of 7995 and 136 of 1995 nor to

the W.P.No.2267 of 1.998 and batch. However, the Prashanth Nagar

Welfare Association (Registered No. 3a9/95) filed implead petition

before the Hon'ble Supreme Court in SLP No.17462 of 2003, which is

also pending as the LGCs are pending before the Hon'ble Supreme

Court

9. It is stated that the land where the litigation is pending before

the Hon'ble Supreme Court is only 100 acres, but, however, the total

Iand is 277 acres ancl rhe then HUDA has granted pe.rmission for the
Iayout in only 30 acres and that in-view of the land not being part in
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the dispute covered by the Land Grabbing Court or before the

Hon'ble Supreme Cour! the petitioners are entitled for grant of

building permission. It is also stated that in a similar occasions in

W.P.No.8691 of 2008 and W.p.No.229gZ of 2014, this Court directed

the respondents to consider the apprications for building permission

and in that view of the matter, the petitioner is entitled to be granted

building permission and contended that the impugned orders dated

17.08.2015 are not tenable and the said proceedings are only passed

at the behest of the 4th respondent. In that view of the matter, the

learned counsel for petitioner stated that the impugned proceedings

are bad in law and prayed to allor.r,the writ petition by directing the

respondent Nos.1 to 3 herein to consider the application of the

petifioner for conskuction of buiiding and sanction the same

permitting the petitioner to make constructions over the said

property.

10. Per contra, the learned counsel Mr. V.Siddardh Goud

representing learned Standing Counsel Mr. V.Narasimha Goud for

HMDA for the respondent No.3 would contend that a detailed

counter-affidavit has been filed, wherein it is stated that an extent of

Ac.236.05 guntas of land in Sy.No.100, and Ac.209.29 guntas of land
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in Sy.No.10t 
was taken over by way of duly conducting panchanama

dated 20.082003 
from the Revenue authorities for public Purpose

afld resottrce 
mobilization' and that a dispute is pending over the

said la1nd 
i1 Sy Nos'100 and 101 in SLP (C) No'14917 of 2003 and

batch cases are pending on the subject matter before the Hon ble

SrtprerneCourt' 
wherein the Hon'ble Supreme Court granted status

quLo otder ort 25'08'2003 and prior to the said order' the Revenue

agt,horifres 
have given possession to the respondent No'3 on

ZO.0g2003.Further' 

it is stated that though the answering respondent

was flot a Patty 
to the said SLP before the Hon'ble Supreme Court'

hofleter ' 
an implead application has been filed before the Hon'ble

refil* Corrtt' It is also stated that under the guise of approved

9ttP

byottt 
of HUDA' the unauthorized persons have constructed houses

on rnland 
more than the approved layout by encroaching upon the

,^..d grven 
16 the HMDA i'e'' 3'd respondent lt is also stated that the

ttrrolets
lave neither filed any registered sale deeds nor filed the

Pe

of the layoot alleged to be sanction by 3'd respondent (HUDA)

coPf

i^ the. ?tesefl1 
writ petitrons and in {act' as the claim is on the land in

- ,^. IOO and 107, the respondent No.4 addressed a letter to the 1't
sv'No''--

resporrdent 
not to Srant any building permissions as land belong to

t.'e Governtnent, 
whicll was allotied. to the 3.d respondent.
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11. The learned counsel Mr. V.Siddardh Goud, representing

Mr. V.Narasimha Goud, learned Standing Counsel for respondent

No.3, would contend that the impugned proceedings rejecting the

building permissions were rightly passed and the respective

petitioners have not substantiated their cases by filing proper

documents and contended that the writ petitions are devoid of merits

and are liable to be dismissed.

12. The respondent Nos.1 and 2 have filed counter_affidavit in the

same Iines as that of the respondent No.3 stating that the land in

Sy.No.100 is a Government porambok land and the Hon,ble Supreme

Court in its order dated 25.0g.2003 in S.L.p.No .17462 of2003 directed

the alleged owners and the respondents to maintain stafus quo. In

that view of the matter, the building permissions have been rejected

and no permissions can be granted in respect of the said plots in view

of the interim orders passed by the Hon,ble Supreme Court.

13. Evidently, the factual matrix mentioned in the counter_

affidavits filed by the respondent Nos.1 & 2, ar.td.3herein, the dispute

over the land in Sy.No.100 is pending adjudication before the

Hon'ble Supreme Court in SLp (C) No.14917 of 2003 & batch, and

Sy.No.100 which IS claimed by the Government. .Ihough 
the

i
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petitr

laYout P

pending

oners contend that the then HUDA authorities have

ermission bearing No'5424/ MP2/HUDA/91' however'

granted

it is

f the

stated that the extent is only 30 acres' it is categorical assertton o

resPonden t Nos.1 to 3 herein that under the guise of said Iayout the

parties including the

P
admittedlY the disPute ts

land belonging to the Government

me Court and the Hon ble

before the Hon'bie SuPre

SuPreme Court passed interim orders to maintain status quo' and

evidentlY' even in any of the writ petitions' the petitioners have

deeds

executed in their

aleged encroachers along with the respecttve

etitioners have created bogus documents and encroached uPon the

neither filed the copy of the layout nor filed the registered sale

favourevidencingthe\rprimafncielltleoverthe

resPective Plots

14. In that view of the matter'' the petitioners excePt asserting that

they are the owners of the property have neither filed the registered

sale deeds long with copy of layout to show that they are the bona fde

purchasers of the respective plots and more so' when the SLP is

pending on the very same subiect land before the Hon ble Supreme

court and subsisting interim orders of 'status quo'as on 25'082003

and in that view of the matter, the impugned proceedings passed by

2026:TSHC:16492
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the 1st respondent rejecting the building permissions to the

petitioners appears to be coherent

15. Thus, the writ petitioners in all the writ petitions have

miserably failed to substantiate their cases to set aside the respective

impugned orders and for grant of building permissions. [n that view

of the matter, all the writ petitions are devoid of merits and are liable

to be dismissed.

76. In view of the above findings, all the Writ lretitions fail and

accordingly, dismissed.

17. There shall be no order as to costs. As a sequel thereto all

miscellaneous aoplications !f aryz_ gtgnd c_lose5(

, Sd/-IU.NAGAMANI
ASSISTANT REGISTRAR6//TRUE COPY//

SECTION OFFICER
To

SA/PMK
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Hyderabad. (OUT)

2. One CC to SRI M.M.AL|, Advocate [OPUC]
3. One CC to SRI G.MADHUSUDHAN REDDY (SC FOR GHMC

SERILINGAMPALLY AND SECUNDERABAD ZONES AND HEAD OFFICE
CASES), Advocate [OPUC]

4. One CC to SRI V.NARASIMHA GOUD, SC FOR HMDA, Advocate (OPUC)
5. Two CD Copies
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