
IIIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF'TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAI)

FRIDAY, THE TWENTY FIRST DAY OF JULY
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY THREE

I32oe I

Petitioner

WRIT PETITIOT{ NO; L4444 OF 2O2O

Betweer:

P.Ailaiah, S/o. Late Jangaiah

1. The State Of Telangana, Represented by its principal Secretary,
Department of Revenue Deparhnent Secretariat, Hyderabad.

2. The Inspector Genera,l of Stamps and registrations, Nampally, Mozam-
jahi-Market, Hyderabad.

3. The District Registrar, Ranga Reddy District.
4. The Oflice of Sub-Registrar, Champapet, Saroornagar Mandal, Ranga

Reddy District Rep. by its Sub-Registrar.

5. Hyderabad Metropolitan Development Authoriry, Rep. b}, its
Commissioner Hyderabad.

6. The Commissioner, Jalpaliy IiunicipaJity Ranga Reddy District.
7. The Collector, Ranga Reddy District.
8. The Mandal Revenue Officer, Balapur Ranga Reddy District.

9. V.Narsimha Reddy, S/o. Late Linga Reddy, Aged about 5i, Occ.
Business, R/o. H.No.3-2-870/3, VNR Complex, Station Road
Ifuchiguda, Hyderabad.

1O. Syed Mujeeb Uddin S/o Late Syed Habeeb Uddin, aged 65 years, Occ:
Business, R/o H.No.18-8-576, EdiBazar, Hyderabad, T.S.

11. Mohd. Mohiuddin S/o Mohd Jameel Uddin, aged 39 yrs, Occ:
Business, R/o H.No. 17l1ll82lMl8L, Darab Jung Colony,
Snathoush Nagar, Hyderabad, T.S.

12, Younus Khan S/o Ghouse Khan, aged 34 yrs, Occ: Business, R/o
H.No. l8-8-45 I /B /7 , Moin Bagh, Fateh Shah Nagar, Hyderabad, T.S.

13. Syed Habeeb S/o Syed Madhar, aged 6l yrs, Occ: Business, R/o
H.No.18-8-451 lB/7, N; Nagar, Kumarwadi, Edi Bazar, Hyderabad,
T.S.

/

:PRESET{T:
THE HOT{'BLE DR. JUSTICE CHILLAXUR SUMALATHA

AND



Petition under Article 226 of dne Constitution of India praying that in

the circumstarices stated in the allidavit filed thereu'ith, the High Court may

be pleased to issue writ of mandamus challenging the inaction of the official

respondents in not stopping the Respondent No.9 from the setling awav the

propert). on the name of "VNR Aerociq/ under the guise of draft layout

permit No.0O0O91lLO /PLGIHMDAI2O2O dated, 2510812020, is_ contrary to

the proceedings vide Lr.No.H4l 27961 2021 dated OSlO3l2O22 passed b1'

Respor.ldent No.7 and consequently stop all the registrations till t]:e entire

issue of tenancy over Sy.no.144 and 145 of Balapur village and Mandal.

Ranga Reddy district is finalized by the respective courts.

IA NO: 1 OF 2{J23

Petition under Section 151 CPC pray.ing that in the circumstances

statcd in the afl-rdavit filed in support of rhe petition, the High Court ma;- be

pleased to consider Petitioner representations dated O2.O5.2O23 and stoJ)

the process of registrations of t}re plots in "VNR Aerocity" in Sy.No.144 and

145 of Balapur village and Mandal, Ranga Reddy District under the grrise of
the draft layout Permit No.OoOo9l/Lo /pLG IHMDA/2a2j dared

25iOBl2O2O b1' the ollicial respondenrs, pending disposal of t]le rvrit

Pctit il r:

14. Nf /s AQ Square Relators Pvt. Ltd., Having its office at H.No.17-1-
30/3ltll8/t, Ramchandra Nagar, Edi Bazar, Hyderabad. Rep' by its
Authorised Representative Mohd. Azhar S/o Mohd. Ghouse, aged 36
yrs, R/o H.No. l8-8-225 /7136, Habeeb Nagar, Riyasat Nagar,
Saidabrrd, Hyderabad, T.S.

(Respondents l{o.1o to 14 are impleaded as Per C.O,dI'O4.O7.2Q23 irt
IA.l{os.ll & 4 ot 2023 rospectlvely}

Respotrdents

The Jretition coming on for hearing, upon perusing the petition and
the affida'it filerl in support thereof and the order of the High court daterl
13.06.2c)23 and 04.o7 -2o23 made herein and upon hearing the argumenrs
of lv'l/ s. lJ KAVITA YADAV, Advocate for the petitioner, Gp FOR STAMPS ANt)
REGISTR{TION, for the Respondent Nos.I to 4, T &, g, M/s. D MADHA\r],
SC lo:- rhe Respo;rdent No.S, Sri. JACANNATHA RAO, SC for the Responde;rr



No.6, Sri N Praveen Reddy, Advocate for the Respondent No.9 and Sri D
Ra4havendar Rao, Advocate for Respondent Nos.lo to 14 and the Court
made the following;

ORDER

Heard Ms.B.Kavita Yadav, learned counsel, who is appearlng for
the wrlt petitioner, Srl N.Praveen Reddy, learned counsel, who is
app€arirrg for respondent No.9 and Sri D.Raghavendar Rao, learoed
counsel, who is appearlog for respondeat Nos. 10 to 14.

When learned coucsel for the petitioner states that the interlm
ord6r granted eerlier is requlred to be extended till the pleadlngs are

coEpleted, learned Senlor Counsel appearlng for respondent No.9 and
learned Senior Counsel appearhg for respoudent Nos.1O to 14 subalts
that the petltioner has uo locl.ts standl to Iile the present writ petltion
and, therefore, iaterim order graEted earlier should not be extended.

On that, learned counsel for the petitioner submits that a wroag

reprGaetrtatloa was givetr to the authorities while getting Draft Layout
porElsstoa that rro Court cascs are peadiug and indeed Court cases

were peorling by the said date. Learned couusel also states that the

pedtioncr chi'ns share out of the total extent ofthe property, whl€h is

the subJect tlatter of the litlgatlou ard in case, the plots are sold, aot

only the petitioner but the publlc, who lnvest their money, would be

put to serlous hardship.

Keeplng aslde the rival coatentiolrs, the commoD submisslon

made la that basing on the same subject matter cases are pendlug.

Loarned courrs€l apPeerhg for respondent No.9 submits that in

cese, all the cases are comprehenslvely dealt with by the sarIe Bench,

the parties to the proceedings would be benefitted- Learned counsel

seoks to llst the presert matter along with the connected matters.

It ls reported that coucerning the same subject matter the

following cases are pendiog:

1. C.R.P.Ho.72 of 2OL9

2. C.R.P.No.624l of 2OL8



,

3. C.R.P.No.587 of 2Ol9

4. W.P.No.37857 of 2O18

5. C.R.P.No. L9l7 of 2OL9

6. W.P.N,c.39449 of 2022

7. W.P.N,:.46386 of 2022

8. W.P.Nrr,466O3 of 2022

9. W.P.No.46609 of 2022

1O.W.P'No.2254O of 2022

11.W.P.No.2 1 4Ol of 2o22

L2.W.P.N 0.227 9 5 of 2022

13.VI.P.No.25 466 of 2022

14.W.P.No.25O72 of 2022

15.W.P.IIo.25243 of 2022

16.W.P.fo.1006O of 2O2L

17.W.P.No. 1 14OS of 2O2L

18.W.A.I{o,1O9 of 2O2l

19.W.P.1{o,27 1 86 of 2O1 I
2O.SI.P.No.973 of 2O2O

21.W.P.IIo.37 857 of 2oL8

22.W.P.No,22665 of 2oO8

23.W.P.No.25293 of 2OO8

24.VI. P. No.21063 of 2O22

None of the contesting respondents or the petitioner raised

objection for such a proposal.

I[ the light of the nature of the litigation and as there is rcquest

from all the Advocates concerned seeklng the Court to take steps for
listing all the matters before the same Ceurt, the Registry is directed
to place the matter before the Hoa'ble The Chief Justice seeking
necessary instnrctions in this regard.

In the light of the urgency proJected, Registry to take steps
immediately.

I



Iqterlm order granted earller is extend.ed t l the next datc of
hearlug.

SD /-P. PADMANABTIA REDDY
ASSISTANT REGIS RAR

/ lrRuE coPYl /

SECTION OFFICER

To,

1. Syed Mujeeb Uddin S/o t ate Syed Habeeb Uddin, aged 65 years, Occ:
Business, R/o H.No.18-8-576, Edi Baza4 Hyderabad, T.S.

2. 'Mohd. Mohiuddin S/o Mohd Jamcel Uddin, aged 39 yrs, Occ: Business, R/o
H.No.l7 / L / B2lM/81, Darab Jung Colony, SnaGoush Nagar, Hyderabad,
T.S.

3. Younus Khan S/o Ghouse Khan, aged 34 yrs, Occ: Business, R/o H.No. 18-
8-45llBl7, Moin Bagh, Fateh Shah Nagar, Hyderabad, T.S.

4. Syed Habeeb S/o Syed Madhar, aged 6l yrs, Occ: Business, R/o H.No.l8-8-
451/B/7, Ali Nagar, Kumarwadi, Mi Bazat, Hyderabad, T.S.

5. M/s AQ Square Relators Rrt, Ltd., Having its o{Iice at H.No.l7-l-
3Ol3lBl$/L, Ramchandra Nagar, Edi Bazar, Hyderabad. Rep. by its
Authorised Representative Mohd. Aztrar S/o Mohd. Ghouse, aged 36 yrs,
R/o H.No.18-8-22517 /36, Habeeb Nagar, Rij-asat Nagar, Saidabad,
Hyderabad, T.S.

lFor 1 to 5 By R.PAD)

6. One CC to M/s. B KAVITA YADAV, Advocate IOPUCI

7. 1\ro CCs to GP FOR STAMPS AND REGISTRATION, High Court at
Hyderabad. [OUT]

8. One spare coplz

V



HIGH COURT

DT.CSL,J

DATED: 2L.O7.2023

ORDER

WP.No.14444 of 2023

EXTENSION OF INTERIM ORDER
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