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IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD
{(Special Original Jurisdiction)

THURSDAY, THE TWENTY THIRD DAY OF APRIL
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY SIX

PRESENT
THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE SUDDALA CHALAPATHI RAO

WRIT PETITION NO: 12559 OF 2012

Between:

1. Sri C Sampurnanad, S/o Late C Ramaswamy, Retired Employee R/o Plot
No.50, Subhodaya Colony, Pipeline Road, Kukatpally, Hyderabad.

2. 8ri D nagesh Kumar, S/o Late Shankaraiah, R/o H.No.14-3-86. Near Arya
Samaj. Goshamahal, Hyderabad.

..... PETITIONERS
AND

1. The State of Andhra Pradesh rep by Municipal Admn and Urban
Development Secretariat Buildings, Hyderabad.

2. The Commissioner, GHMC.. Tankbund Road, Hyderabad.
3. The Estate Officer, GHMC.. Tankbund Road, Hyderabad.

4. The Bagh Amberpet Welfare Society. Rep by its President H.No.6-2-
656/1537, G-8 Sadar apartments. Chintalbasti Road, Khairtabad, Hyderabad.

..... RESPONDENTS

Petition Under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be pleased
to issue any appropriate Writ order or directions more particufarly in the nature of
Wit of Mandamus declaring the action of the 2nd and 3rd respondents in rejecting
the claim of the petitioners for allotment of piots to the petitioners by the impugned
proceedings letter No.3537/EO/E1/GHMC/2011/174, dt. 26-7-2011, as illegal, unjust
discriminatory and in violation of Article 14 of the Constitution of India and inviolation

of principles of natural justice, Consequently direct the 2nd and 3rd respondents to
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alfot the plots to the petitioners under the 1974 HUDCO Housing Scheme at

Bathukammakunta. Bagn Amberpet. Hyderabad.
LLA.NO:1 OF 2012 (WPMP.NO:15733 OF 2012)

Petition Under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit filed in suppart of the petition. the High Court may be pleased to direct
the 2™ and 3rd respondents not to allot the plots to the 3rd party/s, under the 1974
HUDCO Housing Scheme at Bathukammakunta. Bagh Amberpet, Hyderabad,
pending disposal of the above writ petition.
Counsel for the Petitioners : SRl P.NAGENDRA REDDY, ADVOCATE FOR

SRi L.ANAND

Counsel for the Respondent No.1 : GP FOR MUNCIPAL ADMN AND URBAN
DEV

Counsel for the Respondent Nos.2 & 3 : SRI G.MADHUSUDHAN REDDY
Counsel for the Respondent No .4 : --

The Court made the following ORDER
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IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

THE HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE SUDDALA CHALAPATHI RAO

WRIT PETITION No.12559 of 2012

DATE: 23.04.2026

Between:

Sri C. Sampurnanand & another

...Petitioners
AND
The State of A.P,,
Rep., bv Municipal Administration &
Urban Development, Secretariat Buildings,
Hvderabad & others
...Respondents

ORDER:
This Writ Petition is filed under Article 226 of the

Constitution of India, seeking the following relief:-

Yolto issue qny o appropriate Welt order or directions more
particularly in the nawre of Writ of Mandanues declaring the
action of the 2 and 3 vespondents in rejecting the cluim of the
petitioners for alloment of plots 1o the petitioners hv the
impugned proceedings Letter No 3537, EQ0/E1/GHMC 20111 74,
dared 26.07.2011, us illegal, unjust diseriminatory and in
violation of Ariicle 14 of the Constitution of India and in violation
of principles of natural justice, consequently divect the 2 and 37
respondents to allor the plots 1o the petitionery ander the [974
HUDCO Housing Scheme ar Bathukammakunta, Bagh Amberpet.

Hvderabad und pass such other order or orders.. ™




2. Heard Mr. .. Anand, learned counsel for the petitioners
and Mr. G. Madhusudhan Reddy, learned Stending Counsel

for GHMC. for respondent Nos. 1 and 2. Perused the record.

3. Learncd counsel {or the petitioners would contend that
the application of the petitioners for allotment of land was
rejected vide impugned proccedings dated 26.07.2011 solely
on accoun: nof specific  objections  raised by the
Bathukammakunta. Bagh Amberpet. Hvderabad Welfare
Socierv, stating that the petitioners are not members of the

said Socicty,

4. Learned counscl for the petitioner would further
contend that similarly situated persons had earlier challenged
such rejection in Civii Appeal Nos.6986-6987 of 1994 and
batch. and that M/s. Thulasi Cooperative Society, Hyderabad
had approached the Honsle Supreme Court, wherein certan
cuidelines were fromed for equitable distribution of the

acquired land with the following directions:

sl The directions contained in the judgment of the High
Cotrt are set axside;

Wy The [und acquisition proceedings covered by the
Neztfication under Section (1) of the Acquisition Act
rssuzd o GO RLNCER dated 04.06.1975 in respect of
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5.

|o%)

Ac.18.03 guntas of land stand revived and shall be
completed as expeditiously as possible, preferably within
a period of three months from today;

(lll) The concerned authorities constituted under the
Acquisttion Act shall decide the compensation payable to
the land owner in accordance with the provisions of the

Act;

(IV) The Government shall nominate a Committee
comprising at least three Secretaries to the Government
Jor distributing the acquired land equitably among
deserving persons in order to carry out the purpose of
acquisition and to balance the equities between various
persons, whether they belong to one or the other soclety
or are not members of either society;

(V) M/ s. Thulasi Cooperative Housing Society is at liberty
to work out its rights as against the land owner n
appropriate proceedings;

(VI} Applications under Section 20 of the Ceiling Act, said
to be pending since 1976, shall be disposed of in
accordance with law as expeditiously as possible,
preferably within a period of three months from today.”

Placing reliance on the said judgment, learned counsel

would contend that, as per Guideline No.{IV), the Government

was directed to nominate a Committee comprising three

Secretaries to the Government for distributing the acquired

land equitably among eligible persons, so as to balance the

claims of various persons, irrespective of their membership in

one or the other society. It is, therefore, contended that the
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said principles would squarely apply to the case of the

present pettoners.

6. Per contra, learned Standing Counsel appearing for
respondent Nos.l and 2 would contend that the said case
pertains to M/s. Thulasi Cooperative Society and that the
issucs involved therein are distinct and not applicable to the

present case.

7. However, learned counsel for the petitioner would
reiterate that the principles laid down by the Hon'ble
Supreme Court would apply to the preseni case as well,
particularly when the rejection of the petitioners’ application
is solelv on the ground of non-membership in the said

Society,

3. Be thet as it mav. this Court is of the view that if the
petitioners arc otherwise eligible for consideration, their
applications ought not 1o be rejected solely on the ground of
non-membership. without examining their entitlement in the
light of the guidelines framed by the Hon'ble Supreme Court

1 the above referred case.
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9. In that view of the matter, the respondents are directed
to follow due process of law and reconsider the case of the
petitioners by affording them a reasonable opportunity to
submit appropriate documents along with a detailed
explanation. Thereafter, the respondents  shall pass
appropriate orders, in accordance with law, within a period of
twelve (12) weeks from the date of receipt of a copy of this

order.

10.  Accordingly, the Writ Petition is disposed of. There shall

be no order as to costs.

Miscellaneous petitions, if any are pending, shall stand

N

closed. $D/-C. DEEPIKA
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HIGH COURT
DATED: 23/04/2026

ORDER
WP.No.12559 of 2012 ﬁm
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DISPOSING OF THE W.P
WITHOUT COSTS.



