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IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

(Ori ginal Jurisdiction)

FRIDAY. THE TWENTY NINTH DAY OF MAY
TWO'IHOUSAND AND TWENTY SIX

:PRESENT:
THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE NAGESH BHEEMAPAKA

I.A. NO. 1 0F 2026
IN

CONTEMPT CASE NOS: 2395,2396 &2397 OF 2026

I.A. NO. 1 OF 2026 IN CONTE MPT CASE NO.2395 OF 2026:
Between:
N.V.N. Constructions Pvt. Ltd.. a company incorporated under the provisions of the Companies
Act, 1956, represented by its Director K. Naveen Kumar, having its registered office at l't
Floor, beside MRO Offlce. Manovikasnagar. Hasmathpet Road, Secunderabad.

..Applicant
(Petitioner in CC. No. 2395 of 2026

On the file of the High Court)
AND

l. D.S. Lokesh Kumar, I.A.S.. Occupation: Principal Secretary, Revenue Department.
Telangana State. Secretariat, Hyderabad.

2. Mikkilineni Manu Choudary. lAS. Occupation: District Collector, Medchal-Malkajgiri
District.

3. Swamy, Occupation: Tahsildar, Kukatpally Mandal, Medchal-Malkaigiri District.

Respondent
(Respondent in-do-)

WHEREAS the Applicant has presented the above Application under Section 151 of CPC.
through Sri Zeeshan Adnan Mahmood, petition under Section 151 of C.P.C. read with Rule 27
of the Contempt of Court Rules, 1980, praying that in the circumstances stated in thp affidavit
filed in ,rppo.t of the petition. it. High Courl may be pleased to di..., the
Respondents/Contemnors, jointly and severally, to forthwith restore the Subject Land to tl"re

state and condition existing immediately prior to 25.05.2026,by undoing each and eveq/ act of
demolition, dispossession, destruction and illegal occupation perpetrated in brazen violation of
this Hon'ble Court's Order, including by reinstating the blue sheet compound fencing along the
entire perimeter, reconstructing the tin-sheet security rooms and entry gate, restoring all
electricity service lines. lighting infrastructure and allied electrical installations, removing all
illegal fencing, signage/boards erected by HYDRAA or revenue authorities, withdrawing all
HYDRAA personnel. revenue ofllcials or any other person claiming through them from the

Sub.ject Land, ensuring the safety of all machinery. equipment and materials of the Petitioner
rernaining thereon" and restoring to the Petitioner peaceful possession and unhindered access to
the Subject Land so as to enable resumption of lawful construction activity, forthwith and in no
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event later than24 (twcrrty four) hours and upon failure to comply wi.hin the stipulated period.

the I'etitioner be grant,:d liberty to undertake restoration works, with all costs. charges and

expenses incurred ths1,.:in being quantified and recovered fI'om the lespondents/Contelltnors
personally and/or fror, the departments/agencies represented by them and further direct the

I{espondents/Conternnors and all persons acting under their authority to forthwith cease aud

desist fiom causing au' furlher interference with the Petitioner's post;ession and enjoyment of
the Sub.iect Land, pend rg disposal of CC No.2395 of 2026, on the fil,: of the High Courl.

I.A. NO. I OF 2026 IN; CON'TEMPT CASE NO.2396 OF 2026:
Befween:
N.V.N. Construclions I vt. Ltd.. a company incorporated under the provisions of the Companies
Ac1. 1956" representecl hy its Director K. Naveen Kumar. having its registered office at l't
I"-loor, beside MRO Ofl ce. Manovikasnagar, Hasmathpet Road. Secunderabad.

..Applicant
(Petitioner in CC. No. 2396 of 2026

On the llle of the High Courl)
AND

l. Jayesh Ranjan. IAS, Occupation: Principal Secretary, Munrcipal Administration &
Urban Developnrent Depaftment, State of Telangana, SecretariiLt, Hyderabad

2. AV Ranganath. IPS. Occupation: Commissioner, Hyderabad Disaster Response and

Assets Protectio''r Agency (HYDRAA), 6th and 7th Floor, Buddha Bhavan. Lower Tank
Bund. Hyderaba,[-500003.

Respondents
(Respondents in-do-)

WHEREAS the Apllicant has presented the above Application unCer Section 151 of CPC.
thror-rgh Sri Zeeshan Adnzrn Mahmood. petition under Section 151 of ('.P.C.. read with Section
27 of the Contempt ol C--ourt Rules. 1980. praying that in the circ:mstances stated in the
affidavit llled in suppr rt of the petition, the High Court rnay be pleased to Direct the
Respondents/Contemnor ;. jointly and severally" to forlhwith restore .he Subject Land to the
state and condition existing imrnediately prior to 25.05.2026,by undoi,rg each and every act of
dernolition. dispossessior. destruction and illegal occupation perpetratod in brazen violation of
this Hon"ble Court's Onier, including by reinstating the blue sheet compound fencing along the
entire perinreter, recon:;tructing the tin-sheet security rooms and entry gate, restoring all
electricity' service lines. lighting infrastructure and allied electrical inr;tallations, removing all
illegal f-encing, signagetboards erected by HYDRAA or revenue authorities. rvithdrawing all
IJYDRAA personnel, rc /enue officials or any other person claiming through thern from the
Subject [,and. ensuring ' he saft:ty of all machinery, equipment and mirterials of the Petitioner
ren-raining thereon, and r,.rstoring to the Petitioner peaceful possession and unhindered access to
the Subject Land so as tc enablo resumption of lawful construction acti.zity, forthwith and in no
event later than 24 (twenry four) hours and upon failure to comply within the stipulated period"
the Petitiotrer be granteri liberty to underlake restoration works, witt all costs, charges ancl
expenses incumed therern being quantified and recovered from the R:spondents/Conternnors
personally and/or frorn he departments/agencies represented by then r and further direct the
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Respondents/Contemnors and all persons acting under their authority to forthwith cease and
desist fiom causing any further interference with the Petitioner's possession and enjoyment of
tlre Subiect Land. pending disposal of CC No.2396 of 2026, on the file of the High Cour1.

r.A. NO. I OF 2026 rN CO CASE NO. 2397 0F 2026:
Between:
N.V.N. Constructions Pvt. Ltd., a company incorporated under the provisions of the Companies
,,\ct. 1956. represented by its Director K. Naveen Kumar, having its registered office at 1'1

F'loor. beside MRO Office, Manovikasnagar, Hasmathpet Road, Secunderabad.

..Applicant
(Petitioner in CC. No. 2397 of 2026

On the file of the High Court)
AND

l. D.S. Lokesh Kumar, I.A.S., Occupation: Principal Secretary, Revenue Department.
Telangana State.

2. C. Narayan Reddy, Occupation: District Collector. Ranga Reddy District, Telangana
State.

3. Mahipal Reddy. Occupation: Tahsildar/MRo, Serilingampally Mandal, Ranga Reddy
District.

Respondents
(Respondents in-do-)

WHEREAS the Applicant has presented the above Application under Section 151 of
C.P.C'.. read with Section 27 of the Conternpt of Court Rules. 1980, through its Counsel Sri
Zeeshan Adnan Mahmood, praying that in the circumstances stated in the affidavit filed in
support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to Direct the Respondents/Contemnors.

.loirrtly and severally, to fbrthwith restore the Subject Land to the state and condition existing
immediately prior to 25.05.2026,by undoing each and every act of demolition, dispossession.
destruction and illegal occupation perpetrated in brazen violation of this Hon'ble Court's
Order, including by reinstating the blue sheet compound fencing along the entire perimeter,
reconstructing the tin-sheet security rooms and entry gate, restoring all electricity service lines.
lighting infrastructure and allied electrical installations, removing all illegal fencing.
signage/boards erected by HYDRAA or revenue authorities, withdrawing all HYDRAA
personnel. revenue officials or any other person claiming through them from the Subject Land.
ensuring the safety of all machinery, equipment and materials of the Petitioner rernaining
thereon, and restoring to the Petitioner peaceful possession and unhindered access to the
Subject Land so as to enable resurnption of lawful construction activity, forthwith and in no

event later than 24 (twenty four) hours and upon failure to comply within the stipulated period.
the Petitiolter be granted liberty to undertake restoration works, with all costs, charges and

expenses incurred therein being quantified and recovered from the Respondents/Contemnors
personally and/or fiom the departrnents/agencies represented by them and further lirect the

Respondents/Contemnors and all persons acting under their authority to forthwith cease and

desist from causing any further interference with the Petitioner's possession and enjoyment of
the Subject Land, pending disposal of CC No. 2397 of 2026. on the file of the High Court.



3}fGllf, Counsel for the Apph,cants
(in all the applicationq)
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SRI P.VENtIGOPAL, Senior Counsel representing
SRI ZEESHAN ADNAN M {TIMOOD

Counsel fbr Respond,rnts
(in all the application,r)

SRI S.RAHtIL REDDY, Special (iovt. Pleader

WHEREAS th,: said r\pplications coming on for hearing, ancL whereas the High Court"
Lrpon perusing the affilavits filed therein, made the following;
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE F.OR THE STATE OF
TELANGANA

HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE NAGESH BHEEMAPAI{A

I.A.No. I of 2o26
IN

CONTEMIYI CASE Nos. 2396 AND 2397 0F 20.26

COMMON ORDER:

These contempt cases have been filed by Petitioner,

in respect of i) the order dated 03.09.2024 in I.A. No. I of 2024

in W.P. No. 24204 of 2024, lil the Order dated 22.02.2022 in

W.P. No. 30773 of 2021 and iii) the order dated 28.05.2025 in

W.P. No. 22143 of 2024, stating that respondents therein have

violated the orders wilfully. Ail three orders relate to one and the

same land in Sy.Nos.1003, 1004, 1005 & 1006 totally

admeasuring Acs.l3-17 Gts., situated at Kukatpally Village,

Mandal, Medchal-Malkajigiri District (hereafter referred as

'subject land') and the contempt alleged in each of the three

cases arises out of one and the same incident, namely

demolition and dispossession carried out by respondents I

contemnors commencing on 25.05.2026 and 26.O5.2O26. As,

the subject land, the offending acts and reliefs are common to

all three cases, and as facts arising therein are identical, this

Court considers it just and convenient that these contempt

cases be taken up and heard together.
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2. The Interlocutory Applications in these three cases

have be"en preferred by petitioner to grant interim relief by

directing; the Respondents /Contemnors, joirrtly and severally,

to forthrr,rith restore the subject land to the state and condition

in whictr it existed immediately prior to 2i,.O5.2O26, and to

restrain Respondents /Contemnors from carrsing any further

interference with the Petitioner's possession and enjoyment of

the subjr:ct land, pending disposal of the conte mpt case.

3. By the Order dated 22.02.2022 rrr W.P. No. 30773

of 2021. this Court while allowing the Writ Per.ition, directed the

Respondent/Contemnors or anybody claimi,rg through them

from intr:rfering with the peaceful possession and enjoyment of

the Petitioner over the subject land and furth er confirmed that

Subject land of the Petitioner is falling in Kuke.tpally Village.

4. By Order dated 03.09.2024 in LA. No. I of 2024 in

W.P. No 24204 of 2024, this Court recordr:d the categorical

undertaking furnished on behalf of the HYITRAA that, in the

event of the authorities undertaking any action, such action

would be taken only by following the due process of law, and

this Cou rt further directed that the respondent-authorities shall

not take any precipitative action in respect of the subject land.
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5. By Order dated 28.05.2025 in W.P. No. 22143 of

2024, this Court held that the entire subject land, comprising

Survey Nos. 1O03 to 1006 of Kukatpally Village and Mandal,

Medchal-Malkajgiri District, stood exempted and regularised by

the Government itself under G.O.Ms. No. 469 dated 26.03.2008

Lrpon collection of a sum of Rs.9,27,49,9O31-, way back in 2008.

While holding that the said subject land cannot be claimed as a

water body, shikam or tank, this Court held that, in order to

balance the equities, the official respondents are not precluded

from taking appropriate steps to restore the water body said to

be situated in Survey No. 7 of Khanamet Village, if such a water

body ever existed. It was further held that, if the authorities are

unable to restore the water body in Survey No. 7 of Khanamet

Village for any reason, including (but not confined to) defective

survey records or issues of overlapping, the official respondents

may restore the water body in nearby Government land.

6. It is the case of the petitioner that subject land

stands regularised under G.O. Ms. No. 469 dated 26.03.2008 by

collecting Rs.9.27 crores and has been declared free of all

encumbrances; this Court in W.P. No. 30773 of 2021 by order

dated 22.02.2022 l;reld the purported overlapping survey to be

illegal and not binding and restrained interference with the

petitioner's possession; and W.P. No. 22143 of 2024 was

'1
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dismissed l-ry order dated 28.O5.2025 with costs, the plea that

the subject land is a water body, Shikam or Tank, both of which

orders have attained finality. It is further contented that the

Respondenl-/Contemnors not only filed a counter affidavit but

also conter'Lted that the subject land is a Patta Land and that

there is no water body, Shikam or Tank.

7. It is the further case of petitioner that,

notwithsta:rding the subsisting order dated 03.09.2024 and the

recorded ilndertaking, the Respondents /Conte mnors through

their staff and subordinates entered upon the subject land on

26.O5.2O2ti at about 3.50 PM without any prior notice and

proceeded to demolish the compound fencing, the security

rooms an C the entry gate, to damage the machinery and

equipmenl. stationed thereon, to disconnect the electricity

supply, to forcibly remove the petitioner's men, and to take over

possession of the subject land, and have erectt:d fencing and a

board upon the subject land asserting it to be llovernment land

protected by the HYDRAA. In proof of the said acts, the

petitioner has placed on record contemporane()us photographs

of the sulrject land. The petitioner contends that the HYDRAA

has furtht:r publicised the said acts in the me<lia, and that the

disobedience is wilful, deliberate and in direr:t breach of the

undertaking recorded by this Court.
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B. The petitioner has placed on record a series of

orders of this Court. A Division Bench of this Court in Contempt

Case No. 2060 of 2025 held the HYDRAA guilty of contempt for

wilful disobedience of the order dated t2.O6.2O25 and observed

that a contemnor cannot be permitted to enjoy the fruits of his

contumacious acts, directing restitution of the land in question.

A Coordinate Bench of this Court in W.P. Nos. 5409 and 5415 of

2026, when confronted with acts of substantially identical

content upon land protected by subsisting orders, was pleased

to hold that any act of fencing or fixing of boards must be

founded upon the direction of a jurisdictional Court or of this

Court; the HYDRAA cannot constitute itself as its own judge and

its own court, and accordingly directed the immediate removal

of the offending board, making it clear that for so long as the

offending structure subsisted the HYDRAA was liable to pay a

sum of Rs. 1,00,000/- per day until compliance.

9. It is contented that a Coordinate Bench of this

Court while dealing with the demolitions carried out at the FCI

Housing Society, Gachibowli, came down upon the very legality,

urgency and jurisdiction of the HYDRAA in entering private land

and effecting pre-dawn demolitions in defiance of judicial

directions, and restrained the HYDRAA from carrying out

demolitions in the city, noting the conspicuous absence of any
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Standard Opt:rating Procedure governing such ,lrives. It is

further contented that the said orders, illustrative and not

exhaustive, prima facie establish that the present is another

instance of the same course of conduct.

10. Heard Sri P. Venugopal, learned Senior Counsel

assisted by Sri Zeeshan Adnan Mahmood, Iearnerl counsel for

petitioner asi well as Sri Rahul Reddy, learned Special

Government Pleader who vehemently opposed the Applications.

1 1. I{aving perused the affidavit fiied in support of the

Applications. the photographs placed on record, and the Orders

in W.P. No. 30773 of 2021, W.P. No.24204 of 2r)24 and W.P.

No. 22143 o1'2024 referred to above, this Court is satisfied that

petitioner has made out a strong prima facie <:ase of wilful

disobedienct: of the order of this Court and of breach of the

undertaking recorded therein. The material on record prima

facie discloses that the respondents / contemnors entered upon

the subject land and carried out demolition, destruction and

dispossession in respect of land which is in the possession of

the petitioncr and which is protected by subsisting orders of

this Court, 'without issuance of a notice and without following

any due pro,cess of law and in the very teeth of the direction not

to take prercipitative action. The balance of convenience lies

wholly in fzrvour of the petitioner, and grave and irreparable
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injury would be occasioned if the consequences of the prima

facie breach are permitted to subsist and the contemnors are

permitted to consolidate their occupation during the pendency

of the contempt case.

12. The stand now taken by the respondents I

contemnors is contrary to their stand as recorded in the Order

and their own pleadings in W.P. No. 22143 of 2024, wherein the

official authorities themselves Iiled counter affidavits admitting

that there is no water body, Shikam or Tank on the subject

land. This Court in its order dated 28.05.2025, held that the

subject land stands regularised under G.O. Ms. No. 469 and is

not a water body, Shikam or Tank, and dismissed the writ

petition with exemplary costs. Having admitted on oath that the

subject land is not a water body, Shikam or Tank, the

respondents /contemnors cannot now take a contra4r stand to

justify the demolition and dispossession complained of more so

without following the principles of natural justice. This shift in

their stand strengthens the pima facie case of the petitioner.

13. It is necessary to record that the conduct

complained of is neither novel nor isolated, but is illustrative of

a settled and RECURRING MODUS OPERANDI ON THE PART

OF THE HYDRAA, NAMELY TO DEMOLISH FIRST, TO FENCE

AND TO FIX BOARDS NEXT, AND TO SEEK JUSTIFICATION
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THEREAF"II]R, TREATING THE ORDERS OF TF|IS COURT AS

AN INCONV'ENIENCE TO BE CIRCUMVENTED ITATHER THAN

AS A COMIvIAND TO BE OBEYED. This Court rec,ords its strong

disapproval of the brazenness that prima facie marks the

conduct of the HYDRAA. An instrumentality of ttre State, which

secured time from this Court on the strength of a solemn

undertakinq that it would act only by following tJre due process

of law, is priTnq facie shown to have done contra, by descending

upon the strbject land with a large force and herrvy machinery,

by carrying out demolition through the night rrnder cover of

darkness e!'en after copies of the subsisting orders of this Court

were comrrrunicated to it, and by thereafter parading the

demolition in the media as an accomplishment tc be celebrated.

Such condr-rct, if established, is not that of an authority acting

within the purview of law, but that of an Auth.ority that has

consciousll defied binding judicial orders, and to substitute its

own whims and fancies for the considered Orders of a

constitutional Court. Conduct of this nature stril<es at the very

root of the r-ule of law, lowers the authority and majesty of this

Court, and cannot be countenanced. The high-handed manner

in which the HYDRAA h'as prima facie treated tht: orders of this

court calls for the strongest disapprobation ar: d renders the

grant of intr-'rim restoration not merely justified but imperative,

so that the contemnors are not permitted to enjoy the fruits of

art',
,1,

,1,
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their contumacious acts during the pendency of the contempt

CASC.

14. This Court is vested with the power to grant interim

relief in a contempt proceeding so as to preserve the subject

matter, to undo the consequences of a prima facie breach, and

to prevent the contemnors from perpetuating or aggravating the

breach during the pendency of the case. A Division Bench of the

erstwhile High Court of Andhra Pradesh at Hyderabad in

Kanedena Veerqiah o. Narra Venkatesutarlu, (1985) 2 API^J

193, following the principle laid down by the Hon'ble Supreme

Court in Mohd. Idris a. Rustann Jehangir AIR 1984 SC 1826,

held that where there is a clear breach of an undertaking given

to the Court, the Court is justified in issuing appropriate

directions to close the breach in addition to deaiing with the

contempt. The said principle squarely applies to the facts of the

present case and clothes this Court with ample power to direct

restoration as an interim measure.

15. In the result, and for the reasons recorded above,

the respondents / contemnors, jointly and severally, are

directed to forthwith restore the subject land, namely the open

land admeasuring Acres. 13.17 Guntas in Sy. Nos. 1003 to

1006 situated at Kukatpally Viliage and Mandal (earlier

Balanagar Mandal), Medchal-Malkajgiri District (earlier Ranga

\
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Reddy Distri<:t), to the state and condition in which it existed

immediately prior to 25.05.2026, by undoing each and every act

of demolition, dispossession, destruction and illege[ occupation,

including by reinstating the compound fencing along the entire

perimeter, reconstructing the tin-sheet securitSr rooms and the

entry gate, restoring all electricity service lines, lighting

infrastructure and allied electrical installations, removing ail

fencing and signage or boards erected by the respondents I

contemnors or by the revenue authorities, withdrawing all

personnel of the HYDRAA, revenue officials and ail persons

claiming thr:ough them from the subject land, ensuring the

safety of r;"11 machinery, equipment and mal.erials of the

petitioner rcmaining thereon, and restoring to the petitioner

peaceful po:;session and unhindered access to th,: subject land,

forthwith arrd in any event not later than 24 (twenty four) hours

from the rr:ceipt of a copy of this order. Upon failure of the

respondents / contemnors to effect compliance within the

stipulated period, the petitioner is granted liberty to undertake

the said restoration works, and all costs, charger; and expenses

incurred therein shall be quantified and recor.ered from the

respondents / contemnors from their personal lunds. Further,

the respondents / contemnors, their officers, st:rvants, agents

and ail persons acting under their authority are :estrained from

causing interference with the petitioner's possession and
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enjoyment of the subject land in any manner, pending disposal

of these contempt cases.

16. The observations and findings recorded hereinabove

are confined to the passing of the present interim order and

shall not be construed as an expression of any final opinion on

the merits of the contempt case.

17. Post all the contempt cases along with writ Petition

No.242O4 of 2024 on 04.06.2026.

sd/- V.KAVTTHA
DEPUTY REGISTRAR

,TRUE COPY// /r'>
dpprcEn
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SECTION

1. D.S. Lokesh Kumar. I.A.S., Occupation: Principal Secretary, Revenue Deparlment-
Telangana State, Secretariat, Hyderabad.

2. Mikkilineni Manu Choudary, IAS. Occupation: District Collector, Medchal-Malkaigiri
District.

3. Swamy, Occupation: Tahsildar. Kukatpally Mandal. Medchal-Malkajgiri District.
4. Jayesh. Ranjan. IAS. Occupatiorr: Principal Secretary, Municipal Administration &

Urban Development Department. State of Telangana, Secretariat, Hyderabad
5. AV Ranganath, IPS, Occupation: Commissioner, Hyderabad Disaster Response and

Assets Protection Agency (HYDRAA), 6tr'and 7thFloor, Buddha Bhavan, Lower Tank
Bund. Hyderabad-500003.

6. C. Narayan Reddy. Occupation: District Collector. Ranga Reddy District, Telangana
State.

7. Mahipal Reddy, Occupation: Tahsildar/MRO, Serilingampally Mandal, Ranga Reddy
District. (Addressees I to 7 BY SPAD)

ti. Two CCs to Sri. Rahul Reddy, Spl. Gor.t. Pleader, High Court for the State of
Telangana, at Hyderabad (OUT)

9. One CC to Sri Zeeshan Adnan Mahmood, Advocate (OPUC)
10. One Spare Copy

\
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HIGH COURT

NBK J

DATE:29-05-2026

ORDER

I.A.NO.l OF 2026
IN
CONTEMPT CASE lrloS: 2,395,2396 & 239'7 OF 2026
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