
IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

(Special Original Jurisdiction)

TUESDAY, THE TWENTY FOURTH DAY OF MARCH
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY SIX

PRESENT

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE B. VIJAYSEN REDDY

WRIT PETITION NO:21779 oF 2023

[ 3183 J

Occ

...PETITIONER

Between:

Kuthadhi Narsamma, W/o-.Lale Advaiah Aged about 7Z yearc,
Agriculture, R/o H.No. 3-79, Medipally Mandal, n'angaieOOy District

AND
1
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3

4
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The State of Telangana, Rep. by its principal Secretary, Revenue
(Assignment) Department, Secrbtariat, HyderabaO- 

--'
The District Collector, Medchal Malkajgiri'District, Malkajgiri, Hyderabad
The Revenue Divisionar officer, Keesara Division, IVredchar Markajgiri District
The Commissioner of police, Rachakonda
Hyderabad

Commissionerate, Gachibowli,

Hyderabad Metropolitan Development Authority, Rep
Hyderabad

by its Commissioner,

The Tahsildar, Medipally IVlandal, Medchal Malkajgiri District

...RESPONDENTS

Petition under Arlicre 226 of the constitution of rndia praying that in thecircumstances stated in the affidavit riteo ttrerewiih, the High corrt r""y l" prcrr"oto issue a writ, order or Direction particurarry one in it,," nature of writ of Mandamusdeclaring the action of the Respondents in not artotting 1000 sq.yards per acre ofdeveloped tand specificaily giving detairs of tlre exient or rand and piots ailotteJ tosurrender 3 Acres of land of petrtioner in sy. No. 62 of [vredipaiiv ur-oJ- rno
'1,919r]rs 

with the possession of the petitioner wrtrout handing or'". ,j"rerop"J ranoof '1000_sq yards per acre in.HMDA layout as per mero f.f o. zil,A""n.|fiyr,i,B_1 
,dt 08.05 2018 as illegal, without jurisdiction, violative ot Articles 14,21 and 3004 ofthe constitution of rndia and consequenfly direct the Respondents to alot 1o0osq yards of developed land per acre to the petitioner i.e., 3000 sq.yards specificalygiving details of extent and prots in HMDA deveroped land to surrender her 3 Acresof assigned rand as per Memo No. 7279IASSN tilsltzorcl , dt. 08.05.20.r8 issuedby the 1st Respondent



Petition under section. 15'r cpc praying that in the circums.ances stated in theaffidavit fited in support of the petition, t 
" Hlgh e"r; may be p eased to direct theRespondents not to interfere with 

-the 
p"r.""frt po..".. in an(r enjoyment of thePetitioner to an extent of 3 Acres of rand in sv r.rJil 

"r 
Medipa ry Virage, tVredcharMalkajgiri District tiil issuance of ailotment r"tt6r arrottrg 3000 sq.yards of deveropedland giving specific detairs of-extent ano prois in nnaDn deverop:o rand in terms ofMemo No 7279IASSN.r(3)/2018-1 , Ot Oe os zora i..i"o oy the 1st Respondent.

l.A. NO:1 oF 2023

l.A. NO:2 oF 2023

Between:

Hyderabad Metropolitan Development Authority, Rep
Hyderabad

by its Commissioner,

...Petitioner/Respondent No.S

AND

1 Kuthadhi Narsamma, W/o..La1e Advaiah, Aged about 77 years, Occ:Agriculture, R/o H.No 3-79. Medipaily fr4rnOif , n"anla Reddy District

...1 st RespondenUpetitioner

The State oJ Telangan4 Rep by its principal Secretary Revenue(Assignment) Department Secretariat HyOeraOaJ- 
--

The District Collector, Medchal Malkalgiri District, Malkalgiri. Hyderabad
The Revenue Divrsionar officer. Keesara Division, Medchar l/arkajgiri District
The Commissioner of police, Rachakonda Commisstonerate, Gachibowli,Hyderabad

The Tahsildar, Medipally Mandat, Medchal Malkajgiri District

...Respondents/Respondents No.1-4 & 6
Petitron under section 151 cpc praying that in the circumsta.ces stated in theaffidavit fited in support of the p^etition, th.; iig; c;; may be preased to vacate theinterim orders dared 11to8t2oi3 and 16/1ot/i6)s go"t"o in rA No r/2023 in wp No2177912023 in the interest of justice and fair play

Counsel for the petitioner: SRt K.L.N. RAGHAVENDRA REDDYcounser for the Respondent No.1 to 3 & 6: rvr". n.INgnrrHA REDDy,

!1unse!ror the Respondent No.4: ASsr. c?sFsJi",i.tT 
REVENUE

uounset ror the Respondent No.S: SRI V. NARASIMHA GOUD, SC FOR HMDA
The Court made the following: ORDER
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HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

HONOURABLE SRIJUSTICE B. VIJAYSEN REDDY

WRIT PETITION No.21779 oF 2023

Date: 24.03.2026

Kuthadhi Narsamma
Petitioner

AND

Between:

The State of Telangana'
Reo. bv its PrinciPal SecretarY,

Revenue (Assignment) DePartment,

Secretariat, HYderabad,
and five others.

.. Respondents

ORDER:(ORAL)

Heard Mr. K.L.N. Raghavendra Reddy, learned counsel for the

petitioner; Ms. R. Snehitha Reddy, learned Assistant Government

Pleader for Assignment, appearing for respondent Nos.1 to 3 and 6;

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

Metropolitan Development Authority (HMDA), appearing for respondent

No.5; and the learned Assistant Government Pleader for Home

appearing for respondent No.4, and perused the material available on

record.

2. The case of the petitioner is that she is the absolute owner of

the land admeasuring Acs.3-00 guntas in Survey No.62 of Medipally
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Village and Mandal, Medchal - Malkajgiri District (subjr-'ct land), which

had been in possession of her family members since s,=veral decades.

The petitioner and her family members had been cultivating the subject

land and eking out their livelihood. lt is stated that th,: petitioner and

several others had been in possession of the lands in {iurvey No.62 of

Medipally Village and requesting the authorities to regularise their

possession. By considering their long standing posses:;ion, the District

Collector vide proceedings No. D41772192 dabd 02.07.1996

recognized their possessory rights and recommende,d to the Chief

Commissioner of Land Administration for issuance of pattas

3. lt is further stated that there was correspondence between

various authorities in the Revenue Department and proposals were

submitted at various levels. At one point of time, when lhe Government

decided to allot the land in Survey No.62 to the Police l)epartment, the

petitioner and some other similarly placed persons fik-'d Writ Petition

No.2121 of 2002, which culminated in Writ Appeal No.648 of 2002. By

order dated 26.11.2002, the writ appeal was disposec of. ln the said

order, the statement of the learned Government Pleacler to the effect

that the land in question is not required for the purpose of assigning to

the Police Department was recorded and a direction was issued by this

Court to the Government to consider the case of the appellants therein

for assignment of lands.
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4. Learned counsel for the petitioner submitted that in pursuance

of the directions issued in Writ Appeal No.648 of 2002, G.O.tvls.No.92

dated 28.01.2004 was issued by the Government directing the District

Collector to assign the land to an extent of Acs.116-00 guntas in

Survey No.62 of Medipally Village in favour of eligible persons after

due verification in relaxation of ban orders imposed in G.O.Ms.No.1409

dated 19.08.1978

5. lt is stated that in pursuance of the above G.O.Ms.No.92

dated 28.01.2004, the Mandal Revenue Officer conducted enquiry and

submitted a detailed report vlde letter dated 22.02.2005 along with

annexures showing the details of persons cultivating their respective

lands. While such process is underway, the Government has proposed

for development of lntegrated Township by HMDA on the basis of land

pooling scheme. When such offer was made to the petitioner and other

similarly situated persons, negotiations were held and it was agreed

that the petitioner would be allotted 1000 square yards per acre, in the

developed layout. The petitioner consented for handing over

possession of the subject land on condition of allotment of developed

land of 1000 square yards per acre, in the developed layout by HMDA.

While the proposals were under consideration, respondent No.1 issued

memo No. 7279lAssn.ll(3)12018-1 dated 08.05.2018 proposing to

assign 56 acres of land.. in Survey No.62, including the land of the
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petitioner, for construction of Police Commissionerr Office' The

petitioner and some other similarly situated persons filed

W.P.No.35380 af 2018 challenging the said memo Hcwever' the said

writ petition was withdrawn on the assurance given by lhe Government

that the petitioner and similarly situated persons will be given the

developed land and their interest will be sufficiently safeguarded and

that the memo dated 08.05.2018 is only provisional sutrject to condition

thattheHMDAwilldevelopthelandandhandsove.thedeveloped

land of 1000 square yards per acre to them.

6. Learned counsel for the petitioner submit':ed that on the

assurance given by the Government that the petitioner and other

similarly situated persons would be allotted 1000 square yards per

acre, in the developed layout in lieu of their acquired land,

W.P.No.35380 of 2018 was withdrawn. While so, respondent No'3 -

Revenue Divisional Officer, Keesara Division, issued proceedings vlde

Rc.No.B/,1 16712018 dated 15.12'2022 referring to teltative allotment

certificate without giving any details of the extent of land taken from the

petitioner and extent of land allotted to her. Learned c,cunsel submitted

that the instant writ petition is filed challenging tf'e action of the

respondent authorities in not allotting the developerd land of 1000

square yards per acre and trying to interfere with the Srossession of the

petitioner over the subject land.
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7. Sfafus quo order was passed by this Court on 11.09.2023 in

respect of the land admeasuring Acs.3-00 gunts in Survey No.62 of

Medipally Village, Medchat Malkajgiri District. Subsequenfly, on the

request of the petitioner seeking modification of the slatus quo order,

another other dated 16.10.2023 was passed by this Court. lt was

contended by the learned counsel for the petitioner that in view of

status quo order dated 11.08.2023, the petitioner is not in a position to

get even the admitted 600 square yards of piot. According to the

learned counsel for the petitioner, as against 1000 square yards of

developed land per acre, the respondents came forward to allot 600

square yards and thus requested this Court to modify the order dated

11.08.2023. Accordingly, the order dated 16.10.2023 was passed

directing the authorities to allot 600 square yards of developed land per

acre in lieu of the land to an extent of Acs.3-00 guntas in Survey No.62

taken from the petitioner, without prejudice to the right of the petitioner

to claim balance land of 400 square yards per acre.

8. Counter has been filed by respondent No.S along with vacate

stay petition. Respondent No.6 also filed their counter affidavit.

9. lt is the case of respondent No.6 that the petitioner and others

were encroachers of the land in Survey No.62 of Medipally Village and

Mandal. lnitially, there w4s proposal to allot 500 square yards of
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developed land per acre as compensation to the persons whose lands
are taken. Later, the extent of land was increased k> 600 square yards
per acre. The petitioner and others are encroachers. However, the
petitioner had been in possession of Acs.3_00 guntas in Survey No.62.
The petitioner had been paying encroachment penarties i.e., sivai
Jamabandi and sought for regularisation of the land in her possession
and for issuance of assignment patta certificate. The petitioner and
others have voluntarily relinquished

possession and also gave consent

Township/layout. The Government

the lands under their illegal

for development of Master

issued Tentative Allotment
certificate to the encroachers vrde certificate No.Br1167r2o1g dated
15'12'2002' The petitioner is neither the owner nor assignee, but onry
an illegal encroacher. The HMDA authorities have prepared the draft
layout for the entire land of Acs.56_2g guntas in Siurvey No.62 of
Medipally Village and Mandal. They have conducted e-auction of the
plots. The HMDA has earmarked the developed hoLse site plots @
600 square yards for allotment to 3g persons as per their consent.
Accordingry' the a'otment certificates have been issued to 35
beneficiaries. pursuant to the interim order passed by this Court, the
Iand to an extent of ig00 square yards has been afiotted to the
petitioner
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10. ln the course of hearing, the rearned Assistant Government

Pleader for Revenue was directed to furnish better information as to

whether any scheme was formulated by the Government for allotment

of 600 square yards of deveroped rand in lieu of surrender of one acre.

11. Learned counsel for the petitioner further referred to the

proceedings of the District Collector, Medchal Malkajgiri District, ylde

proceedings No.LCl420l2O1g dated 12.05.2022, which, according to

the learned counser, revears that HMDA has agreed to ailot deveroped

land of 1000 square yards per acre in Survey No.62 of Medipally

Village, under the land pooling scheme.

12 Learned Assistant Government pleader for Assignment and

the learned Standing Counsel for HMDA furnished copy of

Urban DevelopmentG.O.Ms.No.234 Municipal

(PLG.l) Department dated 09j2.2022. Both the learned counsels

submitted that all the documents relied upon by the learned counsel for

the petitioner only show that there was recommendation for allotment

of developed rand of 1000 square yards per acre of rand given for

development of moder rayout and there was no decision taken by the

Government or HMDA to allot 1,000 square yards per acre. Learned

Assistant Government pleader for Assignment further submitted that it

was the policy of the Government to allot 1,000 square yards peracre

Administration &
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to the persons who have clear tifle and to allot 600 square yards per

acre to the persons who are not having clear :ifle or who are

encroachers. Point No.4 (3) of G.o.Ms.No 234 dated r19.12.2022 reads

as under:

"Depending upon the location of the particular land parcel, and
land value (i.e land in far-off locations/d istricts n-.quiring a bit
larger extent of developed plot since the value will be a bit
lower), each assignee / land owner will be offered 600 sq.
yards to 1000 sq. yards of developed plot per acre of land
given for deveiopment of model layout.,,

13. As seen from the minutes of the meetirg convened on

01 .04.2022 by the District Collector, Medchal_Malkajgiri District, it

reveals that the then lVlinister for Labour Employment, Factories & Skill

Development, Mayor of Hyderabad, the Additionar coilector of

Medchal-Malkajgiri District, and the Revenue Divisional officer,

Keesara Division, attended the meeting arong with the District

Collector. It appears, several persons who are in possession of the

land in Survey No.62 arso attended the meeting. The minutes of the

meeting show that the committee headed by the Distrrct coflector has

offered to allot the rand to an extent of 250 square yards per acre for

the land in Survey No.62 of Medipally Village and l/andal towards

rehabilitation. The statement of the encroachers / poss,:ssors that they

will forego their craims / withdraw pending cases if any before ail the

I
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forums if they are offered 500 square yards per acre of land was also

recorded. The claim of the possessors that they should be allotted

1000 sq. yards was also considered. The recommendations were

forwarded to the Government and ultimately G.O.Ms.No.234 dated

09.12-2022 was issued agreeing to offer 600 square yards to 1000

square yards of developed plot per acre.

14. Learned Standing Counsel for HMDA submitted that

G.O.ttls.No.234 is general in nature. lt was issued not particularly for

Survey No.62 of Medipally Village, but for several areas with an object

to develop the model layouts and planned development of lntegrated

Townships in and around Hyderabad city. Though specific G.O or

proceedings is not referred to by the learned Assistant Government

Pleader for Assignment and the learned Standing Counsel for HMDA

and further information was not given by Mr. S. Rajesh Kumar, the

Revenue Divisional Officer of Keesara (present in the Court), it is the

contention of the learned Assistant Government Pleader for

Assignment that it was the policy decision of the Government to initially

allot 500 square yards of developed land per acre to the

possessors/encroachers of land in Survey No.62 of Medipally Village

and later it was enhanced to 600 square yards per acre.

'1 5. lt is not in dispute that the petitioner as on today does not

have any patta certificate. lt is aisc$orne out from the record that the
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petitioner is in possession of the subject land admezrsuring Acs.3-00

guntas in Survey No.62 of Medipally Village and l\/andal and had been

litigating before this Court along with others for regllarisation of the

land in their possession. The petitioner is possessor / encroacher and

does not have any title over the land in question. Apart from that, all the

other possessors in Survey No.62 have received 600 square yards of

developed land per acre. Memo No.7279lAssn.ll(:))/2018-1 dated

08 05.2018 and the minutes of the meeting dated O1 04.2022 do not

conclusively decide that the developed land of 1000 s,quare yards per

acre was promised to be given to the petitioner and o:hers. Though it

is the contention of the learned counsel for the petitiorrer that time and

again assurances have been given by the respondent authorities that

patta certificates will be issued recognizing the long-standing

possession of the petitioner and other similarly situaterl persons, it is a

matter of record that as of now the petitioner does not have patta

certificate. The petitioner has already accepted 600 square yards of

developed land per acre pursuant to the interi"n order dated

16.10.2023. Thus, this Court is not inclined to accept the contention of

the learned counsel for the petitioner and the relief sought in this writ

petition to direct the respondents to allot 1000 square yards of

developed land per acre cannot be granted.
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16. Accordingly, this writ petition is dismissed. There shall be no

order as to costs

As a sequel thereto, miscellaneous applications, if any, pending

in this writ petition stand closed

SD/-A.V.S. PRASAD
DEPUTY REGIS
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HIGH COURT

DATED: 2410312026

ORDER

WP.No.21779 of 2021

DISMISSING THE WRIT PETITION
WITHOUT COSTS
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