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SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Cvil Appeal No(s). 3791-3793/2011
GOVERNMENT OF TELANGANA & ORS. Appel | ant ('s)
VERSUS
RAO V. B. J. CHELI KANI & ORS. ETC. Respondent ( s)
(with appln. (s) for withdrawal of civil appeal and substitution
and office report)
W TH
SLP(C) No. 19838/2010
(Wth appln(s) for permission to file additional docunments and
InterimRelief and Ofice Report)
C. A No. 3794-3796/ 2011
(Wth appln(s) for nodification of Court&#39;s Order and O fice Report)
C. A No. 3797-3799/2011
(Wth appln(s) for intervention and O fice Report)
C. A No. 3800-3802/2011
(Wth appln(s) for bringing on record additional docunments and
O fice Report)
C. A No. 3803/2011
(Wth Ofice Report)
C. A No. 3804-3806/2011
(Wth appln(s) for transposing respondents as petitioners and
O fice Report)
C. A No. 3807-3809/2011
(Wth Ofice Report)
C. A No. 3810/2011
(Wth appln(s) for permission to file additional docunents and
O fice Report)
Date : 02/05/2017 These appeals were called on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON&#39; BLE MR. JUSTI CE J. CHELAMESWAR
HON&#39; BLE MR. JUSTI CE S. ABDUL NAZEER

r the parties:

Mukul Rohtagi, AG NP)

B. Adi narayana Rao, Sr. Adv.

C. K. Sucharita, Adv.

S.S. Prasad, Sr. Adv.

C. K Sucharita, Adv.

K. R Anand, Adv.

Rajiv Dutta, Sr. Adv.

Kumar Dushyant Singh, Adv.
Siddharth Dutta, Adv.

Mukul Lat her, Adv.

Vai rawan A S., Adv.

Prashant Bhushan, Adv.

Omanakuttan K K., Adv.

Raghent h Basant, Adv.

Aanchal Ti kmani, Adv.

. Mshal Johari, Adv.

State of J&K M. M Shoeb Al am Adv.

Ms. Fauzia Shakil, Adv.

M. U jwal Singh, Adv.

M. Mjahid Kari m Khan, Adv.

State of Haryana M. Shekhar Raj Sharnma, Adv.
M. Sanjay Kr. Visen, Adv.

State of Nagal and M. Edward Bel ho, AAG
Ms. K. Enatoli Senm, Adv.

M. Amt Kumar Singh, Adv.

M. K. Lui kang M chael, Adv.

Ms. Eliz Gangnei, Adv.

State of Assam M. Shuvodeep Roy, Adv.
M. Sayooj Mhandas M, Adv.

State of Karnataka M. V.N Raghupathy, Adv.
State of Manipur M. Sapam Biswajit Meitei, Adv.
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M. Naresh Kumar Gaur, Adv.

M. Ashok Kumar Singh, Adv.

State of WB M. Raja Chatterjee, Adv.
M. Chanchal Kr. Ganguli, Adv.

M. Addel Ahned, Adv.

M. Piyush Sachdev, Adv.
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Runa Bhuyan, Adv.
M. Quntur Prabhakar, Adv.
M. S. Udaya Kumar Sagar, Adv.

Amt Pawan, Adv.

Bi j oy Kumar Jain, Adv.

Raj eev Sharma, Adv.

R. Nedumar an, Adv.

T.V. Ratnam Adv.

Ugra Shankar Prasad, Adv.
Neeraj Kr. Jain, Adv.

Mani sh Mohan, Adv.

Mani sha S, Adv.

Arvind Kr. Gupta, Adv.

Sat eesh Gl |l a, Adv.

P.B., Adv.

Reegan S.Bel, Adv.

N. Raj araman, Adv.

Abi nash Kumar M shra, Adv.
Prom |l a, Adv.

S. Thananj ayan, Adv.

s. Venkat Pal wai Law Associ ates, Adv.
Ani | Srivastava, Adv.
Gopal Singh, Adv.

D. K. Sinha, Adv.

T. Mahipal, Adv.

Hemant i ka Wahi, Adv.
Pragati Neekhra, Adv.
Mohit Chaudhary, Adv.

Ni shant R Kat neshwar kar, Adv.
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M. Ashok Kr. Singh, Adv.
M. Ranjan Mikherjee, Adv.
M. P.V. Yogeswaran, Adv.
Ms. Sharnila Upadhyay, Adv.
M. Kuldip Singh, Adv.
Ms. Ruchi Kohli, Adv.
Ms. Aruna Mathur, Adv.
M s. Arput ham Aruna & Co., Adv.
M. B. Balaji, Adv.
Ms. Rachna Srivastava, Adv.
M. Parijat Sinha, Adv.
Ms. G Indira, Adv.
M. Nikhil Goel, Adv.
M. MK Mroria, Adv.
M. V.G Pragasam Adv.
UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER
IA nos. 10-12 of 2017 in Cvil Appeal Nos. 3797-3799 of
2011
The  appel | ant - appl i cant is a housing society who was

allotted a certain parcel of land by a G O Ms no. 424 dated
25 th

Mar ch, 2008 in t he erstwhile State of Andhr a Pr adesh.
On t he same day, by di fferent orders, t he State had

allotted di fferent parcel s of | and in favour of vari ous
ot her housi ng cooperative societies. The applicant society
is a society of journalists. Some  of the other soci eties

are societies conpri si ng of Menmber s of t he Legi sl ative
Assenbly etc.



The all ot ments came to be chal | enged by Public
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Interest Litigation. The wit petition was allowed by the

i mpugned judgment of the Hi gh Court. Hence appeals.

During the pendency of these  appeal s, the societies

ot her t han t he appel | ant soci ety wer e al | owed to devel op
the parcels of land allotted to each one of them However,
t hey wer e not permtted to make al l ot ment s and

constructi ons. The appell ant society, it appears, was not

gi ven possessi on of t he | and allotted to them in view of
t he i mpugned  j udgnent. Adnmittedly, the appel |l ant soci ety

pai d an anount of Rs. 12.33 crores, a fact whi ch t he

| ear ned Advocat e Gener al appeari ng for t he St at e,

acknow edges.

In t he ci rcunst ances, we do not see any reason to

treat t he appel | ant soci ety differently. The State is at
liberty to hand over possessi on of t he property whi ch is
t he subj ect matt er of t he above- nent i oned GOVs no. 424 to
t he appel | ant soci ety wi t hout prej udi ce to t he fina

deci sion of this Court in t he matter. The appel | ant

society shall take such steps to protect the property from
encr oachnent and al so permtted to undert ake devel opnent

activity of t he land  without maki ng construction of t he
bui I di ngs.
In t he meant i e, we nmodi fy t he interim order dat ed
14 th

May, 2010, to t he limted ext ent t hat t he
al |l ottees/societies, who are al r eady in possessi on of t he
subj ect | and, may devel op t he | and at their own risk and
cost and they shall not claimany equities in their favour,
i f ultimately t hey fail in t hese appeal s. Rest of t he
condi tions i mposed in interim order dat ed 19 th

April, 2008

passed by the High Court shall continue to be in force.
I A stands di sposed of accordingly.
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List all the appeals on August 9, 2017 as part heard.
( DEEPAK MANSUKHANI') ( RAJI NDER KAUR)

AR-cum PS Court Master



