
THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

WRIT PETITION No.14363 of 2011 

 

ORDER: 

 

 Heard  Sri Damodar Reddy for petitioner and  the Assistant 

Government Pleader (Panc haya t Ra j) for the 1st respondent.  No 

representa tion for respondents 2 and  3. 

The petitioner c ha llenges Proc eed ings No.439/ 2011-B4 (Pts) 

da ted  07-05-2011 as a rb itra ry, vio la tive of p rinc ip les of na tura l justic e 

and  illega l. 

The 1st respondent through the p roc eed ings impugned  in the 

writ petition has revoked  the layout permission granted  by 

respondents 2 and  3 in favour of petitioner-Developer.  The 

opera tive portion reads as follows :- 

“ The explanat ion offered was examined as per 

Layout  & Building Rules issued in G.O.Ms.No.67 PR & RD 

Dept .,  dated 26-02-2002 and found that , as per Rule 11(2) 

of the said Rules, on receipt  of layout  proposals, the 

Execut ive Authority has to forward the proposals to the 

Dist rict  Town & Count ry Planning Off icer for Tentat ive 

layout  approval and af ter get t ing Tentat ive approval, the 

owner has to proceed with format ion of layout . 

In the instant  case, the said owner of the f irm has 

not  followed the said rules and other side he relying upon 

the approval of layout  given by the Panchayat  

Secretary/ Sarpanch which is not  correct  and il legal act  and 

violat ion of  Rules and Regulat ions issued in G.O.Ms.No.67, 

dated 26-02-2002. 

In the reference 3rd cited, a show-cause not ice has 

been issued to Sri Ram Reddy, Site Manager, Kubera 

Sagaram Greatway Shopping (P) Ltd., for not  following the 
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rules issued in G.O.Ms.No.67 PR&RD, dated 26-02-2002 and 

not  technically approved by the Director of Town & 

Count ry Planning as envisaged in the said G.O. and 

directed to Show-Cause as to why the il legal layout  in 

Sy.Nos.156, 157, 158, 159, 160, 218, 219 situated at  

Chilkamarri Village of  P.A, Pally Mandal, should not  be 

revoked under Rule (8) of the Rules issued in G.O.Ms.No.67 

PR&RD, dated 26-02-2002 within (3) days i.e.,  by 25-04-

2011 and why the plot t ing stones and illegal st ructures 

should not  be removed.  Though the above Show-Cause 

Not ice was issued on him on 26-04-2011, but  he failed to 

reply to the Show-Cause Not ice even to this day.  

In view of the above, under Rule (8) of Layout  

Rules, the layout  permission granted by the 

Sarpanch/ Panchayat  Secretary, Gram Panchayat , 

Chilkamarri of P.A. Pally Mandal is hereby revoked, as it  is 

wrong permission leading to mis-interpretat ion of rules 

instead of forwarding the layout  proposals in complete 

shape to the Dist rict  Town & Count ry Planning Off icer for 

Technical sanct ion. 

The Panchayat  Secretary/ Sarpanch, Gram 

Panchayat , Chilkamarri shall implement  these orders and 

in t ime.”     

 

Sri Damodar Reddy c ontends tha t Chilkamarri Gram 

Panc haya t has less than five thousand  popula tion and  therefore, 

without referenc e to Direc tor of Town and  Country Planning, the 

layout was sanc tioned  by respondents 2 and  3 and , therefore, no 

exc ep tion c an be taken to the layout sanc tioned  in favour of  

petitioner.  He further submits tha t the 1st respondent without putting  

the petitioner on notic e but assumed everything  aga inst petitioner 

on the lac k of jurisd ic tion, tha t the layout is c ontra ry to law etc ., 

passed  the p roc eed ing impugned  in the writ petition. On the short 
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ground  tha t the revoc a tion order is issued  without g iving  fa ir and  full 

opportunity to petitioner, he p rays for setting  aside the same. 

The 1st respondent filed  c ounter a ffidavit and  exp la ined  the 

p roc edure followed  by the Gram Panc haya t under G.O.Ms.No.67 

PR&RD, da ted  26-02-2002 for ac c ord ing layout sanc tion and  in the 

c ase on hand  the defic ienc ies notic ed   in the permission granted  in 

favour of petitioner. 

I have perused  the c ounter a ffidavit filed  by the 1st 

respondent.  This Court is of the view tha t the 1st respondent no 

doub t has issued  the p roc eed ing impugned  in the writ petition to 

d irec t c omp lianc e with the rigor of G.O.Ms.No.67 PR&RD, da ted             

26-02-2002. Before dec id ing  on the jurisd ic tion or the authority for 

g ranting  layout, this Court is of the view tha t the 1st respondent 

ought to have heard  the petitioner, verified  the popula tion of 

Chilkamarri Gram Panc haya t and  therea fter passed  orders. 

The Assistant Government Pleader, from the materia l 

ava ilab le on rec ord , c ould  not sa tisfy the Court tha t these aspec ts 

have been examined  by the 1st respondent. 

To meet the ends of justic e and  a lso a fford  opportunity to 

petitioner to exp la in its view point, I am sa tisfied  the writ petition c an 

be d isposed  of by this order. 

(a ) The p roc eed ing  impugned  in the writ 

petition is d irec ted  to be trea ted  as show-c ause 

notic e for both parties. 
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(b ) The petitioner is g iven four weeks time 

from the da te of rec eip t of a  c opy of this order, 

to submit exp lana tion to the 1st respondent 

aga inst show-c ause notic e. 

(c ) The 1st respondent is d irec ted  to 

enquire into the a llega tions aga inst the 

petitioner and  pass orders within a  further period  

of two months. 

(d ) The interim order granted  on                

18-05-2011, as made absolute on 17-08-2011, is 

d irec ted  to be ma inta ined  for a  period  of four 

months from today. 

The writ petition is d isposed  of ac c ord ing ly.  There sha ll be no 

order as to c osts.  

 As a  sequel, the misc ellaneous app lic a tions, if any pend ing , 

sha ll stand  c losed .  

_____________ 

S. V. BHATT, J 

 

Da te: 20-03-2017 

Prv 
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