
THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE RAJA ELANGO 

WRIT PETITION No.23230 OF 2017 

ORDER: 

The Writ  Pet it ion is f iled challenging the act ion of the 

respondent  authorit ies in threatening to demolish the pet it ioner’ s 

house, situated on the side of the road leading from Three Shops 

Cent re, Mahabubabad via Vaddera Bast i to Tallapusapally, 

Mahabubabad Dist rict .   

 
It  is the case of the pet it ioner that  he is the owner of the 

resident ial house situated on the side of the road on opposite side of 

Three Shops Cent re, via Vaddera Bast i to Tallapusapally, leading from 

Mahabubabad and he is a poor person.  It  is further submit ted that  

the road leading from Mahabubabad to Tallapusapally road is 40’  wide 

and the said road is an internal road and the width of the road is 

quite suff icient  and at  no point  of  t ime there had been any t raff ic 

congest ion, yet , subsequent  to format ion of Mahabubabad Dist rict ,  

the Government  has proposed to widen the exist ing roads from 40’  to 

60’  and the inaugurat ion was also done on 11.09.2016.  However, the 

respondent  authorit ies have changed their proposal of widening of 

the road from 60’  to 100’  and accordingly made markings in the said 

localit y. It  is further submit ted that  though he has submit ted a 

representat ion dated 10.07.2017, the respondent  authorit ies paid a 

deaf ear and are bent  upon to widen the road upto 100’ .  If  the 

respondent  authorit ies are allowed to proceed with the demolit ion of 

the pet it ioner’ s house for widening the road upto 100’ , he will suffer 

irreparable loss.  Hence, the present  Writ  Pet it ion.  
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Learned counsel for the pet it ioner submits that  the 

respondents-authorit ies are making hect ic efforts to demolish the 

pet it ioner’ s house for extension of the exist ing road, even without  

issuing not ices and without  following due process of law.  

 
Learned Government  Pleader for Roads and Buildings 

(Telangana) submits that  the allegat ions made by the pet it ioner are 

false.  If  really the property of  the pet it ioner is required, the 

respondent -authorit ies would follow the due process of law and 

appropriate steps would be taken in accordance with law.  

 
In the light  of the submissions made by the respect ive counsel 

and in view of the admit ted fact  that  the pet it ioner is in possession 

and enj oyment  of his property, his possession shall not  be interfered 

with by the respondents-authorit ies without  following due process of 

law as enj oined, whether under the Right  to Fair Compensat ion and 

Transparency of Land Acquisit ion, Reset t lement  and Rehabilitat ion 

Act  20 of 2013 or in any other law.  

 
Accordingly, with the above direct ion, the Writ  Pet it ion is 

disposed of. There shall be no order as to costs. As a sequel, 

miscellaneous pet it ions pending, if  any, shall stand closed. 

 
______________ 
RAJA ELANGO, J 

July 13, 2017 
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