
THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE RAJA ELANGO 

WRIT PETITION No.20763 OF 2017 

ORDER: 

This writ  pet it ion is f iled challenging the act ion of the 

respondents in t rying to demolish the st ructures in the property of the 

pet it ioner i.e. Plot  No.54 admeasuring 125 square yards situated in 

Sy.No.336, Allwyn Colony, Kukatpally village and Mandal, Medchal 

Dist rict ,  at  the instance of respondents 6 to 11, as il legal and arbit rary, 

and consequent ly, direct  the respondents not  to interfere with the 

peaceful physical possession of the pet it ioner.    

  
 Heard and perused the material available on record.  

 
The case of the pet it ioner is that  he is the absolute owner and 

possessor of the Plot  No.54 admeasuring 125 square yards situated in 

Sy.No.336, Allwyn Colony, Kukatpally village and Mandal, Medchal 

Dist rict ,  and the said plot  was allot ted to him by the Hyderabad Allwyn 

Employees Housing commit tee (Phase-II) Allwyn Colony through a 

registered sale deed vide document  No.962 of 2017.  Since then, he is in 

peaceful possession and enj oyment  of  the same.  While so, the 

authorit ies of respondents 2 and 3 are t rying to interfere with the 

peaceful possession and enj oyment  of  the pet it ioner over the said 

property and t rying to demolish the st ructures, basements etc., at  the 

instance of respondents 6 and 11, without  issuing any not ice as per the 

provisions under Right  to Fair Compensat ion and Transparency in Land 

Acquisit ion, Reset t lement  and Rehabilitat ion Act  30 of 2013 (for short ,  

“ the Act ” ).    

 
 Learned counsel for the pet it ioner submits that  the subj ect  land 

was allot ted to the Hyderabad Allwyn Employees Housing Commit tee, by 

the Government  and when the authorit ies of the respondents 2 and 3 are 



 2 

t rying to interfere with the possession of the members of the 

Associat ion, who are allot ted plots including the pet it ioner, the 

associat ion approached the Dist rict  Collector, Medchal, as well as the 

authorit ies concerned, but  no act ion has been taken by them so far and 

that  the off icial respondents are t rying to interfere with the possession 

of the pet it ioner and t rying to demolish the st ructures of the pet it ioner,  

without  following due process of law.   

 
 Learned Government  Pleader for Municipal Administ rat ion submits 

that  the allegat ions made by the pet it ioner are false and if  really the 

property of the pet it ioner is required, the respondent  authorit ies would 

follow the due procedure 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 facts of the case that  the pet it ioner is in 

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

interfered with by the respondent  authorit ies without  following the due 

process of law as enj oined whether under the Land Acquisit ion, 

Rehabilitat ion and Reset t lement  Act , 2013 or in any other law. 

  
Accordingly, the writ  pet it ion is disposed of direct ing the 

respondent  Nos.2 and 3 to follow the due process of law by issuing a 

not ice within a period of eight  (8) weeks from the date of receipt  of  a 

copy of this order if  they intend to dispossess the pet it ioner from the 

schedule premises.  Till then, the pet it ioner is also directed not  to make 

further const ruct ion.  No order as to costs.  Miscellaneous pet it ions, 

pending if  any, shall stand closed. 

______________ 

RAJA ELANGO, J 

June 27, 2017 
KTL 


