
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

W.P. No.6466 OF 2012 

ORDER:  

  Heard  Mr.Ramana Allu for petitioner and  the Assistant 

Government Pleader (Panc haya t Ra j) for respondent Nos.1 and  2 

and  Mr.O.Manohar Reddy for respondent No.4. 

 The petitioner p rays for Mandamus d irec ting  respondents to 

c onduc t enquiry and  take ac tion aga inst illega l c onstruc tion of 

sec urity rooms thereby obstruc ting  Gram Panc hayt’ s 33’  road  

c overed  by layout in Survey Nos.307-P, 309-P, 311, 312 and  317 of 

Nizampet Village, Quthbullapur Manda l, Ranga  Reddy Distric t.  

 The petitioner on 18.05.2011 referring  to a  few c ommissions 

and  omissions by 4th respondent has g iven rep resenta tion to the 

respondents.   

The 3rd  respondent filed  c ounter a ffidavit and  the stand  of 3rd  

respondent is tha t pursuant to rep resenta tion da ted  18.05.2011 

g iven by petitioner, the 3rd  respondent served  notic e on 4th 

respondent sta ting  why Arc h and  sec urity guard  rooms sha ll not be 

demolished  as enc roac hing the Gram Panc haya t road .  On 

15.03.2012, the rep ly to the show c ause notic e was g iven by 4th 

respondent.  The 3rd  respondent further sta tes tha t he inspec ted  the 

site and  found  tha t there is no enc roac hment of Gram Panc haya t 

road , the  4th respondent purc hased  the land  in Survey Nos.309 

admeasuring  238 square ya rds from the writ petitioner and  his 

rela tives under doc ument No.16188/ 2006 and  on whic h the sa id  

sec urity rooms, Arc h etc . were c onstruc ted .  Therefore, the rep ly 
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rep roduc ed  in the c ounter a ffidavit is to the effec t tha t the 4th 

respondent made c onstruc tions aga inst whic h a  c ompla int is made 

in the extent purc hased  from petitioner and  his rela tives.   

I have perused  the writ p rayer and  a lso the c omp la int da ted  

18.05.2011.  This Court is of the c onsidered  view partic ula rly having  

regard  to the fac t tha t the c onstruc tions sinc e have been 

c omp leted  and  tha t ac c ord ing to 3rd  respondent, the c onstruc tions 

a re c overed  by land  purc hased  from writ petitioner, his rela tives 

etc ., the petitioner has to work out his remed ies in a  p roperly 

instituted  suit or p roc eed ing if the 4th respondent ac ted  in any 

manner adverse to their interest.  The 3rd  respondent a fter 

inspec ting  the site rep lies tha t there is no enc roac hment on Gram 

Panac hya t road .  The materia l ava ilab le on rec ord  does not 

warrant c onsidering  the writ p rayer.   Ac c ord ing ly, the writ petition is 

d ismissed . However, liberty is granted  to petitioner to work out the 

remed ies in a  p roperly instituted  suit or p roc eed ing if c ause of 

ac tion subsists.  No order as to c osts.  

Misc ellaneous petitions pend ing , if any, sha ll stand  c losed . 

      

         ___________ 

     S.V.BHATT,J 

Date: 31.01.2017 
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