
HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE RAJA ELANGO 

WRIT PETITION No.4305 of 2012 

ORDER:  

  This Writ  Pet it ion, under Art icle 226 of the Const itut ion of India, 

is f iled by the pet it ioner, for the following relief:  

 “ To declare t he delay and inact ion on t he part  of  t he 1st  respondent  in 

init iat ing t he steps prevent ing t he 2nd respondent  f rom making i l legal 

const ruct ion and not  init iat ing t o proceed f rom demolishing t he i l legal 

st ruct ure in Sy.Nos.631, 632, 633 & 644 of  Devarayamj al Vil lage, 

Shameerpet  Mandal, Ranga Reddy Dist rict ,  as i l legal  and arbit rary, and 

consequent ly direct  t he 1st  respondent  t o init iat e act ion fort hwit h as per 

law prevent ing t he 2nd respondent  f rom making il legal const ruct ion and 

demol ish t he st ruct ures made by t he 2nd respondent .”    

 
 The pet it ioner and one T. Ramakrishna Rao entered into an 

agreement  of sale on 08.09.2005 with one G. Narsa Reddy and his two 

sons for purchase of land of an extent  of Acs.15.02 guntas situated in 

Sy.Nos.631, 632, 633 and 644 of Devaryamj al Village, Shameerpet  

Mandal, Ranga Redy Dist rict .   Since his vendors are not  coming forward 

for execut ion of the sale deed, the pet it ioner f iled O.S.No.672 of 2010 

for specif ic performance.  Meanwhile, the 2nd respondent  t respassed into 

the land and t rying to const ruct  a building the said land.  Hence, this 

writ  pet it ion.  

 
 The 2nd respondent  f iled counter stat ing that  himself  and one  

N. Ravi Kumar are partners of M/ s.Sri Sai Associates and in the name of 

said f irm, they purchased an extent  of 3000 square yards in 

Sy.No.633/ A/ 4 at  Devaryamj al Village, Shameerpet  Mandal, Ranga Reddy 

Dist rict ,  through registered sale deed dated 22.10.2009 from one 

G.Sridhar Reddy for a valuable considerat ion. Thereafter, the  

2nd respondent  and his partner obtained permission from the  

1st respondent  for const ruct ion of a building with G + 2 f loors by paying 

the requisite fee to the 1st respondent , and they started const ruct ion 



and the const ruct ion is at  f inal stage.  But , the 2nd respondent  has no 

knowledge about  the suit  f iled by the pet it ioner and the civil dispute 

between the pet it ioner and the vendor of  the 2nd respondent , and that  

the pet it ioner without  any right  over the property, t rying to stop the 

const ruct ion of the 2nd respondent , and hence, he requested to dismiss 

the writ  pet it ion.   

 
 Heard and perused the material available on record. 

  
When the mat ter is taken up for hearing, it  is informed by the 

learned counsel for the 2nd respondent  that  the const ruct ion is already 

over, and the said const ruct ion was made after obtaining permission 

from the 1st respondent , and that  if  the pet it ioner has any grievance 

regarding the t it le over the subj ect  property, he has to agitate before 

the civil Court .   

  
Considering the circumstances of the case, this Court  is of the 

view that  the writ  pet it ion can be disposed of with the following 

direct ions: 

 
 It  is left  open to the 1st respondent  to take appropriate act ion in 

accordance with law if  there is any illegal const ruct ion made by the  

2nd respondent , and further as far as the ownership of the property is 

concerned, the pet it ioner is directed to seek remedy before the civil 

Court . 

 
 With the above direct ions, the writ  pet it ion is disposed of.  No 

order as to costs.  Miscellaneous pet it ions, pending if  any, shall stand 

closed.  

______________ 
RAJA ELANGO, J 

August  04, 2017 
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