
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V. BHATT 

 

W.P.No.33122 OF 2016  

ORDER: 

 

Heard  Mr.Ravi Shankar Jandhya la  for petitioners and  

Mr.T.S.Venka ta ramana for respondents. 

 

The petitioners p ray for Mandamus dec la ring  the ac tion  

of 2nd  respondent in taking  steps to demolish the struc tures of 

petitioners a t D.Nos.40-5/ 7-16A, 40-5/ 7-25, 40-5/ 7-17, 40-5/ 7-7,  

40-1-51, 40-5/ 7-21 of Isrea l Peta  and  D.No.40-5/ 7-8 of Labb ipet, 

Vijayawada-10, Krishna  Distric t, without fo llowing the p roc edure 

c ontemp la ted  under the p rovisions of the Grea ter Hyderabad 

Munic ipa l Corpora tion Ac t, 1955, as illega l and  unc onstitutiona l. 

 

The petitioners refer to notic e da ted    -10-2015 and  c ontend  

tha t the 2nd  respondent though has initia ted  steps for negotia tion 

with the land  owners of the houses a ffec ted  in the road  widening , 

still the petitioners felt imminent threa t from the manner in whic h  

the 2nd  respondent was ac ting , tha t firstly by referring  to this notic e, 

the struc tures in existenc e in the petition door numbers a re going to 

be demolished  and  respondent No.2 may not fo llow the p roc edure 

stipula ted  by law. 

 

This Court g ranted  interim order on 27.09.2016.  The interim 

order is subsisting .  The 2nd  respondent filed  petition to vac a te  

the interim order da ted  27.09.2016.  The 2nd  respondent referred   

to the tota lity of c irc umstanc es p reva iling  in the loc a lity, the 

imp lementa tion of master p lan by 2nd  respondent and  the 

p roc edure followed  in the c ase on hand  while seeking c oopera tion 
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of petitioners for road  widening.  The 2nd  respondent does not  

a lso d ispute tha t the widening  is undertaken by demolishing the 

existing  struc tures, however, by following firstly the Government 

Orders issued  from time to time and / or in ac c ordanc e with law. 

 

The issue c entres round  a  sma ll a rea .  The petitioners 

c omp la in tha t the struc tures a t petition p roperty sha ll not be 

d isturbed , if warranted  in ac c ordanc e with law.  After perusing  the 

stand  taken by respondents in the c ounter a ffidavit and  a lso the 

notic e issued  by Corpora tion, this Court is of the view tha t the  

2nd  respondent is taking  steps to negotia te tha t a ll the stake holders 

firstly to c oopera te for road  widening  and  inviting  them for 

negotia tions.  It is for the pa rties to respond  and  if otherwise they a re 

not inc lined  to ac c ep t the offers g iven either under G.O.Ms.No.168 

or 119, the 2nd  respondent is required  to follow the p roc edure 

p resc ribed  by law. 

 

With the above observa tions, the writ petition is d isposed  of.  

There sha ll be no order as to c osts. 

 

Consequently, pend ing misc ellaneous petitions, stand  c losed .  

  

                              
____________ 

         S.V.BHATT, J 

29th August, 2017 

Lrkm  
 

 


