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HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V. BHATT 

 

W.P. Nos.12165, 13408,12160,15220,15228 AND 15835  OF 2014  

 

COMMON ORDER: 

   

Heard  Mr.Rusheek Reddy and  Mr.Sri Harsha  for petitioners, 

Mr.Narender Reddy for Gram Panc haya t and  Mr.Naarsimha  Goud  

and  Mr.Rama Rao for HMDA.   

 The petitioners, in these writ petitions, a re Educ a tiona l 

Institutions, estab lished  for running Engineering / Pharmac y Colleges. 

These c olleges c la im to be running ac ademic  c lasses from  2003-04 

onwards.  The petitioners in these writ petitions c ha llenge 

p roc eed ings of 1st respondent refusing to c onsider the request of 

the petitioners for regula risa tion of existing  build ings/ c onstruc tions.   

 I have perused  the p roc eed ings impugned  in the writ 

petitions.  The 1st respondent a fter notic ing  a  few shortfa lls or 

defic ienc ies  in the existing  struc tures vis-à -vis the requirements of 

Revised  Common Build ing  Rules, 2006 vide G.O.Ms.No.86 da ted  

03.03.2006 as amended  by G.O.Ms.No.168 da ted  07.04.2012 

rejec ted  the request of petitioners for regula risa tion.  To apprec ia te 

the grievanc e of petitioners aga inst the rejec tion, the c ounsel 

appearing for the petitioners have d rawn the a ttention of the Court 

to the defic ienc ies and  exp la ined  how these defic ienc ies  c an be 

made good  and  c ontend  tha t the respondents ought to be 

d irec ted  to regula rise the build ings.  The petitioners while 

estab lishing  c olleges, c la im to have undertaken the c onstruc tions 

on the approva ls granted  by respec tive Gram Panc haya ts and  the 

Gram Panc haya ts, it is asserted , a re rec eiving  p roperty tax from the 
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petitioner c olleges.  Ac c ord ing to c ounsel appearing  for petitioners, 

having regard  to the loc a tion of these c olleges either the 

defic ienc y in setbac k or inadequac y of approac h road  c an be 

made good  in more than one way and  having regard  to the 

number of students studying in these c olleges, request the Court to 

g ive opportunity to petitioners to re-submit the app lic a tions by 

a ttend ing to these defec ts pointed  out by the 1st respondent and  

file ob jec tions, if any, on any of the aspec ts whic h the petitioners 

have reason to b ring  to the notic e of HMDA as inapp lic ab le.   

Mr.Narasimha  Goud  does not oppose the submission of c ounsel 

for petitioners.  Having regard  to the fac t tha t the petitioners have 

estab lished  Eng ineering / Pharmac y Colleges and  a re p resently 

running these c olleges, this Court with a  view to p rovid ing  

opportunity to petitioners and  a lso ensuring  tha t the c onstruc tions in 

p lac e a re ac c ord ing to the rules and  regula tions of 1st respondent, 

c onsiders it appropria te to d ispose of the writ petitions with the 

c onsent of the c ounsel by this order: 

a ) petitioners a re g iven liberty to file rep resenta tion by a ttend ing 

to the defec ts pointed  out by HMDA a long with ob jec tions, if 

any, in this beha lf.  In c ases where the c onstruc tion requires 

c hange of use from c onserva tion to 

institutiona l/ c ommerc ia l/ residentia l, suc h institutions a re g iven 

liberty to app ly for c onversion in the Masters Plan to the 

p resent need  of the petitioners and  therea fter re-submit the 

app lic a tions.  The petitioners a re g iven liberty to re-submit the 
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app lic a tions within three months from the da te of rec eip t of a  

c opy of this order. 

b ) the 1st respondent c onsiders the c ases of petitioners and  

passes orders, if nec essary, a fter a fford ing  opportunity to the 

petitioners.  The interim order granted  by this Court is d irec ted  

to be ma inta ined  till an order is passed  and  c ommunic a ted  in 

this beha lf.  Any institution/ petitioner, if feels aggrieved  by the 

fina l dec ision of the HMDA in this beha lf, is g iven liberty to 

work out the remed ies in ac c ordanc e with law. 

The writ petitions a re d isposed  of ac c ord ing ly.  No order as to 

c osts. 

 

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

      

                                                                          

           ___________ 

                           S.V.BHATT, J 

 

 

Da te:08.08.2017 

Stp  


