
THE HON’ BLE SRI JUSTICE M.SEETHARAMA MURTI 

 
Writ  Pet it ion No.34646 of 2017 

 

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, seeking the following the relief: 

“ For the reasons stated in the accompanying aff idavit ,  it  is prayed 

that  this Hon’ ble Court  may be pleased to issue a writ ,  order or 

direct ion and more part icularly one in the nature of WRIT OF 

MANDAMUS declaring the act ion of the Respondents in not  taking 

act ion on the representat ion of  the pet it ioner dated 08-09-2017 to 

stop the illegal const ruct ion going on Plot  No.33 in Map-II,  

Sy.No.172 admeasuring 600 Sq yards, situated at  Bhagyanagar 

Colony, Phase-II,  Kukatpally Village, Hyderabad as illegal,  

arbit rary and cont rary to the provisions made under Municipality 

Act  and consequent ly direct  the 3rd respondent  to take necessary 

act ion on the representat ion of  the pet it ioner dated 08-09-2017 to 

stop the unauthorized const ruct ion at  Plot  No.33 in Map-II,  

Sy.No.172 admeasuring for 600 Sq yards, situated at  Bhagyanagar 

Colony, Phase-II,  Kukatpally Vil lage, Hyderabad and pass such 

other order or orders as this Hon’ ble Court  deems f it  and proper 

in the circumstances of case.”  

 [Reproduced verbat im] 

2.  I have heard the submissions of Sri K.Sat yanarayana Murt hy,  learned 

counsel appearing for the pet it ioner; learned Government  Pleader for Municipal 

Administ rat ion & Urban Development  appearing for the 1st respondent ; and of 

Sri Sampat h Prabhakar Reddy,  learned Standing Counsel appearing for the 2nd 

respondent / GHMC.  I have perused the material record. 

3.   The only relief claimed in the writ  pet it ion is that  const ruct ions are 

being illegally made and that  the representat ion of the pet it ioner, dated 

08.09.2017, request ing to stop the said const ruct ions is not  being considered 

and disposed of.   
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4.  Learned Standing Counsel appearing for the respondents 2 to 4 would 

submit  that  permission was already accorded for making const ruct ions in the 

subj ect  property in favour of one Kyasa Sai Venisha and another, on 

03.08.2016, and that  therefore, in view of  the prayer in the writ  pet it ion, the 

cause in the writ  pet it ion does not  survive for adj udicat ion.  

5.  Recording the said submissions, the writ  pet it ion is disposed of as 

infructuous reserving liberty to the pet it ioner to take appropriate legal act ion 

before an appropriate Forum, which law permits.  

 There shall be no order as to costs. 

 Miscellaneous pet it ions pending, if  any, shall stand closed.  

  
 

__________________ 

M.Seetharama Murt i,  J 

04.12.2017  
RAR 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


