
HON’ BLE SRI JUSTICE Dr. B. SIVA SANKARA RAO 

WRIT PETITION No.563 of 2018 

ORDER: 

This writ  pet it ion is f iled under Art icle 226 of the 

Const itut ion of India, seeking the following relief: 

 …..to issue Writ  Order or Direct ion more part icularly one in the nature 
of Writ  of Mandamus, declaring the in act ion of the respondents in 
containing the un-authorized const ruct ion of the 3rd respondent  without  
any permission or sanct ion from the 1st respondent  which is against  the 
rules and regulat ions in 626 yards in Plot  No.8, Sy.Nop.476 of Matwada 
Revenue Village as il legal arbit rary, unj ust  and against  the principles of  
natural j ust ice and to direct  respondents 1 and 2 to immediately act  up 
on in accordance with law and on the representat ion of the pet it ioner 
concerning the il legal const ruct ions and pass such other order……”   
 

2.  Heard the learned counsel for the pet it ioner, Smt .P.laxmi, 

learned Standing Counsel, who offers to f ile vakalat  for 

respondent  No.1, Sri M.Aj ay Kumar, learned Standing Counsel for 

respondent  No.2, Sri A.Prabhakar Rao, learned counsel for 

respondent  No.3 and learned Government  Pleader for Municipal 

Administ rat ion for respondent  No.4 and perused the writ ten 

inst ruct ions and prayer in the writ  pet it ion with support ing 

aff idavit  and other material on record including the informat ion 

furnished by respondent  No.1-Greater Warangal Municipal 

Corporat ion to the pet it ioner on 23.01.2008 under Right  to 

Informat ion Act , 2005, of there is no approval of the building 

permission to respondent  No.3 as on that  date.   

3.  It  is stated in the aff idavit  f i led in support  of the pet it ion 

that  respondent  No.3-M/ s.S.B.Const ruct ions is il legally 

const ruct ing and the respondent -authorit ies are not  act ing, 

despite the pet it ioner made representat ions and also f iled photos 
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about  the const ruct ion allegedly and illegally taken up by 

respondent  No.3.   

4.  The writ ten inst ruct ions of respondent  No.1 are that  after 

representat ion of the pet it ioner, from perusal of the records of 

respondent  No.3, having sat isf ied about  the t it le over the 

property regularized by respondent  No.2, by proceedings, dated 

21.11.2016 and from the Registered Development  Agreement -

cum-Irrevocable General Power of At torney, dated 09.01.2017, 

and registered rect if icat ion deed dated 09.02.2017 in favour of 

respondent  No.3 by the original owner, from the scrut iny and on 

sat isfact ion of the said applicat ion, the building commit tee of 

respondent  No.1-Corporat ion approved the applicat ion on 

02.11.2017 and the same is under further process.  It  is stated 

after approval of the applicat ion before f inal approval with due 

process, the applicant  (respondent  No.3 herein) started 

const ruct ion and after came to know of the same, respondent  

No.1-Corporat ion stopped the same.   

5.  The informat ion obtained by the writ  pet it ioner from 

respondent  No.1 under Right  to Informat ion Act , on 23.01.2018, 

speaks there is no approved building permission granted so far.  

The learned Standing Counsel for respondent  No.1 says, though, it  

is not  in so specif ic words, ment ioned only preliminary approval is 

granted and f inal approval is under the process is the 

communicat ion from the last  para of the writ ten inst ruct ions at  

page No.2.   
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6.  By recording the same and also the submission of the 

learned counsel for respondent  No.3 of respondent  No.3 is going 

to const ruct  only after f inal approval. 

7.  Accordingly, the Writ  Pet it ion is disposed of, with a 

direct ion to respondent  Nos.1 and 2 to consider the 

representat ion of the pet it ioner and dispose of the same and any 

approval f inally given thereby, communicate copy of the same to 

the pet it ioner. In the meant ime, not  to allow respondent  No.3 to 

make any const ruct ion.  Further grievance of the pet it ioner is left  

open. 

8.  Consequent ly, miscellaneous pet it ions, if  any shall stand 

closed.  No order as to costs. 

 
___________________________ 

JUSTICE Dr. B.SIVA SANKARA RAO 

Date: 07.02.2018 
 
Note: 
Issue C.C. in two days. 
         B/ o. 
         pab 


