
HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

 

W.P.No.10425 OF 2017 

 ORDER: 

 

Heard  Mr.P.Lakshma Reddy, for petitioner, Ms.Ayesha  Saba , 

hold ing  for Mr.V.Raghunath, c ounsel for respondent Nos.5 and  6, 

Mr.Ramac handra  Reddy, hold ing for Mr.G.Narender Reddy, 

stand ing c ounsel for respondent No.4 and  Ms.Jyothi Kiran for  

3rd  respondent. 

 

The petitioner c ompla ins aga inst the inac tion of respondent 

Nos.2 to 4 in ac ting  aga inst the illega l c onstruc tion undertaken by 

respondent Nos. 5 and  6 for the p roperty c overed  by H.Nos.4-52 

and  4-51/ 2 a t Ma lkapoor Thanda , Nizamabad  Manda l and  Distric t, 

pa rtic ula rly without ob ta ining  permission from respondent No.4, as 

illega l, a rb itra ry and  amounts to refusing to exerc ise the jurisd ic tion 

c onferred  on them. 

 

On 24.03.2017, this Court was persuaded  to grant interim 

d irec tion on the help lessness p leaded  by the Sec reta ry of  

4th respondent - Gram Panc haya t in c ontrolling  the a lleged  illega l 

c onstruc tion undertaken by respondent Nos. 5 and  6.  The order 

reads as follows: 

 “It is stated by the learned standing counsel that 

despite notices given by the Gram Panchayat, respondent 

Nos.5 and 6 are not stopping the illegal constructions. 

 In that view of the matter, there shall be an interim 

direction as prayed for. 

 Notice”. 

 

Respondent Nos.5 and  6 filed  c ounter a ffidavit denying eac h 

one of the a llega tions made aga inst them and  respondent Nos.5 
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and  6 a lso rely on the permission granted  by the Village Sec reta ry 

da ted  11.05.2017 to stay c lea r from the ac c usa tion tha t the build ing 

is c onstruc ted  without permission.  

 

Mr.Lakshma Reddy c ontends tha t assuming without  

admitting  tha t permission is g ranted  by the Village Sec reta ry  

of 4th respondent-Gram Panc haya t, the permission c erta inly is  

ex post fac to  to the da te of filing  of the writ petition.  His further 

ob jec tion is tha t the build ing  c onstruc ted  by respondent Nos.5 and  

6 does not c onform to this sanc tioned  p lan. These assertions  

a re denied  by the c ounsel for respondent Nos.5 and  6.  From the 

above narra tion, it is c lea r tha t in a  p rayer made c ompla ining  

inac tion, this Court is c a lled  upon to dec ide the p rimary issues whic h 

a re supposed  to be adverted  to by 4th respondent under the 

supervision of 3rd  respondent and  orders a re passed  in ac c ordanc e 

with law. 

 

This Court is not persuaded  to take up  the issues, though some 

effort is made by the c ounsel appearing  for a ll the pa rties.  

However, to meet the ends of justic e and  a lso to ensure tha t the 

c onstruc tion in existenc e in H.Nos.4-52 and  4-51/ 2 c onforms to law 

and  the c ond itions with whic h the permission is g ranted , the writ 

petition is d isposed  of by this order: 

a ) the petitioner is g iven liberty to represent to 

respondent Nos.3 and  4 by enc losing a  c opy  

of this order on a ll the a lleged  c ommissions  

and  omissions the petitioner has grievanc e  

vis-à -vis the c onstruc tion undertaken by 

respondent Nos.5 and  6; 
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b) on rec eip t of rep resenta tion, the 3rd  and   

4th respondents a re d irec ted  to enquire into, 

a fford  opportunity to respondent Nos.5 and  6 

and  a lso petitioner and  pass orders within six 

weeks from the da te of rec eip t of rep resenta tion; 

 

c ) the pa rties a re d irec ted  to ma inta in sta tus quo  as 

on today in a ll aspec ts for a  period  of six weeks 

from today; and  

 

d ) to ensure adherenc e to the sta tus quo of this 

Court, the petitioner as well as respondent No.4 

a re a t liberty to take photographs of the  

p resent struc tures, and  use it appropria tely,  

if c irc umstanc es warrant.  

 

There sha ll be no order as to c osts. 

 

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

   
 

 

_____________ 

S. V. BHATT, J 

19th Marc h, 2018 

Lrkm  


