
HON’BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE 

SRI THOTTATHIL B. RADHAKRISHNAN 

AND 

HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

C.C.Nos.1148 OF 2018 & 2029 OF 2017 

COMMON JUDGMENT: (Per the Hon’b le Sri Justic e S.V.Bha tt) 

  These two c ontempt c ases a re filed  by the emp loyees of  

A.P. High Court Emp loyees Mutua lly Aided  Co-opera tive Housing 

Soc iety Limited , High Court Build ings, Hyderabad  (for short ‘High 

Court Emp loyees Housing Soc iety)’  c omp la ining d isobed ienc e of 

the order da ted  05.03.2013 in W.A.No.260 of 2013 and  ba tc h.  

The opera tive portion reads thus: 

 “Now after the change of circumstance and 

passage of several years, since the tentative layout has 

been sanctioned by the municipal corporation and the 

`general body of the society has already passed a 

resolution to allot land to each and every member of the 

society, we feel it is necessary for us, at this stage, to 

modify the order so passed by the Court. We direct that 

the allotment should be made to all the members as 

agreed in the general body meeting of the society 

subject to the result of the writ petitions challenging the 

eligibility criteria of the persons, who have been taken in 

as members of the society. We appoint three 

independent persons of this Court, being the learned 

Advocates, to supervise the allotment and we direct 

them to hold lottery system to allot plots in favour of 

members of the society. Accordingly, we appoint (1) Mr. 

D.V. Seetharama Murthy, learned senior counsel, (2) 

Mr.S. Satyam Reddy, learned senior counsel and (3) Mr. 

C. Ramachandra Raju, learned counsel, as an 

independent committee, under whose supervision the 

allotment work should be taken up by the appellant – 

society by way of lottery. We further make it clear that in 

case, the writ petitioners succeed in the writ petitions; 
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the members, who are not eligible for allotment of plot, 

shall vacate the said plot subject to any order being 

passed by the Court. 

 
 We further direct that the allotment should be 

made by the society under the supervision of the 

aforesaid committee, by way of lottery, within a period of 

two (2) weeks from today. The batch of writ petitions, 

being WP.No.6112 of 2013 and WP.Nos.18811, 18851, 

18861, 18910, 18935, 18962, 20123 and 27537 of 2007, 

and any other connected writ petitions be listed before 

the appropriate learned single Judge having roster after 

two (2) weeks and we only request the learned single 

Judge to dispose of the matters within a period of three 

(3) weeks so that matter can be resolved once for all”. 

 

 The g ist of d isobed ienc e c omp la ined  aga inst the order da ted  

05.03.2013 is tha t the a llotment of p lots as d irec ted  by this Court has 

been c omp leted  as per the tenta tive layout da ted  30.01.2013.  

Respondent Nos.2 to 4 c annot now take steps to revise the 

tenta tive layout da ted  30.01.2013 as per their c hoic e, thereby 

d isturb ing the a llotment a lready made as per tenta tive layout 

da ted  30.01.2013.  The c a lling  for Genera l Body Meeting  through 

notic e da ted  10.07.2017 to be held  on 22.07.2017 to d isc uss the 

agenda  mentioned  in the sa id  notic e; agenda  item Nos.5 and  7 a re 

uphold ing the orders in writ appea l.  The p roposed  agenda  Nos.5 

and  10 whic h c onsists of g roup  houses, apartments would  d isturb  

the a llotment of p lots and  layout development a lready made by 

the Housing Soc iety.  The further ac t of d isobed ienc e c ompla ined  is 

tha t c irc ula r da ted  26.08.2017 was issued  by respondents 2 to 4 

seeking willingness of the members for group  houses to be 
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c onstruc ted  in the land  a llotted  by the Government.  Henc e, the 

c ontempt c ases c omp la ining d isobed ienc e of order in writ appea l. 

 The c hronology of events from the da te of a llotment till da te 

has been c onsidered  in the c ommon judgment da ted  28.12.2018 in 

W.P.No.18935 of 2007 and  ba tc h. 

 The view expressed  by us on these steps while d isposing  of 

W.P.Nos.36900 of 2016 reads thus:- 

 “We are of the view that this objection at the 

instance of the petitioner ought not to be entertained 

having regard to the effective remedies the petitioner has 

against the very elections which were conducted on 

05.11.2016 and that the elections could be a matter of 

challenge in proceedings initiated before Court of 

competent jurisdiction.  The petitioner alternatively insists 

on allotment of plot size as finalized pursuant to 

W.A.No.260 of 2013 dated 05.03.2013. The prayer of 

petitioner for completion of allotment as per the plots 

allotted pursuant to order in W.A .No.260 of 2013, dated 

05.03.2013, and direct the District Collector to register the 

respective plots does not sink with the legal character and 

entity the 3rd respondent in law enjoys as on date.  The 

District Collector is under no obligation to accept the 

responsibility of registering plots at the instance of 

petitioner to the members of 3rd respondent society.  The 

member in a society is obliged to go with the resolutions of 

general body of managing committee. This prayer is 

completely misconceived and without further deliberation 

the submission is rejected.  The petitioner insists on 

adhering to the layout sanctioned in January, 2013.   The 

elected body of the Housing Society in the meeting 

convened on 22.07.2017 has taken a few decisions.  The 

3rd respondent society received letter dated 14.05.2018 

vide proceedings 6951/14/22/23011-18/399  rejecting the 

request of 3rd respondent society for renewing the tentative 

layout and the managing committee convened a meeting 

on 01.06.2018 and submitted a revised layout plan to the 
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Commissioner, GHMC which is now treated as 

comprehensive layout-building approval plan. The 

managing committee in its competence and power has 

taken the decision to provide plots as per the plan now 

sanctioned by the competent authority to 1112 members of 

the Housing Society.  The petitioner cannot raise a dispute 

under Article 226 and insist on implementation of layout 

which does not have life or currency due to communication 

dated 14.05.2018 by the Commissioner, GHMC.  The 

members of the Society are cooperating with the 3rd 

respondent society through the elected body in office and it 

is specious to petitioner to contend that the society is not in 

existence etc., and further complicate all the issues.  The 

prayers made in the writ petitions lack bonafides and are 

not in line with the cooperative movement basing on which 

employees of High Court joined together for common good 

and benefit.  Therefore, this writ petition fails and is 

accordingly dismissed”. 

 This Court is of the view tha t the d irec tions now sought a re by 

referenc e to a  pa rtic ula r stage of development of sub jec t land  

namely tha t a  tenta tive layout was sanc tioned  on 30.01.2013.   

The High Court Emp loyees Housing Soc iety c annot and  c ould  not 

be sa id  as restric ted  by this Court in any manner to fully utilise the 

limited  extent of land  sanc tioned  by the Government for p rovid ing 

p lots to its members.  Further, the p rayer refers to a  layout whic h is 

not in vogue in, view of the order of c ompetent authority refusing  to 

renew the c urrenc y. 

 The c ase of petitioners tha t the a llotment is a lso c omp leted  

needs re-examina tion, having regard  to the ob jec tions ra ised  on 

the doc uments relied  on by the petitioner/ the High Court 

Emp loyees Housing Soc iety.  The d isobed ienc e c ompla ined  in the 

fac ts and  c irc umstanc es of this c ase is not made out.  We a re not 

persuaded  to p roc eed  with the Contempt Cases. 
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 The Contempt Cases a re, ac c ord ing ly, d ismissed . No order as 

to c osts. 

 As a  sequel thereto, misc ellaneous petitions, if any pend ing, 

stand  c losed . 

 

___________________________________ 

THOTTATHIL B. RADHAKRISHNAN, CJ 

 

 
 

____________ 

S.V.BHATT, J 

28th Dec ember, 2018 

Prv 

 


