
THE HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE A.RAJASHEKER REDDY 

 

W.P.NO.28368 AND 37832 OF 2018 

 

COMMON ORDER 

 

 

 The c ase of the petitioner, as per the averments made in the 

a ffidavits filed  in support of the writ petitions is tha t the Munic ipa l 

Corpora tion of Hyderabad  ac quired  the land  in an extent of Ac s.20.33 

gunts in va rious survey numbers in Ba thkammakunta , Baghamberpet, 

Hyderabad , for the purpose of housing p rojec t and  the vendors of the 

petitioner was a llotted  the p lot Nos. 107 and  89  by the Munic ipa l 

Corpora tion under reg istered  sa le deeds and  in turn, petitioner purc hased  

them under reg istered  sa le deeds da ted  12.06.2013.  After ob ta ining  

nec essary permission from the GHMC, vide permit No.3/ C20/ 06686/ 2017 

da ted  21.07.2017, he sta rted  c onstruc tion. Aggrieved  by the ac tion of the 

respondents 6 and  7 – Tahsilda r and  Sta tion House Offic er, Amberpet 

Sta tion, Hyderabad , in interfering  with his c onstruc tion ac tivity, petitioner 

filed  W.P.No.28368 of 2018. 

 

This c ourt on 14.08.2018, while posting  the matter a fter two weeks, 

d irec ted  tha t in the meanwhile, any ac tion is to be initia ted  by the 

respondents for the a lleged  enc roac hment by the writ petitioner, the 

same sha ll be initia ted  in ac c ordanc e with law. 

 

In pursuanc e of the above interim orders of this c ourt da ted  

14.08.2018, 6th respondent – Tahsilda r, issued  notic e da ted  nil-09-2018 

No.B/ 1508/ 2017, to the petitioner, sta ting  tha t on verific a tion it is found  

tha t pa rt of the sub jec t land  in an extent of 38 sq . ya rds fa lls in T.S.No.4, 

Bloc k – A, Ward  – 163,  whic h is c lassified  as Government land   and  

therefore, he was d irec ted  to stop  the illega l c onstruc tion in Government 
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land  immed ia tely, otherwise, ac tion will be taken in ac c ordanc e with law.  

Cha lleng ing the sa id  notic e, petitioner filed  W.P.No.37832 of 2018. 

 

Learned  c ounsel for the petitioner, while reitera ting  the above fac ts, 

further submit tha t based  on  Town Survey Land  Reg ister (TSLR) entries, the 

6th respondent c la ims tha t pa rt of the sub jec t p lots i.e., an extent of 38 sq . 

ya rds, as Government Lands.  He c ontends tha t TSLR entries c annot be 

relied  upon to trac e title and  in support of this c ontention, he relied  on the 

judgments of lea rned  Sing le Judge of this c ourt reported  in SYED HAFEEZ  

v.  GOVT. OF A.P.1 and  G.SATYANARAYANA  v.  GOVERNMENT OF ANDHRA 

PRADESH2.  He submits tha t in W.P.No.28368 of 2018, this c ourt passed  

interim order da ted  14.08.2018 d irec ting  tha t any ac tion sought to be 

initia ted , sha ll be in ac c ordanc e with law.  But the 6th respondent – 

Tahsilda r, in vio la tion of the sa id  order and  without g iving  opportunity to 

the petitioner, stra ight away issued  the impugned notic e, dec la ring  tha t 

the pa rt of the sub jec t land  as Government land  and  tha t the 

c onstruc tion undertaken by the petitioner, whic h was a fter ob ta ining  

nec essary permission from the Munic ipa l Corpora tion, as ‘ illega l’  and  

asked  the petitioner to stop  c onstruc tion. He submits tha t petitioner is not 

making  any c onstruc tion in the Government land  and  tha t the impugned  

notic e, whic h is in vio la tion of p rinc ip les of na tura l justic e, is liab le to be set 

aside.  He submits tha t petitioner has filed  rep resenta tion da ted  

09.10.2018, but the respondent No.6 has not taken any ac tion and  the 

petitioner apprehends tha t respondent No.6 with the assistanc e of 7th 

respondent – Sta tion House Offic er, may demolish the struc tures without 

opportunity to the petitioner. 

 

                                                 
1
 2014(1) ALT 455 

2
 2014(3) ALT 473 
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On the other hand , the lea rned  Assistant Government Pleader for 

Revenue, on instruc tions, submits tha t on verific a tion of survey and  land  

rec ords, pa rt of the sub jec t land  was found  to be Government land  and  

as the petitioner is c onstruc ting  in the Government land , as per the interim 

d irec tions of this c ourt in W.P.No.23868 of 2018 da ted  14.08.2018, he was 

issued  with the impugned  notic e to stop  c onstruc tion and  tha t the 

authorities would  take ac tion in ac c ordanc e with law.   

 

In this c ase, it is to be seen tha t this c ourt in W.P.No.28368 of 2018 

da ted  14.08.2018 passed  interim order d irec ting  tha t any ac tion sought to 

be initia ted , sha ll be in ac c ordanc e with law.    Impugned  notic e 

c ontemp la tes ac tion in ac c ordanc e with law and  the lea rned  Assistant 

Government Pleader for Revenue, on instruc tions, emphasis tha t 6th 

respondent will take ac tion by duly fo llowing the p roc edure estab lished  

by law, a fter g iving opportunity to the petitioner. 

 

In view of the above fac ts and  c irc umstanc es and  the submissions 

of the lea rned  c ounsel, both the writ petitions a re d isposed  of g iving  

liberty to the petitioner to make fresh representa tion a long with relevant 

doc uments, within a  period  of two weeks from today and  the thereupon, 

the 6th respondent is d irec ted  to d ispose of the same in ac c ordanc e with 

law, a fter a fford ing opportunity of hearing  to the petitioner.  Depend ing  

upon the outc ome of the sa id  dec ision, 6th respondent sha ll take further 

ac tion.  Till then, no c oerc ive steps sha ll be taken aga inst the c onstruc tion 

a lready made by the petitioner in the sub jec t p roperty. 

Interloc utory app lic a tions pend ing, if any, sha ll stand  c losed . 

 

                                                   ----------------------------------------------- 

                                                          A.RAJASHEKER REDDY,J 

DATE:29—10—2018  

AVS 


