
HON’BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE 

SRI THOTTATHIL B. RADHAKRISHNAN 

AND 

HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

 

WRIT APPEAL No.1507 OF 2018 

 

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

 

 Heard  Mr.N.Subba  Rao for appellants and  the lea rned  

Government Pleader (Revenue) for respondents 1 to 3 and  5. 

 

2. Petitioners a re the appellants.  The appellants p ray for a   

writ in the na ture of Mandamus d irec ting  respondents to take 

further ac tion in terms of c ontents in Lr.No.E1/ 8655/ 2002 da ted  

26.10.2014 of the 1st respondent, Lr.No.D/ 1242/ 2004 da ted  

16.11.2004 and  Lr.No.D/ 1242/ 2004 da ted  20.03.2005 of the  

2nd  respondent and  c omp lete assignment of house site a llotments 

made through letter No.A3/ 839/ 99 da ted  23.02.2000.   

 

3. The 1st petitioner is a  Soc iety (Regn.No.1036/ 2006 and     

petitioners 2 to 10 a re the members of 1st petitioner Soc iety.  The  

1st petitioner as part of annexures to the writ petition p lac es on 

rec ord  the list of members of Soc iety.  The p rayer as noted  above 

dea ls with the inac tion of respondents in c onsidering  and  granting  

house site pa ttas in an extent of Ac s.04-00 in Sy.No.147 (P) of 

Kokapet Village, Ra jendranagar Manda l.   

 

4. The respondents filed  c ounter a ffidavit and  the g ist of the 

c ounter a ffidavit reads thus: 

 Tha t the Government has issued  G.O.Ms.No.493 da ted  

28.04.2006 ac c ord ing to whic h c erta in guidelines for selec tion of 

benefic ia ries of house sites, while c onduc ting  Grama Sabha , were 
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issued ; tha t in the Grama Sabha  c onduc ted  on 20.05.2006, the 

respondents rec eived , as many as 130 app lic a tion and  out of whic h 

107 benefic ia ries were selec ted  as per the GO and  identified  land  

an extent of Ac s. 4-05 Gts in Sy.No.147 of Kokapet Village; tha t soc io 

ec onomic  survey has been c onduc ted  as per the instruc tions of the 

Collec tor, Ranga  Reddy Distric t and  mere c onduc ting  of soc io 

ec onomic  survey is not suffic ient for issuing  house sites; tha t house 

site pa ttas to 107 benefic ia ries were issued  a fter due enquiry and  

c onduc ting  Grama Sabha ; tha t as petitioners a re not residents of 

Kokapet Village, they a re not elig ib le for house sites and  as per 

G.O.Ms.No.493, the loc a l residents, who a re not having house sites 

and  their fa ther/ fa ther-in-laws who a re voter’ s list of 1986, only a re 

elig ib le for house sites; tha t no vac ant Government land  in 

Sy.No.147 of Kokapet Village is ava ilab le and  as per the polic y of 

the Government, a t p resent house site pa ttas a re not g ranted  in 

Hyderabad  and  Ranga  Reddy Distric ts; and  tha t as per elig ib ility, 

the benefic ia ries will be p rovided  houses under Ra jiv Gruha  Ka lpa  

Sc heme. 

 

5. The order under appea l c onsidered  these ob jec tions ra ised   

by respondents and  d ismissed  the writ petition insofa r as  

1st petitioner is c onc erned , and  further gave liberty to petitioners 2 

to 10 to file ind ividua l rep resenta tions before the Manda l Revenue 

Offic er, Ra jendranagar Manda l, Ranga  Reddy Distric t.  For 

c onvenienc e, the opera tive portion of the order under appea l is 

exc erp ted : 

“Since the recommendations were made way back 

in the year  2004 by the respondents in favour of the 
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petitioners and in view of the change in administration and 

delimitation of the Mandal Revenue Offices, the petitioners 

are directed to file fresh applications before the 

respondents within a period of one month from the date of 

receipt of a copy of this order and the respondents shall 

consider their case in the light of the recommendations 

made earlier for the purpose of granting two bed room flats 

under the scheme of the Government as per their eligibility 

as expeditiously as possible. It is needless to observe that 

their case should be considered on the basis of equity as 

they are anticipating relief from the Government is pending 

since 1999 onwards”.  

 

6. Mr.Subba  Rao c ontends tha t the d ismissa l of the writ petition, 

insofa r as 1st petitioner is c onc erned  denies the ba rga ining  power 

the soc iety has in sec uring  a llotment of house sites to its members.   

In the c ase on hand , the list of members of petitioners’  Soc iety is 

a lready p lac ed  as pa rt of ma teria l papers and  the Soc iety would  

have been permitted  to file rep resenta tion before the Manda l 

Revenue Offic er, Ra jendranagar Manda l.  He p rays for mod ifying  

the order ac c ord ing ly.  

 

7. The lea rned  Government, on the other hand , submits tha t the 

1st petitioner is b rought into existenc e muc h a fter the letters on 

whic h some referenc e is made in the writ petition, therefore these 

a re issues on estab lishing bona fides of these Soc ieties.   Ac c ord ing 

to him, the limited  p rayer of inac tion is noted  by the lea rned  Sing le 

Judge and  as there is delay in moving the Court for relief, the 

d irec tion, as exc erp ted  above, has been granted  and  there is no 

reason to interfere with the order under appea l. 
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8. We have noted  the submissions and  we a re sa tisfied  tha t 

keep ing in view the order of this Court in W.P.No.20350 of 2008 and  

ba tc h da ted  30.10.2018 tha t ban imposed  within a  rad ius of 10 km 

from Hyderabad  and  Ranga  Reddy Distric t, the d irec tion for 

c onsidera tion of app lic a tion for house site pa ttas for ind ividua l 

members c annot further be d irec ted  by this Court.   In the c ounter 

a ffidavit, the Tahsilda r sta tes tha t elig ib le persons in respec tive a reas 

for a llotment of houses will be c onsidered .  We a re not expressing a  

view on merits in this beha lf, however, stand  as taken in c ounter 

a ffidavit is noted  and  p lac ed  on rec ord .  

 

9. For a ll reasons, the writ appea l fa ils and  is, ac c ord ing ly, 

d ismissed  with the above observa tions.  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 

15th November, 2018 

Lrkm 


