
THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE P.KESHAVA RAO 

 

 

WRIT PETITION No.1636 of 2016 

 

ORDER: 

 

 The p rayer sought for in this writ petition is as under: 

 

 “ To issue appropriate Writ, Order or 

d irec tion more partic ularly one in the nature 

of Writ of Mandamus  by dec laring the 

ac tion of the  respondent Nos. 2 to 5 for  not 

stopping the illegal c onstruc tion of the 

respondent No.6  without any title or 

c onstruc tion permission on the public  road 

in D.V. Colony, Sec undarabad-03 as 

arbitrary, illegal, c olourable exerc ise of 

power and violative of  fundamental rights 

guaranteed under  Artic les 19 and 21  of the 

Constitution of India” . 

 

 Heard  the lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioner as well as 

the lea rned  Stand ing Counsel for the respondent No.2-

Corpora tion and  lea rned  c ounsel for the 6th respondent. 

 

 The fac ts of the c ase a re tha t the petitioner herein is  the 

Direc tor of M/ s Viswaroopa  Builders and  Developers Priva te 

Limited .  The sa id  c ompany owns an extent of 500 square 

ya rds of land   in p remises bearing  H.No.2-3-528, D.V. Colony, 

Sec underabad .    In the sa id  p roperty, the c ompany has 

c onstruc ted  residentia l apartments a fter ob ta ining approva l 

from the respondent Nos. 2 to 4.   The respondent No.6, with his 
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politic a l influenc e, is trying  to grab  the pub lic  road  on Southern 

side  in  c onnivanc e with the loc a l Minister.  The respondent 

No.6, by taking advantage of G.O.Ms.No.151, da ted  2.11.2015, 

sta rted  c onstruc tion on 15.01.2016 by deputing  the labour  

and    by damaging the c onc rete road  with an intention to  

c onstruc t a  house without any p lan  or app rova l from the 

respondents 2 to 4.  In tha t c onnec tion, the petitioner 

submitted  a  rep resenta tion to the respondent Nos. 2 to 5 on 

16.01.2016 mentioning about the sa id  illega l c onstruc tions  

c a rried  on by the respondent No.6.  Sinc e no ac tion is being 

taken by the respondent Nos. 2 to 4  so fa r, the p resent writ 

petition is filed . 

 

 Per c ontra , the lea rned  c ounsel appearing for the 

respondent No.6, would  submit tha t he is not making any 

c onstruc tions on the road  portion.    

 

 Be tha t as it may, pursuant to the c omp la int lodged  by 

the petitioner herein, the  respondent No.2-Corpora tion have 

issued  a  notic e  c a lling  upon the   respondent No.6 to p roduc e 

the relevant doc uments perta ining  to  the sa id  c onstruc tion.  

Ac c ord ing ly, he has submitted  his exp lana tion enc losing a ll the 

relevant doc uments. Sinc e the matter is a lready seized  of by 

the respondent No.2- Corpora tion and  as per the instruc tions 

of the respondent No.2-Corpora tion, the c onstruc tion ac tivity 

is a lso stopped .   
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         On the other hand ,  respondent Nos. 2 to 4 have a lso 

filed  a  c ounter a ffidavit sta ting  tha t pursuant to the c omp la int 

g iven on  16.01.2016 by the petitioner herein and  a lso on the 

c omp la int, da ted  18.01.2016 by the Sub  Inspec tor  of Polic e, 

Ramgopa lpet Polic e Sta tion, the respondent No.2-Corpora tion 

have issued  notic e vide proc eed ings No.1801/ TPS/ C-

18/ NZ/ GHMC/ 2016, da ted  18.01.2016 d irec ting  the respondent 

No.6 to stop  further c onstruc tion work  in the site under 

referenc e  and  further to p roduc e a  c opy of the sanc tioned  

p lan for verific a tion within seven (7) days, fa iling  whic h, the 

c onstruc tion will be trea ted  as unauthorised  c onstruc tion and  

further ac tion will be initia ted  as per the p rovisions of the 

Grea ter Hyderabad  Munic ipa l Corpora tion Ac t, 1955.  

Pursuant to the sa id  notic e, it is represented  by the lea rned  

c ounsel for the respondent No.6 tha t an exp lana tion da ted  

25.01.2016 is submitted  to the respondent No.2-Corpora tion 

and  the same is pend ing c onsidera tion. 

 

 Taking into c onsidera tion the submissions made by the 

respec tive c ounsel as well as the c ounter a ffidavit filed   on 

beha lf of the respondent Nos. 2 to 4, this Court feels tha t  the 

writ petition c an be d isposed  of with a  d irec tion to  the 

respondents 2 to 4 to pass appropria te orders pursuant to the 

exp lana tion submitted  by the respondent No.6, within the 

stipula ted  period . 
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 Ac c ord ing ly, the writ petition is d isposed  of d irec ting  the 

respondent No.2-Corpora tion to c onsider the exp lana tion 

da ted  25.01.2016 submitted  by the respondent No.6 in rep ly to 

the notic e da ted  18.01.2016 and  pass appropria te orders 

within a  period  of eight weeks from the da te of rec eip t of a  

c opy of this order.  It is need less to observe tha t until the fina l 

orders a re passed , the respondent No.6 is d irec ted  not to 

undertake any c onstruc tion ac tivity in the sub jec t p roperty.    

 

 Misc ellaneous petitions pend ing, if any, sha ll stand  

c losed . 

 

__________________ 

                                                                            P.KESHAVA RAO, J 

 

Date: 24.04.2018 

slk 
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