
 

HON’BLE SRI  JUSTI CE CHALLA KODANDA RAM 

 

W RI T PETI I TI ON No .7 5 2 1  o f  2 0 1 9  

ORDER:   

 
 

 The pet it ioner asserts that  he is the owner of the property 

adm easuring Ac.20.17 guntas in Sy.No.623 situated at  Nadergul 

Village, Balapur Mandal, Ranga Reddy Dist r ict . He further asserts 

that  respondents 3 and 4, without  any perm ission from  the 

second respondent , in the nam e of Green Field Welfare Society, 

are m aking a layout  in part  of the subject  property. He further 

asserts that  the Tahsildar has not  disposed of the applicat ion in 

Case.No.B/ 216/ 2018 seeking restorat ion of the land. The 

pet it ioner approached this Court  by filing WP.No.5901 of 2019 

and this Court  directed to dispose of the sam e, on m erits, in 

accordance with law.   

 

2. Learned counsel for the pet it ioner subm its that  in spite of 

the fact  that  the pet it ioner has approached the second 

respondent  on 27.02.2019, specifically br inging to its not ice that  

Case No.B/ 216/ 2018 is pending and the sam e is not  being taken 

into considerat ion, in the m eanwhile, respondents 3 and 4, 

without  there being any perm ission, are proceeding with the 

developm ent  of the layout . He would further subm it  the legal 

not ice issued on 16.03.2019 also is not  responded to by the 

respondent  authorit ies t ill date. 
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3. Heard Ms. D. Madhavi, learned standing counsel for the 

second respondent . 

 

4. Having regard to the nature of the relief sought , this Court  

is not  inclined to entertain the writ  pet it ion. However, at  the 

outset , the pet it ioner is required to br ing to the not ice of the 

second respondent  that  respondents 3 and 4 are developing the 

layout  without  any perm ission and that  there is a case pending 

before the Tahsildar, but  the pet it ioner except  writ ing a let ter 

dated 27.02.2019 had not  m ade any effort  to obtain inform at ion 

from  the second respondent  whether, as a m at ter of fact , any 

applicat ion has been m ade by the said society seeking 

perm ission for m aking a layout  and whether any such perm ission 

has been granted in favour of the said society represented by 

respondents 3 and 4.  All that  pet it ioner seeks is an innocuous 

order of considerat ion of the let ter dated 27.02.2019.  

 

5. As held by the Suprem e Court  in Civil Appeal No.11759 of 

2018 dated 03.12.2018, not  in every case there is a requirem ent  

of this Court  under Art icle 226 of the Const itut ion of I ndia to 

issue an order to consider and dispose of. I n the case on hand, 

the pet it ioner before approaching this Court  has not  m ade due 

diligence, which he is required to m ake, whether, respondents 3 

and 4 or the society had applied and sought  for perm ission to 

develop the layout  or not .  
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6. I n those circum stances, the writ  pet it ion is prem ature at  

this stage. However, liberty is given to the pet it ioner to approach 

the second respondent  invoking the provisions of the Right  to 

I nform at ion Act  seeking inform at ion, which shall be considered 

by the lat ter in accordance with law.  

 

Subject  to the above, the writ  pet it ion is disposed of.  

As a sequel, the m iscellaneous applicat ions, if any pending, shall 

stand closed. There shall be no order as to costs. 

 
______________________ 

CHALLA KODANDA RAM, J 
April 10, 2019 

DSK  


