
HI GH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA 

 

THE HON’BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE SRI  RAGHVENDRA SI NGH CHAUHAN  
AND 

 

THE HON’BLE DR. JUSTI CE SHAMEEM AKTHER 

 

I A.No .1  o f  2 0 1 9  

I N  

W A.No .5 7 4  o f  2 0 1 9  
 

AND 
 

I A.No .1  o f  2 0 1 9  

I N  

W A.No .5 7 5  o f  2 0 1 9  
 

AND 
 

W RI T APPEAL Nos.5 7 4  an d  5 7 5  o f  2 0 1 9  

 

1 6 .0 8 .2 0 1 9  
Bet w een  

 

G. Anjaneyulu, S/ o. G. Eddnna, 

Aged about  62 years, 

Occ:  Retd. Em ployee, 

R/ o. PlotNo.24, L.I .G. and M.I .G, 

Srinivas Colony,  

Mahabubnagar Town and others. 

 

…APPELLANTS 

 

AND 

 

Mohd. Fazal Ur Rahm an, 

S/ o. Late Mohd Khaleel ur Rahm an, 

Aged about  58 years,  

Occ:  Agriculture & Business, 

R/ o. Srinivas Colony, Mahabubnagar and others. 

 

…RESPONDENTS 

 

Counsel for the Appellants:  Mr. Vedula Srinivas 

 

Counsel for the Respondents:  Mr. N. Vasudeva Reddy 

                                            GP for Land Acquisit ion                                           
 

 

Th e Cou r t  m ad e t h e f o l low in g :
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THE HON’BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE SRI  RAGHVENDRA SI NGH CHAUHAN  

AND 

THE HON’BLE DR. JUSTI CE SHAMEEM AKTHER 

 

I A.No .1  o f  2 0 1 9  

I N  

W A.No .5 7 4  o f  2 0 1 9  
 

AND 
 

I A.No .1  o f  2 0 1 9  

I N  

W A.No .5 7 5  o f  2 0 1 9  
 

AND 
 

W RI T APPEAL Nos.5 7 4  an d  5 7 5  o f  2 0 1 9  

 

COMMON JUDGMENT:  { Per the Hon’ble the Chief Just ice Sri Just ice Raghvendra Singh Chauhan}  

 
 

 The appellants, third part ies, have challenged the legality of the 

order, dated 10.07.2018, passed by the learned Single Judge in 

WP.No.32428 of 2014 whereby the learned Single Judge had granted 

the N.G.O’s Co-operat ive House Building Society ( ‘Society’ for short ) ,  

respondent  No.2 in the writ  pet it ion, six m onths t im e to com ply with 

the judgm ent  and decrees in A.S.Nos.174 of 2003 and 374 of 2003 by 

deposit ing the com pensat ion determ ined in favour of the land losers 

i.e. respondents herein. The learned Single Judge had further directed 

that  t ill the said com pensat ion am ount  is paid by the Society,  

they shall not  be perm it ted to sell or alienate any of the plots owned 

by the m em bers of the Society.  

 

2. I t  is pert inent  to note that  it  was the Society, which was arrayed 

as respondent  before the learned Single Judge. However, since the 

appellants happen to be the m em bers of the Society, they have sought  

leave of this Court  to file this appeal against  the im pugned order.  

 

3. Learned counsel for the appellants subm its that  the order dated 

10.07.2018 would adversely affect  the financial condit ion of the 
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appellants. Therefore, they should be perm it ted to challenge the sam e. 

Hence, leave should be allowed by this Court . 

 

4. For the reasons stated by the learned counsel for the appellants, 

leave is allowed. I A’s are ordered. 

 

5. During the course of hearing on 14.08.2019, this Court  m ade it  

clear to the appellants, that  since the land is required for the benefit  of 

the society of which they are m embers of, the com pensat ion am ount  

eventually has to be paid by them . Since they had failed to do so,  

the learned Single Judge was just ified in passing the im pugned order. 

Once this fact  was pointed out , the learned counsel for the appellants 

sought  t im e to seek further inst ruct ions from  the part ies as to the t im e 

they would require for the paym ent  of com pensat ion am ount . 

 

6. Today, the learned counsel for the appellants has subm it ted 

different  undertakings given by 79 appellants. However, no 

undertaking has been given by Appellant  Nos.22, 51, 55, 60, 67 and 

75. Learned counsel further subm its that  the total num ber of allot tees 

is 140, and the total com pensat ion to be paid as on 31.01.2019 is 

Rs.4,65,48,993/ - . 

 

7. Since the undertaking has been given by the appellants that  

they shall pay the enhanced com pensat ion am ount  within a period 

st ipulated by this Court , this Court  directs each of the appellants to 

deposit  an am ount  of Rs.3,32,492/ -  before the EP Court  within a 

period of three (3)  m onths from  today. The am ount  once deposited 

with the EP Court  shall be disbursed to the land losers i.e. respondents 

before this Court  st r ict ly in accordance with law. However, it  is clar ified 
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that  it  is for the EP Court  to decide as to the am ount  of interest  

payable by the appellants to the land losers. The said issue shall be 

decided by the EP Court  after giving an opportunity of hearing to 

part ies. Since 79 appellants have filed the undertaking, this order is 

confined to only these 79 appellants. The sale of plots in respect  of  

79 appellants is stayed. The respondents are free to take act ion 

against  the rem aining appellants. Moreover, it  is further clar ified that  

in case the appellants fail to deposit  the am ount  due from  them  within 

the st ipulated period of three (3)  m onths, the respondents shall be 

free to recover the said am ount  under the Telangana Revenue 

Recovery Act , 1864. 

 

With these direct ions, the writ  appeals are disposed of. Pending 

m iscellaneous pet it ions shall also stand dism issed. There shall be no 

order as to costs.                      

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

RAGHVENDRA SI NGH CHAUHAN, CJ 

 

 

 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

DR. SHAMEEM AKTHER, J 
August  16, 2019 

DSK 


