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 Petitioner c la ims tha t, on ob ta ining  no ob jec tion from the owner of 

the sub jec t land , and  a lso a fter ob ta ining nec essary permission from the 

loc a l body i.e., Gram Panc hya t, he erec ted  uni-pole in the sub jec t land , 

for the purpose of d isp laying advertisements.  The respondent – HMDA, 

rep resented  by its Managing Direc tor, issued  notic e da ted  29.11.2019 to 

the owner of the p roperty, for remova l of the sa id  struc ture within a  period  

of seven days.  Aggrieved  by the same, the p resent writ petition is filed . 

 

 Learned  c ounsel for the petitioner submits tha t the p rovisions 

referred  to in the impugned notic e, have no sta tutory basis, and  henc e 

without any authority of law, the respondent is not justified  in interfering  

with the lawful ac tivity of the petitioner.  He submits tha t petitioner has 

ob ta ined  nec essary permissions from the Gram Panc haya t, and  erec ted  

the sa id  struc ture.  Therefore, without issuing any p rior notic e, respondent 

is not justified  in stra ightaway d irec ting  for the remova l the sa id  struc ture, 

and  this amounts to vio la tion of p rinc ip les of na tura l justic e.  Learned  

c ounsel further submits tha t petitioner has filed  exp lana tion on 29.11.2019, 

but without c onsidering  the same in p roper perspec tive, the authorities of 

the respondent, a re resorting  for remova l of the struc ture in question. 

 

 On the other hand , Sri Y.Rama Rao, lea rned  Stand ing Counsel for 

the respondent HMDA, submits tha t as per the regula tions made under 

G.O.Ms.No.470 da ted  09.07.2008, read  with amendment made under 

G.O.Ms.No.440 da ted  26.10.2013, a ll p roperties abutting the outer right 

road  sha ll manda tory have an open buffer  i.e., minimum build ing  set 

bac k of 15 mts. from the outer ring  road .  He submits tha t as the struc ture 



in question, is within 15 mts.  of buffer zone, impugned  notic e has been 

issued , and  henc e no exc ep tion c an be taken. 

 

 In this c ase it is to be seen tha t petitioner c la ims to have filed  

exp lana tion on 29.11.2019 to the impugned  notic e.    In view of the same, 

it would  be suffic e if the respondent is d irec ted  to c onsider the sa id  

exp lana tion and  take appropria te ac tion in ac c ordanc e with law. 

 

 Learned  c ounsel for the petitioner submits tha t petitioner intends to 

file add itiona l exp lana tion and  henc e may be permitted  to do the same. 

 

 Having regard  to the fac ts and  c irc umstanc es of the c ase, without 

expressing any op inion on merits, writ petition is d isposed  of, leaving it 

open to the petitioner to file add itiona l exp lana tion within a  period  of two 

weeks from today.  

 

 On rec eip t of suc h exp lana tion, the respondent sha ll c onsider the 

same, and  a fter g iving  opportunity of hearing , sha ll pass appropria te 

orders in ac c ordanc e with law, and  c ommunic a te the same to the 

petitioner. 

 

 Till suc h orders a re passed , no c oerc ive steps sha ll be taken. 

 

 It is made c lea r tha t if the petitioner fa ils to file add itiona l 

exp lana tion within the time a llowed  by this c ourt, it is open for the 

respondent to c onsider the exp lana tion, whic h is a lready sta ted  to have 

been filed , and  pass appropria te orders in ac c ordanc e with law. 

 

 Interloc utory app lic a tions pend ing, if any, sha ll stand  c losed .  No 

order as to c osts. 
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