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O R D E R 

 

 

 Petitioner c la ims to be the owner of the sub jec t p roperty by virtue of 

the reg istered  sa le deed .  Aggrieved  by the c ommunic a tion issued  by the 

2nd  respondent – Grea ter Hyderabad  Munic ipa l Corpora tion, rep resented  

by its Commissioner, vide Lr.No.31/ RW/ ACP/ C-21/ GHMC/ 2019 da ted  

18.09.2019, in requiring  the petitioner to g ive c onsent under    Sec tion 146 

of the Hyderabad  Munic ipa l Corpora tion Ac t, 1955 (for short ‘ the Ac t’ ) for 

taking over the a ffec ted  portion of the sub jec t p roperty by GHMC for the 

purpose of widening the existing  road  to 200’ -00” , the p resent writ petition 

is filed . 

 

 Learned  c ounsel for the petitioner submits tha t this c ourt in identic a l 

set of fac ts and  c irc umstanc es in W.P.No.19687 of 2019 da ted  13.09.2019 

d isposed  of the writ petition d irec ting  the respondents not to interfere with 

the possession of the petitioners without fo llowing  the p roc edure under 

Sec tion 146 of the Ac t, and  c omp lying  with the p rovisions under      

Sec tion 38 of the Right to Fa ir Compensa tion and  Transparenc y in Land  

Ac quisition, Rehab ilita tion and  Resettlement Ac t, 2013. Therefore, the 

lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioner seeks to pass simila r order. 

 

 Learned  Assistant Government Pleader for Munic ipa l Administra tion 

appearing  for the 1st respondent and  Sri Sampath Prabhakar Reddy, 

lea rned  Stand ing  Counsel for respondents 2 and  3, have not d isputed  the 

above submission of the lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioner. 

 

 In view of the same and  for the reasons a like, the p resent writ 

petition is d isposed  of with a  d irec tion to the respondent authorities not to 



interfere with the peac eful possession and  enjoyment of the petitioner 

over the p roperty in question, without fo llowing the p roc edure p resc ribed  

under Sec tion 146 of the Ac t, and  without c omp lying  with Sec tion 38 of 

Ac t 30 of 2013.   

 

 It is made c lea r tha t the entitlement of the c ompensa tion is sub jec t 

to the right and  title of the petitioner over the sub jec t p roperty. 

 

 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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