
HON’BLE SRI  JUSTI CE P. KESHAVA RAO  

 

W RI T PETI TI ON No .8 0 3  o f  2 0 2 0  

ORDER:   

 
  

Heard the learned counsel for the pet it ioner as well as the 

learned standing counsel appearing for the respondent  Nos.2 to 4. 

 

2. The prayer sought  in the writ  pet it ion is as under:  

“… this Hon’ble Court  m ay be pleased to issue a Writ , order or 

orders more part icular ly one in the nature of Writ  of Mandam us 

declar ing the act ion of the respondents in grant ing illegal 

perm issions in the lands in Survey No. 76, 77, 83, 84, 85, 86, 

87, 88, 89, 90, 91, 92, 93, 94, 95, 119, 263, 264, 265, 266, 

267, 268, 269, 270, 271, 272, 273, 104, 105, 106, 107, 108, 

109, 110, 111, 112, 113, 114, 115 situated at  Puppalguda 

Village, Gandipet  Mandal, Ranga Reddy Dist r ict  as illegal, 

improper, arbit rary, unconst itut ional and against  the Principles 

of Natural Just ice consequent ly direct  the respondents No. 2 to 

4 not  to grant  any const ruct ion perm issions in the above survey 

numbers and to pass such other order or orders appropriate in 

the case.”  

 

3. Learned counsel for the pet it ioners subm its that  the pet it ioners 

are the absolute owners of the lands in the survey num bers, 

m ent ioned in the prayer as well as the affidavit  filed in support  of the 

writ  pet it ion, situated at  Puppalguda Village, Gandipet  Mandal,  Ranga 

Reddy Dist r ict . The basic gr ievance of the pet it ioners is that  the 

respondent  – Corporat ion is grant ing perm issions, in the lands in the 

aforem ent ioned survey num bers belonging to the pet it ioners, illegally.  

Learned counsel also relied on the copies of the or iginal Sethwar and 

also the copies of the Survey, Set t lem ent  (Ryotwari)  and Land Records 

Departm ent  in the State of Telangana. Basing on said docum ents,  

the learned counsel asserts that  the pet it ioners are the absolute 

owners having t it le. However, the respondents, without  looking into 

the t it le aspect , are grant ing perm issions illegally in favour of the 

encroachers and third part ies without  any authorit y of law. 
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4. The learned standing counsel appearing for the respondent  

Nos.2 to 3 subm its that  the affidavit  filed in support  of the writ  pet it ion 

is bereft  of m ater ial part iculars such as extent  of land in each survey 

num ber and the boundaries thereof. I n these circum stances, it  is 

difficult  for the Corporat ion to verify the grievance of the pet it ioners. 

That  apart , the learned standing counsel also brought  to the not ice of 

this Court  that  the pet it ioners have not  subm it ted any representat ion 

for redressing their  gr ievance relat ing to grant  of perm issions in favour 

of the encroachers as well as third part ies. 

 

5. I n these circum stances, it  is difficult  for this Court  to verify the 

genuineness or otherwise of the docum ents relied on by the pet it ioners 

and the perm issions granted by the respondents in respect  of the 

lands m ent ioned in aforesaid survey num bers. Therefore, this Court  is 

of the opinion that  if the pet it ioners subm it  a detailed representat ion 

before the respondents giving the part iculars relat ing to each survey 

num ber and also the extent  of the lands, the respondent  – Corporat ion 

would be in a posit ion to look into the sam e and pass appropriate 

orders. I n fact , the respondent  – Corporat ion is also under an 

obligat ion to verify the prim a facie t it le as per the provisions of 

Sect ions 429(1) (aa)  of the Greater Hyderabad Municipal Corporat ion 

Act , 1955.  

 

6. Therefore, in order to m eet  the ends of just ice an opportunity is 

given to the pet it ioners to subm it  a representat ion, to the respondent  

– Corporat ion, in detail with reference to the survey num bers and the 

respect ive extents of land belonging to them . Upon such 

representat ion, the respondent  – Corporat ion is directed to pass 

appropriate orders as per law within a period of four (4)  weeks from  

the date of receipt  of a copy of the said representat ion.    
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The writ  pet it ion is disposed of. As a sequel, pending 

m iscellaneous pet it ions, if any, shall stand closed. There shall be no 

order as to costs. 

 

________________ 

   P. KESHAVA RAO, J  

 
January 20, 2020 

DSK 


