
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI 

WRIT PETITION No.10719 of 2014 

ORDER: 

  This writ petition is filed  seeking the following relief :- 

“ …..to issue a writ  or order/ s more 

part icularly one in the nature of Writ  of Mandamus 

declaring the resolut ion No.40 dated 26.2.2014 passed 

by the respondents rej ect ing the building applicat ion 

submit ted by the pet it ioners for const ruct ion of a 

commercial building in plot  admeasuring 1009.22 

square yards in Survey No.157/ 9 (new Survey No. 

157/ 10) abut t ing Sikh road Thokat ta Village, 

Secunderabad Cantonment  ……” . 

 

Heard  Sri B.Vijaysen Reddy, lea rned  c ounsel appearing  for 

the petitioners and  Sri K.R.Koteswara  Rao, the lea rned  Stand ing 

Counsel appearing  for the respondents. 

It has been c ontended  by the petitioners tha t they a re 

owners of Plot admeasuring  1009.22 sq . ya rds in Sy.No.157/ 9 (new 

Sy.No.157/ 10) abutting  Sikh Road , Thoka tta  Village, Sec underabad  

Cantonment and  they have app lied  for build ing permission, but the 

respondents have rejec ted  the same vide impugned  order on the 

ground  tha t their p lot is not forming part of the approved  layout.   

Learned  c ounsel appearing  for the petitioners c ontended  

tha t in the orig ina l layout, the p lot of the petitioners was not 

inc luded  but in the subsequent layout, the p lot of the petitioners 

was inc luded .  Therefore, appropria te orders be passed  in the writ 

petition by setting  aside the impugned  order, as the same was 

passed  without looking  into the revised  layout and  further d irec t the 

respondents to c onsider the c ase of the petitioners a fresh as per the 

revised  layout, where the p lot of the petitioners is shown. 
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Learned  Stand ing Counsel appearing  for the respondents 

c ontends tha t orig ina lly the p lot of the petitioners was shown in the 

layout, but subsequently in the revised  layout, the petitioners p lot is 

not shown and  as suc h, the respondents have rejec ted  the c ase of 

the petitioners vide impugned order, as the p lot of the petitioners is 

not forming part of the layout.  Therefore, there a re no merits in the 

writ petition and  the same is liab le to be d ismissed .    

 This Court, having c onsidered  the riva l submissions, is of the 

c onsidered  view tha t sinc e the impugned  order da ted  26.02.2014 

was passed  without looking into the revised  layout, the same is 

liab le to be set aside and  it is ac c ord ing ly set aside. The 

respondents a re d irec ted  to re-c onsider the c ases of the petitioners 

a fresh by duly taking  into ac c ount the fac t tha t whether the 

petitioners p lot is shown in the revised  layout or not and  pass 

appropria te orders within a  period  of eight weeks from the da te of 

rec eip t of a  c opy of this order or whenever they c onduc t next 

board  meeting . 

With the above d irec tions, the writ petition is a llowed .  No 

order as to c osts. 

 Pend ing misc ellaneous petitions, if any, sha ll stand  c losed . 

 

 

 

 

 

____________________________ 

  ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI, J  

Date: 12-02-2020 

Prv 
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