
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI 

WRIT PETITION No.3861 of 2017 

 

ORDER: 

 This writ petition is filed  seeking the following relief :- 

“ .….. to issue an appropriate writ ,  order or direct ion 

more part icularly one in the nature of writ  of mandamus 

declaring the act ion of the respondent  No.2 is not  paying any 

kind of at tent ion towards uncompleted works and safety of  

allocated house under self-f inancing scheme bearing 

H.No.60, HIG-2, Phase-4 at  Laxmiguda, Katedan, Hyderabad, 

inspite of  several representat ions and f inal representat ion on 

28.10.2016 and the mails, as well as fallowed by repeated 

visits, as being illegal, arbit rary, unj ust  and unconst itut ional 

and consequent ly direct  the respondent  No.2 to pay back the 

amount  of interest  Rs.2,97,342/ - which was collected 

without  any prior not ice or agreement  and expenditure 

towards uncompleted works and repairs Rs.4,52,000/ - paid 

by the pet it ioner and to pay towards the safety works to be 

carried out  worth Rs.10,97,600/ - and for the proj ect  delay of 

3 years as per the Liquidated Damages clause, all the above 

said amounts to be paid with interest  @ 12% p.a. and the 

board has not  const ructed as per the given drawing …..” . 

 

Heard  Mr.M.Adam, lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioner, 

lea rned  Government Pleader for Housing appearing  for                          

1st respondent and  Sri G.Vishweshwar Reddy, lea rned  Stand ing  

Counsel appearing  for 2nd  respondent.     

 It has been c ontended  by the petitioner tha t he was a llotted  

a  house under Self Financ ing Sc heme and  the 2nd  respondent has 

handed  over the house with c erta in defic ienc ies during  the year 

2015.  In those c irc umstanc es, he has submitted  a  deta iled  

representa tion to the 2nd  respondent on 28.10.2016 requesting  to 

pay appropria te c ompensa tion and  a lso to undertake repa irs as 

pointed  out by him.  But, so fa r, the 2nd  respondent has not passed  
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any orders on the sa id  rep resenta tion nor a ttended  the defic ienc ies 

pointed  out by him. 

Learned  c ounsel for the petitioner c ontends tha t appropria te 

orders be passed  in the writ petition d irec ting  the 2nd  respondent to 

c onsider the representa tion submitted  by the petitioner on 

28.10.2016 and  pass appropria te orders in ac c ordanc e with law. 

Learned  Government Pleader as well as the lea rned  Stand ing 

Counsel appearing  for the respondents c ontend  tha t sinc e the 

representa tion of the petitioner is pend ing, the 2nd  respondent 

would  c onsider the same and  pass appropria te orders in 

ac c ordanc e with law. 

This Court, having c onsidered  the riva l submissions made by 

the lea rned  c ounsel for the respec tive pa rties, is of the c onsidered  

view tha t this writ petition c an be d isposed  of d irec ting  the 2nd  

respondent to c onsider the rep resenta tion submitted  by the 

petitioner on 28.10.2016 and  pass appropria te orders in 

ac c ordanc e with law, within a  period  of eight weeks from the da te 

of rec eip t of a  c opy of this order. 

With the above observa tions, this writ petition is d isposed  of.  

No order as to c osts. 

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

 

 

 

____________________________ 

  ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI, J  

Date: 27-01-2020 

Prv 
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