HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA AT HYDERABAD
(Special Original Jurisdiction)

MONDAY, THE TWENTY EIGHTH DAY OF DECEMBER
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY

PRESENT
THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE A.ABHISHEK REDDY
WRIT PETITION NO. 23918 OF 2020

Between:

Panpelli Marayana, Slo. Sayanna, Age: 52 years, Occ: Private Employee, Rio. H.No. 2-
2-B0, New Boyawada, Metpally villzage and Mandal, District: Kanmnagar.

-..PETITIONER
AND

1. The State of Telangana, Represented its Principal Secretary to the Municipal
Administration, Sacretariat Buildings, Hyderabad.

2. The Metpally Municipality, Represented by its Commissioner, Metpally proper
and Mandal, Jagtial District.

...RESPONDENTS

Patition under Aricle 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circumstances siated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be pleased
to issue an ocrder or direction more particularly one in the nature of writ of mandamus
or any other appropriate writ declaring the action of the respondant NoZ in
thraatening the petitioner not to proceed with the construction of the building in fis
plot of land admeasuring 22984 sq. mis., in Sy.No.13331, situated at Metpally,
while lhe patitioner is proceeding with his building censtruction in accordance with
the sgnationed plan sanctionad through permit No, 3013MW20/2018/0284, daled,
18-2-2019, which is valid till 18-2-2028, iz nothing but arbitrary, llegal, null and void
and vinlative of principles of natural justice and also violative of Aricles 14, 13 and
21 of the constitution of India and also viclative of the provisions of the Telangana
Municipalities Acl. Conseguently direct the respondent Mo.2 not to harass and not
disturb in any manner in proceeding with the construction of the building of the
petitioner in his plot of land admeasuring 22%.84 s5q. mis.. in Sy.No.1333/1, situated
at Metpally, while the petitioner is proceeding with his building construction in
accordance with the sanctioned plan  sanctioned through permit  No.

3013/W20/2018/0204, dated. 18-2-2019, which is valid till 18-2-2025.



1A NG: 1 OF 2020

Petition under Section 161 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to direct
the respondent No.2 not disturb and not intermeddie in any manner in construction of
the building by the petitioner in his plot of land admeasuring 229.84 sq. mis., in
oy Mo 13331, situated at Metpally, while the petilioner s proceading with his
building construction in accordance with the sanctioned plan sanctioned through

parmit No. 3013/W20/2018/0294, dated. 18-2-2018,

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRl K. VENUMADHAY

Counsel for the Respondent No.1: GP FOR MUNICIPAL ADMINISTRATION AND
URBAN DEVELOPMENT

Counsel for the Respondent No.2: SRI N. PRAVEEN KUMAR,
S5.C. FOR MUNICIPALITIES

The Court made the following: ORDER



To,

THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE A.ABHISHEK REDDY

WRIT PETITION No.23919 of 2020

ORDER:

Heard learned counsel for the petitoner, learneo Government Pleader
for Municipal Administration and Urpan Dovelopment for respondsnt No.d,
and 5ri N.Praveen Kumar, leaned Standing Ceounsel For Municipality
appearing for responcecrt MNo.Z, With their consent, the Writ Petition Is
disposed of at the stzge of admission itself.

ezrmed counsel for the petitioner sates that sven though the
petitioner s proceeding with the construction of bullding in his plot,
admeszsuring 229.84 sguars meters, In o Survey Mo 133371 situateg at
Metpally, in sccordance  with  the  sanctionec  plan wige  permit
No.3013/W20/2018/0294, dated 18.02.2019, which is valid tll 18.02.2G25,
respondent Mo.2 is threatening him not to procesd with the construction.

Learned Standing Counsel, on Instructions, states that the cfficial
rezpondents are not interfering with the construction activily undertaken by
the petitioner and In case if the authorities find any deviation, they will act in
accordance with the law,

In view of the zhove, the grievance of the petitoner stancs redressed
and the wril petition is disposad of directing tha respondents nol 1o interfere
with the construction actwity undertakes by the petitoner, However, it is
made clear that in case any deviations are found, the official respendents are
entitled to take action, strictly In accordance with law. [t is also made clear
that the petitioner shall make construction strictly in accordance with the
sanctionad plan.

Tre miscellaneous petitions pending, If any, shall stand cliosed. Thers

shall b2 no order as to costs.

SD/-K.SAILESHI

ASSISTANT REGISTRAR
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The Principal Sacretary to the IMunicipal Administration, Slate of Telangana,

' -tariat Buildings, Hyderabad. _
: ?ﬁgrﬁzﬁmissianeﬁ Metpally Municipality, Matpally proper and Manzal, Jagtial

District.

SECTION OFFICER



One CC to Sri K. Venumadhay, Advocate [QPUC]

Twn CCe to GP for Municipal Administration and Urban Development, High Court
for the State of Telangana at Hyderabad. [OUT]

One CC o S N. Praveen Kumar, 2.C. For Municipalitias (OPUC)
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HIGH COURT

DATED:28/12/2020
D7JAN 202 %
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WP.No.23919 of 2020
DISPOSING OF THE WRIT PETITION
WITHOUT COSTS
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