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HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD
(Special Original Jurisdiction)
FRIDAY, THE THIRTIETH DAY OF DECEMBER
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY TWO
:PRESENT:
THE HONOURAELE SMT JUSTICE LALITHA KANNEGANTI
WRIT PETITION NO: 46678 OF 2022

Between:
Meegada Venkata Krishna Yadav, S/o. Late Kannaiah Yadav, Aged about 51

years, Oco: Business, Rfo. H.No. 15-15-225, Dwarakanagar, Khammam.
Petitioner
AND
1. The State of Telangana, rep. By its Principal Secretary, Municipal
Administration And Urban Development Department, Secretarat, Hyderabad.
2. Khammam Municipal Corporation, rep. By its Commissioner, Khammam City
and District,
. amt. Velpula Madhavi, W/o. Velpula Lakshminarayana, Aged major, Rfo.
H.na. 5-7-57, Charnuvy Bazar, Khamman.
...Respondents

Petition under Arlicle 226 of the Conslitution of India praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed thergwith, the High Courl may be
pleased to issue an appropriate Writ, Order or Direction, mare particularly one in
the nature of Wril of Mandamus, to declare the action of the respondent Na.2 in
issuing the Approval Tor Bullding construction dt. 13/6/2022 bearing File no.
no. 005204/ BR/DTCR/A018/0086/2021, permit no.0216/BFP/3018/2022 in respect
of the land in Sy Mo, 276 admeasurng 4848 5q, Yards eguivalent o Ac, 1.00
ats., sifuated at Dwarakanagar, Khanapuram Haveli Revenue village, with in the
limits of Khammam Municipal Corporation, Khammam City, in spite of the legal
notice dt. 24/1/2019 followed by reminder written representation dt. 27/10/2021,
as being illegal, arbitrary, unjust and unconstifutional and conseguently set aside
the Building permit order dt, 13/6/2022;

IA NO: 1 OF 2022

Pelition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated
in the affidavit filed in support of tha petition, the High Court may be pleased o
suspend the Building Pearmit Crdar dt 1362022 baaring
File.no. 005204/BR/DTCRA3018/0086/2021, permit no 0216/BF/3018/2022 issued

by the Znd respondent.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI. KARUNAKAR REDDY

Counsel for the Respondent No.1: GP FOR MCPL ADMN URBAN DEV
Counsel for the Respondent No.2: SRI P SREEDHAR RAQ (Standing Counsel
for Municipality)

The Court made the following: ORDER



THE HON'BLE SMT. JUSTICE LALITHA KANNEGANTI

WRIT PETITION No.46678 of 2022
ORDER:
Thiz writ pedition is led seeking the following relict:
fooo lemssue an o appropriate Wnt, Order ar Diveenan, mare particularly
crne in the asture of Wiar of Mandamuos e declare the sction ol the
respondent NoZ inorssuing the Approval for Building constraction di.
13.6.2022 bearing File no005204 /BP/OTCPF 3018 /0086 /2021, permit
no.0216/BEFf30L8 /2022 in rmspact of the land in Sy Na.276
admeasuring 48449 Sg.Yerds equivalenl to Ac 1.00zls  situated  al
Dwarakanagar, Khanapuram Hawvell Revenue willage within the limits of
Khammer: Municipal Corporation, Khoamimaun City in spite of the legad
notice. 41,241, 2019 followed by reminder whtten  ropresencation «dn.
27102021 as beinp illegal, arbatrory, unjusl and unconstituiionsd aswd
congsequently set aside the Building permit arder 4o 13.06,2022 and L7,
2 Mr, Eamnalar Reddy, learned counsel for rhe peritionesr submits
lhal the respondents have pranted permission in favour of unofticial
respondent for construction of a building. Therealler, The petilioner has gol
issued a legal notice to the respondents on 24.01,201Y9, wherein, it is stated
that the land admeasuring Ac. 1.OOGEs 0 Sy No.276 of Khanapuram Havel
Revenue Village within the limits of Khammam Municipal Corporation,
Khammeam was purchased jountly by father of petitioncr and onc Mcoogada
Pitchatah through registored ssle decd on T3.02 1980, 1L is slaled that
thouph the entire consideration is paid by the petitioner's father, in view of
the blood relation, tho sale decd was obtainced in the namce of petitioner’s

uncle e, Meegada Pitchaiab and it s stated that the saiwd Pilchaiah has

admitted the said fselts on several occasions, 10 15 slated that thereafier,
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(.5 .No. 181 of 2001 was filed by sons of vendor of the said sale deed ic. one
Chandrakani Peddas Guttaiah and others and during the pendency of Lhe
same, they have also cxeculed several sale deeds and based on the sham
and norminal decuments, the unecflicial respondent hax obtained the
permission, In view of the same, the pelitioner has made a represenlation Lo

the respondents to cancel the said permission, which was not considered by

them.

3. Mr. P. Sreedhar Han, learned standing counsel for the respondent
municipality submits that in the legal notice that is got issued by the
pelitioner, it iz stated aboul several liigations between the parties and
according lo lhe petitioner, the said sale deed is in favour of his uncle and he
also admils that there are scverdal sham and nominal documents are
executed. He submits that all these issucs are beyond the junsdiction of the

municipality and they cannot consider the same.

4. When an application is fled seeking building pormission, the
responidents can only look into prima facie Gitle and legal possession to the
property. In the notce thal is pol issued by petitioner, the petilioner has
stated about several disputes and even according to him, several regisieread
documents are there which are sham and nominal,  Thesc issucs, the
respondents cannet consider and it 15 For Lhe petitioner to approach the

compctent forum for the said grievance. Tn view of the same, this court
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cannot direct the respendents o consider 1he case of the petitioner looking

al the notice dated 25.01.20 1%,

¥ Accordingly, the wril petition is disposcd of giing liberty Lo the
pelitioner to avail the appropriate remedy under law. There shall be no arder

A% [o COsls,

The Mizscellaneous Applications, il any  shall stand

automatically closed. 5D/-B.CHANDRA PRAKASH
ASSISTANT REGIETEAR

IITRUE COPY/!

|
fi—

SECTION OFFICER

1. The Principal Secretary, Municipal Administration And Urban Development
Depariment, State of Telangana, Secretariat, Hyderabad.

2. The Commissioner, Khammam Municipal Corporation, Khammam City and
District.

3. One CC to SREL KARUNAKAR REDDY Advocate [OPUC]

4. One CC to SEI. P SREEDHAR RAQD, Standing Counsel for Municipality, High
Court for the State of Telangana, Hyderabad. [QPUC]

5. Two CCs to GP FOR MCPL ADMN URBAN DEV, High Court for the State of
Telangana. [OUT]

B. Two CD Copies



HIGH COURT

LK.J

DATED:30/12/2022

ORDER

WP.No.46678 of 2022

WRIT PETITION IS DISPOSED OF

WITHOUT COSTS



