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IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

THURSDAY, THE NINTH DAY OF FEBRUARY
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY THREE

PRESENT
THE HONOQURAEBLE SRI JUSTICE C.V. EHASKAR REDDY

CONTEMPT CASE NO: 1942 OF 2014

WRIT PETITION NO: 33142 OF 2013

AND

=

WRIT PETITION NG: 28387 OF 2014

Patition under Sections 10 to 12 of Contempt of Courts Act 1871 to punish

lhe respondent hersin for willfully and deliberately, violating, the orders of the
High Court dated 20-11-2013 in W.P.M.P.No. 41231 of 2013 n W.P.No. 33142 of

2013

Betwesn:

AND

Mohd. Amiruddin Sfo Late Mohd. Himayatuddin Aged about 52 years, Qce:
Bank Employea Rio Plot No, 78, H.No, 11-15-63 Road No. 2, Doctor Colony
Saroornagar, Hyderabad.

.PETITIONER/PETINONER

. B. Srnivas Reddy, Deputy Commissionor Greater Hyderabad Municipal

Corporation Circle No.3, LB .Nagar, Hyderabad.

Mr. C.N. Raghu Prasad, Zonal Commissicner Greater Hyderabad Municipal
Corporalion Saroomagar Magar, LB Nagar, Hyderahad

3. Yadaiah Sfo 5. Jangaiah Goud Aged about 45 years, Occ. Builder Clo
Mallikanuna Stesl Shop, Rfio Plot Mo, 72 Doctor Colony, Samornagar,
Hyderabad,

B.Venugopal Sfo B.Laxmaiah Aged aboul 45 years. Oce: Sleel Shop Owner,
Mallikarjuna Steel Shop, Fio Plot Moo 79 Dector Colony, Saromagar,
Hyderabad.

D Venkala Chary Sfo . Chandraiah Aged about 40 years, Ocg: Gold Smith
Fio Plot No. 73, Doctor Colony, Sarcarmagar, Hyderabad.

..RESPONDENTS/RESPONDENTS NO. 2 TO &



lA NO: 1 OF 2018

Fetition under Section 151 CPL praying that in the circumstances stated
in the affidavit filed in support of the pelilion, the High Court may be pleased to
1s5ue a direction to the respondents/Carparation Officials o slop the construction
by the unofficial respondent forthwilth by calling the respondents by summoning
them to this Hor'ble Court and punish them for their willful dizobedience and
intentional violation of this Hon'ble Court in the interest of justice

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI. MOHD ASIFUDDIN

Counsel for the Respondent No, 1 & 2: M. DURGA PRASAD (SC FOR GHMC)
Counsel for the Respondent No.4; SRI SRINIVASULU KURRA

Counsel for the Respondent No.3 & 5: None Appeared

WRIT PETITION NO: 33142 OF 2013

Between:
Maohd. Amiruddin, S5/o Late Mohd. Himayatuddin Aged about 52 years, Ooc
Bank Employes Rio Plot Mo, 78, HNo. 11-15-63 Road No.2, Doctor Colony,
Sarnomapar, Hyderabad.,
...PETITIONER

AND

ek

The Grester Hyderabad Municipal Corporation, Hep by its Commissioner,
Tank Bund. Hyderabad

2. The Greater Hyderabad MWunicipal Comporation. Rep by its Deputy
Commissioner, Circle Mo, LB .Nagar, Hyderabad,

3. The Greater Hyderabad Municipal Corporation, Rep by its  Zonal
Commissionet, Samomagar Nagar, L.B.Nagar, Hyderabac

4. 5. Yadaah 5o 5. Jangaiah Goud Aged aboul 45 years. Occ: Builder Cio
Maliikarjuna Steel Shop, Rfo Plot No. 78 Doctor Colony, Sarmcomagar,
Hyderabad.

5. B. Venugopal /o B, Laxmaiah Aged sbout 45 yvears, Qoo Steel Shop Owner,
Mallikarjuna Steel Shop, Rfo Plot Mo, 79 Doctor Colony, Sarcomagar,
Hyderabad,

6. [ Wenkala Chary 5/f0 D. Chandraiah Aged about 40 years, Occ: Gold Smith
Rfo Plot No. 72, Doctor Colony, Saroornagar, Hyderabad.

.RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the Consfitution of India praying that in the
circumstances stated in the allidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleasad to issue a appropriate writ order or orders, particularly one in the nature
af Wril of Mandamus declaring the action of the respondents No, T ta 3 in not
taking action against the respondents Mo, 4 to 6 for their illegal construction by



encroaching the rmad adjacent o petitioner residence pursuant to varous
reprasentations  latest being dated 05-08-2013 is arhitrary and illegal and
consequenlly issue a direction to the respondents No. 1 to 3 to remove illagal
construction and encroachmant on road adjacent to petitioner house

T—— s

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances slated
in the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased
issUe a direction to the respondents Mo, 1 1o 3 o lake aclion against
respondsnts No. 4 to 6 to not to proceed with any furthar construction without
thezre being any sanctioned plan and in gross violation of Building Bye Law
pending disposal of the Writ Petition in tha interest of justice
Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI. MOHD ASIFUDDIN
Counsel for the Respondent No 1 to 3: K DURGA PRASAD (SC FOR GHMC)
Counsel for the Respondent No.3: J. JAYANAND
Counsel for the Respondent No. 4 to 6: R. DHEERAJ SINGH
The Court made the following: ORDER

WRIT PETITION NO: 29387 OF 2014

Between:

1. 5. Yadaiah, S/o, Jangaiah, aged 40 years, Oco: Labour, Rio. Plol No 75, 11-
15-83/B11, Doclors Colony, Saroornagar, R.R. Distrct

2. B Venugopal, S/o. Lakshmaiah, aged 47 years, Oco Labour, R oo Plol
Mo 79, 11-15-838B1, Doctors Colony, Sarmomagar, R.R.Districl

...PETITIONERS
AND

1. Government of Telangana rep by its Secretary, Municipal Adminestration
Department, Secretariat, Hyderabad.

2. Greater Myderabad Municipal Corporation, rep by its Depuly Commissoner,
Circle-3, L.B.Nagar, Hyderabad.

..RESPONDENTS

Patition under Afticle 226 of the Constitution of India praymg that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased o issue a WritlOrder/Direction more particularly a2 Wril of Mandamus
declaring the impugned notice in UCIIE2W 14TPS/CIEZ GHMCZ2011
di.09.01.2014 issued by lhe Z2nd respondent is Hlegal, arbstrary, unjust,
impermissible and in violation of principles of natural justice besides violation of
Art. 14 of the Constitution of India and consequently set aside the impugned



proceadings in UC/AAZ20W 14TPS/CHELGHMCZ2011 dt.08.01.14 issusd by lhe
2nd regpondent

LA. NO: 1 OF 2014(WPMP. NO: 36738 OF 2014)

Petition undear Séaction 151 CPC praying thal in the circumstances stated
in the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to
suspend the operation of impugned proceedings in DCREZAW 14TPSICE
ELIGHMC 2011 di.09.01.2014 issued by the 2nd respondent pending disposal of
the writ petition

Counsel for the Petitioners: SR SRINIVASULU KURRA
Counsel for the Respondents: GP FOR MCPL ADMN-URBAN DEV (TG)
Counsel for the Respondents: K DURGA PRASAD (SC FOR GHMC)

The Court made the following: ORDER



Contempt Case No.1942 of 2014,

Writ Petition No.33142 of 2013:
and
Writ Petition No.29387 of 2014

COMMON ORDER:

Since common 1ssue arise in all these cases, they are
being disposed of by way of this Commmon Order with the

conscnt of both parties.

Writ Petition No 20387 of 2014 :

2. Writ  Petition No, 29387 of 2014 is fled by the
petifioners [respondent Nos.3 and 4 in the presentl
Contempt Case) seeking a Whit of Mandamus to declare the
impugned notice in UC/32/W.14/TPS/C3/EZ/GHMC/
2011, dated 09.01.2014, issued by the 20 respondent
therein as illegal, arbitrary, unjust, impermissible and in
violation of principles ol natural justice besides violation of
Article 14 ol the Constutution ol Indig; and conseguently to
sel aside the impupned notice, dated 09.01.2014, issued by

the 2m regpondent.
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3.  There is no representation on behall of the pelitioners

i Writ Peation No. 293587 of 2014,

4. Vide above impugned notice, the 2 respondent
dirccled the pettioners therein (respondent Nos 3 and # in
the present Contempt Casc) o remove [/ dismantle the
unauthonzed constructions within three (03] days, falling

which action would be initiated by it

5. A perusal of the said impugned notice would go to
show that, the petitioners therem (respondent Nos.3 and 4
in the presenl Contempl Casc) have carlier approached the
Civil Courl, by [ling O.5.8N0.52 of 2012 belore the il
Additional Junior Civil Judge, Ranga Reddy District; vide
order dated 16022012, the Court below disposed of
(15 .Na.52 of 2012 on its file; and subsequently, m Wnt
Petition N 33142 of 2013, filed by one Mohd. Amiruddin
(petitioner in the present Contempt Casel, a learned Single
Judpe of this Courl, vide vrder dated 20,11,2013 in
WPMP.No.41231 of 2013 in Writ Petition Ne.33142 of
2013, granted interim direction by directing the respondent
Mosd4 to 6B therein not o proceed. with [urther

constructions in the subject property therein.
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6. A further perusal of the said impugned notice would
also disclose that the petitioners (respondent Nos.3 and 4
int the present Contempt Case) are execuling constructions
unauthonsedly; and (herelore, the mpugned notice came
to be 1ssued by the 2rd respondent direcling the pelilioners
lo remove [/ dismantle the unauthorized constructions

within threc (03] days,

7. Aporieved thereby, the petitioners [respondent Mos.3 and

4 1n the present Conlempl Case) Oled the present Wil Petition,

8. Vide  order dated 13.10.2014 passed 111
WPMP.No.36738 of 2014 in Writ Petition No.29387 of
2014, a learned Single Judge of this Court granted interim
suspension of the impugned notice 09.01.2014, 1ssued by

the 2rd respondent, pending disposal of the writ petition.

Q. On a query by the Court, learned Standing Counsel
for the Greater Hyderabad Municipal Corporation, for
respondent Nos.1 and 2, submitted that pursuant to the
interim suspension granted by the learned Single Judge,
they have not taken action on the illegal constructions
carried out by the petitioners (respondent Nos.3 and 4 in

the present Contempt Casc).
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Writ Peotition Mo 33142 of 2013 ;

10. Aggrieved by the inaction of respondent Nos. L and 2
in Writ Petition No.29387 of 2014, one Mohd., Amiruddin,
claiming to be adjacent owner of the subject properly, filed
Wril Petition No.33142 of 2013 before this Courl, secking &
dircetion to the respondent Nos. 1 to 3 for remmoval ol illegal

constructions carried oul by the respondent Nos.4 to 6,

11. A learned Single Judge of this Court, vide order dated
20.11.2013 in WPMP.No.41231 of 2013 in Writ Petition
No 33142 of 2013, granted mnterim direction by directing
the respondent Nos4 to 6 therein not to proceced wilh
lurther constructions m the subject property without

sanclion plan.

Contempt Case No. 1942 of 2014

12. Alleging wilful disobedience of the order passed by
the learned Single Judge in WPMP.No 41231 of 2013 in
Writ Petition No.33142 of 2013, dated 20.11.2013, the
proscnt Contempt Case came to be filed by the petitioner

agamst the respondents,
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13. Heard Mohd. Asifuddin, lcarncd counsel lor the
petitioner in Writ Petition No, 33142 of 2013 and Contempt
Casze; the learned Standing Counsel for Greater Hyderabad
Municipal Corporation, for respondent-Corporation, in all
the cases. None appears for the petitioner in Writ Petition

No.29387 of 2014.

14. Learned counsel for the petitioner contended that the
respondent Nos.4 to b herein [(pefitioners in Writ Petition
Mo 29387 of 2014, except respondent Na.h), withour having
any valid permission / sanction plan from the respondent-
Municipal Corporation have proceeded fo raise permanent
structures which necessitated the petitioner to file wrir
pctinion, viz.,, Wnt Petition No.33 142 of 2013, praving for a
direction to the respondent-Corporation lo remove the
illegal constractions carried outr by respondent Nos.d o 6

therain.

15. It is the further contenlion of leamed counsel Tor the
petitioner that even after filing of the present Contempl
Case, the respondent Nos.1 to 3 have not taken action on
the illegal constructions carried out by respondent

Nos.4 to & Lhough notice dated 09.01.2014 was issued o
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the unofficial respondents by the respondent-Corporation
under Section 636 of Greater Hyvderabad Municipal
Corporation Act, 1935 impugned m Writ Petiion No 29387

ol 2014},

16. [n view ol above submissions, the Writ Petinon
No 33142 of 2013 is allowed, The respondent Nos.1 to 3
therein are directed Lo forthwith  remove  all illegal
constructions made by respondent Nos.4 to 6 In pursuance
o the notice, datect 09.01.2014, issued under Section &30
of Greater Hyderabad Municipal Corporation Act, 1955 in

accordance with law.

17. In view of the order passed by this Court in Writ
Petition No.33142 of 2013, no lurther orders are necessary
o be passed in the Contempt Case.  Accordingly, the

Contermpt Case 15 closed.

18, Since there is no representation on behall of the
petitioners in Wrir Petition No, 29387 of 2014, the same s

dism:ssed for non prosecution.
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19. In the result,
() the Contempt Case is closed
(b] Writ Petition No 33142 af 2013 is allowed; and

(c) Writ Petition No.29387 of 2014 is dismissed for

non-proseculion.
20. No costs.

21. As a sequel, miscellancous applications pending f

any in these batch of cases, shall stand closed.

Sdi- T SRINIVAS
DEPUTY REGISTRAR
P
L _Ty_q_,:-
SECTION OFFICER

ITRUE COPY//

. The Grealer Hyderabad Muonicipal Corporation, Rep by its Commissioner,

Tank Bund, Hyderabad

. The Greater Hydemabad Municipal Corporation, Rep by itz Deputy

Commissioner, Circle No 3, L.B.Nagar. Hyderabad,

The Grealer Hyderabad Muonicipal Corporation, Rep by its  Zonal
Commissioner, Saroomagar Nagar, L.8.Nagar, Hyderabad.

One CC 1o SR MOHD ASIFUDDIMN, Advocate [GPLIC)

One CC o SRI. M. DURGA PRASAD (SC FOR GHMC) [OPUC]
One CC o SR J. JAYANAND, Advocate [DPUC)

Cne CC to SRI. C. DAMODAR REDDY (50 FOR GHME) [OFLICE
One CC o SRI. K. DHEERAJ SINGH, Advocate [OPUC]

Cine CC o SR SRINVASULL KURRA Advocate [OPUC]

10, Two CCs to GP FOR MCPL ADMN-UREAN DEV (TG) .High Court for the

State of Telangana, [OUT]

11.0ne OO0 to Mis. A DEEPTHI Advocate [OPUC]
12. Twao CD Copies

AW



HIGH COURT
DATED: 09/02/2023

COMMON ORDER

CC.No.1942 of 2014

W. P.NO: 33142 OF 2013
AND

W. P.NO: 29387 OF 2014

CLOSING THE CC

ALLOWING THE
W.P.NO. 33142 OF 2013

DISMISSING THE

W.P.NO. 29387 OF 2014
FOR NON-PROSECUTION
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