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

WEDNESDAY, THE FOURTH DAY OF DECEMEBER
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FOUR -

PRESENT

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE K.LAKSHMAN

WRIT PETITION NO: 32668 OF 2014

Boetwaon:

MD. Vikharuddin Ahmed, S/o: MA Nayeem, age 27 years, Rio 2-8-131,0ld
colony, Sirpur-Kaghaznagar, Adilabad district. Telanana State,

-PETITIONER

AND

1. State of Telangana, represented by its Principal secratary Municipal
Administralicn secrelariat , Hyderabad.

2. Disfdct Collector, Adilabad distict | Adilabad.
3. Sub-Collector, Asitabad, Adilabad district, Telangana state.

4. Municipal Commissionar, sirpur kaghaznagar Municipality Sirpur
Kaghaznagar, Adilabad district,

B, Tahsildar, Sirpur -Kaghaznagaar Mandal Adilabad District.

&, Gulam Ahmed, S Janhohamad DNO1-2-73/2 Beside Arabic school Near
Ambeadhlar Chowk, Kaghaznagar Adilabad district.

- RESPONDENTS

Petition under Arlicle 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased o issue writ or order more Particularly writ of MANDAMUS by declaring
the action of the 4" Respondent in not taking any action on representation dated
7-10-2014 filed by the Petitionsr is illegal arbitrary voilative article 14,29 and 300 A
of the constitution of [ndia, and direct thé 4" respondent dispose of th_ﬂ
reprasentation dated 7-10-2014 in view of Memo no G/925/2013 Dt:18-8-2014
issued by the 3rd Respondent Consaquently direct the respondent hand over the
possassion of Plot No 47 B to the Petitioner forthwith.



/ LA. NO: 2 OF 2017{(WPMP. NO: 1531 OF 2017)

Petilion under Section 151 CPC praying thal in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to direct
the respondents 3 and 4 to hand over the possession of the Plot No 478, axtent
30X100 feets i.e.. 333.33 square yards io the petitionar forthwith by demoalishing
the illegal construclion of the 6th respondent, in the Interest of justice

LA. NO: 1 OF 201 4{WPMP. NO: 40832 OF 2014}

Petition under Section 151 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 d4th respondant dispose of the representation dated 7-10-2014 inview of Memo
no G/925/2013 dt:18-3-2014 issued by the 3° Respondent for handing over tha
possession of Piot No 47 B o the Petitioner forthwith

Counsel for the Petitioner: SREI MD. VIKHARUDDIN AHMED
(FARTY IN PERSON)

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

Counsel for the Respondent Nos.2,3 and 5: GP FOR REVENUE
Counsel for the Respondent No.4: SRI M. RAM MOHAN REDDY, SC
Counsal for the Respondent No.6: M/S K. JAMALI

The Court made the following: ORDER
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HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE K. LAKSHMAN

WRIT PETITION No.32668 of 2014
ORDER:

Heard learned party-in-person, learmed Assistant
Government Pleader for Municipal Administration and
Urban Development appearing for respondent No.l, learmed
Asuislanl Government Pleader lor Hevenue appearing for
respondent Nos.2, 3 and 5, 5ri M. Ram Mohan Reddy,
learned Standing Counsel appearing for respondent No.4
and Sri K. Jamali, learned counsel appearing for

respondent No.G,

2. According to the petitioner, his grandfather e,
Sri. Abdul Kareem has been allotted the land by issuing
patta proceedings as per the G.0O.M=s.No. 1406 dated
25.07.1958 under assignment policy. House number was
also allotted to him vide H.No.1-2-471. Aller the death of
his grandfather, petitioner’s [ather has succeeded the

subject property.
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3. It is further contended that responident Noé@ has
oceupled Lhe said property and started illegal construction
over  the - subject property. His father submitled a
representation to respondent Noo4 to take action HEainst
respondent No.&. Despile receiving and aclnowledging the
sald representation, respondent No.d did not act upon the
same. Agorieved by the said inaction of respoticenl No.g,

petitioner filed the present writ peiition.

4. Whereas, 3n K. Jamali, learned counsel appearing for
respondent No.6, on instructions, would subrnit that
respondent No.b has purchased the subject properiy in an
avction conducted by respondent No. 4 Mumnicipalily and he
1% 11 possession of the property. He made construction after
obtaining permission from responident Ne.d. Therefore,
petitivner cannot scek direction to respondent No.4 1o hand
aver Lthe possession of the subject property rom respancent

No.b.

2.  Vide letter proceeding  No.D-3202/ 1905 undated,

respotident No.3 requested respondent No4 to take stcf_m to
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stop Marther construction of respondent No6 pending
Onalizaton of the case and report complhance by dated
22.02.1999, Therefore, according to petitioner, 1‘esp::+11d.e'11t
No.4 has to hand over the subjecl property o the petitioner

from respondent Nao.b.

6, As discussed supra, hoth petitioner and respondent
No.O are claiming right over the subject property, According
Lo the peatoner, it is his ancestral property. According to
respondent No.6, he has purchased the subjecl property
from respondent No. in an open auction. He has obtained
building  permission from respondent bked and made
construction, Thus, respondent No.4 has noe power to hand
over the possession of the subjecl property Lo the petitioner
from respondent Ko.b, The grievance of the petitioner is
that the subject property belongs to him. Ewven then,
respandent Na.b .:::-::cupi&cl the same illegally and making
construction. Therelore, respondent No.4 cannot decide the
litle dispute and canmol direcl respondent No.b lo vacatle
the subject property and hand over to the petitioner, If the

petitioner has any grievance, he has to approach competent
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civil Court. He cannot submit represcantation (o respondent
No.4 and file the present writ petton alleging non

consideration of the said request.

7. In the light of the said discussion, this writ pelilion is
disposed granting liberty to the petitioner to approach
compelent Courl for redressal of his grievance. There shall

be no order as Lo cosls,

As a sequel, miscellaneous petitions, il any, pending

in the Writ Petition shall stand elosed.

sD/-T.TIRUMALA DEVI
ASSISTANT REGISTRAR

ITRUE COPY/ .
SECTION OFFICER

The Principal secretary Municipal Administration secratariat , State of
Telangana, Hyderabad, ,

Di*a’rricq: Cu|'¢::t‘::r|r_ Adilabad district . ﬂd'.!abad. )

Syuh-Collactor, Asifabad. Adilabad district, Telangana st:e:‘ﬂ.

Municipal Commissioner, sirpur kaghaznagar Municipality Sirpur

aghaznagar, Adilabad district, : s
#;Esi?d?r. gE~'1r|::-ur Kaghaznagaar Mandal Ad”ah?d District. f A
One CC to MD. Viiha.rucldin Ahmed. (party in Person | Flo 2-B-131,
colony, Sirpur-Kagharnagar, Adilabad distict. Telanana State. [OPLC]
Two GO 1o P for Rovenue, High Court for tha State of Telangnana, at
Hyder&had{DU'I?(
MYs. K Jamali, Advocate [OPUC] _

%r:.l'g Cclgbmtn {'EF'M Municipal Administration Urban Devalopment, High Court
for the State of Tetangana, at Hyderabad [OUT]

10.0ne CC to Sri M. Ram Mohan Reddy, SCIOPUC]
11, Two CD Copies




HIGH COURT

DATED:04/12/2024

ORDER

WP.N0.32668 of 2014

DISPOSING OF THE WRIT PETITION
WITHOUT COSTS
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