IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH :; AMARAVATI
iSpecial Original Jurisdiction)

FRIDAY . THE THIRTY FIRST DAY OF JANUARY
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FIVE

PRESENT

THE HONOLURABLE SMT JUSTICE V.SUJATHA

WRIT PETITION NO: 28261 OF 2024

Betweean:

Maddali Venkata Chaithanya Sandeep, Sfo Kameswara Rao, Aged
about 35 years, Occ. Business, Rfo D.Mo.5-27-26.2/3 Brodipeta,
Guntur, Guntur District

..FPETITICNER
AND

1. The State Of Andhra Pradesh, Represented by its Frincipal Secretary,
Municipal Administration and Urban Development Depariment,
Secretariat Buildings, Velagapudi, Amaravathi, Guntur District

2. The Guntur Muricipal Corporation, Represented by its Commissioner,
Guntur Municipal Carporation Office, Guntur, Guntur District

..RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in
the circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court
may be pleased to issue a Writ or order or direction more particularly one
in the nature of WRIT OF MAMDAMUS declaring the action of the
Respandents herein particularly Respondent No.2 in touching upon the
Petitioners building situated at D.No.6-19-38, Brodipeta, Guntur, Guntur
District (Shop Na. 25 given by Municipality) and giving markings without



R
r

having any right ar authority highhandedly and subjecting the Petitioner to
distress as nothing but illeaal, erroneous, highhanded and viclative of

Article 14, 19 (i) {g), 21 and 300 A of the Constitution of India and

Ennaequent{y direct the Respondants much less the Respondent Na.2 not
to meddle with the Petitioners building situated at D .No6-19-38,
Brodipeta, Guntur, Guntur District (Shop Mo. 25 given by Municipality),

1A NO: 1 OF 2024

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstanceas
stated in the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be
pleased may be pleased to direct the Respandent no.2 not to meddle with
the Petitioners peaceful possession and enjoyment of the building situated
at 0.No.6-15-28, Brodipeta, Guntur, Guntur District (Shop No, 25 given by
Municipality), pending dispasal of the above writ petition,

Counsel for the Petitioner: SR1. A K KISHORE REDDY

Counsal for the Respondents: GP MUNCIPAL ADMN AND URBAN DEY
AP

The Court made the following: ORDER
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FRIDAY, THE THIRTY FIRST DAY OF JANUARY
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FIVE

PRESENT
THE HONQURABLE SMT JUSTICE V.SUJATHA
WRIT PETITION NO: 2826112024

Between:

WMaddali Yenkata Chaithanya Sandeep ..PETITICNER
AND

The State of Andhra Pradesh and others ..RESPONMDENT(S]

Counsel for the Petitioner:
1.4 ¥ KISHORE REDDY
Counsel for the Respondent(S}):
1.GP MUNCIPAL ADMN AND URBANM DEV AP

The Court made the following:



P
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ORDER :
This Writ Petition is filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of India
seeking the following relief:
* g (ssus & Wit or order or direchion mors particuiarly ane in he
natura of WRIT OF MA NOAMUS declaring fre  action ar the
Raspandsnts harein particuwiarly Respondent No.2 in fouching Lo
tha Paotitiorer's buiding siuzted & O No.6-13-30, Brodinet, Guniur,
Conlur District [SRop Ne 25 given By Municipaiity! and  giving
markings withoul hawing 20y right ar aulfonty highhandadiy and
suhjecting the pefitionor (o distress as nathing bul Wegal, STONE0US,
highhandad end viclative of Articie 14, 1350g), 21 and 300-A of [he
Constitution of India ard consequantly direct tha Respondsnls much
less the Hespondant No, & nat to meddie will the potifioner’s buithig

situated af D.Mo f18-38, Grodipet, Gun!ln Guafur District (Shog
e 25 given by Murncipaliy)....."

2. Heard learned counsel for the petiioner and tearmad Government
Pleader for Municipal Administration and Urban Developmeant for respondent
Mol and leamed Slanding Caunsel for Guntur hMunicipal Corporation for

respondant No 2.

3 Dhring the course of hearing, learned counsel far the petitioner would
submit that the issue involved in this Wit Petition is squarely covered by the
order dated 22.01.2025 passed by this Court in W.P.No. 1400 of 2025 and
requestad to pass a similar arder in this Wit Petilion also. The sams is nol
disputed by the learned counsel appearing for the respancents. The operative

portion of the said arder, reads as under:



o view of fhe same, Insfead of keeoing the Wi petiion
peacing, e wnlt pelition i3 disoosed of dirgcfing Qe % respondent
aal fo intarfaro with tho possassion of he geliticnsr withou! foliowing
fie  procodure  as  contemplaied  weder  the Right lo Falr
Compensafion and  Trensparency dn Land  Acgustion  and

Fehabiitation and Reseitlentent Agt, 20737

4, In view of the same, for the reasens alike in the aforesaid order, this

Writ Petition is also disposed of, in terms of the order, dated 22.01.2025

passad by this Courl in W.P.No 1400 of 2025, There shall be no order as to

costs.

5. Registry is directed to attach the copy of the order, dated 22.01.2025

passed by this Court in W.P.No. 1400 of 2025 1o Lhis order. No order as to

csls.

Miscellaneous petitions pending, if any, in this Writ Petition shall stand

closed.

To,

=¥

SD/- N NAGAMMA

ASSISTANT REGISTRAR
HTRUE COPY/ E%h/
SECTN OFFICER

. The Principal Secretary, State of Andhra Pradesh, Municipal Administration

and Urban Development Department, Secretariat Buildings, Velagapudi,
Arnaravathi, Guntur District

The Commissioner, Guntur Municipal Corporation, Guntur  Municipal
Corparation Office, Guntur, Guntur District

One CC to SR A K KISHORE REDDY Advocate [OFUC]

Two CCs to GP MUNCIPAL ADMMN AND URBAN DEV AP, High Court of
Andhra Pradesh [OUT]

Three CD Caopies

[Along with Copy of Orderd dated 22.01.2025 in WP. No. 1400 of 2025)



HIGH COURT

DATED:31/01/2025

ORDER

WP .No.28261 of 2024

WRIT PETITION IS DISPOSED OF WITHOUT
COSTS
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WEDNESDAY, THE TWENTY SECOND DAY OF JANUARY
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FIVE
PRESENT
THE HONOURABLE SMT JUSTICE V.SUJATHA
WRIT PETITION NO: 1400/2025

Between:

Gudipudi Anjani Kumari, - ..PETITIOCNER
AND

The State of Andhra Fradash and another ..RESPONDENT{S}

Counsel for the Petitioner:
1.A K KISHORE REDDY
Counsel for the Respondent(S):
1.GP MUNCIPAL ADMN AND URBAN DEY AF

The Court made the following:



DRDER :
This Writ Petition is filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of India

seeking the following relief:
" D issing & Wit or order or direction more paiculady one in the
nature of WRIT OF MANDAWLE declanng the aclion of fhe
Respondents herein particulany Respondent No.2 n fovehing upcr
the PFetitfoners building situated af 0N, §-18-38/2 Arundaipot,
Guntur City, Gunlur Gistict [Shop No. 24 givert by Munigipziity) and
giving markings withuut figwing any rght or authorty Righfiandaedly
And subjeching the pelitionsr lo distress as nothing  but illagal
Lrrofecys, highteandad and violative of Articfe 14, 14(itig). 21 and
04 of fhe Constifution of india ang consaquently direct fhe
Respondents much loss the Rospondent Mo 2 nof to redale willy the
petifioner's buiding stuated at D N, 6-18-387% Arundaipet, Gunfur
Clty, Guntur District (Shop No. 24 givert By Municinalityl witiront
faliowing the procedura contemplated under The Righl fo Fair

Compansation and Transparancy in Land Acquisition. Rehabitation
aili Hesettlament Act, 20713,. .7

2. Heard learned counsel for the petiti-nner. learned Gwemmean'l&ader
for Municipal Administratian and Urban Development for respondent No.1 and
learned Standing Counsel for respondent No 2.

3, The petitioner is the absolute owner and passessor of the house
bearing Door Mo.B-19-38/2, Arundalpet, Guntur City, Guntur District (shop
No.24 given by Municipality). where the petitioner is residing and tarrying on
his own business. While the matter being so, the respandants are intending to
give markings to their shop for road widening purpose without following due
precess of law and without paying fair compensatian to her However, the
case of the petitioner is also that the respondents have arally informed that

they will give TDR cerificate instead of fair compensation,



4. Today, when the matter came up for hearing, Mr.A.S.IE.Ense: learmed
Standing Gounsel for respondent Mo .2, on instructions, informed this Court
that they are intending to issue a notice under Section 1-1;5 of APMC Act,
1855, 1o the petitioner and follow the procedure as contemplated under
Sections 146 and 147 of the Hyderabad Municipal Corporation Act, 1955
much less the Right to Fair L-‘,umpensati::n and Transparency in Land
Acquisition and Rehabilitation and Resattiement Act, 2013,
. In view of the same, instead of keeping the writ petition pending, the writ
petition is disposed of directing the 2™ respondent not to interfere with the
possession of the petitioner without following the procedure as contemnplated
under the Right to Fair Compensation and Transparency in Land Acquisitian
and Rehabilitation and Resettlement Act, 2013,
8. With the above direction, the Writ Petition is disposed of. Na costs,
Miscellaneous petitions pending, if any, in this Writ Petition shall stand

closed.

JUSTICE V.SUJATHA
Date: 22.01.2025
AETE]



