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

FRIDAY, THE ELEVENTH DAY OF SEPTEMBER
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY S!X

PRESENT
THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE NAMAVARAPU RAJESHWAR RAO

WRIT PETITION NO: 30281 OF 2026

Between:

1.

AND

o & N

Valike Raju, S/o. Late V Venkataswamy, Aged about 78 years, Occ. Farmer,
R/o. H. No.1-61-3, Appareddy Guda, Kanakamamidi, Moinabad, Rangareddy
District.

Valike Sailu, S/o. Late V Venkata Swamy, Aged about 78 years, Occ. Farmer,
R/o. H. No.1-61, Appareddy Guda, Kanakamamidi, Moinabad, Rangareddy
District

Valike Narsimlu, S/o. Late Valike Venkata Swamy, Aged about 69 years, Occ.
Farmer, R/o. H. No.1-61/3, Appareddy Guda, Kanakamamidi, Moinabad,
Rangareddy District

Valike Ambadas, S/o. Late Valike Venkata Swamy Aged about 59 years, Occ.
Farmer, R/o. H. No.1-61/4, Appareddy Guda, Kanakamamidi, Moinabad,
Rangareddy District

Valike Venkatesham, S/o. Valike Sathaiah, Aged about 52 years, Occ.
Business, R/o. H. No.1-61/2, Appareddy Guda, Kanakamamidi, Moinabad,
Rangareddy District

...PETITIONERS

The State of Telangana, Rep by its Prl. Secretary for Revenue, Secretariat
building, Hyderabad.

The District Collector, Ranga Reddy District
District Panchayath Officer, Ranga Reddy District
Mandal Parishad Development Officer, Moinabad, Ranga Reddy District

Panchayath Secretary, Appareddy Guda Gram Panchayat, Moinabad Mandal,
Rangareddy District




6. Kuppa Ashok Goud, Sio. Late. Vittalaiah Goud, Aged about 55 years, Occ.
Business,

7. Kuppa Padma, W/o. Kuppa Ashok Goud, Aged about 35 years, Occ.
Sarpanch

Respondent No.6 and 7 R/o. Appareddy Guda, Moinabad Mandal,
Rangareddy District

..RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circumstances stated n the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be pleased
to issue a Writ order or direction more particularly in the nature of Writ of Mandamus
declaring the action of the Respondent No.3 to 5 in encroachment and
dispossession of Petitioners from all that the property bearing No.1-72 admeasuring
265 Sqg. yards together with open land to an extent of 110 Sq. yards situated at
Appareddy Guda Village, Moinabad Mandal, Rangareddy District for construction of
building for Respondent No.5 Gram Panchayat office as Arbitrary, illegal and
unconstitutional and against the principles of natural justice and Violation of Article
14, 21 and 300-A of constitution of India and consequently direct the Respondent
authorities No.2 to 5 to consider the Petitioner Representation Dt.17-08-2026 and
18/08/2026

LLA. NO: 1 OF 2026

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 Respondents more sarticularly Respondent No.3 to 5 to forthwith not to interfere
with the Petitioners in respect of all that the property bearing No.1-72 admeasuring
265 Sqg. yards together with open land to an extent of 110 Sq. yards situated at
Appareddy Guda Village, Moinabad Mandal, Rangareddy District nor proceed with
any proposed construction over the same pending disposal of the above Writ
Jetition.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI M.V.RAJ KUMAR GABRIEL
Counsel for the Respondent No.1 & 2: GP FOR REVENUE
Counsel for the Respondent No.3 & 4: GP FOR PANCHAYAT RAJ

Counsel for the Respondent No.5: SRI PRADEEP REDDY KATTA,
SC FOR GRAM PANCHAYAT

The Court made the following: ORDER
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IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE NAMAVARAPU RAJESHWAR RAO

DATE: 11.09.2026

WRIT PETITION No.30281 OF 2026
(CNR No. HBHC010622982026)

Between:
Valike Raju and others.
...Petitioners
AND

The State of Telangana,
Rep. by its Pri. Secretary for Revenue,
Secretariat Building, Hyderabad and others.

...Respondents

ORDER

This Writ Petition has been filed seeking the following relief:

__to issue a Writ order or direction more particularly in
the nature of Writ of Mandamus declaring the action of the
Respondent No.3 to 5 in encroachment and dispossession of
Petitioners from all that the property bearing No.1-72
admeasuring 265 Sq. yards together with open fand to an
extent of 110 Sq. yards situated at Appareddy Guda Village,
Moinabad Mandal, Rangareddy District for construction of
building for Respondent No.5 Gram Panchayat office as
Arbitrary, illegal and unconstitutional and against the
principles of natural justice and Violation of Article 14, 21
and 300-A of constitution of India and consequently direct




2

the Respondent authorities No.2 to 5 to consider the

Petitioner Representation Dt.17-08-2026 and 18-08-2026

and pass...
2. Heard Sri M.V. Raj Kumar Gabriel, learned counsel appearing for the
petitioners, and Sri Pradeep Reddy Katta, learned Standing Counsel
appearing for respondent No.5-Gram Panchayat. With their consent, this

Writ Petition is taken up for disposal at the admission stage itseif.

3. The brief facts of the case are that the petitioners are in absolute,
uninterrupted and peaceful possession and enjoyment of the property
bearing No.1-72, admeasuring 265 Sg. yards, together with open land
admeasuring 110 Sq. yards, situated at Appareddy Guda Village,
Moinabad Mandal, Rangareddy District, for more than four decades.
Petitioner No.3 obtained construction permission from the then Gram
Panchayat, Kanakamamidi, vide Letter dated 21.02.1989, and constructed
a mud house measuring 25 ft. x 55 ft. in the year 1989. Subsequentiy, a
lavatory was constricted in the adjoining open land during the year 2017-
18 under the Nirmal Bharat Abhiyan Scheme by the Central Government.
The old mud house was demolished in the year 2019 with an intention to
construct a pucca house; however, due to financial difficulties, the
construction could not be taken up. While so, on 15.08.2026 at about
11:00 a.m., the respondent-Gram Panchayat authorities, without issuing
any notice or affording an opportunity of hearing to the petitioners,

allegedly entered upon the petitioners' open land admeasuring 110 Sq
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yards, demolished the existing lavatory and commenced leveling and
digging the boundaries for construction of the Gram Panchayat Office,
claiming the same to be Grama Kantam land, and thereby dispossessed

the petitioners from the said property.

4. Immediately thereafter, the petitioners submitted representations
dated 17.08.2026 and 18.08.2026 respectively, to respondent Nos.2 to 5,
raising objections to the alieged illegal encroachment and the proposed
construction. The petitioners have been in undisputed possession and
enjoyment of the said property for more than four decades, and the
property was also assessed by the Gram Panchayat authorities, with
property tax being paid thereon. The said action was allegedly undertaken
at the behest of unofficial respondent Nos.6 and 7, who are husband and
wife, and respondent No.7 happens to be present Sarpanch of Appareddy
Guda Village. There is also political rivalry between the petitioners and the
unofficial respondents, as petitioner No.5 had contested the previous local
body elections for the post of Sarpanch. As the respondent authorities
failed to follow due process of law and allegedly encroached upon and
dispossessed the petitioners from the said property, the petitioners, being

aggrieved by the aforesaid action, have filed the present Writ Petition.

5. Learned counsel for the petitioners submits that the respondent
authorities, without issuing any notice or affording an opportunity of

hearing to the petitioners, entered into the subject property and
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interfered with their possession. He submits that the petitioners have
been in possession and enjoyment of the subject property for several
decades and that the respondent authorities are proceeding with the
construction of the Gram Panchayat Office without following due process
of law. He therefore seeks protection of the petitioners' possession in

accordance with law.

6. Per contra, learned Standing Counsel for Gram Panchayat placed on
record a copy of the written instructions vide Lr.No.APPA/05/2026, dated
10.09.2026, indicating that the petitioners were given opportunities to
establish their possession over the subject property, but failed to submit
the relevant explanation and documents in support of their claim of
possession. It is further stated that the documents produced by the
petitioners relate to an extent of 110 Sq. yards and that no documents
have been produced in respect of the remaining extent of the subject

property.

7. Having regard to the rival submissions and the material placed on
record, this Court is of the view that the claim of the petitioners regarding
their possession over the subject property requires consideration by the
competent authoritv after affording them a reasonable opportunity to

produce the relevant documents.

8. In view of the above, this Court without expressing any opinion on

the merits of the case, this Writ Petition is disposed of by directing the
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petitioners to submit their explanation along with ail relevant and
supporting documents in proof of their possession over the subject
property before the competent authority within a period of two (2) weeks
from 12.09.2026. Upon receipt of such explanation and documents, the
competent authority shall consider the same and pass appropriate orders,
in accordance with law, within a period of two (2) weeks thereafter.
Till passing of the final orders in relation to the possession of the
petitioners, the respondent authorities shall not dispossess the petitioners

from the subject property. There shall be no order as to costs.

As a sequel, miscellaneous applications pending, if any, in this Writ

Petition, shall stand closed.

SD/- AHMED ABDULLA KHAN
ASSISTANT REGISTRAR

{ITRUE COPY//

SECTION OFFICER
To,

1 The Prl. Secretary for Revenue, Secretariat building, Hyderabad, State of
Telangana.

The District Collector, Ranga Reddy District
The District Panchayath Officer, Ranga Reddy District
The Mandal Parishad Development Officer, Moinabad, Ranga Reddy District

ISR

The Panchayath Secretary, Appareddy Guda Gram Panchayat, Moinabad
Mandal, Rangareddy District

One CC to SR!I M.V.RAJ KUMAR GABRIEL, Advocate [OPUC]

7. One CC to SRI PRADEEP REDDY KATTA, SC FOR GRAM PANCHAYAT
[OPUC]

8 Two CCs to GP FOR REVENUE, High Court for the State of Telangana, at
Hyderabad [OUT]

9 Two CCs to GP FOR PANCHAYAT RAJ, High Court for the State of
Telangana at Hyderabad [OUT]

A;ch\ 10. Two CD Copies
v

o

BSR
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CC TODAY

HIGH COURT
DATED: 11/09/2026

ORDER
WP.No0.30281 of 2026

DISPOSING OF THE WRIT PETITION,
WITHOUT COSTS



