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IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA

AT HYDERABAD
(Special Original Jurisdiction)

THURSDAY,THE ELEVENTH DAY OF DECEMBER
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENry FIVE

PRESENT

THE HONOURABLE SRIJUSTICE LAXMI NARAYANA ALISHETTY

WRIT PETITION NO :36872OF 2014

Between:

AND

1

2

Smt. Nirmal Pradeep Shah, wife of late Pradegp-
about 60 vears, occ business, R/o. 3-3-866/A, S.G
Building N6 +0. Kachiguda, Hyderabad -50O 027.

Laxmictand Shah a
. Complex, Flat No.

...PETITIONER

ed
-2,

s
F

.,

4

5

The State of Telangana, rep by its Principat Secretary, Municipal
Administration. Telangaina Secretariat-Buildings, Hyderabad'
ih; G;;"t; Hyoerafiaa Municipal Corporaiion, Rep. by its Commissioner'
Lower Tank Bund, HYderabad.
in"a..Gtint Clty Rt'anner, Town Planning , Circle No. lX'3bids' Hyderabfld,
M/s. Sri. Balaii Constructions, rep. by its Partner.Qftow. [{.OV^, son ot-Eal
nJoOy, ageO 6bout 36 years, occ'business, Fl/o. H.No. 1-8-21' Carona Lane'

Chikkadpally, Hyderabad.
F inirrp'rini hefdy, son of Yella Egqdv,. as.gd about 36 years, occ business'
R/o H No 1-B-2.1 ,'Carona Lane, Chikkadpally, Hyderabad'

...RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the constitution of lndia praying that in the

circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High court may be

pleased to lssue a writ, order or direction more particularly one in the nature of

writ of Mandamus declaring the action of the.respondents 2 and 3 in threatening

to demolish the entire extent of shop in ground floar bearing premises No. 1-8-

5l3.situatedalmainroad,Chikkadpally,Hyderabadinwhichthepetitionerdoing

business which is having a depth of 26 feet as against 16 feet as per the

earmarked portion and as stated in the notice and the plan issued by them

without considering the petitioner representation dated 26-1 t -2014 as illegal,

arbitrary and consequently (fired the respondents 2 and 3 not to demolish the

entire shop contrary to the notices issued vide letter No'

697/TPS/RW/C3/MCH/2006 dated nil and letter dated 7-1 1'2007 and the plan

annexed to it in which the petitioner doing business



l.A. NO: 1 OF 2014(WPMP. NO: 46141 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 respondents 2 and 3 herein not to demolish the entire extent of the

shop but to proceed as per the notices issued vide letter No.

697/TPS/RWC3/MCH/2006 dated nil and letter dated 7-1 1-20Q7 and the plan

annexed to it, pending disposal of the main Writ Petition

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRl. A. RAVI SHANKAR

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

Counsel for the Respondent Nos. 2&3: SRI c. MADHUSUDAN REDDY,
SC FOR GHMC

Counsel for the Respondent Nos. 4&5:-

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

HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE LAXMI NARAYANA ALISHETTY

UIRIT PETITION No.36872 of 2OL4

DATE: 11.12.2o25

Between:

Smt. Nirmal Pradeep Shah
...Petitioner

AND

The State of Telangana,
Rep. by its Principal Secretary, Municipal Administration,
Telangana Secretariat Buildings, Hyderabad and others

,..Respondents
ORDER:

This writ petition is filed seeking following reliei

"To declare the action of the respondents 2
ond 3 in threatening to demolish the entire extent
of shop in ground Jloor beaing premises No. 1-8-
513, situated at main road, Chikkadpallg,
Hgderabad in which the petitioner doing busiress
ruhich is hauing a depth of 26 feet as against 76
feet as per the eannarked portion and as stated
in the notice and the plan issued bg tlem uitlaut
consideing the petitioner representation dateQ
26-11-2O14, as illegal and arbitrary."

2. Sri G. Madhusudan Reddy, learned Standing counsel for

respondent Nos.2 and 3 is present. '/

3. No reprcsentation on behalf of the petitioner despite the

matter bcing listect undcr the caption 'For Dismissal". It

appears that petitioner lras no inLerest to pursue the matter.
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4. Accordingly, this writ petition is dismissed for non-

prosecution. No order as to costs

Miscellaneous petitions, if any pending, shall stand

dismissed.

SD/.M. OSMAN ALI BAIG
ASSISTANT REGISTRAR

//TRUE COPYI/
SECTION OFFICER

To,

\

l One CC to SRl. A. RAV| SHANKAR, Advocate tOpUCl2. TWO CCS.tO GP FOR MUNICIPAL ADMINISTRATION AND URBAN

^ DEVELOPME_I)ITrHigh Court for the State of Tetangana, at HydJrabad [OUTI3. One CC to SRt. c. MADHUSUDAN REDDY, sc FbR GHMCTOPUCI -
4. Two CD Copies
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HIGH COURT

DATED:1 111212025
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ORDER

WP.No.36872 of 2014

DISMISSING THE WRIT PETITION FOR
NON.PROSECUTION WITHOUT COSTS
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