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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 TWENTY FIVE

PRESENT
THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE LAXMI NARAYANA ALISHETTY
WRIT PETITION NO: 36872 OF 2014

Between:

Smt. Nirmal Pradeep Shah, wife of late Pradeep Laxmichand Shah aged
about 60 years, occ business, Rfo. 3-3-866/A, $.G. Compiex, Flat No.F-2,
Building No .40, Kachiguda, Hyderabad-500 027.

...PETITIONER

AND

1. The State of Telangana, rep. by its Principal Secretary, Municipal

Administration. Telangana Secretariat Buildings, Hyderabad.

The Greater Hyderabad Municipal Corporation, Rep. by its Commissioner,

Lower Tank Bund, Hyderabad. .

The-Assistant City Pianner, Town Planning , Circle No. IX., Abids, Hyderabad.

M/s. Sri. Balaji Constructions, rep. by its Partner Show Reddy , son of Bal

Reddy, aged about 36 years, occ business, R/o. H.No. 1-8-21, Carona Lane,

Chikkadpally, Hyderabad.

5 P Thirupathi Reddy, son of Yella Reddy, aged about 36 years, occ business.
R/o. H.No. 1-8-21, Carona Lane, Chikkadpally, Hyderabad.
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...RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution df India praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to Issue a Writ, Order or direction more particularly one in the nature of
Writ of Mandamus declaring the action of thearespondenté 2 and 3 in threatening
to demolish the entire extent of shop in ground floar bearing premises No. 1-8-
513. situated at main road, Chikkadpally, Hyderabad in which the petitioner doing
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 26-11-2014 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 7-11-2007 and the plan

annexed to it in which the petitioner doing business



LLA. 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 lefter No.
697/TPS/RW/C3/MCH/2006 dated nil and letter dated 7-11-2007 and the plan

annexed to it, pending disposal of the main Writ Petition

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI. A. RAVI SHANKAR

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

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

Counsel for the Respondent Nos. 48&5:--
The Court made the following: ORDER



IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA AT HYDEABAD
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE LAXMI NARAYANA ALISHETTY

WRIT PETITION No.36872 of 2014

DATE : 11.12.2025

Between:

Smt. Nirmal Pradeep Shah
...Petitioner

AND

The State of Telangana,

Rep. by its Principal Secretary, Municipal Admlmstratlon

Telangana Secretariat Buildings, Hyderabad and others
...Respondents

ORDER:

This writ petition is {iled seeking following relief:

“To declare the action of the respondents 2
and 3 in threatening to demolish the entire extent
of shop in ground floor bearing premises No. 1-8-
513, situated at main road, Chikkadpally,
Hyderabad in which the petitioner doing 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 representatton dated
26-11-2014, as tllegal and arbitrary.” :

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

respondent Nos.2 and 3 1s present.

3. No representation on behalf of the petitioner despite the
matter being listed under the caption “For Dismissal”. [t

appears that petitioner has no interest 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

' |SECTION OFFICER
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One CC to SRI. A, RAV! SHANKAR, Advocate [OPUC]

Two CCs to GP FOR MUNICIPAL ADMINISTRATION AND URBAN :
DEVELOPMENT ,High Court for the State of Telangana, at Hyderabad [OUT]
One CC to SRI. G. MADHUSUDAN REDDY, SC FOR GHMCIOPUC)

Two CD Copies
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HIGH COURT y
DATED:11/12/2025
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ORDER Nsparence
WP.No0.36872 of 2014

DISMISSING THE WRIT PETITION FOR
NON-PROSECUTION WITHOUT COSTS
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