HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA

MAIN CASE No: Writ Petition No0.16998 of 2015

PROCEEDING SHEET
S. DATE ORDER OFFICE
No. NOTE
12. 08.11.2024 | CJ] & JAK, ]
I.A.No.1 of 2024
(on being mentioned)
Mr. Avinash Desai, learned Senior |Net:
@i/0) fo}der l?efore
Counsel appears for Mr. Mallu Nethan Reddy, | “"*"™"57,

learned counsel for the petitioner.

Mzr. Deepak Misra, learned counsel for
respondent No.1.

Mr. Maruthi Jadhav, learned counsel
represents Mr. B.S.Prasad, learned counsel for
respondents No.2 and 3.

Heard on [.LA.No.1 of 2024.

After hearing learned counsel for the
parties, it is directed that instead of the words
‘which have been urged in the writ petition’,
the following words ‘which may be
permissible in law’ shall stand substituted in
the order dated 11.06.2024, passed in Review
[LANo.2 of 2015 (review WPMP.No.41391
of 2015) in W.P.No.16998 of 2015.

Needless to state that this order shall be

read in conjunction with the order

lur




dated 11.06.2024 passed in Review 1.A.No.2
of 2015 (review WPMP.No.41391 of 2015) in
W.P.No.16998 of 2015.

Accordingly, the aforesaid interlocutory

application is disposed of.
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