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JUDGMENT: (Per the Hon’b le Sri Justic e S.V.Bhatt) 

 

 Heard  Mr.P.Venugopa l, Mr.C.V.Mohan Reddy and  

Mr.S.Niranjan Reddy, lea rned  senior c ounsel for the pa rties. 

 

 Writ petitioners a re the appellants. The appellants filed  

W.P.No.39304 of 2018 for Mandamus dec la ring  the ac tion of 

respondents 1 and  2 therein in a llowing respondents 3 to 5 therein 

to p roc eed  with c onstruc tion in terms of revoked  build ing permit 

No.22275/ HO/ HZ/ Cir-11-2013 da ted  15.04.2013 and  further granting 

oc c upanc y c ertific a te da ted  26.07.2018, as illega l etc . 

 

 On 01.11.2018, the lea rned  Sing le Judge, upon hearing  the 

c ounsel who appeared  before him, passed  the following order: 

 “Post on 12.11.2018 on top of the Adjourned 

Motion List along with W.P.No.13073 of 2018. 

 Meanwhile, the respondents including the G.H.M.C 

shall file counter.  In view of the undertaking given by the 

learned Senior Counsel Sri S.Niranjan Reddy, appearing 

for the respondents, no new shops shall be allowed to be 

opened from today till 12.11.2018 in Block-A to E of the 

subject premises. But interior works in the shops which are 

already allotted can go on”.  

 

 Respondents 1 and  2 herein filed  I.A.No.3 of 2018 for the relief 

as follows: 

 “Petition under Section 151 of CPC praying that in 

the circumstances stated in the petition and the affidavit 

filed in writ petition the High Court may be pleased to 

modify the order dt.01.11.2018 and permit the tenants who 
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have already entered into lease agreements to open the 

stores for the undertaking period pending disposal of 

W.P.No.39304 of 2018 on the file of the High Court”.  

 

 On 02.11.2018, the lea rned  Sing le Judge passed  the order in 

I.A.No.3 of 2018 and  the opera tive portion reads thus: 

 “ Having regard to the above and since no loss is 

caused to the writ  pet it ioners, even in case if  the writ  

pet it ioner ult imately succeeds in the writ  pet it ions and 

with a view to protect  the interest  of the persons, who 

intend to enter into fresh lease agreements for 

conduct ing business therein, the request  of Sri S.Niranj an 

Reddy, in permit t ing those persons, who have already 

entered into lease agreements/  regist rat ions and in cases 

where possession is already delivered, for opening their 

shops/ screens, can be accepted. The respondents shall 

inform the shop owners about  the pendency of the writ  

pet it ion before this Court  and that  the shop owners, who 

are going to open the shops pursuant  to the orders passed 

herein shall not  claim any equit ies thereafter.”  

 Accordingly, I.A.No.3 of  2018 is ordered and the 

earlier order dated 01.11.2018 stands modif ied” .  

 

Henc e, writ appea l a t the instanc e of writ petitioners. 

  

 We have perused  a ll the interloc utory orders to whic h our 

a ttention has been d rawn by a ll the lea rned  c ounsel appearing  for 

the pa rties. 

 

 Prima fac ie , we a re of the view tha t the interloc utory orders 

have limited  effec t in point of time and  likewise, the c la rific a tion 

whic h is granted  has limited  life span to opera te.  The writ petition is 

still pend ing.  Therefore, we a re persuaded  not to enquire into the 

riva l c la ims of the pa rties in the instant writ appea l.   
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 By leaving a ll c ontentions open for c onsidera tion, as and  

when they a re ra ised  before the lea rned  Sing le Judge, the writ 

appea l is d ismissed . No order as to c osts. 

  

 As a  sequel thereto, misc ellaneous petitions, if any pend ing, 

stand  c losed . 

 

__________________________________ 

THOTTATHIL B. RADHAKRISHNAN, CJ 

 

 
 

____________ 

S.V.BHATT, J 

15th November, 2018 
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