
HON’BLE SRI  JUSTI CE P. NAVEEN RAO 

 

W RI T PETI I TI ON Nos.2 9 2 8 4  o f  2 0 1 9  an d  7 7  o f  2 0 2 0  

 

COMMON ORDER:   

 
 

 The writ  pet it ions are filed challenging the order of the 

Com m issioner, Greater Hyderabad Municipal Corporat ion, m ade under 

Sect ion 450 of the Greater Hyderabad Municipal Corporat ion Act . 

 

2. This Court  is not  recording the details of various aspects, as the 

issue involved is with regard to the illegality not iced per se in the 

decision m ade by the respondent  – Corporat ion. 

 

3. According to the learned counsel for the pet it ioners, Sri Dana 

Kishore, I AS, was the Com m issioner, GHMC, when the hearing was 

taken up on 20.07.2019. After the said hearing, he was t ransferred 

and relieved on 26.08.2019. Before he was relieved from  the office of 

the Com m issioner, GHMC, no decision was m ade. The incum bent  

Com m issioner passed the im pugned order in Decem ber 2019 by 

referr ing to the hearing conducted by the then Com m issioner on 

20.07.2019. According to the learned counsel, the Officer, who heard 

the part ies, m ore part icular ly,  where the order would have civil and 

evil consequences, alone is to pass the order, but  not  som e other 

authorit y. I n the instant  case, the pr inciple laid down by the Hon’ble 

Suprem e Court  in the case of UNI ON OF I NDI A v . SHI V RAJ
1  is 

at t racted on all fours and the order is liable to be set  aside on this 

ground alone. 

 

4. Learned standing counsel does not  dispute the pr inciple of law 

on the issue and also the fact  that  Sri Dana Kishore, I AS,  
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was t ransferred on 26.08.2019 and the im pugned orders are passed 

by the successor, who was not  the Officer, who heard the pet it ioners. 

 

5. I n view thereof and having regard to the law laid down by the 

Suprem e Court  in the decision referred to supra, the orders im pugned 

herein are not  valid in law and are liable to be set  aside and are 

accordingly set  aside. The m at ters are rem it ted to the Com m issioner, 

GHMC. He shall afford an opportunity of hearing to the pet it ioners and 

then decide the issue on due considerat ion of the subm issions of the 

pet it ioners. On rem and, pending considerat ion of the issue and passing 

of final orders, the respondent  No.2 – Corporat ion shall not  take any 

coercive steps against  the pet it ioners. 

 

The writ  pet it ions are allowed. As a sequel, the m iscellaneous 

applicat ions, if any pending, shall stand closed. There shall be no order 

as to costs. 

________________ 

  P. NAVEEN RAO, J 
January 9, 2020 
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