HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA AT HYDERABAD
(Special Original Jurisdiction)

TUESDAY THE FIFTEENTH DAY OF MARCH
WO THOUSAND AND TWENTY TWO

PRESENT
THE HONOURAELE SMT JUSTICE LALITHA KANNEGANTI

WRIT PETITION NO: 13328 OF 2022

Between:

J.Kondanna, Sio. J.Chandraiah, Aged about 70 Years, Oco. Agriculture, Rio.
H-Mo. 10-150, Kothakota Village and Mandal, Wanaparthy Distncl.

+.PETITIONER
AND

1. The Commissioner, Kothakota Municipality, Wanaparthy District,

2. The Kothakota Municipaity, rep by its Chairman, Kothakota Village and
Mandal, Wanaparthy District.

3. The District Collector, Wanaparthy.

4. The State of Telangana, rep by its Principal Secretary to Municipal
Administration Urban Development, TS Secretrat. Hyderabad.

..RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circumslances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, tha High Court may be
pleased 1o call for the records relating to the impugned notice in file no.
AM1A2020, dated 30272021 of the 15l Respondenl and set aside the same by
declaring it as illegal and contrary to law in consequence thereof to direct the 15t
raspondent o exiend the contract of collecting tax (Tai Bazary for Kothakota
Municipality to the Petitioner in view of lhe lockdown imposed by the State
Government dus to spread of Covid-19 virus, Road Widering Works, Drinage
Works conducted by the 1st Respondaent by issuing Writ arder or direction mare
particularly ong in the nalure of the Writ of Mandamus or any other Wit



1A NO: 1 0OF 2022

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 (o direct
the 15t respondent to continue the contract] for collecting tax{Tai Bazar tax) for
the period April-2022, March-2023 to Pelitioner for Kothakola Municipality by
suspending the impugned notice of the 1st Respondent in file no. AM132020,
dated 30/12/2021. panding final pending disposal of the above writ petition.

Counsel for the Petitioner;: SR V.V .NARASIMHA RAD

Counsel for the Respondent No's.1 &2: SRI N.PRAVEEN KUMAR (SC FOR MC)

Counsel for the Respondent No's. 3 & 4: GP FOR Municipal Administration
Urban Development

The Court made the following: ORDER



THE HON'BLE SMT. JUSTICE LALITHA KANNEGANTI

WRIT PETITION No.13328 of 2022

ORDER:

This Writ Petition is filed to call for the records
relating to the impupned notice in File Noo A/ 113/2020, dated
30.12.2021 of the 1% respondent and set aside the same by
declaring it as illegal and contrary to kaw and consequently
dircet the [# respondent to extend the contract of collecting tax
(Tai Bazar) for Kothakota Municipality to the petitioner in view
of the lockdown imposcd by the State Government duc to
sproad of Covid-19 viras.

2 Learncd counsel for the petitioner Sn V.V,
MNarasimha Rao submits that the pelitioner is a successiul
bidder for collecting tax for Kothakota Municipality from April
2021 to March 2022, The said contract was given on
30.03.2021 in the open sauction for an amount of
Rs.23,05,000/-, The petiioner had paid an amount of
Rs.1,93,083/- per month and his house was also mortgaged
with the 15 respondent as scourily, Tt is submitted thatl the
petitioner  could pay the amount till March 2021, buat
unfortunately, due to pandemic and in view of the lackdown

imposed by the State as well as the Central Government as



Pt

there is no business for six months, the petitioner is unable Lo
pay the remaining ameount of Rs. 1044581 /- from May (o
November 2021, It is submitted that taking advantage of the
same, the respomdent authorities issued notice demanding the
petitioner to pay an amount of Rs.11,30,007/-. Learned
counsel submits that the petitioner has brought this fact to the
notice of Respondents 1 and 2 and made a representation on
09.04.2021, but they failed to consider the same. llence, the
petitioner sceks a direction from this Court o sel aside the
impugned notice issucd by the respondents.

3. Heard Sri N, Praveen Kumar, learned Standing
Counsel lor the respondent Mumicipality,

4, In this case, admittedly, thers was a contractual
obligation between the parties and by virtue of the same, the
petitioner has to pay certain amounts te the respondents. The
respondents have issued several notices o Lhe petitioncr on
18,08.2021, 21.09.2021, 29.09.2021 and 22.11.2021, in spite
of all the notices, the petitioner failed to respond.  Finally, the
respondents issued the Impugned notice on 30.12.2021 asking
the petiioner o pay the amount, but the petitioner without
responding to the carlier notices, have come before this Court,

During the coursc of arguments, il is also urged that this Court



To,

may grant some more Lirme to pay The arrcar amount. This Court
15 not 1N a position to appreciale any of the contentions and the
pctitioner could not make out a ground for grant of a writ more
in the nature of mandoamus. The peliliomer aughl 1o have given
his explanation o the notces assued by the respondconrs.
Looking at the conduct of the petitioner, who has kept guict
from 18.08.2021 ull now and comes up with the plea, which is
nol legally-tenable, this Court inds no reason o set aside the
impugned notice,

78 The Writ Petition is accordingly, dismisscd., There

ahiall be o order 25 0 costs.,

B, The miscellanecsus Applications, il any shall stand
closed.
- - SD/-1.NAGALAKSHMI
ASSISTANT REGISTRAR
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HIGH COURT

DATED:15/03/2022

ORDER

WP.No.13328 of 2022

DISMISSING THE WP
WITHOUT COSTS.
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