IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

JEDNESDAY . THE EIGHTH DAY OF JUNE
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY TWO

PRESENT
THE HONOURABLE SMT JUSTICE LALITHA KANNEGANTI
CONTEMPT CASE NO: 752 OF 2022
(Contempl Case Under Section 10 o 12 of Contempr ot Courts Act 1o
punish the Respondents herein for wiliul disohedicnee of the Order of the High
Conrt Order dated 30.06.2020 in 1A MNo.2 of 2020 in WP. Mo. 3278 of
2020 .

Betwean;

Vics Ad-Ways, at No.1-8-450/1/A-21, 1st Floor, Indian Airlinas Colony, Begumpat,
Secundrabad Rep by its Managing Parner, Mandava Srinivasa Saravana
Kurmar, 5o Venkat Rao

..PETITIONER

AND
. Viswallt Kampati, S/o Lakshmi Marayana, Aged. 34 years,
Addl Commissioner (Advertisement), GMHC, Budda Bhavan, Tank Bund,
Hyderabsd.

..RESPONDENT
Counsel for the Petitioner  : Mr.P Kasi Nageswara Rao Mis, PILLEX LAW FIRM

Counsel for the Respondent : SRI. 5.P, PASAM KRISHNA REDDY,5.C.FOR
G.H.M.C

The Court made the following: ORDER



THE HONORABLE SMT JUSTICE LALITHA KANNEGANTI
C.C.Mo.752 of 2022
ORDER
The present contermpt case is filed for violation of lhe orders
passed by this Court in LANG.Z of 2020 in W.P.No 8278 of 2020

datad 20-05-2020.

2. Leamed counsel for the petitioner M. P. Kasi Mageswara Rac
submits that the petifioner has filed W.P.No 9278 of 2020 questioning
the actich of respondent Wo.3 therein in issding the notice
dated 20-08-2020 levying the penally of Rs.2,00.000/- by declaring tme
carricade adverlisement boards erected at the Begumpet road at HF 3
Schoal, FOB Usurping the powers under Sections 420 and 427 of
Hyderapad  Municipal Corporation At and GO .MaMNo S8
Dated 20-04-2020 though the same are applicable only 1o sky signs. as
illegal and arbitrary and also sought a direction 1o set aside the sama.
He submits that this Court, by order dated 30-068-2020 in | ANo.2 of
2020 in W.P.No.9275 of 2020, has passed the intarim order, which is

extracted as order,

"Leamed counssl for the petitionar submits that 1ns susecl
matter of these writ petitionz is dentcal to the core on
W.RNo.5224 of 2020, Leamed Standing Counssl opooses
the said submizsion.

As the outset, theme is na finding in the mpugnsd order to
the sttact that thera Is via:aticn of

Clause Bi1)iee) ar 5 1ihhd} ard that there also appears to be
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no shaw cause notice issued spscifically alleging =uch
wiclaion.

In those circumstarcas, let there be a similar arder in
shese cases as the one passad in W.F.No 9224 of 2020 wihich
reads as under,

“frima facie, the agreement dated 28102017 is for a
soriod of 4 years 9 menths with effact from 26.10,2017 valid up
tn  26.08.2021. Therelore, the impugned demand of
sormpoLnding fas on tre ground of via'atian of G.O Ms Na.88
catad 20-04-2020 5 contrary ta
Clause 2(b) of the 2aid G.C.

in thosa circumslances, tners shall be interm stay &8s

prayed far’

Learmed counsel for the petitioner submits that in spite of the orders
passed by this Court and hawving knowledge of the same. the
respondents have issuad a penally notice dated 15-02-2022 under
Septions 420 and 421 of GHMC Act and also as per G.0 Mz No.68
datad 20-04-2020 and levied penalty alleging the very same viglations.
Learmed counsel submits that the impugned nofice, on the face of it, is
a clear vinlation of the orders passed by this Court. He submits that the
conduct of the respondents in issuing the penalty notice constitutes the
actus reus of impending or interfering with the administration of justice
by causing the order of this Court ta be thwarted and it 5 a clear
deliberate and wilful violation of the order of this Court and hence, the

petitioner has filed this contempt case

2 Thiz Court has perused the order dated 30-06-2020, wherein

this Court has granted interim orcer basing on the earlier orders. As
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per the earlier orders, it is stated that the agreement dated 26-10-20717
is for a period of 4 vears 8 months with effect from 26-10-2017 valid up
to 26-08-2021. Therefore, the impugnad demand of compounding fese
on the greund of viclation of G.O.Ms NoBE dated 20-C4-2020 is
contrary 1 Clause 2(b) of the saig G.0O. Al any stretch of imagination
the oresent impugned nofice issued by the respondenis cannot ba
construed as violation of the sarlier orders passed by this Court. In the
notice dated 20-06-2020, wherein interim orders were passed by fhis
Court, the respondent Corporation has stated that the advertisemant
boards were erected exceeding 15% of the frontage of the kuilding
from the ground level and they have committed 13 violations. Wharaas
in the present notice dated 15-02-2022, the responcent Corporation
has categorically  stated that  without permizsion from  the
Commissioner, the pelitioner has erected hoards at Hyderabhad FPublic
Scheool, Begumpet, about 102 adverisement elaments, at Mivagpur
Cross Roads, two beards were erected and at near Greaniands Signal,
Begumpet, 1 advertisement board was erected, Theay have also stated
that as per the viclations, the petiticner has to pay the penalty for
unauthorised erection and display of advertisements, The cause of
action before this Court earher 15 for issuance of the penalty actice ana
the present notice s, all tegether, on different grounds, ard by the
order passad by this Court in [L& No.2 of 2020 in VW No 8278 ot 2020
there was no direction 1o the respondents not [ Esue any natice

Further, there is a contractual obligation between the parties and if
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thera 15 any vielation, the respondants arg always at liberly to issue a
notice whan something is done contrary to the terms of the agreement,
In this case. according fo the respendent Corporation, without obtaining
parmission  at cerain  places, the petitioner has erected theo
adverlisement beards. Hence, this Court finds that the same does not
amount to cont@mpt ang thera is no act on the part of the rezpondents

in interfering with the administration of justice
4. Accordingly, the Conlempt Case s dismissed. No costs.

5] Miscellaneous petitions. if any pending in this contempt casa

shall stand diemissad

Sd-M.VIJAYA BHASKAR

DEPUTY REGISTRAR
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SECTION OFFICER

. Mr. Viswajit Kampati, Sro Lakshmi Narayana, Aged. 24 years,

Addl Commissioner (Advertsement), GMHC, Budda Bhavan, Tank Bund,
Hyderabad,

Cne CC to Mr.P.Kasi Nageswara Rac, SRI. PILLEX LAW FIRM Advocate
[OPUC]

Cne CCto. 5.P. PASAM KRISHNA REDDY,5.C.FCR E%.H.M{.f{}
OPUC
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HIGH COURT

DATED:08/06/2022

ORDER
CC.No.752 of 2022

DISMISSNG THE CONTEMET CASE.

MO COSTS,
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