IM THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA,
AT HYDERABAD

WEDNESDAY THE EIGHTH DAY OF JUNE
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY TWO

PRESENT
THE HONOURABLE SMT JUSTICE LALITHA KANNEGANTI
CONTEMPT CASE NO: 738 OF 2022
(Contempt Case Under Section 10 to 12 of Contempt of Courts Acl Lo

purtish the Respondents herein for wilful disobedience of the Order al the ITigh
Court Order dated 30.06.2020 in 1A MNo. 2 of 2020 in WP No. 9282 of

Between:
Lis Ad-Ways, at Mo, 1-B-450/1/A-21, 1st Floor, Indian Airlines Colony, Begumpet,
Secyndrabad, Rep by its Managing Partner, Mandava Srinivasa Saravana
Fumar, Sio Venkat Rao

..PETITIONER
AND

Mr. Viswajit Kampati, S/o Lakshmi Narayana, Aged. 34 years, Addl,
Commissionar {Advertisemant), GMHC, Budda Bhavan, Tank Bund, Hyderabad.

..RESPONDENT

Counse| for the Petitioner : Mr. P.KAS| Nageswara Hau‘g\sm. PILLIX LAW FIRM

Counsel for the Respondent : SRI. PASAM KRISHNA REDDY 5.C. FOR
G.HM.C.

The Court made the following: ORDER
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THE HONORABLE SMT JUSTICE LALITHA KANNEGANTI

C.C.No.738 of 2022

ORDER

The prasent contempt case is filed for violation of the orders
passed Dy this Court in LANo.2 of 2020 in W.P No 8292 of 2020
dated 20-06-2020,

2 Learnad counsel for the patitionar Mr. P. Kasi Nageswara Hso,
submite that the petitioner has filed VW P No. 8292 of 2020 cueslioning
the action of respondent: No3 therain in issuing the notice
dated 20-08-2020 levying the penaity of Rs 4 50 000~ by declaring the
barricade advertisement boards erected af the Begurmpet road al HPS
School, FOB Usurping the powers under Sections 420 and 427 of
Hyderabad  Municipal Corporation Act  and G0 Ms.Mo.GB
Dated 20-04-2020 though the same are applicable only to sky signs. as
llegal and arbitrary and alsc sought a direction to st aside the same
He submits that this Gourt, by order dated 30-08-Z020 in | ANo.Z of
2020 in W P No.B282 of 2020, has passed the interm erder, which is
extracted as arde

‘Learned counsal for tne petitoner submits that ine suoject
matter of tnsse wrl petitions is (dentical to the cne N
WP No9224 of 2020, Learned Standing Counsel opposss
the =aid submisson

At the ouger, therg 5 na finding in the impugred ardar o
the effact that thers 15 yviolatian af

Clause 8{1)ea) or &{1}(hhd) and that there glso sppears o o2

i



Lk, d
CoCoWe T ol 2022

=]

ma shew cause rolice ssued specificaly alleging such
yiolatiar,
in thase circumstzncas, @t thers o2 3 similar order in
these cases as the one passad in WP Mo G224 of 2020 which
reaqs as unoel,
Crma facie the agreemant dated 26102017 is for a
periad of 4 years & manins with =ffect fram 26.10.2017 valid up
ta 26082021,  Therefore, the impugned  demand  of
sompounding fae on the ground of violation of G.O Ms No 88
cated 20-04-2020 1 contrary to
Clause 2i0) of the said G C
|7 *hose circumsiances, there ghall ba interim siay as
crayed for’
Learned counsel for the petitioner sumits that in spite of the orders
nassed oy this Coun and hawing knowledge of the same, the
respondents nave ssuad & penalty notice dated 15-02-2022 under
Sections 420 and 421 of GHMC Adt and also as per G.0.Ms No.GB
dated 20-04-2020 and levied penalty alleging the very same viclatione.
Laarned counsel submits that the impugned notice, on the face of it, is
3 clear violation of the orders passed by this Court. He submits that the
conduct of the respondents in issuing the penalty notice constituias the
actus reus of impenaing or nlerfering with the administration of justice
by causing the oroer of this Court to be thwared and it 15 a ciear

deliberate and wilful viclation aof the order of this Court and hance. the

petitionar has filed this contempt case.

3, Tris Court has perused the order dated 30-06-2020. wherein

this Court has granted nterim order basing on lhe earlier orders. As
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per the earlier crders, it is stated that the agreement dated Z6-10-2017
15 for a period of 4 years B months with effect from 26-10-2017 valic up
o 28-06-2021. Therefore, the impugned demand of compounding fee
cn the ground of violation of G.OMs.NoB8 dated Z0-04-2020 s
contrary to Clause 2(b) of the zaid G.O. At any stretch of imagination,
the present impugned notice issued by the respondents cannol be
construsd as violation of the earlier arders passed by this Cowtl Intre
notice dated 20-08-2020, wherein interim orders were passad by 1his
Court, the raspondent Corporation has staled that the advertizernem
boards were erected axceeding 15% of the frontage of the bulding
from the ground level and they have committed 13 violationz. Whereas
in the present notice dated 15-02-2022, the respondernt Corporaticn
has categaorically stated that without permission from  the
Commissioner. the petitioner has erected beards at Hyderabad Public
achool, Begumpet, about 102 adverlisement elementz. at Miyapur
Cross Hoads, two boards ware erectad and at near Greenlands Signa

Begumpet, 1 adverisement board was erected. They have also statad
ihat as per [he violations, the petitoner has to pay the penalty for
dnauthorisad erection and display of adverisements, Tha cause of
action before this Court earlier is for issuance of the penalty notice anc
the present notice is, all together, on different grounds, and by the
order passed by this Court in | ANo.Z of 2020 in W P.No.B2%2 of 2020,
there was no direction to the respondents not o issue any nolice,
Further, there is a contractual obligation between the parbes and if
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trera 13 any violation, [re respondants are aways at lberty 1o issue a
notice when something is deneg contrary to the terms of the agreement
It this case accanding 1o the respondant Corparation, without abtaining
permission  at  certan places, the patitioner has  erected  the
advertisermnent hoards. Hance, this Court finds that the same does nof
amount fo cohtempt and thera is no act on the par of the respondents

in intarfaning with tha administration of justice.

4. Accordingly, the Contempt Case is dismissed. No costs.

<n

Miscelaneous pefitions if any pending in this conteampt case,

shall stand dismissed.

Sdi-K.SREENIVASA RAO
JOINT REGISTRAR
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HIGH COURT

DATED:08/06/2022

ORDER
CC.No.738 of 2022

NSMISSING THE CONTEMPT CASE,

MNOTOSTS.
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