[3302]
HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA AT HYDERABAD
(Special Original Jurisdiction)

FRIDAY THE THIRTIETH DAY OF DECEMBFR
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY TWO

PRESENT
THE HONOURAELE SRI JUSTICE K. SARATH
WRIT PETITION NO: 1722 OF 2008

Between:

(zoondla Chinna Gangaram, Age. 55 years, Sio. Ashanna, Rio. Thorthi
Village, Morthad Mandal, Nizamabad District.
..PETITIONER

AND
The Mandal Revenue Oficer, Morthad Mandal, Nizamabad Districl
The Revenue Divisional Officer, Nizamabad (Post & District)
The Joint Collectar, Nizamabhad District
Sardi Madgi Sayanna S/o. Muthanna
Sardi Madgi Ashanna S/o. Nadpi Ashanna,
Donnpal Madgi Jaram (Gangaram, Sio. Madgi bhoomanna
Madgi Madpi Ashanna Sfo. Paedda Gangaram

S

..RESPONDENTS

=

Racharia Gangadhar. Sio. Chinna Gangaram, aged about 31

years, /o, Thorathi village, Morthad Mandal, Nizamabad District.

% HKondra Nadipi Gangarm, S/o, Poshanna aged about 46 years, R./o. Thorathi
Village, Morthad Mandal. Mizamabad District.

10 MorthadChinna Sayanna, S/o.Poshanna aged about 61 years, Rio. Tharathi
village, Mandal, Nizambadad District

1. Morthad Bhudevi Wio late Sayanna,aged about 41 years, Rio Thorathi village

MorthadMandal, Nizamabad District,

(Dismissed for default as against R6. As por Court Order dated
24/06/2011)

(No. 4 to 7 are Rfo. Thorthi Village, Morthad Mandal, Nizamabad District.)
(R8 to 11 implead as per Court Order dated 07/10/09 in WPMP 11499/08)
...PETIONERS/PROPOSED RESPONDENTS 81o11

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to issue a VWrit or Order or Direction one more in the nature of Writ of
Mandamus declaring the orders of the 1st respondent passed in Proceedings No.
B/A0GH/2004 dt 10-06-2005 and confirming the same by the Znd respondent in
Case No A2/2882/2005 dt 20-10-2005 as also by the 1st respondent in Case No.



ETH42602007 ot 21-01-2008 are illegai. arbirary, voilatiic of the Articie 14 of
Consltution of India and Section 4(b) of the AP assigned | ands {Prohibition of
Transfers) Act, 1907 and set aside the =aid arders

Counscl for the P stitioner: SRL. P. PANKAJ REDDY

Counsel for the R:=pondents No.1 to 3: GP FOR REVENLIE

Counsel for the Rispondents 4,5 & 7 to 11: Mis. K.RAMA SUBBA RAQ

The Court made tl ¢ following: ORDER
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THE HONOURARLE SRI JUSTICE K.SARATH

WRIT PETITION No.1722 of 2008

ORDER:

This petition is comung for hearing since 2008, On
11.11.2022, Q2.12.2022 and 16,12,2022, when the matter
was called, there was no representation on behalf of the
petitioner, and therefore the matter was directed to be
listed today under the caption "for Dismissal”. Even today,
when the matter 1s called, there 13 no reprosentation, It
seems that the petitioner is not interested to prosecute this

case,
2, Accordingly, the  Writ Petition is  dismissed for

Non prosecution fdefault. No order as to cosls,

3.  Pending muscellaneous apphcatons, il any, shall

stan n:_] -;IE:E;L

HTRUE COPY/! ff_Jlf']

SECTION OFFICER

fl'.fl'r'le EE to SGFtlL F PANKAJ REDDY, Advocate [OPUC]

wo L-Ls o GF FOR REVENUE, High Court for the St i
Hyderabad[OUT] gn Court tor the State of Telangana, a
One CC to Mis. K RAMA SUBBA RAD. Advocate [OPUC)

two CD copies

SD/- C, PRAVEEN KUMAR
ASSISTANT REGISTRAR



HIGH COUFRT

DATED:30/12/2022

ORDER

i on

WP.No.1722 of 2008

DISMISSING THE WRIT PETITION FOR
NON-PROSE CUTION/DEFAULT
WITHOUT CCSTS
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