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HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA AT H"I'DER.AEAD[ I
ISpecial Original Jurisdiction)
MOMDAY THE TWELFTH DAY OF DECEMBER
TWO THOUSAND AMD TWENTY TWO
PRESENT

THE HONOURABLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE UJJAL BHUYAN
AND
THE HONOURARLE SRI JUSTICE C.V. BHASKAR REDDY

WRIT PETITION NO: 6030 OF 20038

Batwesn:

R.R. Calerers, Hydersbad, Rep by its Proprietor, KV Raghava Reddy, Sio
Ram Gathi Reddy, aged 48 years, Occ @ Business. Rin. HMNo. 1-1-
28733 Bapu Magar, Chikkadpally, Hyderabad.

PETITIONER
AND
1. Airports Authorty OF India, Hyd, Hyderabad Airpor, Rep by its Director,
Begumpet Airpon, Begumpet, Hydcrabad.
2. Airporis Authority of India, Rep by its Chairman, Corporatae Office - Rajiv
Gandhi Bhawvan, Mew Delhi - 110 003.
..RESPONDENTS

Pelilion under Arficle 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
crcumstances stated in the afficavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
picascd o ssue a writ, order or direclion more particularly one in the nature of
Writ  of  Mandamus  declaring that  the  demand noboe Mo
AALHYDICOMMLIAB1/2005-06 di. 14-8-2008 and the final orders passed by the
151 respondent vide Lhair orders No, 14-8-2006 and the final orders passed by
ke 151 respondent vide their orders NO, AATHYDICOMU/ST/ZO006 o, 14-9-2005
are llegal, arbilrary and unconstitutional

LA NO: 1 OF 2008(WPMP. NO: 7839 OF 2008)
Felition under Section 151 CPGC praying that in the circumstances stated

in the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleazed Lo

pass interim stay of recovery of arrears of Rs. 260,528/~ and further proceedings
in pursuance of order AANHYD/COMMLIA81/2005-06 di. 14-8-2006 and lhe final
orders  passzed by the sl respondenl wide  their ordess Moo
AA8THYHCOMLIST 2006 dEFE 4ﬂ-gﬁiﬁ EAYAA i

Counsel for the Petitioner:SR1. CH. SIVA REDDY

Counsel for the Respondent No.1&2: SRILE. MADAN MOHAN RAO

The Court made the following: ORDER



THE HON'BELE THE CHIEF JUSTICE UJJAL BHUYAN

AND

THE HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE C.V.BHASKAR REDDY

WRIT PETITION No.6030 of 2008

QR__D'ER. |'P|'_*r e Hor e the CR |'F._|I".,.|'|.|'.l?.|'.lr'.‘r=: [.n'_'lfj:-e'.l'lf Ehl.l.yﬂ.l"[_ll

Heard Mr. Satvanarayvana, learned counscl representing
Mr. Ch.Siva Reddy, learned counsel for the petibioner and

Mr. E Madan Mohan Rao, learned counsel for the respondents.

2 It 1z submilted at the Bar that the writ petition has

become infructuaus

3. In wiew o abowve, Wreit Petition 15 dismissed as

infructuous. However, there shall be no order as o costs,

4. Mizcellaneous applications pending, il any, in this Writ

Petition shall stand closed.

5D/- N.SRIHARI
ASSISTANT Eﬁﬁiﬁﬂgﬂ;
i LELE L i e
IITRUE GOPY SECTION GFEICER
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e OO G SEL CH. SVA REDDY. Advocata [O
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HIGH COURT

DATED:12/12/2022

ORDER
WP .No.6030 of 2008

DISMISSING THE W.P. AS INFRUCTUOQUS
WITHOUT COSTS



