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HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA AT HYDERABAD

TUESDAY, THE THIRTIETH DAY OF AUGUST
- TWC THOUSAND AND TWENTY TWO

PRESENT

THE HONOURAELE 5RI JUSTIGE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI
AND
THE HONOURAELE SRl JUSTICE K. SARATH

WRIT APPEAL NO: 1250 OF 2011

Wit Appeal under Clause 15 of the Letters Patent preferred against the arde
dated 11.11.207 1 m W.P. No. 1895 of 2004, on the fite of the High Court.

Between:
G Gurg Murthy, Sio. Late Survanarayana. Occ: Senvice Rio. Hyderabad.

.APPELLANT
AND

1 AP State Election Commissian, 37 Flagr, Bhudha Bhavan. Ranigunj
M. Road, Secunderabad, rep. by its Secretary
2. M.Shyam Babu, Sfo nol known to Petibtonsrs Service Ofo. State Election
Commission 3rd Floor, Bhedha Bhavan, Ranigunj M.G_Road. Secunderabad.
3. GV 5a Prasad, Sio Late G. Pandu Ranga Rao Service Rio. Hyderabad

(3" Respandent is not necessary ta the aboave Writ Appeal)

..-RESPONDENTS
LA, NO: 2 OF 2011{WAMP, NO; 2707 OF 2011}

Peatition under Section 151 CRC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the patition. the High Courl may be pleasad to direcl
the 1=t respondent not to promote the 2nd respondent as Assistant Secretary

pending the above Wit Appeal.
Counsel for the Appellant: SRI. AKA VENKATARAMANA

Counsel for the Respondent No.1;: SRI V.V. PRABHAKARA RAD

Counsel for the Respondent No.2: SRI T.D. PHANI KUMAR

The Court delivered the following: JUDGMENT
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THE HON'ELE SRI JUSTICE AEHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI
AND
THE HON'ELE SRI JUSTICE K. SARATH

Writ Appeal No.1250 of 2011

@D GMEHT. {Eer Hombile Jdustice Abhirncd Koo Sheoily)

Whein the matter is taken up lor hearing, lcarned counsel
appearing tor the respondents had informed the Courl that
during the pendency of the hingation appellant was promoted as
Digsle Officer in The State Flection Corminrssion and the appellant
was o claiming  seuiority over and  above the un-official

respondent.

e

s Learned counsel appearing for the appellant had imformedd
the Court that during the pendency of litigation the un-official
respondent has died, thus rendering the present Writ Appeal as

infrucoaons,

3. [n view of the above submission, the Writ Appeal is

dismissed as infructuous. No costs.

4. As a sequel, miscellaneous applications pending if any in

this Wril Appeal, shallstand closed. . — ———
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HIGH COURT

DATED:30/08/2022

JDUGMENT

W.A.No.1250 of 2011

DISMISSING THE WRIT APPEAL
AS INFRUCTUOUS

WITHOUT COSTS



