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

THURSDAY, THE NINETEENTH DAY OF DECEMBER
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FOUR

PRESENT
THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE K. SARATH
WRIT PETITION NO: 25052 OF 2011

Between:

Lakshmipathi Sherla, Laxman Sherla, Lachaiah Sherla, or Sherla Laxmaiah,
Sfo. Sherla Mallaiah R/o.H.No. 4-2-135, Peddapalli, Karimnagar District.

...PETITIONER
AND v

The District Collector, Karimnagar District at Karimnagar
...RESPONDENT

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 an appropriate writ, order or direction, particularly one in the
nature of writ of mandamus declaring the action of the respondent in not
considering the representation of the petitioner dated 07.07.2011 for necessary
publication in the District Gazette, Karimnagar with regard to the name of the
petitioner, as arbitrary, illegal and contrary to law and consequently direct the
respondent herein to pass appropriate orders on the said representation of the
petitioner forthwith.
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LA. NO: 1 OF 2011{WPMP. NO: 30814 OF 2011)

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to direct
the respondent herein to consider and dispose of the representation of the
petitioner dated 07.07.2011 for necessary publication in the District Gazette,
Karimnagar with regard to the name of the petitioner, immediately, pending
disposal of the main writ petition.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI CHALLARI NAGESWARA RAO
Counsel for the Respondent: GP FOR REVENUE

The Court made the following: ORDER



THE HONOURABLE SRI J USTICE K.SARATH

WRIT PETITION No.25052 of 2011

ORDER:

" This petition is coming for hearing since 2011. On
05.12.2024, 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 is
called, there is no representation on behalf of the
petitioner. It seems that the petitioner is not interested to

prosecute this case. N

2, Accordingly, the Writ Petition is dismissed for
Non—prosecution/default‘ There shall be no order as to

costs.
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Pending miscellaneous applications, if any in thig &

petition, shall stand closed_: - /
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SD/- K.SREERAMA MURTHY

ASSISTANT REGISTRAR
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SECTION OFFICER

| CHALLARI NAGESWARA RAO, Advocate [OPUC]
'(l:')vrc'g ggstc;oSGRP FOR REVENUE, High Court for the State of Telangana, at

Hyderabad. [OUT]
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DATED:19/12/2024
ORDER
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DISMISSING THE WRIT PETITION
FOR NON PROSECUTION/DEFAULT WITHOUT
COSTS
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