[3302]
HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA,
AT HYDERABAD
{Special Qriginal Jurisdiction)

TUESDAY, THE TWENTY SECOND DAY OF QCTOBER
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FOUR

PRESENT
THE HONQURABLE SRI JUSTICE K. SARATH

WRIT PETITION NO: 18530 OF 2010

Between:

Sn Salbaba Samajam, represented by its Secretary M.tham Kumar Sio.
Ramakrishna Register No, 122/72, Minister Road, Nallagutta, Secunderabad -

500 003
-..PETITIONER
AND

1. The Gowvernument of Andhra Pragdesh, reprasanted by its, Collector,
Collectorate of Hyderabad, Hyderahad
2, The Tahsildar, Secunderabad Mandal, Secunderabad.
LRESPOMDENTS

Petition under Aricle 226 of the Conslitulion of India praying that in the
circumnstances staled in the alfidawl filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to issuse a Wril order or direction more pariculady one in the nature of
Wit of Mandamus declaring the action of the 2nd respondenl i issuing
proceedings LR No B/260810 Jdu 05710, as illegal, arbitrary, without jurisdiction
and in violation of rights guarantead under Adicles 25, 26 and 300A of the
Constitution of India conssquently to sst a swle the proceedings in
L.R.No.Bf2608/2010 dated 05.07.2010 directing the respondent not to interfers
with the peaceful possossion of the property of the peliioner society and not to
interfere with the religious affairs of the palilionar socisly

LLA. NO: 1 OF 2010{WPMP. NO: 23403 OF 2010}

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in suppont of the petition, the High Court may be pleased stay all
further proceedings consegquent io the proceedings in LR No B/2608/2010 dated
05.07.2010 restraining the Ind respondent from interfering in any manner with the
peaceful possession of the property and affairs of the petitionar society,

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI A.CHANDRA SHAKER
Counsel for the Respondents: GP FOR REVENUE

The Court made the following; ORDER
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THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE K.SARATH

WRIT PETITION No.18530 OF 2010

ORDER:

leamed counsel for the petitioner submitted
that the cause mn the writ petition does not survive.
In view of the same, the writ petition has become

inlrucluous,

2. Recording the aforementioned submission, the
Writ Petition is dismissed as infrucluous. There shall

be no order as to costs.

3. As sequel (o i, Miscellaneous Petitions, if any

pending, shall stand closed.
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HIGH COURT
DATED:22/10/2024
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DISMISSING THE WRIT PETITION
AS INFRUCTUOS WITHOUT COSTS.



