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IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD
(Special Original Jurisdiction)

WEDNESDAY, THE THIRD DAY OF JANUARY
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FOUR

PRESENT
THE HONOURABLE SRl JUSTICE C.V. BHASKAR REDDY

WRIT PETITION NO: 30534 OF 2013

Between'

B. Raghuvoor Reddy, Sfo B. Ram Raddy, Aged 45 years, Occ Business, Rio
H. Mo 17-2-751, Madannapel, Saidabad, Hyderabad

-PETITIOCNER

AMD

1. The Il Additional Metropolitan Sessions Judge,, Criminal Courts Compound.
Mampally, Hyderabad.

2 Mr. Sullan Saleam, S'o MA. Raheam, Aned 80 years, Occ Business, Rio
H.Mo 510, Canna Block, Garden Tower, Masab Tank, Hyderabad.

..RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of Indig praying that in the
circumslances stated in the affidavit filed therowith, the High Cowrt may be
pleased o ssue an appropriate wril, order aor Direction more particalarly one in
the nature of Writ of Mandamus or any other writ, declaring the action of the 1st
respondent herzin in not passing any orders on Crl.M.P.No.52% of 2013 and
Cri.M P No 530 of 2013 in Criminal Appeal No 485 of 2012 pending on tha file of
the 1=l respondent as arbitrary and unjust and consequently direct the 2nd
respondent hersin o pass appropriale arders an merits in G M P Mo D20 ot 2013
and Crl.M.P.Na 530 of 2013 in Criminal Appeal No.485 of 2012 pending on the

file of the 1% respandeant.
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/" LA.NO: 1 OF 2013(WPMP._NO: 37901 OF 2013)

/ Petition under Section 151 CPC praying thatl in the circumstances stated in
/H thie affidavit filed in suppom of tha petition, the High Court may be pleased to stay
all further procesdings in Criminal Appeal Mo 485 of 2012, pending dispasal of the

writ pelition.

Counsel for the Petitioner : SRI P.ANIMI REDDY
rep., SR V.SUBRAHMANY AM SASTRY

Counsel for the Respondent No.1 : SRI Y.RAMA RAQ{SC FOR APHC)

Counsel for the Respondent No.2 : =

The Court made the following: ORDER




HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE C.V.BHASKAR REDDY

WERIT PETITION No.30534 of 2013

ORDER:

Mr.P. Ammi Reddy, learned counsel representing
learned counsel {or the petitioner submits that the cause in
the writ petition does not survive for adjudication and the
relief sought in the writ petition has become inffuctuous,

Recording the said subtmission, the wrnl petition 15
dismissed as infructuous. No costs.

Az a scquel, the miscellaneous petitions pending, if

any, shall stand closed.

SD/- N, CHANDRA SEKHAR RAD

ASSISTANT REGISTRAR
ITRUE COPY!! ?h,,
SECTION OFFICER
To,
1. One CC to SR V. SUBRAHMANYAM SASTRY, Advocate. [OPUCH
2. One QO to SR1IY RAMA RAD, (50 FOR APHC). [QPUC]
3. Twa CD Copies.
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HIGH COURT

DATED:03/01/2024

ORDER

WP.No.30534 of 2013

DISMISSING THE WRIT PETITION
AS INFRUCTUOUS

WITHOUT COSTS
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