[3202]
IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD
iSpecial Original Jurisdiction)

MONDAY, THE EIGHTEENTH DAY OF AUGUST
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FIVE

PRESENT
THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE K. SARATH

WRIT PETITION NO: 10157 OF 2012

Between:

Smt.Rahemunnisa Begum, Wiolate Mohd Hussain Housewife Rio.Door
Mo, 6-2-242 to 249 ALC Guards, Hyderabad

..PETITIONER
AND

1. The District  lavel Commitlee, Hyderabad, repby the, District
Collector, Hyderabad

2. The District Collector, Hyderabad Districl, Hyderabad

3. The Tahsildar, Asifnagar Mandal, Hyderabad Districl

.. RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
gircumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleazed to issue a writ of mandamug or any other approgriate writ or direction
declaring the order ol the 151 Respondenl issue in R1/2287/2008-39 daled
12,2011 in so far rejecting the application of the Petitioner for reqularization as
illegal, arbitrary and consequently direct the 1" Respondent to re-consider the
application of the Petitioner bearing S1L.N0 2954 dated 20.06.2008 for transfer of
rights in terms of G.O.Ms Mo, 166 dated 16.02.2008 by taking into consideration
the report of the Tahsildar in Lr.Mo. G 598/2000 dated 14.08.2005



LA NQ: 1 OF 2012(WPMP. NO: 12864 OF 2012)

Petition under Saction 161 CPC praying that in tha circumstances slated
in the affidavit filed in supporl of the wril patition, the High Court may be pleased
to direct the 1™ respondent to re-consider the application of the petitioner
bearing SILMNo.295&4 dated 2062008 for fransfer of rights in terms of
G.0O.Mz No 166 dated 16.2 2008 by taking into consideration the reporl of the
Tahsildar in LrNo C/836/2005 dated 14.9.2005 pending disposal of the writ
peatition

Counsel for the Petitioner: SR1. O. MAMNOHER REDDY
Counsel for the Respondents: GP FOR REVENUE

The Court made the following; ORDER




THE HONOURAELE SRI JUSTICE K.SARATH

WRIT PETITION No.10157 of 2012

ORDER:

Today, when the matter 15 taken up for hearing,
learnecd counsel appeanng {or the petiioner subrmits (hat
he has no instructions from the petitioner to pursue the
matter further. In view of the same, he is unable to
proceed 1111;l.hfar with the matter, It seems that the

petitioner is not interested to prosecute this case.

2. In view of the submission made by the learned
counsel appearing for the petitioner, the Writ Petition is
dismissed for Non-proseculion. There shall be no order as

Lo costs.

3. Pending miscellaneous applications, f any in this

petition, shall stand closed. ] fesp= el — —
SDj- L. VIJAY A LAXMI
ASSISTANT REGISTRAR

L

[
L

To,

1. OneCCto SRILOM
2 Two CCsto GPFOR
H-,.qieral_‘lad E'LTJUT!I

3. Two CI Copias

ANOHER REDDY Advocale [oPUC]

SEVENUE High Court for the Stats of Telangana at

BM
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HIGH COURT

DATED:18/08/2025

ORDER

WP.No.10157 of 2012

DISMISSING THE WRIT PETITION FOR
NON-PROSECUTION WITHOUT COSTS



