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

THURSDAY, THE FOURTH DAY OF SEPTEMBER
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FIVE

PRESENT
THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE SUDDALA CHALAPATHI RAD

WRIT PETITION NO: 1236 OF 2011

Between:

Mis Radha Krishna Automobiles Pvt Lid, Repby its Chiel General Manager Capt.
Muku! Shama Sfo. Col. Jagadish Chadrra Sharma, DMNo 7-2-85, Main Road,

Sanathnagar Hyderabad

..PETITIONER

AND

1. The Government of AP Pri. Rep. by Pri Secretary, Department of Municipal
Adrministration, A P, Secralanal, Hyderabad

2. The Greater Hyderabad Municipal Corporation, rep. by its Commissioner.
Hyderabad

3 The Add!. Commissicner{H&S), Health and Sanitation Degardment, G.HM.C
Hyderabad

-.RESPONDENTS

Palition under Aricle 226 of the Constilut:on of India praying that in the
crreumstances stated in the affidavit filed therswith, the High Court may be
pleased to issue direction, or a writ particulariy one in the nature of Mandamus or B
any other appropriate writ declaring the action of the action of the Respondent )
Mo d imposing fines Lo the extenl of Rs 1,089,842 on |he garbage charges of
Hs 4,39, 368/~ and rejecting the receipl of Trade Licence fee and passing threals to
seizing the business of the petlioner, without any basis, which is illegal, arbitrary,
capricious and random unjust, resulfing in grave miscarriage of justice and
whimsical on part of the respondents which is detrimental to the fundamental
rignts af the patitioner guaranteed under the construction and consaguently

declara the garbage charges levied against the petitioner as illegal and not binding

on the petibioner




LA NO: 1 OF 2011{WPMP_NO: 1503 OF 2011)

Fotilion under Section 151 CPC praving that in the circumstances stated in
e aflidavil Fled in sepporl of the petition, the High Courl may be pleased issus
direchions 1o the respondents Mot 1o 3 nol lo lake any steps to obstruct the
business of the pebitioner, in any manner and accept the Licence fes for the yvear

2010-11 pending disposal of the writ petition.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI K. RAVIKANTH (NOT PRESENT)

Counsel for the Respondent No.1: GP FOR MUNICIPAL ADMINISTRATION AND
URBAN DEVELOPMENT

Counsel for the Respondents MNo.2 & 3: 5.C. FOR GHMC

The Court made the following: ORDER



THE HON’ELE JUSTICE SUDDALA CHALAPATHI RAO

WRIT PETITION No.1236 of 2011

ORDER:

When the matter was taken up for hearing on 28.08.2025, there
was no representation on behalf of the petitioner, 3o as ta give one more
oppartunity o the counsel [or the petitioner, The matler was posted o
04.09.2025 under the caplion *For Dismissal®, In spile ol the matler
being hsted wunder the caption Yor dismissal’, woday also, there 15 no
representation on behall of the petitioner. It appears that the petitioner

1% noi having any interest o prosecute the matrer.,

2. Aveordimgly, this Writ Petilion 1% chismssed ferr

narn-prosecution, There shall be no order as to costs,

A5 a sequel, miscellaneous applications pending, if-any, 1 this

Wit Petition, shall stand closed.

Sdi-AHMED ABDULLA KHAN
ASSISTANT REGISTRAR
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T One CC 1o SR K. RAVIKANTH, Advocate [OPUIC) _
2. Two CCs lo GP for Municipal Administration and Ll\r\hnn Davalopmeant, High
Lourt for the State of Telangana al Hyderabad. [OUT]
3. One CC 0 5.C. for GHMC [OPUC]
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HIGH COURT

DATED:04/09/2025

ORDER

WP.No.1236 of 2011

DISMISSING THE WRIT PETITION
FOR NON-PROSECUTION
WITHOUT COSTS
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