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IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

FRIDAY, THE TWENTY EIGHTH DAY OF FEBRUARY
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FIVE

PRESENT

THE HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE T.VINOD KUMAR

CONTEMPT CASE No: 31 of 2024

Petition under Sections 10 to 12 of Contempt of Courts Act 1971 to
summon, punish the respondents for his willful violation and deliberate
disobedience of orders dated 13-10-2023 in W.P.No0.28757 of 2023.

Between:
Smt. Kontham Madhavi, W/o Kontham Malla Reddy, aged about 39 years, Occ:
Housewife, R/o H. No. 4- 12- 893, Plot No. 64, Sai Nagar, Near Rajadhani Hotel,
Vanastalipuram, Ranga Reddy District.

...Petitioner/Petitioner
AND

1. Sri. D. Ronaid Rose, |. A. S, Commissioner, Greater Hydérabad Municipal
Corporation, Lower Tank Bund, Hyderabad.

2. Sri P. Ravinder Kumar, Deputy Commissioner, Greater Hyderabad Municipal
Corporation, Hayathnagar Circle No. 3, Hyderabad.

3. Smt. G. Pavani, Town Planning Officer, O/o. Dy. Commissioner, Greater
Hyderabad Municipal Corporation, Hayathnagar Circle No. 3, Hyderabad.

...Respondents/Respondents

Counsel for the Petitioner: Sri A. Narasimaha Rao
Counsel for the Respondents: Sri M. Durga Prasad (SC FOR GHMC)

The Court made the following: ORDER




THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE T. VINOD KUMAR

Contempt Case No.31 of 2024

ORDER:

Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned Standing

Counsel appearing for the respondents — GHMC and perused the record.

2 This Contempt Case is directed alleging willful disobedience and
non-compliance of the order of this Court dt.13.10.2023 passed in
W.P.N0.28757 of 2023.

3. Today, when the matter is taken up for hearing, Sri Srinivas Rao
Pachwa, learned Standing Counsel appearing on behalf of the
respondents, has placed before this Court the written instructions along
with four photographs taken on A4 sheet showing the respondents-
authorities having undertaken demolition of the unauthorized construction
made, which is the subject matter of the writ petition, on 18.11.2024 at
11.22 AM., and the authorities having demolished the entire length of the

compound wall constructed.

4. Learned Standing Counsel thus submits that the authorities having
demolished the construction of entire length of compound wall, there
exists no compound wall now, and thus, the construction made by
encroaching on to the footpath margin has been removed and thus, the

respondents have complied with the order of this Court.

5: The aforesaid written instructions along with the photographs as

placed before this Court are taken on record.

6. Having regard to the aforesaid submissions and that the
respondents-authorities having initiated action to remove the unauthorized
construction as directed by this Court in the order dt.13.10.2023 in



W.P.N0.28757 of 2023, this Court is of the view that the respondents-
authorities have sufficiently complied with the order of this Court.

/. Accordingly, the Contempt Case is closed. No order as to costs.

8. Miscellaneous petitions, if any, pending in this contempt case shall
stand closed. o

SD/- K. SAILESHI
DEPUTY REGISTRAR

\
ATRME CUPTR SECTION OFFICER

To,

| [ Advocate [OPUC]
1. One CC to Sri A. Narasimaha Rao,
2. One CC to Sri M. Durga Prasad (SC FOR.GHMC) [OPUC]

3. Two CD Copies
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HIGH COURT

DATED:28/02/2025
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