
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE, ANDHRA PRADESH 
AT HYDERABAD

FRIDAY, THE THIRTIETH DAY OF OCTOBER
TWO THOUSAND AND NINE

 
PRESENT

HON'BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE SRI ANIL R. DAVE
AND 

HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE RAMESH RANGANATHAN
 

WRIT PETITION No.6848 of 2009
 
Between:
 
K. Bichaiah and others.                                                ...Petitioners
 
And

 
District Collector, Ranga Reddy District,
Hyderabad and others.                                              ...Respondents
 

Counsel for the petitioners                :  Sri K. Lakshmi Manohar

Counsel for respondent No.1     : Government Pleader for Revenue

Counsel for respondent No.2     : Government Pleader for Panchayat
                                                    Raj

Counsel for respondent No. 3  : Sri G. Elisha

Counsel for respondent No.4   : Sri K. Lakshman

 
The Court made the following:

 

ORDER: (per Sri Anil R. Dave, C. J.)

         

1)       Heard the learned Advocates.

2)       A grievance was made in this petition that no action was being

taken for demolition of illegal construction put up by respondent No.4. 

During the pendency of the petition, appropriate action has been taken

by the Panchayat authorities and the construction, which was put up in

an illegal manner by respondent No.4, has now been removed.



3)       In the circumstances, the grievance ventilated in the petition

does not survive.           The petition stands disposed of with no order

as to costs.

 
 

ANIL R. DAVE, C.J.

30th October, 2009

RAMESH RANGANATHAN, J.

 

ARS   
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