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IN HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA AT HYDERABAD

TUESDAY ,THE TWENTY EIGHTH DAY OF FEBRUARY
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY THREE

PRESENT

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE C.V. BHASKAR REDDY

CONTEMPT CASE NO: 794 0F 2019

contempt case fired Under sections 10 ro 12 of contempt of courts Act to
punish the respondents herein for wilful violation and deliberate disobedience of the
orders of the High court dared 24.12.2018 passed in w.p.No.467z6t2o1}.
Between:

Madhu Kamath, D/o.Dwarka Nath aged about 50 years,
E/o.No.W-4, Smritinsha Apartments," H.tto.t'O_S_e-gt7tO/7,'
Banjarahills, Hyderabad. rep. by its GpA Hotder Syed Jaffer

Occ: Business,
Mithila Nagar,

...PETITIONER/PETITIONER
AND

1 sri Dhana Kishore, s/o. Not known to petitioner The Deputv commissionercircle-12, Greater Hyderabad Munrcipar corporation-offi.Jri(r,rrlrir"oi"o',',
Hyderabad.

2 sri r Yadaiah, sio-Not known.to petitioner The Deputy commissioner, circre-12,.Greater Hyderabad Municipai corporation otriieT ir,riirirorii,-" "' ''"
Hyderabad.

3 Mr Khaleeluddin, S/o.Not known to petitioner, The Assistant citv pranner

9ll9lu-12, crearer Hyderabad Muniiipat Corporation 
"ni." 

it Xfriiiri"Ora,Hyoeraoao. ...RESPoNDENTS/CoNTEMNoRS

IA NO: 1 OF 2019

Petition under order 3 rure 2 rtw 151 cpc praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit fired in support of the petition,ih" iign cor.t
may be pleased to permit the SpA Horder of the petitioner to repreient thepetitioner herein in the above contempt case.

Counsel for the Petitioner : SRt. MOHD MO|N AHMED QUADRI
counsel for the Respondents No. 1& 2 : Mr. K. STDDHARTH RAo sc for GHMC
Counsel for the Respondent No.3 : M/s. VISHWANATHAM
The Court made the following: ORDER

I
I

I
I

I



lvith the ()rders I) r-ssed b], thrs Court in W.P.No.46i'.)'t cf 2018, dated

This Cont:n pt Case is fi1ed alleging violatir>r.r of orders dated

passed b1' th:s Oo rrt, the present Contempt cas- is ctr:;r:d as no further

24.12.2O1,8 passr:r try this Court in W.P.No.4672 t of 20 18.

2. Mr. Nlohd. I'r cin Ahmed Quadri, learned Counse I rppearing for the

petitioner lai"l1, s tLmitted tl-rat thr: respondents CitI \4 I have complied

24.I2.2018 and r:z use in the contempt case does not su'r'ive

3. Recording tl' :: submission of [he learned C,rutrst.] .rpyrearing for the

petitioner as wel' as Mr. K. Siddharth Rao, lezLrned l.;tanding Counsel

appearinpJ lor resl; >rLdents-GHMC that they have complicd ri,ith the order

IIov tI,E SRI JUSI'ICTI C.V.BIIASK{R RI.]])Dr

IONTEMP'I CASE No.794 o'i201!,

ORDIiIt:

orders are neces,sz n

MiscelliLneoL s petitions, if an1'pending in his c()nternpt case shall

stand dismissed

,TRUE COPY//

Sd/. M. RAMANA KRISHNA
DEI'U']-Y REGISTRAR

' ll,
IiECTiON OFFICER

To,

1, One CC to SI I, N4OHD N4OIN AHI\4ED QUADRI.,\dvocatr: [CPUC]

2 One CC to Iv4' K SIDDHARTH RAO SC for GHM(I [Of'lJ(.]

3. One CC to lvl/ ,/ISHWANATHAI\,4 Advocate [OP -]Cl

4. Two CD Coprr s
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HIGH COURT

DATED:281O2120211

ORDER

CC.No.794 of 2019

CC IS CLOSIID
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