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SPECIAL LEAVE PETITION (CIVIL) DIARY NO(S). 33903/2026

[Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated 13-02-2024

in WP No. 8293/2005 13-02-2024 in WP No. 10107/2005 13-02-2024 in
WP No. 10598/2005 13-02-2024 in WP No. 14061/2005 13-02-2024 in WP
No. 23945/2005 13-02-2024 in WP No. 24608/2005 13-02-2024 in WP No.
27505/2005 13-02-2024 in WP No. 33376/2013 13-02-2024 in WP No.
38695/2013 13-02-2024 in WP No. 22798/2015 13-02-2024 in WP No.
22803/2015 13-02-2024 in WP No. 23787/2015 13-02-2024 in WP No.
24373/2015 13-02-2024 in WP No. 24390/2015 13-02-2024 in WP No.
24400/2015 13-02-2024 in WP No. 24408/2015 13-02-2024 in WP No.
8291/2023 14-02-2024 in WP No. 11613/2005 14-02-2024 in WP No.
4327/2011 14-02-2024 in WP No. 4334/2011 14-02-2024 in WP No.
9597/2011 14-02-2024 in WP No. 20628/2011 14-02-2024 in WP No.

10640/2018 07-02-2024 in WP No. 10163/2005 passed by the High Court
for The State of Telangana at Hyderabad]

TELANGANA INDUSTRIAL INFRASTRUCTURE CORPORATION
(FORMERLY A.P. INDUSTRIAL INFRASTRUCTURE CORPORATION) & ORS.
Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

P ANIL KUMAR & ORS. Respondent(s)

IA No. 198683/2026 - CONDONATION OF DELAY IN FILING

IA No. 202308/2026 - PERMISSION TO FILE ADDITIONAL

DOCUMENTS/FACTS/ANNEXURES

Date : 31-07-2026 This matter was called on for hearing today.

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE DIPANKAR DATTA
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SHEEL NAGU

CORAM

For Petitioner(s) : Mr. R. Venkataramani, Attorney General for
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Reason:



UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
ORDER

1. Insufficient explanation has been offered for condonation of delay in
excess of 735 days, yet, we have heard Mr. Venkataramani, learned Attorney
General on the merits of the special leave petitions.

2. We are not inclined to interfere with the impugned judgment(s) and
order(s) of the High Court; hence, the special leave petitions are dismissed both
on the ground of delay as well as merits.

3. Pending application(s), if any, shall stand disposed of.

(PRIYANKA MALIK) (SUDHIR KUMAR SHARMA)
COURT MASTER (SH) COURT MASTER (NSH)
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