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UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
ORDER
1. This petition arises from an interim order passed by the High
Court dated 27-01-2026 in IA No. 1 of 2026 preferred in Writ Appeal
No. 102 of 2026, by which the interim application preferred by the

petitioner before us came to be rejected.

2. It appears from the materials on record that the petitioner
before us preferred a Writ Petition No. 9604 of 2025 seeking to
challenge two Government Orders bearing Nos.1l3 and 14 respectively,
dated 15th March 2025, issued by the State of Telangana and the

consequential letters.

3. The Writ Petition was adjudicated by the learned Single Judge
and by Judgment and Order dated 08-01-2026, the same came to be

rejected.

4. It also appears that pending the adjudication of the Writ
Petition before the Single Judge, there was an interim order
operating in favor of the petitioner suspending the operation of
the two Government Orders which were made subject-matter of

challenge.

5. Being dissatisfied with the Judgment and Order passed by the
learned Single Judge, the petitioner is now before the Division

Bench of the High Court by way of Writ Appeal No. 102 of 2026.

6. In the said Writ Appeal, an IA was preferred seeking the very
same relief i.e. stay of the operation of the two Government Orders
cancelling the allotment and re-allotting it to Respondent No.4.
The IA came to be rejected and thereby the relief prayed for was

declined.

7. In such circumstances, the petitioner is here before us with

the present petition.

8. We heard Mr. Neeraj Kishan Kaul and Mr. Navin Pahwa, learned
Senior Counsel appearing for the petitioner and Dr. S. Muralidhar,

the learned Senior Counsel appearing for the State of Telangana. We



also heard Mr. Ravi Shankar Jandhyala, the learned Senior Counsel

appearing for the Respondent No.4.

9. This matter came up for hearing for the first time on 9th
February, 2026. On that date, we issued notice and also directed

the parties to maintain status quo.

10. We are of the view that since the Order of status quo has
continued for a period of almost three months, it will be in the
fitness of things if we request the High Court to take up Writ
Appeal No. 102 of 2026 for hearing and see to it that the same is

disposed of within a period of three months from today.

11. We request both the sides to cooperate for the expeditious
hearing and disposal of the Writ Appeal before the Division Bench.
12. Till the Writ Appeal is disposed of, the Order of status quo

passed by us shall remain in operation.
13. With the aforesaid, this petition stands disposed of.

14. Pending applications, if any, also stand disposed of.

(VISHAL ANAND) (POOJA SHARMA)
DEPUTY REGISTRAR COURT MASTER (NSH)



		2026-05-06T17:13:06+0530
	VISHAL ANAND




