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IN THE HIGH GOURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA

AT HYDERABAD
(Special Original Jurisdiction)

MONDAY, THE FIFTH DAY OF OCTOBER
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY SIX

PRESENT

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE NAMAVARAPU RAJESHWAR RAO

WRIT PETITION NO: 26696 OF 2026

Between:

B. Sravan Kumar, S/o. Yadagiri, Aged about 44 yearc, Occ. Proprietor of M/s

Sri Renuka Yellamma Wines, R/o. Dhoolmitta Village and Mandal, Siddipet

District 
...PETraoNER

AND

1. The State of Telangana, Rep. by its Principal Secretary, Revenue (Excise)

Deoartment, Secretariat, Hyderabad'

2. The Commissioner of Prohibition and Excise, Abkari Bhavan, M.J. Road,

Namoallv. Hvderabad - 500001'

e. fhe bistiict Prohibition and Excise Officer, Siddipet, Siddipet District'

4. The prohibition and Excise lnspector, Excise Police Station, Cherial, Siddipet

District.
5. B. Balraiu. S/o. Not known, Aged Major, Occ. Business, License No, Gazette

No.SDPb7g Wines (A4 Shop of Maddur No'2), R/o. Maddur Village and

Mandat, siddipet District. 
...RES'.NDENTS

petition under Arlicle 226 of the constitution of lndia praying that in the

circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be pleased

to issue a writ, order or direction more particularly one in the nature of WRIT OF

MANDAMUS declaring the impugned orders of the 3rd respondent in

cr.No.A2t269t2025, dated '11.08.2026 in rejecting the objection of the petitioner in

permitting the Sth respondent in shifting of his A4 Shop No.2 of Maddur Village and

Mandal to Vallampatla Village, Maddur Mandal, Siddipet District is contrary to Rule

28 of Telangana Excise (Grant of License of Selling by Shop and Conditions of

Licence) Rules, 2012, as illegal, arbitrary, null and void and consequently direct the

official respondents not to permit the shifting of shop of the 5th respondent.



l.A. NO: 1OF 2026

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in the

affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to direct the

respondents not to consider the request of the 5th respondent in shifting of his A4

Shop No.2 of Maddur Village and Mandal to Vallampatla Village, Maddur Mandal,

Siddipet District, pending finalization of the Writ Petition.

LA. NO: 2OF 2026

Between:

B. Balraju, S/o. Prakash, Aged Major, Occ. Business, l.icense No, Gazette
No.SDPO79 Wines (A4 Shop of Maddur No.2), R/o. Vladdur Village and
Mandal' siddipet District 

...pETrroNER/5th REspoNDENT
AND

1. B. Sravan Kumar, S/o. Yadagiri, Aged about 44 years, O<:c. Proprietor of M/s.
Sri Renuka Yellamma Wines, R/o. Dhoolmitta Village ard Mandal, Siddipet
District.

...RESPONDENT/PETITIONER

2. The State of Telangana, Rep. by its Principal Secretarlr, Revenue (Excise)
Department, Secretariat, Hyderabad.

3. The Commissioner of Prohibition and Excise, Abkari Uhavan, M.J. Road,
Nampally, Hyderabad - 500001.

4. The District Prohibition and Excise Officer, Siddipet, Siddipet District.
5. The Prohibition and Excise lnspector, Excise Police Staticn, Cherial, Siddipet

District.
...RESPONDENTS/RESPONDENTS

Petition under Section '151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in the

affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be p,eased to vacate the

interim Orders dated '13.8.2026 granted in WP.No.26696 of 2026 and dismiss the

above writ petition with exemplary costs, in the interest of justice.



l.A. NO: 3 OF 2026

Between:

1. The State of Telangana, Rep. by its Principal Secretary, Revenue (Excise)
Department, Secretariat, Hyderabad.

2. The Commissioner of Prohibition and Excise, Abkari Bhavan, M.J. Road,
Nampally, Hyderabad - 500001.

3. The District Prohibition and Excise Officer, Siddipet, Siddipet District.
4. The Prohibition and Excise lnspector, Excise Police Station, Cherial, Siddipet

District.
... PETITIONERS/RESPONDENTS

AND

1. B. Sravan Kumar, S/o. Yadagiri, Aged about 44 yearc, Occ. Proprietor of M/s.
Sri Renuka Yellamma Wines, R/o. Dhoolmitta Village and Mandal, Siddipet
District.

...RESPONDENT/PETITION ER

2. B. Balrlu, Sio. Not known, Aged Major, Occ. Business, License No, Gazette
No.SDPO79 Wines (A4 Shop of Maddur No.2), R/o. Maddur Village and
Mandal' siddipet District 

...RES'.NDENT/RE''.NDENT

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in the

affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased be pleased to

vacate the interim orders dated: 13.08.2026 passed in W.P. No. 26696 of 2026 and

dismiss the writ petition.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI JALLI KANAKAIAH, SEINIOR COUNSEL FOR
SRI NARENDAR JALLI

Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 TO 4: GP FOR PROHIBITION EXCISE
Counsel for the Respondent No.S: SRI C.RAGHU FOR

Ms. CHINNABOINA SRAVANI

The Court made the following: ORDER



rN rHE HrGH couRr ti.lrlHHIStE oF TELANGANA

THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE NAMAVARAPU RA]ESHWAR RAO

DATE: 05.1O.2O26
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Between:
Mr.B.Sravan Kumar

The State of Telangana,
Rep. bY PrinciPal SecretarY'
n"u"nr" (Excise) DePartment'
s^uir"tuti jt, Hyderabad and others'

.,. Petitioner

.,.ResPondents

ORDER

This writ petition is fired seeking a writ of Mandanrus decraring the

order of the 3'd respondent in Cr'No'A2/269/2025' dated 11'08'2026 in

rejecting the petitioner's objection to the proposed shifting of A4 Shop

No.2 from Maddur virage and Mandar to vailampatra Vi*age, Maddur

Mandal, Siddipet District, as illegal, arbitrary and contrary to Rule 28 of

the Terangana Excise (Grant of Licence of seiling by shop and Conditions

of Licence) Rules, 2012, and consequently direct the olficial respondents

not to permit such shifting and to pass such other order or orders as this

Hon'ble Court may deems fit and proper'
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2. Heard Mr.Jalli Kanakaiah, learned Senior Counsel representing

Mr.Narendar Jalli, learned counsel for the petitioner, learned Government

Pleader for Prohibition and Excise appearing for respondent Nos.1 to 4

and Mr.C.Raghu, Iearned counsel, representing Ms.Chinnaboina Sravani,

learned counsel for respondent No.5.

3. The brief facts of the case are that the 2nd respondent, vide

Proceedings No.1686/2025/CPE/FI/7, dated 24.09.2025, permitted

relocation of certain A4 liquor shops based on their viability. Pursuant

thereto, the shop at Kootigal Village, Doolimitta Mandal, Siddipet District,

was shifted to Duddeda Village, Kondapaka Mandal.

4. Thereafter, vide Notification No.BB/2025, dated 26.09.2025, the

Government notified the A4 shops in Siddipet District. The petitioner was

allotted the A4 shop at Doolimitta Village, while the unofficial respondent

was allotted Shop No.2 at Maddur Village through lottery.

5. The unofficial respondent thereafter sought shifting of Shop No.2

from Maddur to Vallampatla Village. The petitioner objected to the

proposed shifting, contending that it would adversely affect the

petitioner's business, as Vallampatla is situated close to the villages falling

within the petitioner's business area. The petitioner's objection was

referred to the Prohibition and Excise authorities, who recommended the

-,i''-' 
,
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proposed shiftin9. The petitioner submits that he has invested substantial

amounts towards licence/rent and would suffer serious financial loss if the

shifting is permitted. Hence, the present writ petition'

6. Learned Senior Counsel for the petitioner submits tlrat Rule 28 of

theTelanganaExcise(GrantofLicenceofSellingbyShopandConditions

of Licence) Rules, 2012, permits shifting of licensed premises only for

valid reasons and subject to the conditions prescribed therein' He fufther

submits that the proposed shifting is contrary to the said t(ule and would

adversely affect petitioner's existing business''

7. The issue involved in the present Writ Petition relates; to the shifting

ofA4ShopNo.2fromMaddurVillageandMandaltoVallampatlaVillage'

Maddur Mandal, SiddiPet District'

8. Earlier, the petitioner filed a Writ Petition No'38664 of 2025 seeking

a direction to the authorities to consider and dispose of his; representation

raising objections to the proposed

Court directed the authorities to

shifting of the aforesaid shop' This

consider and disPor;e of the said

representation' Pursuant thereto, the Office of the District Prohibition and

ExciseOfficer,siddipet,passedanorderinCr'No'A2/269/2022'dated

11.08.2026' The operative portion of the said order reads as follows:

"Further, it is to inform that during the Licence yeat 2021-2-3

and2oZ3-25therewere(2)A4ShopseitublishedinMaddur(V&M).
ih" poprfution of Maddur (v) is (3221) which limits sales potentiality'

Hence, it is proposed to'shift one A4 shop (G'SI No'SDP079) to
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Vallampatla (V), Maddur (M), as the Vallampatla village is located in
Maddur Mandal and Dhoolmitta is in separate Mandal Head Quarters.
Vallampatla to Dhoolmitta distance is about (7) KMs. The proposed
shifting location is within the Mandal of Maddur. Therefore, the
shifting of 44 Shop from Maddur to Vallampatla Village does not
affect the sales of Dhoolmitta 44 Shop. However, the Commissioner
of Proh,& Excise, Telangana, Hyderabad is competent authority to
accord permission for shifting of 44 Shop.

In view of the above circumstances explained and report of the
Proh.& Excisse Inspector of S.H.O. Cherial, Sri B.Sravan Kumar
Licensee of Sri Renuka Yellamma Wines, Dhoolmitta (V&M)
G.SI.No.SDP080 is informed that the objection has no valid grounds.
Accordingly, the representation dt:11.12.2025 is considered and
disposed of on the above lines."

9. The aforesaid order is impugned in the present Writ Petition.

10. At this juncture, learned Senior Counsel appearing for the petitioner

submitted that the objections raised by the petitioner were rejected

without assigning proper reasons and without duly considering the

grounds urged therein. It is further submitted that the order dated

11.08.2026 is not a final order, as respondent No.2 is the competent

authority to pass the final order with regard to the proposed shifting of

the 44 Shop. Therefore, he sought liberty to the petitioner to file his

objections before respondent No.2.

11. Learned Government Pleader for Prohibition and Excise appearing

for respondent Nos.1 to 4 and learned counsel for respondent No.5 did

not oppose the said submission made by learned Senior Counsel for the

petitioner
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t2. Having regard to the said submissions' the petitic'ner is granted

liberty to submit his objections before the respondent No'2 within a period

of one (1) week from the date of receipt of a copy of this order' Upon

receipt of such obiections, the respondent No'2 shall consider the

objections of the petitioner, as well as the order dated l1'08'2026 and

pass appropriate orders, by assigning valid reasons' in accordance with

law, within a period of two (2) weeks thereof'

13.Withtheabovedirections,theWritPetitionisdiscosedof.There

shall be no order as to costs'

Miscellaneous petitions pending, if any, shall stand closed'

SD,. M.OSMAN ALI BAIG

ASSISTANT REGISTRAR

//TRUE COPY//

SECTION OFFICER

to., 
The principar secretary, Revenue (Excise) Depalment' Secretariat'

Hyderabad. State ofTelangana Abkari Bhavan, M.J' Road'

2. Tfie Commissioner of Prohibition and Excrse'
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CC TODAY
HIGH COURT

DATED: 0511012026

ORDER
WP.No.26696 of 2026

-1=='=:::'\

,,,r/;L o': ti.q-.

/,4

-!

)

oo-t-
',.

a,iri

DISPOSING OF THE WRIT PETITION

WITHOUT COSTS.
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