
 

THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

 

WRIT PETITION No.3224 of 2008 

  

ORDER: 

 

Heard  Sri K.Aroor hold ing  for Sri Kowturu Vinayakumar, the 

Assistant Government Pleader for Soc ia l Welfa re and  Sri Ravind rana th. 

The petitioner p rays for Mandamus dec la ring  the ac tion of 4th 

respondent in not renewing the petitioner’ s Mahila  Pradan Kshetriya  

Bac ha t Yojana  Agenc y and  S.A.S.Agenc y as per 1st respondent’ s 

order in Memo No.8/ A1/ SS/ 2006, da ted  02-06-2006, as illega l, a rb itra ry 

and  unc onstitutiona l. 

On 18-02-2008, by following the order issued  by this Court, the 

interim d irec tion as p rayed  for was granted .  

The 3rd  respondent filed  c ounter a ffidavit and  in pa ragraph ‘10’  

rep lied  thus :- 

“ It  is humbly submit ted that  after f il ing the 

renewal applicat ion by the pet it ioner to the 4th 

respondent , on 11-02-2008, and to comply with the 

interim orders of the Hon’ ble High Court  of Andhra 

Pradesh j udicature in W.P.M.P.No.4203 of 2008, the 

agency have renewed vide this off ice 

Progs.Rc.No.NSS/ 914/ 2008, dated 17.03.2008.”  

 

  Sri Ravind rana th refers to a  dec ision of this Court in W.A.No.576 

of 2007 da ted  16-07-2007 and  submits tha t the Court in exerc ise of its 

jurisd ic tion under Artic le 226 of the Constitution of Ind ia  ought not to 

interfere with the polic y dec isions taken by the Government or 



a lterna tively suggest mode and  manner of imp lementing the polic y 

dec ision taken by the Government. 

As the lea rned  c ounsel insisted  tha t the a rgument put forward  

by him is adverted  to, the same is referred  to in the order. 

This Court is of the view tha t as the writ p rayer is aga inst inac tion, 

the interim order was granted  on 18-02-2008. 

The 3rd  respondent, if had  any d iffic ulty in imp lementing  the 

interim d irec tion, ought to have filed  c ounter and  a lso a  petition to 

vac a te the interim order.  On the other hand , the 3rd  respondent 

issued  p roc eed ings da ted  17-03-2008.  Thus, with the issuanc e of 

p roc eed ings da ted  17-03-2008, the inac tion c omp la ined  in the writ 

petition is worked  out. 

In view of the stand  taken in the c ounter a ffidavit, c ounsel for 

petitioner does not p ress the inac tion c ompla ined  in the writ petition. 

The sta tement of lea rned  c ounsel for petitioner is p lac ed  on 

rec ord . 

The writ petition is c losed , as no further order is nec essary.  No 

order as to c osts. 

Misc ellaneous petitions, if any, pend ing, sha ll stand  c losed . 

   

 

_____________ 

S. V. BHATT, J 

Dt: 06-03-2017 

Prv 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

WRIT PETITION No.3224 of 2008 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

06-03-2017 

 

Prv 

  

 

 

 

 

 


