
HONOURABLE Dr. JUSTICE B.SIVA SANKARA RAO 
 

WRIT PETITION No.17596 OF 2017 

ORDER:  
 

           Heard the learned counsel for the pet it ioner and also the 

learned Govt . Pleader represent ing the respondents 1 to 4 and 5th 

respondent  Sri N.S.Reddy and perused the Writ  Pet it ion Prayer and 

support ing aff idavit  and other material including the counter on 

behalf  of the 5th respondent  and respondents 1 to 4.  

This Writ  Pet it ion is f iled by the pet it ioner with the prayer 

which reads as follows:- 

“ To issue any appropriat e writ ,  Order or Direct ion more 
part icularly one in t he nat ure of  Writ  of  Mandamus, declaring t he 
act ion of  t he respondent s, more part icularly t he 4t h respondent  in 
proceeding t o conduct  t he elect ions t o t he 5t h respondent  Societ y 
wit hout  fol lowing t he procedure laid down under Rule 22(2)(b)(vi) 
of  t he A.P. Cooperat ive Societ ies Rules, as arbit rary, unj ust , 
cont rary t o law and consequent ly direct  t he 4t h respondent  t o 
consider t he obj ect ions of  t he pet it ioner and t ake necessary st eps 
in accordance wit h Rule 22(2)(b)(vi) of  A.P. Cooperat ive Societ ies 
Rules; and pass such ot her order or orders as may deemed 
necessary in t he int erest  of  j ust ice”  

One of the content ions of the pet it ioner that  the 4th 

respondent -Elect ion Off icer, appointed by the 3rd 

respondent (Elect ion Authority) is going to conduct  elect ions 

without  f inalizat ion of the original candidates who are 

ent it led to vote and contest  as per Rule 22 sub Rule-2 r/ w 18 

of the Rules, 1964 made under the Act , 1964 and even 

obj ect ions f iled before f inalizat ion, were not  considered in 

f inalizat ion and list  contains several ineligible candidates and 

it  may t ilt  the result ,  thereby direct  the respondents to stop 
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the elect ion process t il l f inalizat ion of the voters list  of 

eligible candidates.  

 Whereas, it  is the submission of the respondents that  

the pet it ioner also f iled nominat ion and part icipated though it  

is subsequent  to the date of f il ing of the Writ  Pet it ion and 

once f iled nominat ions and part icipat ing for its f inalizat ion 

and to conduct  elect ions from the polling date f ixed the 

Elect ion Authority to the Elect ion Off icer, there is a waiver 

and he cannot  raise the dispute.  It  is also the submission that  

it  is left  open to raise an elect ion dispute before t ribunal 

after elect ions including on the eligibility of the voters cast ing 

vote if  shown to invalidate their votes and it  is not  to interdict  

the elect ion process. It  is also the submission of the learned 

Govt . Pleader that  in the elect ion process, f inalizat ion of the 

voters list  is made with reference to the elect ions conducted, 

to consider all are eligible voters and thereby there is nothing 

to interfere with the elect ion process. 

Having regard to the above though the Writ  Pet it ion is 

otherwise maintainable as answered by this Court  in W.P.No. 

18815 of 2017, dt .14.06.2017 including in an elect ion mat ter 

and even elect ion process commenced if  at  all as an 

except ional case; in this case on hand, from the nominat ions 

f iled and the pet it ioner also one of the persons who f iled 

nominat ions, there is nothing to interdict  the process of 

elect ion but  for left  open all content ions including any 
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content ion of ineligibility to invalidate the elect ion of any 

candidate and on eligibilit y of the voters in the list  f inalized 

to raise as an elect ion dispute.  

 In the result ,  the Writ  Pet it ion is closed.  As a sequel, 

miscellaneous pet it ions if  any pending in this Writ  Pet it ion 

shall stand closed. 

 

_________________________ 
Dr. B. SIVA SANKARA RAO, J 

Dt .16.06.2017 
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