
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V. BHATT 

 

W.P.No.35764 OF 2017  

ORDER: 

 

Heard  Mr.A.Sudarshan Reddy, lea rned  senior c ounsel for 

petitioners, the Government Pleader for Colleg ia te Educ a tion and  

Mr.C.V.R.Rudra  Prasad  for 4th respondent. 

 

The petitioner p rays for Mandamus dec la ring  Memo 

No.16004/ CE.A2/ 2011 da ted  17.10.2017 of 1st respondent as illega l, 

a rb itra ry, suffers from mala  fides, vio la tive of p rinc ip les na tura l 

justic e  and  Artic les 14 and  19(1)(g ) of the Constitution of Ind ia .  

 

The issue a rises under Sec tion 24 of the A.P. Educ a tion  

Ac t, 1982 read  with Rule 7 of the A.P. Grant-in-Aid  Code.  The 

substantive issue in the impugned  p roc eed ings c onc ern approving  

the c hange of c orrespondentship  of Sa thavahana  College, 

Vijayawada  in favour of N.Rama Sa tyanarayana  as new 

Correspondent.  The 4th respondent c la ims to be the Correspondent 

of Sa thavahana  College, Vijawayada .   

 

The c irc umstanc es relevant for d isposing of the writ petition 

a re sta ted  thus: 

 

The 2nd  respondent through p roc eed ings Rc .No.18/ Admn.I-

1/ 2017 da ted  30.03.2017, on the app lic a tion sa id  to have been filed  

by Sec reta ry of 1st petitioner, passed  the following  orders: 

“In pursuance of the orders issued in the reference 

1st read above and in the circumstances reported by the 

Regional Joint Director of Collegiate Education, 

Rajahmundry in the reference 2nd read above, the Special 

Commissioner of Collegiate Education, A.P., Vijayawada is 
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hereby approved the change of correspondent ship in 

favour of Sri N.Rama Satyanarayana as new 

Correspondent of Sathavahana College, Vijayawada, 

Krishna District in terms of Rule 7 of the A.P. Grant-in-Aid 

Code read with Section 24 of the A.P. Education Act, 

1982. 

The Present/Secretary, Sathavahana College, 

Vijayawada is requested to take further necessary action 

accordingly. 

The receipt of these proceedings should be 

acknowledged by return of post.” 

 

This Court, while d isposing of W.P.No.12089 of 2017, a llowed  

4th respondent to c ha llenge by filing  appea l aga inst the 

p roc eed ings da ted  30.03.2017 of 2nd  respondent. The 4th 

respondent filed  appea l before the 1st respondent and  the same 

was taken on file. The 1st respondent through Memo da ted  

17.10.2017 a llowed  the appea l and  set aside the p roc eed ings 

da ted  30.03.2017.  Henc e, the writ petition. 

 

On 27.10.2017, this Court g ranted  interim suspension of Memo 

da ted  17.10.2017 for a  period  of one week and  la ter on extended  

the suspension from time to time.  The 4th respondent filed  c ounter 

a ffidavit a long with a  few annexures in support of his c ase.   

 

The lea rned  c ounsel for petitioners and  4th respondent have 

made submissions on the p roc edure followed  by 1st respondent 

either in enterta ining  the appea l or while d isposing of the appea l 

through Memo da ted  17.10.2017.  Elabora ting  the c ontention, 

Mr.Sudarshan Reddy c ontends tha t the petitioners rec eived  notic e 

da ted  18.09.2017 and  13.09.2017 from the 1st respondent in the  

appea l filed  by 4th respondent.  On 25.09.2017, the petitioners filed  
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ob jec tions/ exp lana tion to the appea l filed  by 4th respondent.   

The ob jec tions refer to loc us stand i of petitioners, the orders passed  

by this Court in ea rlier rounds of litiga tion and  the p roc edure 

followed  while effec ting  c hange of c orrespondentship  of 

Sa thavahana  College.  The petitioners c ha llenge the find ings 

rec orded  by respondent Nos.4 and  5 firstly by c ontend ing tha t the 

1st respondent c ommitted  p roc edura l illega lity by not rec ord ing  the 

ob jec tions ra ised  by petitioners, muc h less any find ing  is rec orded  

thereon.  Further, by referring to Sp l.CCE Lr.Rc .No.18/ Admn.I.1/ 2017 

da ted  15.05.2017, the appea l filed  by 4th respondent is ac c ep ted  

and  dec ided .  The appea l was filed  pursuant to liberty granted  by 

this Court and  relying  on report da ted  15.05.2017 is unsusta inab le.  

The petitioners a lso ra ise ob jec tion on the jurisd ic tion of  

1st respondent to rec ord  find ings on the a ffa irs of 1st petitioner 

Soc iety. 

 

Per c ontra , Mr.Rudra  Prasad  appearing  for 4th respondent 

c ontends tha t the p roc eed ings da ted  30.03.2017 is viola tive of 

p rinc ip les of na tura l justic e; the 4th respondent was func tioning as 

c orrespondent of Sa thavahana  College and  without even putting  

the 4th respondent on notic e, no order c ould  have been passed  

approving c hange of c orrespondentship .  Therefore, ac c ord ing to 

him, the lega lity of c hange of c orrespondentship  is dependant on 

the resolution sa id  to have been passed  in the meeting  c onduc ted  

on 19.02.2017.  The 1st respondent examined  these deta ils and   

has rec orded  the find ings and  no exc ep tion c ould  be taken in the 

jud ic ia l review of this Court.   On non-c onsidera tion of ob jec tions 
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ra ised  by petitioners whic h go to the merits of issue, the 

Government Pleader for Colleg ia te Educ a tion a fter going through 

the ob jec tions da ted  25.09.2017 and  the order of 1st respondent 

submits tha t the Memo da ted  17.10.2017 does not reflec t 

c onsidera tion of a ll the ob jec tions ra ised  by petitioners.  The c ounsel 

have ra ised  severa l g rounds/ ob jec tions on the jurisd ic tion of 

c ompetent Civil Court to go into this aspec t of the matter etc ., but 

have substantia lly foc used  their submission on the inadequac y 

referred  to above in the order of 1st respondent. 

 

The ground  of petitioners viz., non-c onsidera tion of ob jec tions, 

pa rtic ula rly keep ing in view the orders passed  by this Court on 

earlier rounds of litiga tion and  a lso the fac t tha t the memo 

impugned in the writ petition is substantia lly passed  basing on  

Spec ia l Commissioner of Colleg ia te Educ a tion’ s letter da ted  

15.05.2017, this Court is of the view tha t the impugned  memo suffers 

from pa tent illega lity and  henc e ends of justic e a re met, pa rtic ula rly 

having regard  to the number of c ases and  p roc eed ings pend ing 

between the parties before va rious Courts, Memo 

No.16004/ CE.A2/ 2011 da ted  17.10.2017 is set aside and  the matter is 

remitted  to 1st respondent for c onsidera tion and  d isposa l in 

ac c ordanc e with law.  This Court has not examined  the merits  

of issue between parties, for the view this Court takes while 

d isposing  of this writ petition.  The 1st respondent c onsiders passing 

orders as exped itiously as possib le, p referab ly within eight weeks 

from the da te of rec eip t of a  c opy of this order and  a lso a ffords 

opportunity of hearing to petitioners and  4th respondent.    
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The writ petition is ordered  as ind ic a ted  above.    There sha ll 

be no order as to c osts. 

 

Consequently, pend ing misc ellaneous petitions, stand  c losed .  

  

                              
 

____________ 

         S.V.BHATT, J 

                                                       

22nd  November 2017 

Lrkm  

 

 


